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SMOOTH STRUCTURES ON FOUR-MANIFOLDS
WITH FINITE CYCLIC FUNDAMENTAL GROUPS

R. INANC BAYKUR, ANDRAS I. STIPSICZ, AND ZOLTAN SZABO

ABSTRACT. For each nonnegative integer m we show that any closed, oriented
topological four-manifold with fundamental group Zam,+2 and odd intersec-
tion form, with possibly seven exceptions, either admits no smooth structure
or admits infinitely many distinct smooth structures up to diffeomorphism.
Moreover, we construct infinite families of non-complex irreducible fake pro-
jective planes with diverse fundamental groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the advent of diffeomorphism invariants coming from gauge theory, many
topological four-manifolds have been shown to support infinitely many, pairwise
non-diffeomorphic, smooth structures. Indeed, no smoothable four-manifold is
known to admit only finitely many smooth structures. One might expect this
to be a general phenomenon, at least for four-manifolds with certain fundamental
groups. Our main result underscores this expectation:

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a closed, oriented topological four-manifold with cyclic
fundamental group Zapmio for some monnegative integer m, and odd intersection
form. Unless by (X) = by (X) < 7, the four-manifold X admits either no smooth
structure or infinitely many distinct smooth structures.

Recall that the intersection form @ x of a closed, oriented four-manifold X is odd
if the pairing Qx (o, @) = (e U a, [X]) is odd for some a € H?(X;Z), where [X] is
the orientation class; @ x is even otherwise. Odd intersection forms of smoothable
four-manifolds with cyclic fundamental group are isomorphic to a{1) @ b{—1) for
a=b3(X)and b= b, (X) with a + b > 0, [T, 12].

By the homeomorphism classification in our case (to be reviewed in , Theo-
rem leaves out only seven smoothable topological four-manifolds for each fixed
fundamental group Zgm.o, for which we currently do not know the existence of
more than one smooth structure (cf. also Remark [5.1]).

In contrast, no distinct smooth structures are known on infinitely many simply
connected four-manifolds with intersection forms a (1)@ b{—1) with even a, b, and
to date, no exotic smooth structures are known on simply connected four-manifolds
with ab = 0. As we focus on four-manifolds with cyclic fundamental groups, we han-
dle more challenging cases by analyzing the smooth structures on their finite covers.
Our work in this direction therefore hinges on equivariant constructions of four-
manifolds with non-trivial Seiberg-Witten invariants and orientation-preserving free
involutions—building on our earlier works in [7, [38].
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Based on our Theorem and accompanying observations (see Remark [5.3),
we are prompted to pose a broader question:

Question 1.2. Does every closed, oriented topological four-manifold with a finite
cyclic fundamental group admit either no or infinitely many smooth structures?

A four-manifold X is said to be an exotic copy of another four-manifold Z if
X and Z are homeomorphic but not diffeomorphic. Theorem translates to any
smooth Z in the listed homeomorphism classes having infinitely many exotic copies.
If X and Z are closed, smooth four-manifolds with the same rational cohomology
ring and with isomorphic integral intersection forms, but are not diffeomorphic, we
say that X is a fake copy of Z.

A relatively recent result in four-dimension topology is the complete classifi-
cation of complex fake projective planes, namely, fake CP?s that admit complex
structures. The first example was found by Mumford [33], with further examples in
[24, 26]. Building on the classification of Prasad and Yeung [35], computer-assisted
calculations in arithmetic geometry established that there are exactly 50 smooth
fake projective planes that admit a complex structure [10]. These complex surfaces
are smoothly irreducible; see Proposition Recall that a smooth four-manifold
is irreducible if it is not a smooth connected sum of two four-manifolds neither of
which is a homotopy four-sphere.

Motivated by this array of results, Fintushel and Stern raised the question of
whether there were irreducible fake projective planes besides the complex ones and
what one could tell about their fundamental groups [37]. Our second theorem
provides insights via constructions of non-symplectic fake CP2s.

Theorem 1.3. There is an infinite family of pairwise non-diffeomorphic, irre-
ducible fake projective planes with the same fundamental group G, such that G can
be taken to be R X Zo, where R is the fundamental group of any rational homology
three-sphere, or Zy, X Dy, for any odd m, where D,, is the dihedral group of order
2m. None of these fake projective planes admit symplectic or complex structures.

Reducible fake four-manifolds are easy to come by; the connected sum X of a
four-manifold Z with any rational homology four-sphere is a fake copy of Z. We ob-
tain our irreducible fake projective planes through a variety of equivariant construc-
tions, where we distinguish the smooth structures and detect their irreducibility
through Seiberg-Witten invariants of their double covers, after orientation-reversal.
To the best of our knowledge, these non-complex irreducible fake projective planes,
along with the examples with m; = Z» in [38] subsumed here, are the first of their
kind.

The fake projective plane fundamental groups we obtain in this paper are all
semi-direct products with Z,. Otherwise, the groups mentioned in Theorem [I.3]
constitute a fairly large collection of groups, spanning over infinitely many finite
abelian, finite non-abelian, and infinite groups. Indeed, we get non-complex ir-
reducible fake projective planes with first integral homology group realizing any
prescribed finite abelian group with a Zsy factor in its primary decomposition. As
our way of constructing irreducible fake projective planes falls short of yielding
symplectic examples, we note the following natural questions:
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Question 1.4. Which groups are realized as fundamental groups of irreducible fake
projective planes? Are there only 50 groups that can arise as fundamental groups
of symplectic fake projective planes?

Outline of the paper: We review the topological classification of four-manifolds with
finite cyclic fundamental group in §2.1] General equivariant construction schemes
for four-manifolds with free involutions via normal connected sum and circle sum
operations, respectively, and a few key lemmas regarding their algebraic and smooth
topology are given in and We build our irreducible four-manifolds with
71 = Zs, odd intersection form and signatures o = 0 and +1, in §3Jand §4] Expand-
ing on these constructions, we prove Theorem in Finally, in we present
our constructions of non-complex fake projective planes and prove Theorem [I.3]
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2. BACKGROUND RESULTS

In this section we gather some preliminary results that will be repeatedly used
throughout the paper.

2.1. Topological classification of four-manifolds with m; = Z,.

By the works of Freedman [I6], and Hambleton and Kreck [19, 20, 2], the
homeomorphism type of a closed, oriented, topological four-manifold X with fun-
damental group Z,, is determined by its Kirby-Siebenmann invariant, intersection
form and the wo—type. The wo—type is determined by whether or not X and its
universal cover X are spin; it might be that (i) both are non-spin, (ii) both are
spin, or (iii) X is non-spin, but X is spin. The intersection form of X is odd in
case (1) and even in cases (ii) and (iii).

U h3, ht

FicUure 1. The Kirby diagram of the smooth rational homology
four-sphere L,,. The middle curve wraps around n times.
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Let L,, be the rational homology four-sphere given by the Kirby diagram in
Figure [1} which is the spun of the lens space L(n,1) [34]. Recall that the spun
S(Y) of a three-manifold Y is the four-manifold (S* x (Y'\ D3)) u D? x S2, where
we glue the two-handle of D? x S? along a circle S* x {p} with framing given by
St x {q}, where p, ¢ are boundary points of the disk D? deleted from Y.

Remark 2.1. Any even framing on the middle 2-handle in Figure [1] gives L,,.
Whereas, an odd framing yields the Kirby diagram of the companion rational ho-
mology four-sphere L], the twist-spun of L(n,1); cf. [8, Figure 11]. Up to home-
omorphism, these are the only two closed, oriented, topological manifolds with
71 = Zp, and by = 0; L,, is spin, while L], is not. It is easily seen by Kirby calculus
that L,#CP? and L/ #CP? are diffeomorphic.

By the above topological classification result, combined with Donaldson’s diago-
nalizability theorem [I11 [12], we conclude that when the intersection form is definite,
smooth four-manifolds of we-type (i) with the intersection form a (1)@ b{—1) and
fundamental group Z, are homeomorphic to the smooth four-manifold

Raop(n) := L,#aCP?*#bCP?, for a,be N with a +b > 0.

