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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 CP4 consisting of those diffeomorphisms which can be realised by
monodromy.
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1. Introduction

Let Xd ⊂ CP4 denote the degree d Fermat hypersurface. It resides in the univer-
sal family Xd → Ud of smooth 3-dimensional degree d hypersurfaces, whose base is
the open subspace Ud ⊂ PH0(CP4;O(d)) of degree d homogeneous polynomials in
5 variables whose zero locus is smooth. We write

Mond := π1(Ud, Xd)

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

MCGd := π0Diff+(Xd)

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

α : Mond −→ MCGd.

A presentation for the group Mond has been given by Lönne [L0̈9], and a quite
complete description of MCGd 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 α has infinite index in MCGd. Our goal is to completely describe the
image of α, in terms of Kreck and Su’s description of MCGd.

Most of the answer will be described in terms of automorphisms of π3(Xd) re-
specting certain structures. There is a canonical extension

0 −→ Z/d −→ π3(Xd) −→ H3(Xd;Z) −→ 0,
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2 OSCAR RANDAL-WILLIAMS

and the intersection Z-valued form of Xd induces an antisymmetric form λ on
π3(Xd), whose radical is Z/d ≤ π3(Xd). We write Aut(π3(Xd), λ) for the group of
automorphisms of π3(Xd) which preserve λ and which induce the identity on the
radical Z/d ≤ π3(Xd) of λ. We will explain that λ has a quadratic refinement

µ : π3(Xd) −→ Z/2,

induced by the embedding Xd ⊂ CP4, and that this quadratic refinement is Mond-
invariant. By a quadratic refinement of λ we mean that µ is a function satisfying

µ(a+ b) = µ(a) + µ(b) + λ(a, b) mod 2.

We write Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) for the subgroup of Aut(π3(Xd), λ) consisting of those
automorphisms which preserve µ.

Theorem A. Suppose d ≥ 3.

(i) The map Mond → Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) is surjective.
(ii) The kernel of the surjection Im(α) → Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) consists precisely of

those diffeomorphisms of Xd which up to isotopy may be supported in a disc.

The latter is a quotient of π0(Diff∂(D
6)) = Θ7 = Z/28, and may be extracted

from the work of Kreck and Su (see Lemma 2.2). It is given by




0 d ≡ 2, 4, 6, 10, 12, 14 mod 16

Z/2 d ≡ 3, 5, 8, 11, 13 mod 16

Z/4 d ≡ 0, 1, 7, 9, 15 mod 16

⊕

{
0 d 6≡ 0 mod 7

Z/7 d ≡ 0 mod 7.

Combining Theorem A with existing work on diffeomorphism groups of the man-
ifolds Wg,1 := #gS3 × S3 \ int(D6) 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(α) is Ker(Im(α)→ Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ)).

It follows that Im(α) is often not residually finite, so neither is MCGd.

Remark 1.1. We use the assumption d ≥ 3 to guarantee that Xd contains a modest
number of S3 × S3 connect-summands (d ≥ 3 implies that it contains at least 5).
If d = 1 or 2 then Xd contains no S3 × S3 connect summands. The work of Kreck
and Su shows that MCG1 = Z/4 (see also [Bru71, Remark II.11]) and MCG2 = 0.
On the other hand Mon1 = 0 because all degree 1 hypersurfaces are smooth, so
Im(α) is trivial if d ≤ 2.

The map α naturally factors through the symplectic mapping class group

α : Mond −→ π0Symp(Xd) −→ MCGd.

This work began in discussions with Ailsa Keating and Ivan Smith, exploring the
possibility of using this factorisation to investigate π0Symp(Xd). While Im(α)
clearly gives a lower bound for Im(π0Symp(Xd)→ MCGd), trying to go any further
seemed to produce more questions than answers on the symplectic side:

(i) Is the quadratic refinement µ invariant under the action of π0Symp(Xd)?
(ii) Does the “distorsion of the first Pontrjagin class” vanish for symplectomor-

phisms? (See Section 3.3 for this notion.)
(iii) Do Mond and π0Symp(Xd) have the same image in MCGd?
(iv) Is Mond → π0Symp(Xd) 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), µ is not MCGd-invariant, and
neither is it invariant for the subgroup of MCGd which preserves the almost complex
structure of Xd (because this is the whole of MCGd, see Remark 3.3).



MONODROMY AND MAPPING CLASS GROUPS 3

Strategy. The strategy for identifying the image of α : Modd → MCGd 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 Ud is equipped with a certain (stable)

tangential structure ℓhypXd
, so that α lands in the stabiliser StabMCGd

(ℓhypXd
) 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 µ on π3(Xd), which with the work of Kreck and Su [KS20]
leads to a central extension

0 −→ {diffeomorphisms supported
near S2 ⊂ Xd

} −→ StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) −→ Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) −→ 0.

The structure of the subgroup of diffeomorphisms supported near S2 ⊂ Xd,
which is a sphere generating π2(Xd) ∼= 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

Φ : π0(Diff∂(D
6)) = Θ7 −→ {

diffeomorphisms supported
near S2 ⊂ Xd

}.

The second constraint, developed in Section 5, is the construction of a surjective

map κ : StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) → Coker(Φ) such that κ ◦ α is trivial. This map is ob-

tained indirectly, essentially by calculating the abelianisation of StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

).

This is done by relating this stabiliser to a certain moduli space of manifolds (dif-
feomorphic to Xd 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 α : Mond → MCGd from three sources.
Firstly, work of Krylov [Kry03] quickly shows that the subgroup Φ(Θ7) can be
realised by monodromy. Secondly, work of Beauville [Bea86] (for which we supply a
missing detail) fully describes the automorphisms of H3(Xd;Z) that can be realised
by monodromy. Finally, in Section 4 we explain how work of Pham [Pha65] and of
Looijenga [Loo10] concerning the action of groups of dth roots of unity on Xd can
be used to upgrade Beauville’s work to fully describe the automorphisms of π3(Xd)
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 ⊂ CP4. Writing x ∈ H2(X ;Z) for the
restriction from CP4 of the hyperplane class, by Poincaré duality there is a unique
class y ∈ H4(X ;Z) such that

∫
X x · y = 1. As

∫
X x3 = d, it follows that x2 = dy.

Then the even cohomology of X is

H0(X ;Z) = Z{1} H2(X ;Z) = Z{x} H4(X ;Z) = Z{y} H6(X ;Z) = Z{xy}.

The only odd cohomology is H3(X ;Z), which is equipped with the nondegenerate
antisymmetric form (a, b) 7→

∫
X a · b.
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The inclusion X ⊂ CP4 is 3-connected by the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem.
Combined with the fact that π3(CP

4) = π4(CP
4) = 0 and the Hurewicz theorem,

this gives isomorphisms

π3(X)
∼
←− π4(CP

4, X)
∼
−→ H4(CP

4, X ;Z).

The long exact sequence on homology for this pair takes the form

· · · −→ H4(X ;Z) −→ H4(CP
4;Z) −→ H4(CP

4, X ;Z) −→ H3(X ;Z) −→ 0

and so gives an extension

(2.1) 0 −→ Z/d{η} −→ π3(X) −→ H3(X ;Z) −→ 0.

The subgroup Z/d is generated by the Hopf map η : S3 → S2 on the generator of
π2(X) ∼= H2(X ;Z) ∼= Z dual to x ∈ H2(X ;Z). The intersection form of X induces
an antisymmetric form λ on π3(X), whose radical is precisely the subgroup Z/d{η}.

The definition of X as a hypersurface gives an isomorphism of complex vector
bundles TX ⊕O(d)|X ⊕ C = O(1)⊕5|X , and so its total Chern class is

c(TX) = (1+x)5

(1+dx) = 1 + (5 − d)x+ (d2 − 5d+ 10)x2 + (−d3 + 5d2 − 10d+ 10)x3

= 1 + (5 − d)x+ (d2 − 5d+ 10)dy + (−d3 + 5d2 − 10d+ 10)dxy.

As the third Chern class of TX is also the Euler class of this vector bundle, we see
that χ(X) = (−d3 + 5d2 − 10d+ 10)d and so

rankH3(X ;Z) = 4− (−d3 + 5d2 − 10d+ 10)d = d4 − 5d3 + 10d2 − 10d+ 4.

We write 2g for this number: by a theorem of Wall [Wal66, Theorem 1] there is a
decomposition X ∼= X ′#g(S3× S3); it will be useful to know that g ≥ 5 as long as
d ≥ 3. The class c1(TX) = (5 − d)x reduces modulo 2 to w2(TX), so X is Spin if
and only if d is odd. Its first Pontrjagin class is

p1(TX) = −c2(TX ⊗ C) = −c2(TX ⊕ TX) = −(2c2(TX)− c1(TX)2)

= (5− d2)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) Mond
α
−→ MCGd −→ Aut(H3(Xd;Z), (a, b) 7→ a · b).

He explains that the collection ∆Xd
⊂ H3(Xd;Z) of vanishing cycles for a Lefschetz

fibration containing Xd forms a “réseau évanescent”, and that for d ≥ 3 Xd admits
a deformation to a E6-singularity, so [Bea86, Théorème 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
qXd

: H3(Xd;Z)→ Z/2 associated to Xd.
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 Mond-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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apply1. In fact, as Beauville explains [Bea86, p. 15] there is no MCGd-invariant
quadratic refinement, so any construction of qXd

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 Mond-invariant
quadratic refinement. Pending this detail, we record Beauville’s result as follows.