When n = 2, the case we are going to deal with the most, we write R, 1= R4 5(2).

2.2. A Zs—equivariant construction via generalized normal connected sum.

Hereon, ZZ denotes a compact, connected, oriented surface of genus g and b
boundary components, and we write ¥, when b = 0.

Let Z be a closed, oriented, smooth four-manifold with an embedded, orientable
surface X of genus g > 1 and self-intersection zero. Let vY denote a neighborhood
of ¥ isomorphic to its normal (trivial) disk bundle in Z. Let ¢ be the non-trivial
deck transformation of a double cover ¥, — #,.1RP?. Given an identification
n: vy — D? x X, that is, a framing of ¥, we define the orientation-reversing
self-diffeomorphism

(2.1) P = (nlos)) "' o (idst x @) oMl

of +0(vX), which is a free involution. Then, the four-manifold

X = (2\wD) ue (2\v),
which we are going to refer as the double of (Z,X), admits a smooth, orientation-
preserving, free involution 7 that swaps the two copies of Z\v3, while restricts to
® on their identified boundaries in X. The quotient is a smooth, closed, oriented
four-manifold X := X /7. Note that the result might depend on the chosen framing
and the involution ¢ as well.

The next few lemmas explain how to calculate various topological invariants of
the quotient four-manifold X in terms of those of (Z,%) we started with. Here
[x] € Z denotes the ceiling value of x € R.

Lemma 2.2. Let m(Z\X) be abelian. Assume that the inclusion induced homo-
morphism Hy(¥;7Z) — Hy(Z\X;Z) is onto and its kernel contains at least [5] dual
pairs in a symplectic basis of Hi(X;Z). Then, we can choose n in (2.1) so that

m1(X) = Zy. When m1(Z\ %) = 1, for any choice of n we get m(X) = Zs.
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Proof. Identify the O-section ¥ of v¥ with ¥, = {0} x ¥, via any ng: v¥ —
D? x %,. Under this identification, let {a}, b;} denote the corresponding symplectic
basis of Hq(X4;Z) and let K < H;(X4;Z) correspond to the kernel of H,(3;Z) —
H,(Z2\%;Z).

There is a symplectic basis {a;, b;} on X, where the action of the free involution ¢
on Hy(X,;Z) is such that ¢y (a;) = tag_; and ¢y (b;) = £by_;, for alli =1,...[{].
Recall that, by our hypothesis, there are [§] pairs among {aj,;} contained in
K < Hy(X4;Z). There exists a ¢ € Diff *(X,) which maps these pairs in K to the
first [§] pairs {a1,b1,...,a1g7,byg1}. The elements in K U (¥~ '¢¢))4(K) generate
all of H1(Xy;Z).

Post-composing 79 with id x ¥, we get a new 7, and we can then take the cor-
responding gluing map ® defined as in (2.1). Let ' = n~' ({1} x ;) < o(vX) be
a push-off of ¥ under the framing induced by 1. Because m1(Z\X) is abelian, the
surjectivity of H1(X;Z) — H1(Z\X;Z) implies that the inclusion induced homo-
morphisms m1(X') — m(Z\vY), and in turn, 7 (0(Z\vX)) — m(Z\vX) are also
surjective. Then, by the Seifert-Van Kampen theorem,

~

m1(X) = m (Z2\vX) 71'1((3(;\1/2)) m (Z\vX)
is abelian, and by the above observations, it is equal to the quotient of m (X') by
N =) ((Ku @ 1o)«(K)). Som(X) =1, which implies that 71 (X) = Zo.
When 71 (Z\X) = 1, both hypotheses on Hy(X;Z) — H;(Z\X;Z) hold vacuously,
and since K = H;(X4;Z) in this case, any choice of i will work. (]

Lemma 2.3. The Euler characteristic and the signature of X are given by
x(X)=x(Z2)+2(g—1) and o(X) =0(Z).

When Z\vX contains an immersed surface of odd self-intersection, so does X .

Proof. From the decomposition Z = (Z\v¥) uvy, we get x(Z) = x(Z\v)+2—2g

~

and o(Z) = o(Z\v¥). Then, from the decomposition X = (Z\vX) u (Z\vY),
we obtain x(X) = 2x(Z) + 4(g — 1) and o(X) = 20(Z). Finally, because the
Euler characteristic and the signature are multiplicative under finite covers, we get

x(X) = @ =x(Z2)+2(g—1) and o(X) = %)N() = 0(Z), as claimed. As Z\vZ

embeds into X, the second claim follows at once. (I

Lemma 2.4. If Z admits a symplectic form w with respect to which X is a symplec-
tic submanifold, then the double X admits a symplectic structure &, which pulls-back
to tw under the inclusions of the two copies of Z\vX into X. If Z\v¥ does not
contain any exceptional spheres, then X is minimal. If also m (Z\X) is finite, or
more generally, if m ()N() is residually finite, then X is irreducible.

Proof. Let ¥ be a symplectic submanifold of (Z,w), so it is oriented by w. Then X,
which denotes the oppositely oriented surface X, is symplectic with respect to the
symplectic form —w on Z. We can thus take a symplectic normal connected sum
[18] of (Z,w) and (Z, —w) along ¥ and ¥ to get a symplectic four-manifold (X, &),
where @ restricts to +w on each copy of Z\vY as claimed.
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If Z\vY does not contain any exceptional spheres, then X is minimal by [42]
Theorem 1.1]. When 1(X) is residually finite, X is also smoothly irreducible
by [22, Corollary 1.4]. Any amalgamated free product of finite groups is residually
finite by [6, Theorem 2], so by the Seifert-Van Kampen theorem, 7y ()Z’ ) is residually
finite when 1 (Z\vX) is finite. Minimality or irreducibility of the cover X then

implies the same for X. O

We will often refer to the four-manifold Z or (Z,w), together with the surface
Y. © Z as the inputs of this equivariant normal connected sum construction, and
the quotient four-manifold X = X /7 as the output.

Remark 2.5. There are other gluing maps one can employ in our Zs—equivariant
normal connected sum construction, by replacing the orientation-reversing self-
diffeomorphism idg: x ¢ of ST x Y4 we had with a x 1, where a is the antipodal
map on S! and v is any orientation-reversing diffeomorphism of Yg. In particular,
we can take ¢ to be a diffeomorphism of Yo, = Xi U X} that switches the two
subsurfaces 3, by a reflection along their identified boundaries. It is straightforward
to see that all the lemmas above also apply in this case.

2.3. A Zs—equivariant construction via circle sum.

We present another general construction to derive smooth four-manifolds, as
quotients of four-manifolds with non-trivial Seiberg-Witten invariants under free
involutions, this time via the circle sum operation.

Let X be a closed, simply connected, oriented, smooth four-manifold with an
orientation-preserving, free involution 7: X — X. As before, let g: X->X=X /T
be the induced double cover. Take a lift o of a simple closed curve generating
(X)) = Zs, s0 v := a U T(a) is a T-equivariant simple closed curve in X. Let
v(y) € X be a 7—invariant tubular neighborhoood of v; that is, there is an identifica-
tion v(y) = S x D3 = C x D?, under which the 7 action is given by (¢, z) — (—t, ).

Let Y be a closed, oriented three-manifold. The product four-manifold S* xY ad-
mits an orientation-preserving free involution 7/(t, z) = (—t,z). For v/ := S* x {yo}
in S*xY,let v(y/) = St x D = S'xY be a tubular neighborhood of 7/ for some em-
bedded 3-disk D centered at yo € Y. Then v(v') is 7/~invariant, and the restriction
of 7/ to v(y') = S* x D3, under this identification, is also given by (¢, ) — (—t, ).

We take the circle sum of ()Z' ,7) and (S x Y,+’) by a fiber-preserving diffeomor-
phism dv(y) — dv(y'). We get a free involution 7 on the circle sum X#7=V’ (S'xY),
which extends the involutions 7 and 7/ on the summands. Because v < X is null-
homotopic (as X is simply connected), we have that X #—y (ST x Y) is diffeomor-
phic to the connected sum X#S5(Y), where S(Y) := (S x Y\D) Uiq (D2 x §2) is the
spun four-manifold of Y. Note that we have 7 (X#S(Y)) = 7, (S(Y)) = 1 (Y).

We define the closed, oriented, smooth four-manifold Xy as X #S(Y)/T.
Lemma 2.6. The fundamental group of Xy is given by
7T1(Xy) = 7T1(Y) X ZQ,
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and its Euler characteristic and the signature are

X(X)
2

x(Xy) = =x(X) and o(Xy) = ) =o0(X).

2

Proof. Let q1: X #S(Y) — Xy be the corresponding double cover. The induced
short exact sequence

1— ﬂl(X#S( ) LA m(Xy) — Zy — 1

splits on the right by the homomorphism s: Zs — m1(Xy) defined by s(1) = 1,
where 71 = ¢1(o) for some push-off ay of the arc @ © X#S(Y) to dv(y) so
that a7 U T(ay) is a loop doubly covering v < Xy. It follows that m (Xy)
is a semi-direct product mi(X#S(Y)) x Zs, and in fact, the action of Zy on
Q14 (M (X#5(Y)))<my (Xy) is trivial: for every fin g1, (m (X#S(Y))) = qr(m1(Y)),
we have 71877 = q1(a187(a1)) = qi(B) = B, where 3 is the lift of 3. Hence

7T1(Xy) = Wl(X#S(Y)) X Z2 = 7T1(Y) X ZQ.

We have x(S! x V) = o(S? x Y) = 0 and x(vy') = o(ry') = 0. Therefore,
from the decomposition (X \v(7)) U (ST x Y \v(7')), we get x(X#S(Y)) = x(X)
and o(X#S(Y)) = o(X). We then get yx(Xy) = @ = x(X) and o(Xy) =
# = o(X), once again by the multiplicativity of the Euler characteristic and the
signature for finite covers. O

We are going to refer to the four-manifold with involution (X,7) and the three-
manifold Y as the inputs of this equivariant circle sum construction, and the re-
sulting quotient four-manifold Xy = (X#,—(S' x Y))/7 as the output.

2.4. Torus surgeries.

We briefly review surgeries along tori in four-manifolds and their effect on the
Seiberg-Witten invariants. See also [I3] [38] for a more complete discussion.

Let X be a smooth four-manifold and 7' < X be an oriented, embedded torus
with trivial normal bundle. A small disk neighborhood vT is diffeomorphic to
T? x D?; let n: vT — T? x D? be a framing, that is, a trivialization of this normal
bundle. An oriented loop A < T lifts to a push-off A\, < d(vT) via n. As customary,
we let p7 denote the oriented meridian of T', viewed also in 0(vT).

Having these data fixed, for any £ € Q U {00} we can define a new four-manifold
X = (X,T,n,\, g) as the result of g—surgery on X along T with framing n,
surgery curve X and surgery coefficient g as follows: we remove int T from X and
glue back T? x D? by a diffeomorphism ¢ which maps the circle d({pt} x D?) <
d(T? x D?) to a simple closed curve representing the homology class p[ur]+g[),] in

Hy(0(vT);Z), which is unique up isotopy. One easily concludes by the Seifert-Van
Kampen theorem that (choosing the base point on d(vT')) we have

m(X') = m(X\T) /{ur]’[Ag]" = 1).

This generalization of Dehn surgery on three-manifolds to the four-dimensional
setting is called torus surgery. If X admits a symplectic form w and T < (X, w)
is a Lagrangian torus, then the torus 7" admits a canonical framing nr, called
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the Lagrangian framing, distinguished by the property that images of T? x {pt}
T? x D? under this framing are all Lagrangian in (X,w). For any k € Z, a %ﬂurgery
on (X,w) along a Lagrangian torus 7', taken with the Lagrangian framing, for any
surgery curve yields another symplectic four—manifold (X’,w’), where o’ agrees with
w away from T [3, B0]. This particular type of torus surgery is called a Luttinger
surgery.

When we perform torus surgery along a framed torus 7' < X, we will often
use the shorthand notation (7, A, %) suppressing the four-manifold and the framing
from the notation. Whenever we spell out that T is Lagrangian and we are to
perform a Luttinger surgery, the framing we take is understood to be the Lagrangian
framing. At times, we will denote the four-manifold obtained by torus surgeries
along Lagrangian tori 71, ..., T, in a four-manifold X with specified surgery curves
Aty A by X(myq,...,my,), where m; denote the surgery coefficients.

2.5. Seiberg-Witten invariants.

The Seiberg- Witten function of a closed, oriented, smooth four-manifold X is a
map
SWx: Spin(X) — Z,
where Spin®(X) denotes the set of spin® structures on X. For four-manifolds having
no Zo—torsion in Hy(X;Z), the set of their spin® structures can be identified with
characteristic cohomology classes in H?(X;Z) through their first Chern class.

The Seiberg-Witten value SW x (s) counts solutions of a partial differential equa-
tion associated to the spin® structure s, a metric on X, and a perturbation of
the partial differential equation. If the four-manifold X with b;(X) = 0 satisfies
by (X) > 1, then SWx(s) can be shown to be independent of the chosen metric
and perturbation. In this case, the map SWx is (up to sign) a diffeomorphism
invariant, that is, for a diffeomorphism f: X; — X5, we have

SWx,(s) = £ SWx, (f*(s))

for every s € Spin®(Xz). If X has b3 (X) = 1, then the metrics and perturbations
are partitioned into chambers, and the value of the Seiberg-Witten invariant on a
spin® structure may depend on the chosen chamber.

A cohomology class K € H?(X;Z) is a Seiberg-Witten basic class if there is s €
Spin®(X) so that ¢1(s) = K and SWx (s) # 0. For a fixed four-manifold X there are
finitely many spin® structures with non-vanishing Seiberg-Witten invariants, hence
a given X admits finitely many basic classes. The four-manifold X is of Seiberg-
Witten simple type if for any basic class K, the equality K? = 2x(X) + 30(X)
holds.

The Seiberg-Witten function SW x has finite support and admits the symmetry
SWx(5) = +SWx(s), where 5 denotes the spin® structure conjugate to s. In
addition, the support of SW x is connected to the geometry of the underlying four-
manifold through the adjunction inequality:

Proposition 2.7. ([27,28]) Let ¥ = X be an embedded, closed, oriented surface of
genus g(X) = 1 and self-intersection [£]? = 0. For any basic class K € H*(X;Z)
of the four-manifold X with b3 (X) > 1 we have

29(2) — 2= [E] + [K([Z)]-
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If the four-manifold X with b (X) > 1 admits a symplectic structure w, which
naturally induces a spin® structure with Chern class ¢; (X, w), then by [40], we have

(2.2) SWX(icl(X,w)) = +1.

Symplectic four-manifolds with b3 (X) > 1 are of simple type [40].

A simple numerical invariant of smooth four-manifolds can be defined by taking
the maximal Seiberg-Witten value over the spin® structures:

Mgw (X) = max{| SWx (s)| | s € Spin®(X)}.

Msw (X) is a diffeomorphism invariant of X when b3 (X) > 1. If the four-manifold
X has by (X) = 1, a similar invariant can be defined. In this case, however, the value
of the Seiberg-Witten function might depend on the chosen metric/perturbation.
The space of these choices partition into chambers on which the value of SWx is
constant, and the wall-crossing formula determines the change in the value when we
traverse from one chamber to another. For a chamber ¢ and metric/perturbation
(g,9) representing that chamber, we define the value

Méw (X) = max{| SWx(s,g,9) | s € Spin°(X).}

The wall-crossing formula implies that the maximum Mgw(X) of Mgy (X) for all
chambers is a diffeomorphism invariant of X.