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

Mond −→

{
Aut(H3(Xd;Z), (a, b) 7→ a · b, qXd

) d odd

Aut(H3(Xd;Z), (a, b) 7→ a · b) d even

is surjective. �

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 asXd is such a manifold.
For us the most useful form of their result is as follows [KS20, Theorem 2.6]. There
are extensions

(2.3)
1 SMCGd MCGd Aut(π3(Xd), λ) 1

1 Kd SMCGd H3(Xd;Z) 1.
vp

The first defines the subgroup SMCGd, and expresses the fact that all automor-
phisms of π3(Xd) which preserve λ are are the identity on its radical Z/d{η} can
be realised by diffeomorphisms. The second describes SMCGd as an extension
of H3(Xd;Z) by a certain finite abelian group Kd (we shall describe the map vp
later: experts will understand the idea from the phrase “distorsion of the first
Pontrjagin class”). The subgroup Kd is generated by those diffeomorphisms of
Xd that can be supported in a neighbourhood of S2 ⊂ Xd. This includes those
diffeomorphisms wich are supported in a disc, which defines a homomorphism
Φ : π0(Diff∂(D

6)) ∼= Θ7
∼= Z/28→ Kd. The group Kd 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 Φ : Θ7 → Kd has

Ker(Φ) ∼=





Z/4 d ≡ 2, 4, 6, 10, 12, 14 mod 16

Z/2 d ≡ 3, 5, 8, 11, 13 mod 16

0 d ≡ 0, 1, 7, 9, 15 mod 16

⊕

{
Z/7 d 6≡ 0 mod 7

0 d ≡ 0 mod 7

and

Coker(Φ) ∼=

{
Z/2 d ≡ 0 mod 4

0 d 6≡ 0 mod 4
⊕

{
Z/3 d ≡ 0 mod 3

0 d 6≡ 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 := 1

4 (5− d
2)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]. �

1This is explicit in [Bro79, Theorem B]. On the other hand [Woo75, Theorem 2] calculates the
Kervaire invariant of Xd 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 θhyp and a θhyp-structure ℓhypXd
on Xd, which is preserved up to homotopy

by monodromy: thus there is a factorisation

α : Mond −→ StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) ≤MCGd.

We will then use the work of Kreck and Su to analyse the subgroup StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

),

and show that the extensions (2.3) simplify to a single central extension

1 Kd StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) 1,

for µ : π3(Xd)→ Z/2 a certain quadratic refinement that we will construct.

3.1. Tangential structures. A stable tangential structure is a Serre fibration θ̄ :
B → BO, and a θ̄-structure on a manifoldM means a choice of lift ℓ :M → B of the
map τsM :M → BO classifying the stable tangent bundle of M . Familiar examples
are θ̄+ : BSO→ BO, for which θ̄+-structures are orientations, or θ̄sfr : EO→ BO,
for which θ̄sfr-structures are stable framings.

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

(3.1)

Bd B

BO(d) BO,

θ θ̄

so that there is a d-dimensional vector bundle θ∗γd → Bd classified by θ. Then we
define the space of θ-structures on M to be the space of bundle maps

Θ(M) := Bun(TM, θ∗γd),

i.e. continuous maps TM → θ∗γd which cover a mapM → Bd 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

θ(M) := π0Θ(M),

which inherits a right π0Diff(M)-action.
Choosing a map τM : M → BO(d) classifying the tangent bundle of M , it is

easy to show (using that Bun(TM, γd) ≃ ∗, which is the defining property of the
universal bundle γd → BO(d)) that Θ(M) is homotopy equivalent to the space of
lifts in the diagram

Bd

M BO(d),

θ

τM

and so by cartesianness of (3.1) it is equivalent to the space of lifts of the map τsM
along θ̄, as we originally defined a θ̄-structure to be. By the cartesianness of (3.1)
we therefore blur the distinction between θ̄- and θ-structures.

Remark 3.1. In the discussion above it is clear that it does not matter that θ 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 θhyp. There are two natural tangential structures
in the situation we are considering. The tangent bundle of a degree d hypersurface
X ⊂ CP4 satisfies TX ⊕O(d)|X = TCP4|X and so using that TCP4 ⊕C ∼= O(1)⊕5

we have

(3.2) TX ⊕O(d)|X ⊕ C ∼= O(1)⊕5|X .

If we define maps

θ̄hyp : CP∞ O(1)⊕5−O(d)−C
4

−−−−−−−−−−−→ BU
θ̄C

−→ BO,

which we implicitly convert into Serre fibrations, then the identity (3.2) shows that

X has a canonical θhyp-structure ℓhypX , and so also a canonical θC-structure ℓCX .
More generally, the universal family of smooth hypersurfaces Xd → Ud comes

with a fibrewise embedding Xd ⊂ Ud × CP
4, and the vertical tangent bundle of

this family satisfies TvXd ⊕ O(d)|Xd
⊕ C ∼= O(1)⊕5|Xd

, giving a lift of the map
τv : Xd → BO classifying TvXd along θ̄hyp, i.e. a θhyp-structure on the whole family.

This implies that θhyp-structure ℓhypXd
is preserved by Mond. Thus the θ

C-structure

ℓCXd
is also preserved by Mond, which is unsurprising as it is even preserved by the

symplectic mapping class group π0Symp(Xd). Somewhat surprisingly we have the
following.

Lemma 3.2. The θC-structure ℓCXd
is preserved by MCGd.

Proof. As θ̄C : BU → BO is a fibration of H-spaces (in fact of infinite loop
spaces) with fibre the H-space O/U, the set θC(Xd) is a torsor for the abelian
group [Xd, O/U ], with action

− · − : θC(Xd)× [Xd,O/U] −→ θC(Xd).

An orientation-preserving diffeomorphism ϕ : Xd → Xd then has ℓCXd
◦ Dϕ =

ℓCXd
· δC(ϕ) for a unique δC(ϕ) ∈ [Xd,O/U], and this defines a function

δC : MCGd −→ [Xd,O/U]

which is a (right) crossed homomorphism with respect to the right action of MCGd

on [Xd,O/U] by precomposition.
Using the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence to calculate [Xd,O/U], we see it

has a filtration with filtration quotients

H0(Xd;Z/2) = Z/2, H2(Xd;Z) = Z{x}, H6(Xd;Z) = Z{xy}.

The projection of δC(ϕ) to the first quotient H0(Xd;Z/2) is always trivial, as this
records whether ϕ preserves orientation. Neglecting this first quotient we see that
the remainder [Xd, SO/U] of [Xd,O/U] is torsion-free, and the Chern–Dold charac-
ter gives an isomorphism

ch : [Xd, SO/U]⊗Q
∼
−→ H4∗+2(Xd,Q).

In other words δC(ϕ) is trivial if and only if ϕ fixes c1(Xd) and c3(Xd). But all
orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms act trivially on Heven(Xd;Z), so they all
preserve c1(Xd) and c3(Xd). �

Remark 3.3. There is an unstable tangential structure θac : BU(3) → BO(6),
classifying almost complex structures on 6-manifolds: θ̄C : BU → BO classifies
stable almost complex structures. Although we will not need it, we record the fact
that MCGd also preserves any almost complex structure refining ℓCXd

.
There is a canonical map

θac(Xd) −→ θC(Xd)
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and we claim that its fibres have size ≤ 2. The homotopy fibre of Θac(Xd) →
ΘC(Xd) over some stable almost complex structure is identified with the space Γ of
lifts

BU(3)

Xd BSO(6)×BSO BU.

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

E2
s,t = H−s(Xd;πt(hofib(BU(3)→ BSO(6)×BSO BU))) =⇒ πt+s(Γ, ℓ)

with differentials of the form dr : Er
s,t → Er

s−r,t+r−1. We may calculate the coeffi-
cients using the homotopy fibre sequence

hofib(BU(3)→ BSO(6)×BSO BU) −→ U/U(3) −→ SO/SO(6).

Using the work of Paechter [Pae56] we see that πi(SO/SO(6)) = 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,Z,Z/4, 0
for i = 1, 2, . . . , 8 and using the work of Gilmore [Gil67] we see that πi(U/U(3)) =
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,Z, 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , 8. For the map between them we use that
π6(U(3)) = 0 and π6(SO(6)) = 0 from [Ker60], and consider the diagram

Z = π7(U) Z = π7(SO)

Z = π7(U/U(3)) Z/4 = π7(SO/SO(6))

0 = π6(U(3)) 0 = π6(SO(6))

2

∼=

to see that the middle map has image 2Z/4 ≤ Z/4. This yields

πi(hofib(BU(3)→ BSO(6)×BSO 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 E2

−6,6 = H6(Xd;Z/2) ∼= Z/2, and so Γ has at most two path components.
This proves the claim.

It follows that ℓCXd
has either one or two almost complex structures refining it.

If there is just one then it is clearly preserved by MCGd by Lemma 3.2. If there
are two, then acting on them gives a homomorphism MCGd → S2. But by [KS20,
Theorem 2.7] the abelianisation of MCGd is trivial (note Xd is Spin precisely when
d is odd) and so this homomorphism must be trivial. Thus MCGd fixes each of the
two refinements.

It is not the case that MCGd preserves ℓhypXd
, and our next goal is to determine

StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

). The methods we will use are related to those of [KRW21, Kra20].

We begin by an analysis similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2. The map θ̄hyp : CP∞ →
BO is no longer a map of H-spaces, but we can proceed as follows. We have
explained that Θhyp(Xd) is homotopy equivalent to the space of lifts of τsXd

: Xd →

BO along θ̄hyp, which shows that it fits into a homotopy cartesian square

Θhyp(Xd) map(Xd,CP
∞)

{τXd
} map(Xd, BO).