Below, we quickly review how Seiberg-Witten invariants interact with various
topological constructions of four-manifolds.

The invariants of connected sums are determined by the Seiberg-Witten invari-
ants of the summands. Assume that X = X;#X5. If b5 (X;) > 0 for i = 1,2 then
SWx = 0. Assume therefore that b5 (X2) = 0 and for simplicity let us also as-
sume that b;(X3) = 0. By Donaldson’s diagonalizability theorem, the intersection
form Qx, is isomorphic to by(X2){—1), that is, X» is a rational homology #;,CP2.
Suppose that the second homology classes providing the basis of Ho(X2;Z)/Tor on
which the matrix is diagonal are denoted by {ey,...,ep}, where b = by(X5). In this
case, the blow-up formula relates the Seiberg-Witten invariants of X and X;:

Proposition 2.8 ([14]). Suppose that s; € Spin®(X;) are spin® structures on X1
and Xo, and let ny,...,ny be non-negative integers given by {c1(s2),€;» = 2n; + 1.
Assume, furthermore, that these integers are constrained by

i(cl(slf —2(X1) = 30(X1) — 3 milni +1) > 0.

i=1
Then
SVVX1 (51) == SWX(51#52>.

A simple consequence of the above formula is that

Corollary 2.9. If two homeomorphic smooth four-manifolds X;, i = 1,2, with
by > 1 are_distinguished by Mgw(X1) # Msw(X2), then the same holds for the
pair X;#(CP?, i = 1,2, for any £ € N, that is, then

Msw (X14£(CP?) # Mgw (Xo#(CP?).
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Remark 2.10. Because of the chamber structure involved in the domain of the
invariant, the b = 1 case needs a bit more care. Suppose that for a pair of
homeomorphic four-manifolds X1, X with b5 (X;) = 1 and b1(X;) = 0 we have
|[Msw (X1) — Msw(X2)| = 2. As the wall-crossing can change the invariant by at
most 1, the blow-up formula under this stronger hypothesis implies that for any
¢ e N we have
Mgw (X1#(CP?) # Mgsw (Xo#(CP?),

consequently the blown-up manifolds X;#/CP? and X,#/¢CP? are smoothly dis-
tinct.

Next, we discuss how the Seiberg-Witten invariants transform under the circle
sum operation. In this paper, we only consider the case )N(#Vzﬁ/(Sl x YY), where
v © X is null-homotopic, 4/ is isotopic to S! x {pt} = §1 x ¥, and Y is a rational
homology three-sphere, that is, b;(Y") = 0. Thus, for )N(#,Y:AY/(Sl xY) = )N(#S(Y),
we have H2(S(Y);Z) =~ H (S(Y);Z) =~ H,(Y;Z). As a special case of the Seiberg-
Witten blow-up formula above, we get the following:

Corollary 2.11. Let X be a closed, oriented snzooth four—mam'folgi, and let Y be
a rational homology three-sphere. For s € Spin®(X), let s’ € Spin®(X#S(Y)) be its
extension. Then

SW ==+ SWg(s)

Xpsr) ()

Now, the torus surgeries. By [32], the Seiberg-Witten function transforms in
a controlled manner under torus surgery. Fix a compact, oriented, smooth four-
manifold M with boundary 0M = T3. Let a,be Hy(T3;Z) be two fixed homology
classes given by a = [S! x {pt} x {pt}] and b = [{pt} x S x {pt}] for an identification
OM — S x S x S1. For relatively prime integers p, q, let M(p,q) be the closed
four-manifold we get by gluing D? x T? to M, so that [0(D?)] maps to pa + gb.

For M a compact, oriented, smooth four-manifold with boundary M = T3, let
s € Spin®(M) such that ¢ (s) restricts trivially to dM. Let &(p, ¢) denote the set of
spin® structures on M (p, ¢) whose restriction to M agrees with s, and define F(p, q)
as the sum of the Seiberg-Witten invariants of classes in S(p, q).

Proposition 2.12 ([32]). With the notations as above, we have

Remark 2.13. Based on the above lemma, the following handy criterion is proved
in [13, Theorem 1]: Let X be a closed oriented smooth four-manifold, A < X
be a null-homologous torus with framing n, and A € A be a simple closed curve
with push-off 9, null-homologous in d(vA). If the four-manifold (X, A,n, A, 0) has
nontrivial Seiberg-Witten invariant, then the set {(X,A,n,\, (1/k) | k € Z*} con-
tains infinitely many pairwise non-diffeomorphic four-manifolds. These manifolds
are distinguished by their Mgw invariant.

Finally, we have the following proposition which we will use to distinguish dif-
feomorphism types through finite covers:

Proposition 2.14. Let F = {X} |k € Z} be an infinite family of closed oriented
smooth four-manifolds with isomorphic rational cohomology ring and fundamental
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group. Assume that there exists n € Z" such that each Xj has an n—fold cover )~(k
with the property that the maximal Seiberg- Witten function Mgw is unbounded on
F = {)N(k |k € Zt}. Then, there is an infinite subfamily F' < F such that any pair
Xy, X € F' with k # k' are nondiffeomorphic.

Proof. Since the fundamental group of a compact manifold is finitely generated, it
can have only finitely many subgroups of a given index. So, there are only finitely
many index n covers of each Xj. If X and X} are diffeomorphic, there would be a
bijection between the diffeomorphism classes of their (finitely many) n—fold covers.
Let K be the maximum value of Mgw taken over all n—fold covers of Xj;. By the
hypotheses, there is a k¥’ > k where the n—fold cover X of Xi has Mgw ()?k/) > K;
consequently, the maximum value K’ of Mgw taken over all n—fold covers of X}
satisfies K/ > K. This shows that X} and X}, are not diffeomorphic, and since we
can keep selecting indices with these properties, the proposition follows. (Il

Remark 2.15. In this article, in all the instances where we distinguish the diffeo-
morphism types of smooth four-manifolds by comparing their finite covers, this is
done through their double covers. Most of the fundamental groups involved in our
examples, such as the cyclic groups Z4,,.2 in Theorem the groups Zs x m1(Y)
for an integral homology three-sphere Y (special cases in Section or Zipy X Dy
(with m odd) in Theorem have unique index two subgroups, and thus, unique
double covers to compare. The more general statement of the proposition will be
needed when this is not the case, for instance for some of the examples we produce
in Theorem

3. SIGNATURE ZERO FAMILIES

In proving Theorem we will first focus on the case when the four-manifold
has vanishing signature.

For further shorthand, let R,, := R, ,, = Lo#n(CP?#CP?). In this section, we
produce infinitely many irreducible copies of R,,, for each n > 8. We present three
constructions. The first one hands us infinitely many irreducible copies of R,,, for
each n > 10. The second will work only for odd n, but extends to the n = 9 case
and provides many symplectic examples. The third will be only for even n, and
with slightly more involved fundamental group arguments; it will, however, allow
us to extend our results to the n = 8 case.

Our main building block is the minimal symplectic four-manifold (Z,,, w,,) which
is an exotic copy of #(2m+ 1) (CP? # CP?), constructed in [7, Theorem 9] for every
m > 4. This simply connected four-manifold Z,, is derived from a genus g = m+1
symplectic Lefschetz fibration Z,, over ¥, via Luttinger surgery along a link of
4(m — 1) Lagrangian tori £ < Z,,. The map Z,,, — Yo is a Lefschetz fibration
over the genus-2 surface X5 obtained in [7], with four nodal fibers (one of which
is reducible) and a section X of self-intersection zero. These symplectic fibrations
have signature zero, hence after the Luttinger surgeries (resulting in Z,,, above),
we get symplectic four-manifolds with signature zero. We refer the reader to [7] for
further details; some more details can also be found in below.
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3.1. First construction.