(θ̄hyp)∗
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On homotopy groups this gives a sequence

0 = H1(Xd;Z) −→ KO−1(Xd)
y
−→ θhyp(Xd)

x̂
−→ H2(Xd;Z)

(θ̄hyp)∗
−→ KO0(Xd)

which is exact exact in the sense of groups and pointed sets: the two leftmost terms
are groups, the map marked y is an action, and the orbits of this action are in
bijection with ((θ̄hyp)∗)

−1(0). The map x̂ assigns to a lift ℓhyp : Xd → CP∞ the
class (ℓhyp)∗(ι2) ∈ H

2(Xd;Z).
As an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism ϕ : Xd → Xd acts trivially on

H2(Xd;Z) it follows that ℓ
hyp
Xd
◦Dϕ and ℓhypXd

lie in the same fibre of x̂: thus there

is a unique δhyp(ϕ) ∈ KO−1(Xd) such that ℓhypXd
◦Dϕ = ℓhypXd

· δhyp(ϕ). As in the
proof of Lemma 3.2 this defines a function

δhyp : MCGd −→ KO−1(Xd)

which is a crossed homomorphism with respect to the right action of MCGd on
KO−1(Xd) by contravariant functoriality. Using the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral
sequence to calculate KO−1(Xd), we see it has a filtration with filtration quotients

H0(Xd;π0(O)) = Z×, H3(Xd;π3(O)).

As in the lemma, projection of δhyp(ϕ) to the first quotient detects whether ϕ
preserves orientation, which it does, so δhyp refines to a crossed homomorphism

δhyp : MCGd −→ H3(Xd;π3(O)) ⊂ KO−1(Xd).

We then have

StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) = Ker(δhyp : MCGd → H3(Xd;π3(O))).

Remark 3.4. The stable tangential structure θ̄hyp : CP∞ → BO is not the most
sophisticated structure we can endow a hypersurface X ⊂ CP

4 with. The equa-
tion TX ⊕ O(d)|X = TCP4|X shows that it may be endowed with the (unstable)
tangential structure given by the homotopy equaliser

B BU(3)× CP4 BU(4)

of the maps classifying γC3 ⊕ O(d) and TCP4 respectively, made into a tangential

structure via the natural maps B → BU(3)× CP
4 → BU(3)→ BO(6). It is more

complicated to analyse the set of such structures on Xd, 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 δhyp to Kreck
and Su’s map vp : SMCGd → H3(Xd;Z) from (2.3), 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 ϕ ∈ MCGd act trivially on cohomology, i.e. lie in the Torelli subgroup
TMCGd := Ker(MCGd → Aut(H3(Xd;Z))), and let Tϕ denote its mapping torus.
The long exact sequence on cohomology for the pair (Tϕ, Xd), using excision, takes
the form

· · · −→ H3(Xd;Z)
Id−ϕ∗=0
−→ H3(Xd;Z)

∂
−→ H4(Tϕ;Z) −→ H4(Xd;Z) −→ · · · .

There is a unique x̄ ∈ H2(Tϕ;Z) which restricts to x ∈ H2(Xd;Z). On Xd we have
p1(TXd) = (5− d2)x2, so the class p1(T (Tϕ))− (5− d2)x̄2 ∈ H4(Tϕ;Z) vanishes on
Xd and so comes from a unique class ∆p1

(ϕ) ∈ H3(Xd;Z). This defines a function

∆p1
: TMCGd −→ H3(Xd;Z),

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

∆p1
: TMCGd

δhyp|TMCGd−→ H3(Xd;π3(O))
(p1)∗
−→ H3(Xd;Z).

Under the usual identification π3(O) = Z, the latter map is multiplication by 2.

Proof. For ϕ in the Torelli group, we describe δhyp(ϕ) ∈ KO−1(Xd) in a similar
way to ∆p1

. The long exact sequence on KO-theory for the pair (Tϕ, Xd), using
excision, takes the form

· · · −→ KO−1(Xd)
Id−ϕ∗

−→ KO−1(Xd)
∂
−→ KO0(Tϕ) −→ KO0(Xd) −→ · · · .

The short exact sequence 0 → H3(Xd;Z) → KO−1(Xd) → H0(Xd;Z/2) → 0
is functorially split by ∗ → Xd → ∗, so the fact that ϕ acts as the identity on
cohomology shows that the left-hand map in the above sequence is zero. Using the
map x̄ : Tϕ → K(Z, 2) = CP

∞ we can form the class

(T (Tϕ)− ε
7)− x̄∗θ̄hyp ∈ KO0(Tϕ).

This vanishes on Xd, and so comes from a unique class in KO−1(Xd): this is
δhyp(ϕ).

The first Pontrjagin class gives a homomorphism p1 : KO0(Tϕ) → H4(Tϕ;Z),
which extends to a map between the two exact sequences above. The composition

H3(Xd;π3(O)) ⊂ KO−1(Xd)
p1
→ H3(Xd;Z) is the map induced by p1 : π3(O)→ Z,

which is well-known to be an isomorphism onto the subgroup 2Z. �

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

0 −→ Kd −→ SMCGd
vp
−→ H3(Xd;Z) −→ 0,

where Kd is a certain finite abelian group, and SMCGd ≤ MCGd is the subgroup
of those diffeomorphisms which act trivially on π3(Xd). This map is made explicit
by the diagram after the statement of [KS20, Theorem 2.6] and the definition of
the map vx,p just before [KS20, Proposition 4.6]. Together those show that:

Lemma 3.6. We have ∆p1
|SMCGd

= 4 · vp. �

Restricted to SMCGd the crossed homomorphism δhyp : MCGd → H3(Xd;Z) is
a homomorphism, so it annihilates the finite group Kd and hence descends to a
homomorphism

δhyp : SMCGd/Kd −→ H3(Xd;π3(O)).

Corollary 3.7. This is an isomorphism onto 2 ·H3(Xd;π3(O)).

Proof. Postcomposing with the map (p1)∗ : H3(Xd;π3(O)) → H3(Xd;Z), which
is an isomorphism onto 2 · H3(Xd;Z), gives the map ∆p1

by Lemma 3.5, which
is the map 4 · vp by Lemma 3.6, so is an isomorphism onto 4 · H3(Xd;Z) as vp is
surjective. �

In particular StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) = Ker(δhyp : MCGd → H3(Xd;π3(O))) intersects
SMCGd precisely in Kd, giving a half-exact sequence

(3.3) 1 −→ Kd −→ StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) −→ Aut(π3(Xd), λ).
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3.4. The surgery kernel. The action of MCGd on the set θhyp(Xd) preserves the
subset θhyp(Xd;x,+) of those θhyp-structures which map to x ∈ H2(Xd;Z) under
x̂ and which induce the standard orientation of Xd. This action descends to an
action of Aut(π3(Xd), λ) on the set

θhyp(Xd;x,+)/SMCGd,

and the discussion of the previous section shows that this set is a torsor forH3(Xd;Z/2) =
H3(Xd;π3(O))/Im(δhyp|SMCGd

). We wish to identify this set with something more
meaningful. Associated to a θhyp-structure ℓ there is a quadratic form µℓ : π3(Xd)→
Z/2 on

π3(Xd)
∼
←− π4(CP

∞, Xd)
∼
−→ H4(CP

∞, Xd;Z)

obtained by considering this as the surgery kernel for the normal map ℓ : Xd → CP∞

covered by the corresponding bundle map, see [Kre99, p. 728]. This µℓ is a quadratic
refinement of the intersection form λ in the sense that

µℓ(a+ b) = µℓ(a) + µℓ(b) + λ(a, b) mod 2.

In terms of the extension (2.1), as the subgroup Z/d{η} ≤ π3(Xd) is radical with
respect to λ, the restriction µℓ|Z/d : Z/d→ Z/2 is a homomorphism. In particular if
d is odd then this homomorphism must be trivial, and so µℓ descends to a quadratic
refinement of the intersection form on H3(Xd;Z).

Remark 3.8. The quadratic refinement µℓhyp
Xd

is Mond-invariant, and when d is odd

the induced quadratic refinement on H3(Xd;Z) supplies the missing ingredient in
Beauville’s Theorem 2.1. The argument of [Woo75, 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. If d is even then the homomorphism µℓ|Z/d : Z/d→ Z/2 is surjective.

Proof. If not then it would descend to a quadratic refinement of the intersection
form on H3(Xd;Z), which would be Mond-invariant, contradicting Beauville’s The-
orem 2.1 in the case d even. �

Let us write Quad(π3(Xd), λ) for the set of quadratic refinements µ of (π3(Xd), λ)
whose restriction to Z/d ≤ π3(Xd) is zero if d is odd, and non-zero if d is even. If
µ and µ′ are such quadratic refinements then µ − µ′ : π3(Xd) → Z/2 vanishes
on Z/d ≤ π3(Xd) so descends to a homomorphism H3(Xd;Z) → Z/2, and hence
Quad(π3(Xd), λ) forms a H3(Xd;Z/2)-torsor.

The construction above defines a function

Φ : θhyp(Xd;x,+) −→ Quad(π3(Xd), λ)

ℓ 7−→ µℓ.

This is equivariant when the right-hand side is equipped with the right Aut(π3(Xd), λ)-
action by precomposition, so it descends to a Aut(π3(Xd), λ)-equivariant function

Φ : θhyp(Xd;x,+)/SMCGd −→ Quad(π3(Xd), λ).

This is easily checked to be a map of H3(Xd;Z/2)-torsors, so is a bijection.

Corollary 3.10. The image of StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) in Aut(π3(Xd), λ) is the stabiliser
Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) of the quadratic form µ := µℓhypXd

. �

We can therefore improve the half-exact sequence (3.3) to an exact sequence

(3.4) 1 −→ Kd −→ StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) −→ Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) −→ 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

Mond −→ StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

)

is not too small, by showing that it contains Im(Φ : Θ7 → Kd), and surjects
onto Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ). The first of these is an immediate consequence of the
work of Krylov [Kry03], and is very general: it just uses that Xd is a 3-fold which
admits a deformation to an A2-singularity. The latter is more specific, and proceeds
by analysing the effect of automorphisms of the Fermat hypersurface on π3(Xd),
following Pham [Pha65] and Looijenga [Loo10].