In (Z,,,wnm), there are two embedded symplectic surfaces of square zero that are
of particular interest to us, namely,

(i) a genus—2 surface X, for each m > 4, and
(ii) a torus T, for each m > 5,

where the complement of each surface in Z,, is simply connected and contains a
surface of odd self-intersection[]

The surface ¥ < Z,, descends from the section of self-intersection zero in the
Lefschetz fibration Z,,. We can assume that with respect to the Gompf-Thurston
symplectic form taken on Z,,, the surface ¥ is symplectic [7]. The meridian pyx
of ¥ < Z,, lies on the geometrically dual surface F', which descends from the
symplectic fiber of Z,,, and usy = H?:{l[ai,bi] in m(Z,\vX), where {a;,b;} are
the images of the standard generators of F' =~ ¥, 1 under the inclusion map. The
fundamental group calculation in [7, Proof of Theorem 9] then shows that us =1
in the complement, since all {a;, b;} are trivial in 71 (Z,,\vF). Furthermore, one of
the components of the reducible fiber in Z,, is disjoint from ¥ and descends to a
surface of odd self-intersection in Z,,\v3.

The surface T' < Z,, descends from Z,, along with a geometrically dual La-
grangian torus 7" ¢ Z,,. As argued in [, Addendum 11], this pair of Lagrangian
tori is contained in Z,, for every m > 5, and the meridian ur of T', which is equal to
a commutator [a, b] supported on T”, is trivial in 71 (Z,,,\vT). The reducible fiber
components in Z,, are disjoint from 7", and yield surfaces of odd self-intersection in
Zm\VT. Using Gompf’s trick [I8, Lemma 1.6], we can deform the symplectic form
on Z,, around the Lagrangian T so that it becomes symplectic with respect to the
new form. We continue to denote the symplectic form on Z,, by w,,. Note that
the genus—2 surface 3 above is still symplectic after this local deformation.

In addition, the following more technical condition holds: there exists a null-
homologous, framed (say by 1) torus L c Z,, disjoint from ¥ and T, and a loop
A © L, whose push-off to dvL is null-homologous in Z,,\vL, such that the four-
manifold obtained from Z,, by the torus surgery (T, A, 0) has non-trivial Seiberg-
Witten invariant. We will justify below how our manifolds meet these conditions.

Lastly, we explain how the null-homologous torus L < Z,,, comes into the picture:
Let L be a component of the link of tori £ < Z,,, one performs Luttinger surgeries
along to derive Z,,. Let (Zm,of)m) denote the symplectic four-manifold obtained
by performing the prescrlbed Luttinger surgeries along all components of £ but
L. The core of the Lagrangian neighborhood of L < Z,, descends to a framed
null-homologous torus L < Z,,, with a loop A\ < L with the claimed properties
[13], where Zp, = (Zm, L,7,\,0). Since Z,, is symplectic and b;’(ém) > 1, it has
non-trivial Seiberg-Witten invariant.

We can now spell out our first construction. Recall that R,, = Lo#n(CP2#CP?)
are the manifolds we seek exotic structures on. The construction comes in slightly
different form depending on the parity of n.

While Z,, in [7] is constructed for m > 4, we are able to argue the existence of the desired
symplectic square-zero torus T only when m > 5, i.e. when the fiber genus of the Lefschetz
fibration Z,, we started with is at least g = m + 2 > 6.
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even n = 2m + 2 > 10: We apply the Zs—equivariant construction of @ with in-
puts (Z,,wm) and the genus—2 symplectic surface ¥. Denote the double of Z,,, we
get in this construction by )Z'm and the resulting quotient four-manifold by X,,.

By Lemmas and 2.3} we have 71 (X,,) = Zs, x(X;) = 4m + 6, 0(X,,) = 0,
and X,,, has an odd intersection form. So X, is homeomorphic to Rg,, 2. On the
other hand, by Lemma X, is irreducible (and )me is minimal). Thus, X,, is
an exotic copy of Rom42. (Recall that we assumed m > 4.)

Finally, we explain how to derive an infinite family of distinct exotic copies. Let
Zm g = (Zm,L,n, A, %), for each k € Z*, where L is the aforementioned framed
null-homologous torus. (These are not Luttinger surgeries.) Let )”(m, , be the result
of the Zs—equivariant normal connected sum of with inputs ¥ < Z,, 1, where
)?m,k is equipped with the free involution 75, and let X,, 1 := )N(mk /Tk, for each
k € Z™ be the output.

It is easily seen that the arguments for 71 (Z,, k) = 1 given in [7] apply verbatim
to show that m1(Z,, x\vE) = 1, implying that 771()~(m7k) = 1. Since surgeries along
null-homologous tori do not change the Euler characteristic, signature, or the spin
type, we conclude that )?m,k' and X’m have isomorphic, odd intersection forms. In
turn, X,, ; is homeomorphic to Ra, 4o for every k € Z+.

Through the inclusions of the two copies of Z,,\vY, we get a pair of null-
homologous tori L; in X,, and curves \; < L;, for i = 1,2, where 7(L1,\;) =
(L2, A2). The torus surgeries (L1, A1,0) and (La, A2,0) in X’m, say performed in
this order, result in symplectic four-manifolds, which, respectively, are the sym-
plectic normal connected sums of (Zp,, D) and (Zy,, —wn, ), and that of (Zy,, &)
and (Zm, —m), along the copies of ¥ and ¥ via the boundary identification ®.
That is, each O—surgery results in a four-manifold with non-trivial Seiberg-Witten
invariant. Then, applying the main argument for Remark twice, we conclude
that infinitely many four-manifolds among {)N(m & |k € Z7} have pairwise different
Seiberg-Witten invariants. Therefore, after passing to an infinite index subfamily
and relabeling the indices with k € Z™ again, we can assume that X & and Xm &
have distinct Seiberg-Witten invariants whenever k # k'.

Hence, {X,, | k € Z"} constitutes an infinite family of pairwise non-diffeomorphic
four-manifolds in the homeomorphism class of Ro,,12, for each m > 4.

odd n =2m + 1 > 11: This time, we apply the Zs—equivariant construction in
with inputs (Z,,,wm) and T. Denote the double by X,, and the quotient by X, .

Using Lemmas and as before, we conclude that X, is an irreducible
four-manifold with 71 (X)) = Zs, x(X,,) = 4m + 4, 0(X,,) = 0, and odd intersec-
tion form. Therefore, X/, is an exotic irreducible copy of Rop,41.

We derive the mﬁmte family of irreducible copies from the generalized nor-
mal connected sum X m.k Of two copies of Z,,; along T and T via ®, which is
equipped with a free involution 75 defined in the same fashion as before. Let
X k= )A(m k /Tk, for each k € Z*. As above, we get an infinite family of pairwise
non—dlffeomorphlc four-manifolds {X], , [k € Z*} in the homeomorphism class of
Romy1, for each m = 5.
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3.2. Second construction.

We present another construction of infinitely many exotic copies of R,,, this time
for only odd n = 9. These will not come from Zs—equivariant constructions; instead,
we will perform slightly different Luttinger surgeries in Z,, than the ones that yield
the simply connected Z,,,. (As in the first construction, we will have n = 2m + 1,
m > 4.) Besides the small extension to n = 9, an extra property is that each family
of exotic four-manifolds with m; = Zy we get, contains minimal symplectic ones.

To derive our examples, we modify the construction of Z,, in [7] by performing
one of the Luttinger surgeries differently. Nonetheless, we will need to explain
the construction of Z,, some more to justify our claims here, which will also set
the ground for the third construction below. We refer the reader to the proofs of
Proposition 2(a) and Theorem 9 in [7] for some of the essential details, including
the notation we adopt.

Recall that Z,, is derived from a genus m + 1 symplectic Lefschetz fibration Z,,
over Yy via Luttinger surgery along a link of 4(m — 1) Lagrangian tori £ ¢ Z,,.
There is a decomposition
(3.1) Zm=(K u (X2

m

L4 X E1) U (B] % B2) U (I, x D))

Here the fibration on Z,, restricts to a non-trivial Lefschetz fibration K over X1
[7], whereas on Z,,\ K, it is simply the projection onto the second factor for each
product of surfaces in the decomposition . We label the three pieces of this
decomposition as A, By and Cy, in the same order they appear above. See Figure
for a schematic presentation. Four components of £ are contained in By and the
remaining 4(m — 2) in Cy. After the Luttinger surgeries, the decomposition above
yields

(3.2) Zm=AuBuC.