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(Φ : Θ7 → Kd) ≤MCGd is contained in
the image of α : Mond → MCGd.

Proof. Under the given condition Xd admits a deformation to an A2-singularity,
meaning that there is an orientation-preserving embedding T ∗S3♮T ∗S3 ⊂ Xd of
the plumbing such that the Dehn twists around each S3 lies in the image of α.
Now T ∗S3♮T ∗S3 ∼= S3 × S3 \D6 ⊂ S3 × S3 and, considering S3 ⊂ H as the unit
quaternions, inside the latter manifold the two Dehn twists are isotopic to

Y : (u, v) 7→ (u, uv) and U : (u, v) 7→ (v−1u, v).

By [Kry03, Theorem 3] these satisfy (Y UY )4 = Σ−1
Milnor ∈ Θ7 ≤ π0(Diff+(S3×S3)).

On the other hand it follows from [Kre79, p. 657 and Lemma 3 b)] that the map

π0(Diffc(T
∗S3♮T ∗S3)) ∼= π0(Diffc(S

3 × S3 \D6)) −→ π0(Diff+(S3 × S3)),

which extends by the identity overD6, is an isomorphism. Thus the given expression
represents Σ−1

Milnor ∈ Θ7 in the plumbing, and so when put inside Xd also represents

the generator [Σ−1
Milnor] ∈ Im(Θ7 → Kd). �

4.2. Automorphisms of π3(Xd) realised by monodromy. By the discussion in
Section 3.4 the quadratic refinement µ on π3(Xd) descends to a quadratic refinement
on H3(Xd;Z) if and only if d is odd. The map

ρ : Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) −→

{
Aut(H3(Xd;Z), λ, µ) d odd

Aut(H3(Xd;Z), λ) d even

is surjective, and its kernel is identified with the group of automorphisms of the
extension

0 −→ Z/d{η} −→ π3(Xd) −→ H3(Xd;Z) −→ 0

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

Ker(ρ)
∼
−→ Hom

(
H3(Xd;Z),

{
Z/d d odd

ker(µ : Z/d→ Z/2) d even

)

given as follows: for φ ∈ Ker(ρ) and z ∈ H3(Xd;Z), choose a lift z̄ ∈ π3(Xd) and
form φ(z̄) − z̄ ∈ Ker(π3(Xd) → H3(Xd;Z)) = Z/d{η}, which does not depend on
the choice of lift z̄ of z. Then µ(φ(z̄)− z̄) = µ(φ(z̄)) + µ(z̄)− λ(φ(z̄), z̄) = 0 as the
first two terms cancel (because φ preserves µ) and the latter is λ(z, z) = 0 (because
λ factors over H3(Xd;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(Xd; 2 · Z/d).
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Lemma 4.2. If G ≤ Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) is a subgroup which satisfies ρ(G) =
ρ(Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ)), then Ker(ρ|G) = k · H3(Xd; 2 · Z/d) for some k ∈ Z, under
the identification given above.

Proof. Under the surjection 1 7→ 2 : Z → 2 · Z/d, the preimage of Ker(ρ|G) is a
subgroup of H3(Xd;Z), and is preserved by the action of Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) on this
group via ρ. It therefore suffices to show that all subgroups I ≤ H3(Xd;Z) which
are preserved by Aut(H3(Xd;Z), λ, q) and some quadratic refinement q are of the
form k ·H3(Xd;Z).

The group Aut(H3(Xd;Z), λ, q) acts transitively on the set of unimodular ele-
ments of the same q-length (this is not hard to show by hand, but it follows from
[Fri17, Corollary 3.13] using that usr(Z) = 2 and d ≥ 3 so that (H3(Xd;Z), λ)
contains ≥ 4 hyperbolic forms and hence (H3(Xd;Z), λ, q) contains ≥ 3 hyperbolic
forms). Choose a symplectic basis {e1, f1, . . . , eg, fg} for (H3(Xd;Z), λ), such that
q(ei) = q(fi) = 0 for i > 1, and q(e1) = q(f1) = Arf(q).

Let k := min{|λ(a, b)| 6= 0 : a ∈ I, b ∈ H3(Xd;Z)}, then all elements of I are
divisible by k in H3(Xd;Z), so I ≤ k · H3(Xd;Z). Choose an a0 ∈ I such that
λ(a0, b0) = k. Then a0 = k · a′0 for a unimodular a′0 ∈ H

3(Xd;Z).
If q(a′0) = 0 then there are automorphisms sending a′0 to: (i) ei or fi for any

i > 1, (ii) e1 + Arf(q)(e2 + f2) or f1 + Arf(q)(e2 + f2). Thus I contains k · ei and
k · fi for all i, so k ·H

3(Xd;Z) = I.
If q(a′0) = 1 then there are automorphisms sending a′0 to: (i) e1+f1, (ii) e1+f1+ei

or e1+f1+fi for any i ≥ 1, (iii) e1+(1−Arf(q))(e2+f2) or f1+(1−Arf(q))(e2+f2).
Thus I contains k · ei and k · fi for all i, so k ·H

3(Xd;Z) = I. �

Proposition 4.3. If G ≤ Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) is a subgroup which satisfies ρ(G) =
ρ(Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ)), then

H0(G;π3(Xd)) ∼= Z/(k, d){η},

for k as in Lemma 4.2. Thus G = Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) if and only if the composition

Z/d{η} −→ π3(Xd) −→ H0(G;π3(Xd))

is zero.

Proof. Let us abbreviate A := Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ), and H3(Xd) = H3(Xd;Z). Then

H0(A;π3(Xd)) = H0(Im(ρ);H0(Ker(ρ);π3(Xd)))

H0(G;π3(Xd)) = H0(Im(ρ);H0(Ker(ρ|G);π3(Xd))).

and so first consider the long exact sequences for the action of Ker(ρ) and Ker(ρ|G)
on the extension describing π3(Xd):

H1(Ker(ρ|G);H3(Xd)) Z/d H0(Ker(ρ|G);π3(Xd)) H0(Ker(ρ|G);H3(Xd))

H1(Ker(ρ);H3(Xd)) Z/d H0(Ker(ρ);π3(Xd)) H0(Ker(ρ);H3(Xd)).

∂

∂

Under the identification H1(Ker(ρ);H3(Xd)) ∼= H3(Xd; 2 ·Z/d)⊗H3(Xd) the lower
map ∂ is given by evaluation, so it has image 2 · Z/d. Similarly the upper map ∂
has image 2k · Z/d. This gives a map of short exact sequences, and the induced
map on long exact sequence for Im(ρ)-homology takes the form:

H1(Im(ρ);H3(Xd)) Z/(2k, d) H0(G;π3(Xd)) H0(Im(ρ);H3(Xd)) 0

H1(Im(ρ);H3(Xd)) Z/(2, d) H0(A;π3(Xd)) H0(Im(ρ);H3(Xd)) 0

∂

∂



14 OSCAR RANDAL-WILLIAMS

By [Kra20, Lemma A.2] the rightmost terms vanish, as Im(ρ) 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 ∂ is onto. If not, we obtain an A-invariant homomorphism
Q : π3(Xd) → Z/2 which agrees with µ on Z/d. Then µ − Q is again a quadratic
refinement of λ on π3(Xd), but it vanishes on Z/d ≤ π3(Xd) and so descends to
an A-invariant quadratic refinement of λ on H3(Xd;Z). By Beauville’s theorem
there is no such quadratic refinement. For d both even and odd it then follows that
H0(A;π3(Xd)) = 0.

The group H1(Im(ρ);H3(Xd)) has exponent 2 by the centre-kills trick2, so the
image of the top ∂ 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.3 It follows that H0(G;π3(Xd)) ∼=
Z/(k, d). �

Theorem 4.4. The composition

Mond −→ MCGd −→ Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ)

is surjective.

Proof. By Beauville’s theorem, the image G of this composition satisfies ρ(G) =
ρ(Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ)), and so by Proposition 4.3 the composition is surjective if and
only if the composition Z/d{η} → π3(Xd)→ H0(Mond;π3(Xd)) is zero.

Let us write Xd = X3
d ⊂ CP4: the decomposition CP3 ⊂ CP4 ⊃ A4 induces a

corresponding decomposition X2
d ⊂ X

3
d ⊃ A

3
d, where A

3
d is the corresponding affine

Fermat hypersurface, and X2
d ⊂ CP3 is the 2-dimensional Fermat hypersurface.

The normal bundle of X2
d ⊂ X

3
d is O(1). The long exact sequence on homology for

(X3
d , A

3
d), along with excision and the Thom isomorphism, gives the bottom part of

the following commutative diagram:

Z/d{η}

π3(A
3
d) π3(X

3
d)

H4(X
3
d ;Z) H4(X

3
d , A

3
d;Z) H3(A

3
d;Z) H3(X

3
d ;Z) 0

Z H2(X
2
d ;Z)

Z

≃

∂

≃

d·−
h

The top part comes from the fact that A3
d is homotopy equivalent to a wedge of

3-spheres, and teh defining extension for π3(Xd).

Claim: The map π3(A
3
d)→ π3(X

3
d) is surjective.

2The group Im(ρ) contains the matrix −Id in its centre, which acts on the module H3(Xd) 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.

3This 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(ρ|G) ≤ H3(Xd; 2 · Z/d) are even more
constrained than Lemma 4.2 indicates.
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Proof of Claim. We just have to show that it hits η. If f : S3 → X3
d is a homotopy

class which is homologically trivial, then it is some multiple of η. This multiple
may be found as follows: choose a 4-chain bounding f in X3

d , and choose a 4-disc
bounding f in CP4, then intersect the union of these with CP2 ⊂ CP4 (equivalently,
evaluate h2 on this cycle). The result is well-defined only modulo d because h2

evaluated on a 4-cycle in X3
d lies in dZ.

By the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem the inclusion X2
d → CP3 is 2-connected,

and in particular there is an [a] ∈ H2(X
2
d ;Z) such that 〈h, [a]〉 = 1. Under the Thom

isomorphism in the diagram above this corresponds to an [ā] ∈ H4(X
3
d , A

3
d;Z), and

∂([ā]) can be represented by a sphere in A3
d and hence a [f ] ∈ π3(X

3
d) which is

homologically trivial. By construction ā is a 4-chain in X3
d which bounds f , and

we can choose the disc filling f to be in A4. Thus the intersection of this cycle
with CP2 is the same as the intersection of ā ∩ CP3 = a with CP1 ⊂ CP3, which is
〈h, [a]〉 = 1 by design. �

We now use the work of Pham [Pha65] describing π3(A
3
d)
∼= H3(A

3
d;Z), and its

extension by Looijenga [Loo10] describing H3(X
3
d ;Z). These are described in terms

of the action of the abelian group µ4
d = 〈t1, t2, t3, t4 | t

d
1, t

d
2, t

d
3, t

d
4〉 of 4-tuples of d-th

roots of unity, which acts on CP4 by

ta1

1 · · · t
a4

4 · [z0 : z1 : · · · : z4] = [z0 : ta1

1 z1 : ta2

2 z2 : t
a3

3 z3 : ta4

4 z4]

and hence acts on X3
d , and by restriction acts on A4 and hence Ad

n in the evident
way. Pham showed that there is a Z[µ4

d]-module isomorphism

H3(A
3
d;Z)

∼= Z[µ4
d]/(

d−1∑

k=0

tki , i = 1, 2, 3, 4),

and Looijenga showed that the surjection H3(A
3
d;Z) → H3(X

3
d ;Z) is the quotient

by the sub-Z[µ4
d]-module I generated by the element

∑d−1
k=0(t1t2t3t4)

k.
With the discussion above we get a map of extensions of Z[µ4

d]-modules:

0 I Z[µ4
d]/(

∑d−1
k=0 t

k
i ) Z[µ4

d]/(
∑d−1

k=0(t1t2t3t4)
k,
∑d−1

k=0 t
k
i ) 0

0 Z/d{η} π3(X
3
d) H3(Xd;Z) 0.

The induced map of long exact sequences on H∗(µ
4
d;−) contains the portion

· · · H0(µ
4
d; I) Z/d Z/d 0

· · · Z/d{η} H0(µ
4
d;π3(X

3
d)) H0(µ

4
d;H3(X

3
d ;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{η} → π3(X

3
d)→ H0(µ

4
d;π3(X

3
d))

is zero.
The argument will be finished once we show that the automorphisms of π3(X

3
d)

given by the ti ∈ µ4
d are realised by monodromy, as then the class η vanishes

in H0(Mond;π3(X
3
d)) too, as required. To see this, recall that PGL5(C) acts on

the space Ud ⊂ PH0(CP4;O(d)) of smooth hypersurfaces, and µ4
d ≤ PGL5(C)

stabilises Xd: thus acting on Xd gives a based map PGL5(C)/µ
4
d → Ud and hence

a homomorphism π1(PGL5(C)/µ
4
d)→ Mond. The domain fits into an extension

1 −→ π1(PGL5(C)) = Z/5 −→ π1(PGL5(C)/µ
4
d) −→ µ4

d −→ 1
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and any lift of ti ∈ µ4
d to π1(PGL5(C)/µ

4
d) gives an element of the monodromy

group which acts on π3(Xd) as ti. (It might not have order d in Mond, but this is
not important.) �

5. Further upper bounds: cobordism considerations

The discussion so far gives the extension

1 −→ Kd −→ StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) −→ Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) −→ 1

from (3.4), and shows that the image of α : Mond → StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) surjects to

Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) (Theorem 4.4) and contains the image of Φ : Θ7 → Kd (Theorem
4.1). To prove Theorem A we must therefore account for the cokernel of Φ. The
goal of this section will be to make sense of, and prove, the statement that α :

Mond → StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) does not hit the Coker(Φ) part of Kd. We formulate this
as follows.

Theorem 5.1. There is a factorisation

Kd −→ StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

)
κ
−→ Coker(Φ)

of the natural quotient map, such that κ ◦ α is trivial.

This shows that α lands in Ker(κ : StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) → Coker(Φ)), which with

our earlier discussion shows that this kernel is precisely Im(α), giving an extension

1 −→ Φ(Θ7) −→ Im(α) −→ Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) −→ 1,

which proves Theorem A.
The cokernel of Φ is described in Lemma 2.2 as

Coker(Φ) ∼=

{
Z/2 d ≡ 0 mod 4

0 d 6≡ 0 mod 4
⊕

{
Z/3 d ≡ 0 mod 3

0 d 6≡ 0 mod 3,

so our strategy for proving Theorem 5.1 will be to analyse H1(StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

);Z),
2- and 3-locally. The method we will use is analogous to that of [GRW16], though
with significant additional difficulties.

5.1. Calculating the abelianisation of StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

). Using the space Θhyp(Xd)

of θhyp-structures on Xd, we define

MCGhyp
d := π1(Θ

hyp(Xd)//Diff(Xd), ℓ
hyp
Xd

).

The long exact sequence on homotopy groups for this homotopy orbit space contains
a portion

π1(Diff(Xd)) −→ π1(Θ
hyp(Xd), ℓ

hyp
Xd

) −→ MCGhyp
d −→ MCGd

y
−→ θhyp(Xd)

so gives a half-exact sequence

π1(Θ
hyp(Xd), ℓ

hyp
Xd

) −→ MCGhyp
d −→ StabMCGd

(ℓhypXd
) −→ 1.

5.1.1. Calculating the abelianisation of MCGhyp
d . The abelianisation of MCGhyp

d

can be computed by cobordism-theoretic methods, using the results of [GRW14,
GRW18, GRW17] (proceeding similarly to [GRW16]). The result is given in terms of
the corresponding unstable tangential structure defined by the homotopy cartesian
square

(5.1)

B6 CP∞

BO(6) BO,

θhyp θ̄hyp
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specifically the Thom spectrumMTθhyp(6) := Th(−(θhyp)∗γ6) of the (−6)-dimensional
virtual vector bundle −(θhyp)∗γ6 over B6.

Proposition 5.2. There is a map

H1(MCGhyp
d ;Z) −→ πs

1(MTθhyp(6))

which is an isomorphism for d ≥ 3.

Proof. The parameterised Pontrjagin–Thom construction gives a map

(5.2) Θhyp(Xd)//Diff(Xd) −→ Ω∞MTθhyp(6).

The lift ℓhypXd
: Xd → B6 of τXd

: Xd → BO(6) is 3-connected, because Xd → CP
4 →

CP
∞ is by the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem, and B6 → CP

∞ is 6-connected by the
homotopy cartesian square (5.1). Thus [GRW17, Theorem 1.8] applies to the path

component of ℓhypXd
in Θhyp(Xd)//Diff(Xd) and shows that the map (5.2) restricted

to this path-component is an isomorphism on homology in degrees satisfying 2∗ ≤

ḡhyp(Xd, ℓ
hyp
Xd

) − 3. To obtain an isomorphism in degree 1, we must argue that

ḡhyp(Xd, ℓ
hyp
Xd

) ≥ 5.

The quantity ḡhyp(Xd, ℓ
hyp
Xd

) is described in [GRW17, Section 1.3], and is bounded

below by ghyp(Xd, ℓ
hyp
Xd

), the largest number of disjointly embedded copies ofW1,1 :=

S3×S3 \ int(D6) into Xd on which the restriction of ℓhypXd
is “admissible” ([GRW18,

Definition 1.3]). We shall not need to go into the definition of admissible, because
we can apply [GRW18, Remark 7.16]: the intersection form (H3(Xd;Z), λ) is iso-

morphic to a sum of g := d4−5d3+10d2−10d+4
2 hyperbolic forms, and H3(B6;Z) = 0,

so by that remark ghyp(Xd, ℓ
hyp
Xd

) ≥ g. For d ≥ 3 we have g ≥ 5, and so indeed have

ḡhyp(Xd, ℓ
hyp
Xd

) ≥ 5. �

Proceeding in parallel to [GRW16, Section 5], the 6-connected map B6 → CP
∞

gives a 0-connected map

MTθhyp(6) −→ Σ−6MTθ̄hyp

on Thomifying, where MTθ̄hyp is the Thom spectrum of minus the 0-dimensional
virtual vector bundle classified by θ̄hyp : CP∞ → BO. This produces a long exact
sequence

πs
8(MTθ̄hyp)

∂
−→ Z/4 = πs

7(SO/SO(6)) −→ πs
1(MTθhyp(6)) −→ πs

7(MTθ̄hyp) −→ 0.

(The 0 at the right-hand end is because πs
7(MTθ̄hyp) is easily seen to be torsion

and the next term is really πs
6(SO/SO(6)) ∼= Z.)

5.1.2. Calculating π1(Θ
hyp(Xd), ℓ

hyp
Xd

). The group π1(Θ
hyp(Xd), ℓ

hyp
Xd

) can be ap-
proached by the same method as in Section 3.2, which gives an exact sequence

Z = H0(Xd;Z)
(θhyp)∗
−→ KO−2(Xd) −→ π1(Θ

hyp(Xd), ℓ
hyp
Xd

) −→ H1(Xd;Z) = 0.

Thus there is an exact sequence

KO−2(Xd) −→ H1(MCGhyp
d ;Z) −→ H1(StabMCGd

(ℓhypXd
);Z) −→ 0.

Let us describe the composition

KO−2(Xd) −→ H1(MCGhyp
d ;Z)

∼
−→ πs

1(MTθhyp(6)).