Let {a;,b;} and {x;,y;} be the generators of m (') and m (X), where F = X, 41
comes from the regular fiber of Z,,, and ¥ =~ 35 from the 0—section. Through the
inclusion of F' U X, these generate m(Z,,).

Let Ly be the component of £ contained in the second piece By < Z,,, the
Luttinger surgery along which induces the relation p a,,+1 = 1, where the meridian
w of Ly here is a commutator of zo and b,,+1. We use the Lagrangian framing
and the same surgery curve (homotopic to a,,+1 in the complement) as before, but
switch the surgery coefficient for the Luttinger surgery along L; < £ from 1 to an
arbitrary positive integer q. We perform the same Luttinger surgeries that were
used to get Z,, along the remaining components of L.

Denote the symplectic four-manifold obtained by the new Luttinger surgery
along £ in Z,, by Z,,(q), and the new surgered piece by B(q), that is,

Zm(q) = AuB(q)uC.

Replacing B with B(g), we now get the relation pa ,, = 1 instead. As in the
construction of the simply connected Z,,, the remaining relators kill all the other
generators, so m1(Z,(q)) is generated by a,,+1. In particular, u = 1, so we get
al .1 = 1. Note that there are no other non-trivial relators involving a,,41 in this

abelian group. We conclude that m1(Z,(q)) = {am41|al, ;1) = Zq.
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FIGURE 2. The decomposition Z,, = AuByuCy. The genus—2 surface
Y. and the torus T are drawn in thick black, the link £,, in dark blue;
all the dual tori are in light blue. The Lefschetz fibration /C is in red.

As we did earlier, we can find a null-homologous torus L in Z,,(p), surgeries
along which yields an infinite family of pairwise non-diffeomorphic four-manifolds
{Zmw(a) | keZ"}.

We can now conclude the construction by setting p = 2. Setting X;,’Lk as the
output of the Zs—equivariant construction of with inputs (Zp, x(2),%), we
obtain infinitely many exotic copies of Rg,,+1, for each m > 4. (Note that we
only get odd n = 2m + 1, as the symplectic four-manifolds Z,, ;(2) with b = 0
necessarily have odd b3 .) When m > 5, an embedded symplectic torus T’ with the
same properties as before is also contained in Z,,(2). In this case, instead of (non-
Luttinger) torus surgeries, one can perform knot surgery [15] along T using fibered

knots of different genera to produce infinitely many minimal symplectic copies of
Romat; cf. [T, Addendum 11].

3.3. Third construction.

We present yet another construction, using a codimension zero submanifold con-
tained in Z,, as the main building block. We get infinitely many exotic copies of
R, this time for even n > 8. The further extension to the n = 8 case is why we
include this variation.

This time we begin with Z/ := Z,,_;, the genus m Lefschetz fibration over s,
and consider the decomposition
(3.3) Zl=(Ku (22_,xXD)) u(D?x%) u (L x2D).

Here K is the same non-trivial Lefschetz fibration over ¥} with fibers X}. The main
difference from the decomposition we had for Z,, is that now the second piece
replacing By = X1 x ¥ is the neighborhood of a section ¥ of zero self-intersection,
ie. Z/, = AuvE u(.
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Let £’ be the link of 4(m —2) Lagrangian tori in Z/ , which are now all contained
in Cy. Performing the same Luttinger surgeries along these tori in Cy yield again C,

and the resulting symplectic four-manifold Z! decomposes as Z/ = AuvX uC.

The Luttinger surgeries performed in Cy are given by the local model in the proof
of [7, Proposition 2(b)]. As in the proof of [7, Theorem 9], let {a;, b;} and {z;,y;} be
the generators of 7 (F') and 71 (X), where F' =~ %, descends from the regular fiber of
Z/ and ¥ = ¥, from the O-section. Through the inclusion of F'U X, these generate
T (Z ), and in turn, m1(Z/,). After the Luttinger surgeries along the components
of the link £’, the generators a1,by,...,dm,bm, T2, y2 become normally generated
by two curves a,b on F, which get killed in m1(Z],) by the vanishing cycles of K,
just like in the proof of [7, Theorem 9]. The surface relator [z1,y1][z2,y2] = 1
becomes [x1,y1] = 1, so m1(Z],), which is a quotient of (z1,y1 |[z1,y1]) = Z?, is
abelian. No other relators induce any non-trival relations involving z; or y;.

The closed four-manifold we have here is the irreducible symplectic four-manifold
(Z! ,w!.) in the homeomorphism class of (S? x T?)#2m(CP? #CP?), constructed

m

for each m > 4 in [7, Addendum 12].

We run the Zs—equivariant construction of with inputs (Z],,w!,) and 3; let
()A(J’m,&z;n) denote the double and X! the quotient four-manifolds. By Lemma
we can arrange the gluing in the construction so that m ()?’ m) = 1, and in turn,
m1(X") = Zs. Using Lemmas and we then conclude that X" is an exotic
copy of Rap,.

To generate an infinite family, we note that one of the Lagrangian tori in the link
L' < Z!' descends to a null-homologous torus in Z/ , which plays the role of L with
a surgery curve A € L we had earlier. Let (Ll, A;) be the images of (L, \) under the
inclusions of the two copies of Z/ \v¥ into X7 !, so we have 7(L1, A1) = (La, \2).

Let X , denote the four-manifold obtained from X ! by a pair of equivariant
torus surgeries (L, A1, k) and (Lg,)\g,k). Then X;n’k can be equipped with an

involution 73, so we take X, := X! k/ T,. Following the same arguments as
earlier, we conclude using Remark - 3| that we get infinitely many exotic copies of
Rop, for every m = 4.

We have proved cumulatively:

Theorem 3.1. There are infinitely many, pairwise non-diffeomorphic smooth four-
manifolds in the homeomorphism class of Ry, for all a,b € N> with a = b > 8.
In each family, any pair of four-manifolds either have different Seiberg- Witten in-
variants or their universal double covers do.

4. SIGNATURE NEGATIVE ONE FAMILIES

Our aim in this section is to prove:

Theorem 4.1. There are infinitely many, pairwise non-diffeomorphic, smooth
four-manifolds in the homeomorphism class of Ry, n+1, for every n € N2 withn > 0.
In each family, for odd n, any pair of four-manifolds have different Seiberg- Witten
imwvariants, and for even n, their universal double covers do.
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For a shorthand notation, let us set S,, := Ry, 41 = La#nCP?#(n+1)CP2. Our
examples of families of exotic smooth structures on S,, will be obtained differently
for even and odd n. For n even, the Zs—equivariant construction we are going to
carry out will be more involved than the constructions in the odd n case. The case
n = 0 here was already covered in [38], and examples for odd n have been present
in the literature [11 2 41]; instead of replicating similar arguments, we will refer to
those manifolds to complete the proof of the theorem.

4.1. The equivariant construction of simply connected double covers.

In the following, fix n = 2m, for some m € N. Consider the four-torus 7% =
T? x T? together with the fibration map 72 x T? — T2 given by projection to the
second factor. Fix a fiber F' = T? x {pt} and a section o = {s} x T? of this trivial
torus fibration. With the identification 72 = [0,1]%/ ~, we choose s = (¢, ¢) for
sufficiently small € > 0. As explained in [38, §4.1] (cf. [2] [36] for the origins of this
idea), by replacing one S*-component of the fiber with a 2-braid, the homology class
2[F] can be represented by a torus, which we call 7. This torus can be constructed
by taking a suitable double cover of the fiber within its trivial neighborhood. In
explicit terms, 7 is given by the points (21, 22, 23, 24) of T* and 6 € {r/4,5n/4}
which satisfy

(4.1) (23,24) = (2€ + V/2€ - cos(g(z1) + 0), 2€ + V/2¢ - sin(g(z1) + 0)).

The torus T intersects the section ¢ in two points, and we assume that the chosen
fiber F is disjoint from 7. Note that if we equip T# with the product symplectic
structure (coming from volume forms on the T2-factors) then both the chosen torus
F and the chosen section are symplectic, and the braided torus 7 is also chosen so
that it is a symplectic submanifold.

In constructing the examples, we will use several building blocks, the main one
V(pi/q1,p2/q2) is described in [38, §3.1]. For the sake of completeness, we recall
its definition here. Viewing T* as the quotient of [0,1]*, we have the four circles
x = (¢,0,0,0), y = (0,¢0,0), a = (0,0,¢,0), b = (0,0,0,¢), with ¢ € [0, 1]; these
loops are based at zo = (0,0,0,0) and provide a free abelian generating set of
(T4, 20) = Z* Furthermore, for the fixed real numbers cy,ca,ch,c3, ¢}, cq in
[1/2,3/4] with ¢j < cp and ¢} < ¢4 (and coordinates (z1,29,23,24) on T?) we
consider the 2-dimensional disjoint tori Ty < T* given by the equations {z; =
Co, 24 = C4}, To given by {z1 = ¢1, 24 = ¢}, and T3 given {20 = ¢}, z3 = c3}.

Consider the disk D = T? = [0,1]?/ ~ centered at (2¢,2¢) € T? with radius e,
and notice that € can (and will) be chosen so small that the above loops as well as
the three tori Ty, T» and T are in (T?\D) x (T?\D). Using the symplectic structure
on T* as above, the tori Ty, T», Ty are Lagrangian, and applying torus surgery with
coefficient p1/q1 on Ty (with simple closed curve v; < T homologous to z) and
with coefficient ps/qo along T (with simple closed curve v < T, homologous to a)
we get the four-manifold V' (py/q1, p2/q2). Let My denote (D x T?) U (T? x D) which
can be viewed in T* and in V(p1/q1,p2/q2) as well. We denote the complement of
the interior of My in V(p1/q1,p2/q2) by Vo(p1/q1,p2/q2)-

Recall that n = 2m is fixed. Consider m four-manifolds V*(u;/r;) (with i =
1,...,m and wu;,7; € Z) we get from T* by performing u;/r; surgery along the
Lagrangian torus 7; with its Lagrangian framing and with simple closed curve
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homologous to a. Further m four-manifolds V;(U;/R;) are fixed which we get from
T* (again, with j = 1,...,m and Uj, R; € Z) by performing torus surgery along the
torus T3  T* defined above, equipped with its Lagrangian framing, with surgery
curve b, and surgery coefficient U;/R;.

We take the normal connected sum of these 2m four-manifolds with our original
V(p1/q1,p2/q2) as follows. Recall that the fiber F is fixed in T, and since all torus
surgeries were performed disjoint from a neighborhood of F', a copy of this torus
(with a slight abuse of notation also denoted by F') appears in all the four-manifolds
V(p1/a1,p2/q2), V¥ (ui/ri) and V;(U;/R;).

In the sectional torus o = {s} x T2 (with its usual identification with {s} x
[0,1]?/ ~) fix 2m points oy, for i = 1,...,m, and 7;, for j = 1,...,m: at (%, ﬁ)
for o; and (%, % + wim) for 7,,—;; see Figure [3l Fix small disjoint disks centered
at these points.

o1 Om Tm 71
IRTIIG YR STy
Vi Vm, Hm M1
L] L]
ZTo kl kQ

FIGURE 3.  The choices of o; and 7.

Now take the normal connected sum of V (p1/q1, p2/g2) with V¥(u;/r;) by identi-
fying the boundary of the small tubular neighbourhood of F = V(u;/r;) with the
boundary of a sufficiently small tubular neighbourhood of T2 x {;} (given by T?-
times the small disk fixed above) using the diffeomorphism lifted from the obvious
identification of F' < V(u;/r;) with T2 x {o;}. Take further m normal connected
sums in a similar manner with V;(U,/R;), using now the tori 72 x {r;}. Denot-
ing the vector (u1/r1,...,Um/rm) by u/r (and (U1/Ry,...,Un/Rm) by U/R), the
above construction provides the four-manifold

Y =Y(p1/q1,p2/q2,u/r, U/R).
In the construction of Y we can glue the sections o = {s} x T (having a copy in each
one of the above four-manifolds V (p1/q1, p2/g2), V*(ui/ri) and V;(U,/R;)) together

to get an embedded surface ¥ < Y with genus ¢ = 2m + 1 and self-intersection
Zero.

Note that the torus 7 of Equation (4.1) can be viewed in V(p1/q1,p2/q2) and
indeed in Y, giving rise to a torus (also denoted by T) intersecting ¥ in two points



FOUR-MANIFOLDS WITH FINITE CYCLIC FUNDAMENTAL GROUPS 19

k1, ko. Consider the (singular) surface ¥ U T, resolve the positive transverse inter-
section at k1 and blow up the four-manifold Y at ks. By considering the proper
transform of ¥ U T, we get an embedded surface G of genus g + 1 = 2m + 2 and
of self-intersection zero in

(4.2) W(p1/a1,p2/q2,u/r, U/R) := Y (p1/q1,p2/q2, u/r, U/R)#CP>.

Notice that if p1, p2, u;, U; € {£1} then the corresponding W is a symplectic mani-
fold. In addition, as the fiber, the braided surface and the section are all symplectic
submanifolds of T, and all operations (smoothing, blow-up and normal connected
sum) are symplectic, it follows that G is a symplectic surface in W.

Consider now two copies of (W, Gy) := (W (p1/q1,p2/q2,u/r,U/R),G1) and de-
fine )N((pl/ql,pg/QQ7 u/r, U/R) as their normal connected sum along the two copies
of Gi, where the gluing map ®, is chosen as follows. First, define the map
St x¥,41 — St x E,41 as the antipodal map on the S'-factor and the orientation-
reversing involution ¢4 on Y,41 = 27171+1 v E;Hl, which exchanges the two sub-
surfaces ¥,,,+1 by reflecting 3,41 along their common boundary. See Figure E} In

G = E2m+2

FIGURE 4.  The reflection ¢, of the genus 2m + 2 surface G; the
fixed point set is the gray circle in the middle. The fundamental
group generators are given by the loops {\;, ¢j,d;, C;, D;} with the
respective arcs connecting them to the base point in the middle.
The homology generators are {\;, ¢j,d;, C;, D;}.

order to apply this map, we need to identify (W (p1/q1,p2/q2,u/r, U/R)\G) with
S x $,41 — that is, we need to fix a framing on G;. In this step we will use
the ideas described in [38] §4.2]. Indeed, in V(p1/q1,p2/q2) the genus-2 surface
has been equipped with a framing as it is detailed in [38, §4.2]. In the further
four-manifolds V(u;/r;) and V;(U;/R;) the sections {s} x T? come with a natural
framing from the product structure of 7% before the torus surgeries. These fram-
ings glue together under the normal connected sums to provide a suitable framing
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for Gy € W(p1/q1,p2/q2,u/r,U/R). Using this framing, we get an embedding
D? x Gy « W(p1/q1,p2/q2,u/r, U/R); let G denote {pt} x G where pt € 0D?.

As @, is fixed point free, the four-manifold )Z'(pl/ql,pg/qg,u/r, U/R) admits a
fixed point free, orientation preserving involution ¢4, by combining the identification
of the two W-pieces with the gluing diffeomorphism.

Definition 4.2. We let )~(k denote the special case where all u; = U; = ps = 1,
’I"i:RiZ(h:(]Q:—l andplzkeN.

4.2. The fundamental group calculation.

This subsection is devoted to the verification the following:

Theorem 4.3. For a fized m (and hence g = 2m + 1) the manifolds X, (k € N)
are simply connected.