In geometric terms it is given as follows. There is a map of vector bundles ℓ′ :
T (S1 × Xd) ∼= R ⊕ π∗

2TXd → R ⊕ (θhyp)∗(γ6) induced by the θhyp-structure ℓ :
TXd → (θhyp)∗(γ6) on Xd, which via the Pontrjagin–Thom correspondence defines



18 OSCAR RANDAL-WILLIAMS

a class [S1 ×Xd, ℓ
′] ∈ πs

1(MTθhyp(6)). This is in fact η · [Xd, ℓ]. The map above is
then given by

KO−2(Xd)
s⊠−
−→ KO−1(S1 ×Xd) −→ πs

1(MTθhyp(6))

where s ∈ KO1(S1) is the suspension class, and the second map sends a f : S1 ×
Xd → O, considered as a stable isomorphism of the vector bundle T (S1 ×Xd), to
the class [S1 × Xd, ℓ

′ ◦ f ]. In homotopy-theoretic terms it is given as follows. It
sends the class [g : S1 ∧ (Xd)+ → O] ∈ KO−2(Xd) to the class

S1 ∧ S0 MTθhyp(6)

S1 ∧ Th(νXd
) S1 ∧ (Xd)+ ∧ Th(νXd

) O+ ∧ Th(νXd
) Th(νXd

).

S1∧[Xd]
Thom
diag.

g∗

g∧Id act

Th(ℓ)

Here g∗ is defined to be the lower composition, [Xd] : S
0 → Th(νXd

) is the Thom
collapse map for Xd, and we have used the action of O on all spectra, via J : O→
GL1(S

0).

5.2. Cobordism calculation: 3-torsion. We first treat the simpler case of the
3-torsion in Coker(Φ), 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 : πs
7(MTθ̄hyp)(3) → Z/3, such that

(ii) the composition KO−2(Xd)(3) → πs
7(MTθ̄hyp)(3)

p3
→ Z/3 is trivial.

We calculate πs
7(MTθ̄hyp)(3) using the Adams spectral sequence4 at p = 3. There

is an isomorphism H∗(MTθ̄hyp;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+P1+P2+· · · . If u is the Thom class of
a complex line bundle with Euler class x then we have P(u) = u+up = u ·(1+xp−1)
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 x1, x2, . . . , xr then this
gives

P(u) = u ·

r∏

i=1

(1 + xp−1
i ) = u ·

r∑

j=0

ej(x
p−1
1 , . . . , xp−1

r )

where ej are the elementary symmetric polynomials. The expression ej(x
p−1
1 , . . . , xp−1

r )
is again a symmetric polynomial, known as the (p − 1)th Frobenius of ej, so may
be expressed in terms of the elementary symmetric polynomials ek(x1, . . . , xr), 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 c(−θ̄hyp) = 1+(d+1)x+dx2+x3+(1+d)x4+O(x5)
mod 3, and so

P(u) = u · (1 + (c21 − 2c2) + (c22 − 2c3c1 + 2c4) + · · · )

= u · (1 + (d2 + 1)x2 + d2x4 +O(x5)).

4The E2-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 + x2 + O(x5)). Then
H∗(MTθ̄hyp;F3) = u ·H∗(CP∞;F3) has generating Steenrod operations

P1(u) = u · x2, P1(u · x) = 2u · x3

in degrees ≤ 9. Using this we can calculate the E2-page of the Adams spectral
sequence in a range, which is shown in Figure 1.

4 5 6 7 8

0

1

2

3

4

Figure 1. E2-page of the Adams spectral sequence at p = 3 for
MTθ̄hyp, with d ≡ 0 mod 3.

We see that πs
7(MTθ̄hyp)(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

p3 : πs
7(MTθ̄hyp)(3) −→ Z/3.

We now wish to show that the composition KO−2(Xd)(3) → πs
7(MTθ̄hyp)(3)

p3
→

Z/3 is trivial. To do so, we make use of the following types of classes in KO−2(Xd).

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

(i) The pullback along the map c : Xd → S6 that collapses the complement X ′
d ⊂

Xd of a ball of the Bott class Σ−2β ∈ KO−2(S6),

(ii) classes pulled back along ℓhypXd
: Xd → CP

∞.

Proof. Clearly the image of KO−2(∗) → KO−2(Xd) is of type (ii). The Atiyah–
Hirzebruch spectral sequence gives an extension

0 −→ H6(Xd;Z) −→ K̃O
−2

(Xd) −→ H2(Xd;Z) −→ 0

and the left-hand term corresponds to the classes of type (i). The map of Atiyah–

Hirzebruch spectral sequences for ℓhypXd
: Xd → CP

∞ shows that the right-hand term

can be saturated by classes of type (ii). �
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For classes of type (i), we consider the commutative diagram

K̃O
−2

(S6)

KO−2(Xd, X
′
d) πs

1(Th(νXd
), Th(νXd

|X′
d
)) πs

7(S
0)

KO−2(Xd) πs
1(Th(νXd

)) πs
1(MTθhyp(6)) πs

7(MTθ̄hyp).

∼=

ι

Th(ℓ)∗

Recall that the octonionic Hopf fibration S15 → S8 represents a class σ ∈ πs
7(S

0),
and that πs

7(S
0) = Z/240{σ}. Hence the diagram shows that c∗(Σ−2β) maps to a

multiple of ι ◦ σ in πs
7(MTθ̄hyp), but σ ∈ πs

7(S
0) has F3-Adams filtration 2 so ι ◦ σ

has F3-Adams filtration ≥ 2, but this is precisely what we divided out to form the
quotient p3 : πs

7(MTθ̄hyp)(3) → Z/3.

A class [g] ∈ KO−2(Xd) of type (ii) is by definition pulled back from some
[G] ∈ KO−2(CP∞). By the construction at the end of Section 5.1.2 this induces a
map

G∗ : S1 ∧MTθ̄hyp −→MTθ̄hyp

and by naturality the image of [g] ∈ KO−2(Xd) in π
s
7(MTθ̄hyp) is given by

S1 ∧ S6
S1∧[Xd,ℓ

hyp

Xd
]

−→ S1 ∧MTθ̄hyp
G∗−→MTθ̄hyp,

for [Xd, ℓ
hyp
Xd

] ∈ πs
6(MTθ̄hyp).

In the Adams chart forMTθ̄hyp in Figure 1 we see that [Xd, ℓ
hyp
Xd

] ∈ πs
6(MTθ̄hyp)

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 πs

7(MTθ̄hyp) has
F3-Adams filtration ≥ 2, but again this is precisely what we divided out to form
the quotient p3 : πs

7(MTθ̄hyp)(3) → Z/3.

5.3. Cobordism calculation: 2-torsion. We now treat the 2-torsion in Coker(Φ),
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 p2 : πs
7(MTθ̄hyp)(2) → Z/2, such that

(ii) the composition KO−2(Xd)(2) → πs
7(MTθ̄hyp)(2)

p2
→ Z/2 is trivial.

To understand the 2-local homotopy groups of MTθ̄hyp, we can identify the
homotopy type of its 9-skeleton with a certain stunted complex projective space.

Lemma 5.6. If d ≡ 0 mod 8 then there is a 2-local equivalence

Th(O(d)− 5O(1) + 4→ CP4) ≃ Σ−2(26−5)CP26−1
26−5.

If d ≡ 4 mod 8 then there is a 2-local equivalence

Th(O(d)− 5O(1) + 4→ CP4) ≃ Σ−2(25−5))CP25−1
25−5.

Proof. We claim that the 2-local spherical fibrations for the complex bundles O(d)−
5O(1)+4 and (26−5)(O(1)−1) or (25−5)(O(1)−1) are equivalent: then the 2-local

Thom spaces are equivalent, and it is standard that Th(kO(1) → CPn) ≃ CPn+k
k .

This is a kind of James periodicity, and comes down to showing these bundles agree
under the 2-local J-homomorphism

J(2) : KO
0(CP4) −→ J(CP4)(2).
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The latter groups have been calculated by Adams and Walker [AW65], and we
explain how to extract the specific information that we want.

Writing x := [O(1)] − 1 ∈ K̃0(CP4) and y := r(x) ∈ K̃O
0
(CP4), by [AW65, Sec-

tion 2] we have K0(CP4) = Z[x]/(x5) and KO0(CP4) = Z[y]/(y3). The complex-
ification map c : KO0(CP4) → K0(CP4) is a ring homomorphism and commutes
with Adams operations. It satisfies

c(y) = cr(x) = x+ ψ−1
C

(x)

= x+ (1 + x)−1 − 1 =
x2

1 + x

= x2 − x3 + x4

and so c(y2) = x4, and hence c is injective. From this one can check that r(x2) =
2y + y2, so r : K0(CP4) → KO0(CP4) is surjective. As K0(CP4) is spanned by
sums of complex line bundles, it follows that KO0(CP4) 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 ∈ KO0(CP4) the class (ψk

R
− 1)z

is in the kernel of J(2). Let us write a ∼ b to mean that a− b ∈ KO0(CP4) lies in
the kernel of J(2).

As

ψk
C(x) = (1 + x)k − 1 = kx+

(
k

2

)
x2 +

(
k

3

)
x3 +

(
k

4

)
x4

and c is injective and commutes with Adams operations, we have

c(ψk
R(y)) = ψk

C(x
2 − x3 + x4)

= k2x2 − k2x3 + 1
12k

2(k2 + 11)x4

= c(k2y + 1
12k

2(k2 − 1)y2)

giving ψk
R
(y) = k2y + 1

12k
2(k2 − 1)y2, and hence ψk

R
(y2) = k4y2. In particular we

have

(ψ3
R − 1)(y) = 23y + 2 · 3y2 (ψ3

R − 1)(y2) = 24 · 5y2.

As the target of J(2) is 2-local, it follows that 2
4y2 ∼ 0, and hence that 26y ∼ 0.

By [AW65, Lemma A.2] realification commutes with Adams operations, so writ-
ing d = 2s · t with t odd and s ≥ 2, we have

r(O(d) − 1) = r(ψd
C(O(1) − 1)) = ψd

R(y)

= ψt
R(ψ

2s

R (y))

∼ ψ2s

R (y) = 22sy + 22s−2 (22s−1)
3 y2

Suppose first that s ≥ 3. Then 22s−2y2 ∼ 0, and 22sy ∼ 0, so r(O(d)−1) ∼ 0 ∼ 26y,
and so r(O(d) − 5O(1) + 4) ∼ r((26 − 5)(O(1)− 1)) as required.

If s = 2 then 22s−1
3 = 5 so the above is

24y + 22 · 5y2 = 25y − 24y + 22 · 5y2

∼ 25y − 2(−2 · 3y2) + 22 · 5y2

= 25y + 25y2 ∼ 25y

and so r(O(d) − 5O(1) + 4) ∼ r((25 − 5)(O(1)− 1)) as required. �
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Corollary 5.7. If d ≡ 0 mod 4 then

π5(MTθ̄hyp)(2) ∼= Z/4

π7(MTθ̄hyp)(2) ∼=

{
Z/2⊕ Z/16 d ≡ 0 mod 8

Z/2⊕ Z/8 d ≡ 4 mod 8.

π8(MTθ̄hyp)(2) ∼= Z(2) ⊕ Z/4.

Proof. We have MTθ̄hyp = Th(O(d) − 5O(1) + 4 → CP∞), and by Lemma 5.6

its 9-skeleton is 2-locally equivalent to either Σ−2(26−5)CP26−1
26−5 or Σ−2(26−5)CP26−1

26−5,

which in turn are the 9-skeletons of Σ−2(26−5)CP∞
26−5 or Σ−2(26−5)CP∞

26−5.

The first claim follows from [Mat62, Theorem 1 c)], using the discussion in §9
of that paper and Toda’s identification π2n+i(U(n)) ∼= πs

i (CP
∞
n ) for odd i in the

metastable range. The second claim follows from [Mat63, Theorem 2]. The third
claim follows from [Mos69, Table 2.2]. �

On the other hand, we could also approach the homotopy groups of MTθ̄hyp

via the Adams spectral sequence. As modules over the Steenrod algebra we have
H∗(MTθ̄hyp;F2) ∼= u ·H∗(CP∞;F2) where H

∗(CP∞;F2) carries its usual Steenrod-
module structure, and Sq(u) = u · w(−θhyp), which as d is even is

Sq(u) = u · (1 + x+ x2 + x3 +O(x5)).

In degrees ≤ 9 we then have that H∗(MTθ̄hyp;F2) is a sum of modules over the
Steenrod algebra F2{u, u · x, u · x

2, u · x3} ⊕ F2{u · x
4} with generating Steenrod

operations

Sq2(u) = u · x, Sq4(u) = u · x2, Sq2(u · x2) = u · x3.

The E2-page of the Adams spectral sequence near the degrees in which we are
interested in then as in Figure 2.

4 5 6 7 8

0

1

2

3

4

5

Figure 2. E2-page of the Adams spectral sequence at p = 2 for
MTθ̄hyp, with d even. The class of filtration 1 in degree 7 detects
the image of σ ∈ πs

7(S
0) on the bottom cell ι : S0 →MTθ̄hyp.

From the homotopy groups shown in Corollary 5.7, we see that there is a unique
pattern of differentials in this range: d2 : E1,7

2 → E3,8
2 is an isomorphism, and
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d4 : E0,8
4 → E4,11

4 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 ι ◦ σ ∈ πs

7(MTθ̄hyp)(2) gives a surjection

p2 : πs
7(MTθ̄hyp)(2) −→ Z/2.

We wish to show that the composition KO−2(Xd)(2) → πs
1(MTθ̄hyp)(2)

p2
→ Z/2

is trivial. We do this just as in the 3-torsion case, using Lemma 5.4. Namely, classes
of type (i) coming from c : Xd → S6 map to a multiple of ι ◦ σ ∈ πs

7(MTθ̄hyp) so
vanishes under p2. As in the 3-torsion case, for classes of type (ii) their images may
be represented as

S1 ∧ S6
S1∧[Xd,ℓ

hyp

Xd
]

−→ S1 ∧MTθ̄hyp
G∗−→MTθ̄hyp

for certain maps G∗. Figure 2 shows the Adams chart for MTθ̄hyp, and because

of the differential out of the 6-column, the class [Xd, ℓ
hyp
Xd

] ∈ πs
6(MTθ̄hyp) has F2-

Adams filtration ≥ 2. The map G∗ has F2-Adams filtration ≥ 1, so the classes
obtained in this way all have F2-Adams filtration ≥ 3. Thus they lie in the subgroup
of πs

7(MTθ̄hyp)(2) generated by 4ι ◦ σ, and so vanish under p2.

5.4. Proof of Theorem 5.1. Firstly, abbreviate Aut := Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) and
consider the Serre spectral sequence for (3.4), which gives

(5.3) H2(Aut;Z)
d2−→ Kd −→ H1(StabMCGd

(ℓhypXd
);Z) −→ H1(Aut;Z) −→ 0.

The group Aut participates in an extension

1 −→ H3(Xd; 2 · Z/d) −→ Aut
ρ
−→

{
Aut(H3(Xd;Z), λ, µ) d odd

Aut(H3(Xd;Z), λ) d even
−→ 1,

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

H0(Aut
′;H3(Xd; 2 · Z/d)) −→ H1(Aut;Z) −→ H1(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 µ
has Arf invariant 0, then the left-hand term vanishes by [Kra20, Lemma A.2]. If
d is odd and µ 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 H1(Aut;Z) is Z/4 if d is odd and 0 if d is even.

By the discussion in Sections 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3, for d ≥ 3 we have the diagram

KO−2(Xd) H1(MCGhyp
d ;Z) H1(StabMCGd

(ℓhypXd
);Z) 0

πs
1(MTθhyp(6))

πs
7(MTθ̄hyp) Coker(Φ)′

∼=

κ

p2⊕p3

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

{
Z/2 d ≡ 0 mod 4

0 d 6≡ 0 mod 4
⊕

{
Z/3 d ≡ 0 mod 3

0 d 6≡ 0 mod 3.
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Lemma 5.8. The composition

Mond
α
−→ StabMCGd

(ℓhypXd
) −→ H1(StabMCGd

(ℓhypXd
);Z)

κ
−→ Coker(Φ)′

is trivial.

Proof. Ud ⊂ PH0(CP4;O(d)) is the complement of the discriminant locus, which
is irreducible, so its fundamental group Mond is normally generated by a single
element, which can be taken to be a symplectic Dehn twist τ . As Coker(Φ) is an
abelian group, it is enough to show that this Dehn twist maps to zero. The map α

naturally lifts to MCGhyp
d , as the universal family of smooth hypersurfaces admits

a fibrewise θhyp-structure as discussed in Section 3.2.
By choosing a degeneration ofXd to anA2-singularity, we may find an embedding

T ∗S3♮T ∗S3 ⊂ Xd of the plumbing such that τ is the Dehn twist around one of the
spheres. There is a diffeomorphism T ∗S3♮T ∗S3 ∼= S3 × S3 \D6 = int(W1,1) and so
the mapping torus Tτ can be expressed as

Tτ = Tτ |W1,1

⋃

S1×S5

(S1 × (Xd \W1,1)),

equipped with a θhyp-structure ℓhypTτ
that agrees with the pullback of ℓhypXd

on the

second term. Via D2× (Xd \W1,1), the second term is θhyp-cobordant rel boundary
to D2 × S5, so Tτ is θhyp-cobordant to the manifold

M := Tτ |W1,1

⋃

S1×S5

D2 × S5

with some θhyp-structure ℓhypM : M → CP∞. But M is easily checked to be 2-

connected, so ℓhypM may be lifted along EO→ CP∞ to a stable framing ℓsfrM . It follows

that [Tτ , ℓ
hyp
Tτ

] ∈ πs
7(MTθ̄hyp) lies in the image of ι∗ : πs

7(S
0)→ πs

7(MTθ̄hyp). Both
3-locally and 2-locally the image of this map lies in the subgroup that we divided
out to form the map p2 ⊕ p3 : πs

7(MTθ̄hyp)(2) → Coker(Φ)′. �

The argument of this lemma can be understood in a more general context by
the discussion in Section 6, see Remark 6.5.

Lemma 5.9. The map q : Kd → H1(StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

);Z)
κ
→ Coker(Φ)′ is the

quotient by Im(Φ).

Proof. For this it suffices to show that it is 2- and 3-locally surjective, and that
it vanishes on precomposing with Φ : Θ7 → Kd. Working 2-locally there is only
anything to show when d ≡ 0 mod 4, in which case H1(Aut;Z) = 0 and so Kd →

H1(StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

);Z) is surjective, so q is surjective too. Working 3-locally there

is only anything to show when d ≡ 0 mod 3. Then H1(Aut;Z) is 0 or Z/4 so is

3-locally trivial and so Kd → H1(StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

);Z) is 3-locally surjective, and so
q is 3-locally surjective too.

To see that Θ7
Φ
→ Kd

q
→ Coker(Φ)′ is trivial, we use that Φ(Θ7) lies in the image

of α by Theorem 4.1, then apply Lemma 5.8. �

6. Proof of Theorem B: Comparison to Wg,1

In order to prove Theorem B we will compare some of our calculations with
analogous calculations for mapping class groups of connect-sums of S3×S3’s, which
have been studied in some detail, especially recently. Recall from Section 2.1 that
by a theorem of Wall we may find an embedding

e :Wg,1 := #g(S3 × S3) \ int(D6) −→ Xd
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which induces an isomorphism on H3(−;Z). By our assumption d ≥ 3 we have

g ≥ 5. Let ℓhypWg,1
= e∗ℓhypXd

be the induced θhyp-structure, which in particular

induces a θhyp-structure ℓhyp∂Wg,1
on the boundary ∂Wg,1. Recall that the universal

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

Lemma 6.1. There is a boundary condition on stable framings ℓsfr∂Wg,1
and a Diff∂(Wg,1)-

equivariant homotopy equivalence

u∗ : Θsfr(Wg,1; ℓ
sfr
∂Wg,1

)
∼
−→ Θhyp(Wg,1; ℓ

hyp
∂Wg,1

).

Proof. The map ℓhyp∂Wg,1
: ∂Wg,1 = S5 → CP∞ is nullhomotopic, giving a lift along

u : EO→ CP∞ and hence a boundary condition ℓsfr∂Wg,1
for stable framings (and a

canonical isomorphism from u∗ℓ
sfr
∂Wg,1

to ℓhyp∂Wg,1
). The map u then induces a map

u∗ between the two spaces of structures. Seeing that it is surjective in π0 means
showing that the relative lifting problem

∂Wg,1 EO

Wg,1 CP∞

ℓsfr∂Wg,1

u

ℓhyp

can always be solved: it can because H2(Wg,1, ∂Wg,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. �

This lemma means that ℓhypWg,1
corresponds to a canonical stable framing ℓsfrWg,1

.

In Section 3.4 we constructed a quadratic refinement µ = µℓhyp
Xd

on π3(Xd), which

restricts along e to a quadratic refinement e∗µ on π3(Wg,1) = H3(Wg,1;Z). In
[KRW21, Section 6.1] it was shown that under the action of Γg,1 := π0Diff∂(Wg,1)
the set θsfr(Wg,1; ℓ

sfr
∂Wg,1

) := π0Θ
sfr(Wg,1; ℓ

sfr
∂Wg,1

) 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∗µ is.

6.1. The groups Γhyp
g,1 and StabΓg,1

(ℓhypWg,1
). If we define

Γhyp
g,1 := π1(Θ

hyp(Wg,1; ℓ
hyp
∂Wg,1

)//Diff∂(Wg,1), ℓ
hyp
Wg,1

)

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

π1(Θ
hyp(Wg,1; ℓ

hyp
∂Wg,1

), ℓhypWg,1
) −→ Γhyp

g,1 −→ StabΓg,1
(ℓhypWg,1

) −→ 1,

where StabΓg,1
(ℓhypWg,1

) denotes the stabiliser of [ℓhypWg,1
] ∈ π0Θ

hyp(Wg,1; ℓ
hyp
∂Wg,1

) under

the Γg,1-action. Using Lemma 6.1, Γhyp
g,1 is identified with the analogous stably

framed mapping class group Γsfr
g,1, 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 −→ Θ7 −→ StabΓg,1
(ℓhypWg,1

) −→ Spq or a
2g (Z) −→ 1,

where Spq or a
2g (Z) denotes the stabiliser of a quadratic refinement of Arf invariant

0 or 1 respectively. (Depending on what the Arf invariant of e∗µ is.)
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In [GRW16, Lemma 7.5] there is described5 a class µ ∈ H2(Spq or a
2g (Z);Z), char-

acterised by two properties:

(i) µ vanishes when restricted to the Z/4 subgroup generated by
(
0 −1
1 0

)
∈ Spq2(Z),

(ii) the map µ∗ : H2(Sp
q or a
2g (Z);Z)→ Z is surjective as long as g ≥ 2 in the case

q and g ≥ 3 in the case a6, and 8 times it is the signature map. It generates
Hom(H2(Sp

q or a
2g (Z);Z),Z).

This class µ can be multiplied by ΣMilnor ∈ Θ7 to give a class µ · ΣMilnor ∈
H2(Spq or a

2g (Z); Θ7), corresponding to a central extension

(6.2) 0 −→ Θ7 −→ E −→ Spq or a
2g (Z) −→ 1.

Theorem 6.2. The extension (6.1) is isomorphic to the extension (6.2).

Proof. Including StabΓg,1
(ℓhypWg,1

) into Γg,1, we obtain a map of central extensions

1 Θ7 StabΓg,1
(ℓhypWg,1

) Spq or a
2g (Z) 1

1 Θ7 Γg,1 Γg,1/Θ7 1.

i j

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 Γg,1/2 = Γg,1/Θ7, in [Kra20, (1.7)] he gives an extension7

1 −→ H3(Wg,1;Sπ3(SO(3))) −→ Γg,1/Θ7
p
−→ Sp2g(Z) −→ 0.

The set of stable framings π0Θ
sfr(Wg,1; ℓ

sfr
∂Wg,1

) is a [Wg,1/∂, SO]∗-torsor, and acting

on the stable framing ℓsfrWg,1
corresponding via Lemma 6.1 to ℓhypWg,1

gives a crossed

homomorphism

s : Γg,1 −→ [Wg,1/∂, SO]∗ = H3(Wg,1;π3(SO)),

which descends to Γg,1/Θ7; this is completely parallel to the discussion in Section
3.1. Together the maps s and p give a homomorphism

(s, p) : Γg,1/Θ7 −→ H3(Wg,1;π3(SO))⋊ Sp2g(Z) = Z2g ⋊ Sp2g(Z).

This is not an isomorphism, because Sπ3(SO(3)) → π3(SO) is not (this is related
to Corollary 3.7), but it is injective. Krannich shows that Γg,1/Θ7 has trivial

abelianisation, and then defines a cohomology class “χ2−sgn
8 ” ∈ H2(Γg,1/Θ7;Z) by

showing in [Kra20, Lemma 3.19 (iii)] that the composition

H2(Γg,1/Θ7;Z)
(s,p)∗
−→ H2(Z

2g ⋊ Sp2g(Z);Z)
χ2−sgn
−→ Z

has image 8·Z. Here sgn is the signature map, factoring overH2(Sp2g(Z);Z), and χ
2

is obtained by cup-squaring the canonical twisted cohomology class χ ∈ H1(Z2g ⋊

Sp2g(Z);Z
2g) then applying λ : Z2g ⊗ Z2g → 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

−χ2−sgn
8 · ΣMilnor ∈ H

2(Γg,1/Θ7; Θ7).

5Strictly speaking that source only discusses Spq
2g(Z), but in a stable range the cohomology of

Spq2g(Z) and Spa2g(Z) agree.
6See [Kra20, Lemma 3.5] for Spq4(Z); for Spa6(Z) observe it contains Spq

4(Z).
7Our map j splits this extension over the subgroup Spq or a

2g (Z), which does not contradict the

fact [Kra20, Theorem 2.2] that it is not split over Sp2g(Z).
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Pulling this back along j : Spq or a
2g (Z) → Sp2g(Z) → Γg,1/Θ7, and using that

χ vanishes on this subgroup, it follows that the top extension is classified by µ ·
ΣMilnor ∈ H

2(Spq or a
2g (Z); Θ7). �

We record the following consequences:

Corollary 6.3. Suppose that g ≥ 3.

(i) In the Leray–Hochschild–Serre spectral sequence for the extension (6.1) the
differential d2 : H2(Sp

q or a

2g (Z);Z)→ Θ7 is surjective.

(ii) The finite residual of StabΓg,1
(ℓhypWg,1

) is the central subgroup Θ7.

Proof. Item (i) follows from the facts that µ : H2(Sp
q or a
2g (Z);Z) → Z is surjective

and ΣMilnor generates Θ7. Item (ii) follows from the discussion in [KRW20] near
equation (6). �

6.2. Calculating the abelianisation of Γhyp
g,1 . The abelianisation of Γhyp

g,1 = Γsfr
g,1

can be calculated in a way completely parallel to Section 5.1.1, using θ̄sfr : EO →
BO and its pullback θsfr : SO/SO(6)→ BSO(6) to an unstable tangential structure.
The corresponding Thom spectrum is nowMTθsfr(6) = Σ∞−6SO/SO(6)+, so there
is a map

H1(Γ
hyp
g,1 ;Z) −→ πs

1(Σ
∞−6SO/SO(6)+)

which is an isomorphism as long as g ≥ 5. The corresponding long exact sequence
simplifies to a split short exact sequence

0→ Z/4 = πs
7(SO/SO(6))→ πs

1(Σ
∞−6SO/SO(6)+)→ πs

7(S
0) = Z/240{σ} → 0.

6.3. Relation to Xd. The embedding e gives a map of central extensions

1 Θ7 StabΓg,1
(ℓhypWg,1

) Spq or a
2g (Z) 1

1 Kd StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

) Aut(π3(Xd), λ, µ) 1.

Φ

As “finite residual” is covariantly functorial for group homomorphisms, Corollary

6.3 (ii) shows that Im(Φ) is contained in the finite residual of StabMCGd
(ℓhypXd

).
Combined with Theorem A this proves Theorem B.

Remark 6.4. Using this map of central extensions, Corollary 6.3 (i) implies that
the differential d2 : H2(Aut;Z)→ Kd in (5.3) hits the subgroup Im(Φ); the rest of
the discussion in Section 5 shows that this is precisely what it hits.

Remark 6.5. It follows from the calculation in Section 6.2 that if [f ] ∈ MCGhyp
d

can be supported on e(Wg,1) ⊂ Xd, then its image under

MCGhyp
d −→ H1(MCGhyp

d ;Z)
∼
−→ πs

1(MTθhyp(6)) −→ πs
7(MTθ̄hyp)

lies in the image of ι∗ : πs
7(S

0) → πs
7(MTθ̄hyp). This gives another point of view

on the proof of Lemma 5.8.
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