As a first step, we determine a generating system and some relations in the
fundamental group of Wy, = W(—k,—1,—1,—1). In order to do so, fix the following
convention: in the torus {z; = z2 = 0} (containing the basepoint x() in T*, and
containing the points o1, ... 0, T, . .., 71, fix paths vy, . .. v, i, - - -, p1, as shown
by Figure

This torus gives rise to a similar torus after the torus surgeries, hence we can
view this torus, together with the points and paths, also in V(—k,—1). When
taking the normal connected sum of V(—k, —1) with the manifolds V?(—1) and
V;(—1), we connect sum the torus {z1 = 22 = €} < V(—k, —1) with the sections of
the Vs and the V;’s to construct the genus—g surface, which we use to construct
(1. Using these paths and a pair of transversely intersecting simple closed curves
in each section (which are also tori), we find the loops a;,b; (from V?(—1)) and
A;, B; (from V;(-1)) (4,5 = 1,...,m) in Wj. Using the framing we push these
curves a;, b;, Aj, Bj to the boundary of the tubular neighbourhood of G; — these
push-offs will be denoted by the same letters.

Proposition 4.4. The fundamental group Wy, (equipped with the base point xg €
V(—k,—1)) is generated by the loops x,y,a,b,a;,b;, fori =1,...,m, and A;, Bj,

for 5 =1,...,m. Furthermore, these generators satisfy the relations
(4.3) [z,y] = [a,b] =1

(4.4) [z.a] = [y,a] = [b~ "y et = o e et =11
and

(4.5) [2.ai] = [y, a:] = [, b:] = [b; ", yla; ' =1,

(4.6) e, A = [, Bj] = [, B] = [A; " y]B; " = L.

The same relations hold in Wi\v(G1) with the exception of the relations in (4.3)).

Proof. For the proof, we rely on the arguments of Baldridge-Kirk [4], where the
generators and some key relations of the fundamental group of V(—k,—1) and
Vo(—=k,—1) (the complement of My in V(—k, —1)) are identified. Indeed, the loops
x,y,a,b (as we specified earlier) generate m(V(—k,—1)), and similar elements
T, Yi, a;, b; generate m(Vi(—1)) and X;,Y;, A;, B; generate m;(V;(—1)). By the
Seifert-Van Kampen theorem, in the normal connected sums the generators z; and
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X get all identified with x and similarly all y; and Y; are identified with y. These
observations verify that the set of homotopy elements given in the proposition in-
deed generate the fundamental group of Wy.

The relations in Wy, follow from the relations found by [4] in V(—k, —1) and in
Vo(—Fk, —1). The same goes for the relations in V*’s and V;’s and in the complements
of their fibers and sections.

The meridian of G; € W), may constitute an additional generator when consid-
ering m (Wj\G1), but this element is equal to [z,y]. As G intersects the horizontal
and vertical tori of 7% (and hence of V(—k, —1)) in a point each, in 7 (Wj\G1) the
two relations in seize to hold. ]

Let the simple closed curves in T? x {pt} = T* intersecting each other in a single
point generating its first homology denoted by A1, A2, while in {pt} x T? < T* a
similar pair of curves by As, A4, as shown in [38, Figure 3]. In constructing G, we
normal connect sum copies of V¢, adding genus (with homology generators c;, d;, i =
1,...,m) to the section and copies of V}, adding genus (with homology generators
Cj,D; with j = 1,...,m) to the section. In conclusion, the first homology of the
surface G is generated by these curves, see Figure [d] for a pictorial presentation
of them. Connecting the intersection points of these pairs to the base point (as
shown in Figure , these simple closed curves naturally provide elements in the
fundamental group of the surface G; (with base point in the middle), which we
denote by the same letters. Using the framing, we push these curves (and the base
point) to G; in this process A1 gives rise to ui, A2 to v1, Az to us and Ag to va, cf.
[38, Figure 4]. The push-offs of ¢;,d;, C;, D; can be chosen so that these curves are
homotopic to a;, b;, A, B; fixed earlier (i,5 =1,...,m).

For determining the fundamental group of X &, we will need to understand the
map F: m (G, xz9) — m1 (W, x9) induced by the embedding i: G — Wj,. (Here the
base point g is in G = {pt} x G; € W}.) The map F induced by the embedding
of [38, Lemma 4.4] generalizes to this setting, and the adaptation of the proof of
that lemma shows:

Lemma 4.5. The above choices of curves can be made so that F' maps

e ¢ toa; and Cj to Aj (i,j=1,...,m)

e d; tob; and D; to Bj (i,j=1,...,m)

e vy to a and ug to b, and finally

e vy tox and uy to y* - T, [ai, bi] - TI_, [A;, Bj].

Proof. The homotopies claimed in the first two bullet points are rather obvious in
the manifolds V* and V;. The last two statements follow as it is detailed in [38|
Lemma 4.4], with the simple modification that now we deal with the normal circles
of all normal connected sums, which can be expressed as commutators of the chosen
generators a;, b;, A;, B;; their order in the product is determined by the choice of
the paths given in Figure [3] O

The action of the reflection ¢, on 7 (G, x¢) is easy to determine. Note first that
¢4 moves the base point o to ¢4(xo) with equal coordinates on Gy, but antipodal
on the S*-factor. The two points zo and ¢,4(z¢) can be connected by a semi-circle
in one of the fibers of the fibration S* x G; — Gy (given by the chosen framing
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on G1). This choice identifies 71 (G, zo) with 71 (d4(G), ¢g4(z0)), and using this
identification together with our convention fixed in Figure |4 the homomorphism

(¢g)x maps

e uj to vy (and v to uy);

e us to vy, (and vy to ug);

e it interchanges ¢; and C; (i = 1,...,m), and
e interchanges d; and D; (i =1,...,m).

Now we are ready to conclude the computation of the fundamental group of X [’

Proof of Theorem[/.3 In the construction of the four-manifold X, we take the
normal connected sum of two copies of Wy, along the surface Gy € Wy. The gluing
map ¢4 patching Wi \v(G1) with the other copy is also fixed.

As b and y from one copy correspond to z and a in the other, the relations
[b~1, 4y~ !]2~! on one side and [z, a] on the other imply that x in the first copy of Wy
is trivial in the fundamental group of X;. This then shows that (as [b~1,z"]a"?
is a relation) a is also trivial; as this argument works for both sides, x and a are
trivial on both sides. As these are identified via the gluing map with b and y,
those elements are also trivial. The relations [b; L yla; L imply the triviality of a;
(i =1,...,m) and similarly the relations [A} 1y]Bj_1 imply the triviality of B;. As
these elements are identified with A; and b;, we see that all generators are trivial

in 71 (X}), concluding the argument. O

4.3. The topology of X
We first verify that

Proposition 4.6. Xy is homeomorphic to (2g — 1)CP?#(2g + 1)CP2.

Proof. As a torus surgery does not change the signature o and the Euler character-
istic x, these numerical invariants of X, are o(X;) = —2 and x(Xj) = 49 + 2. As
the smooth four-manifold X, is simply connected, and its signature is not divisible
by 16, by Rokhlin’s theorem X  has odd intersection form. The result follows from
Freedman’s classification theorem [16] for smoothable topological manifolds. O

Finally, we claim that

Proposition 4.7. For fized n = 2m the manifolds Xy and Xy are diffeomorphic
if and only if k = k'.

This will follow from the computation of their Seiberg-Witten invariants:

Lemma 4.8. The four-manifold X,, has exactly two basic classes +K, and the
Seiberg- Witten values on these classes are SWx, (£K) = +m?.

Proof. For g = 1 this claim was verified in [38] for a slightly different gluing dif-
feomorphism, but the arguments of [38 Theorem 4.7] apply to the current setting
verbatim. Indeed, we can use the manifolds constructed in [38] in proving the g = 1
case of the lemma.

Assuming g = 2m + 1 > 1, note first that the manifold X, is constructed from a
symplectic four-manifold using Luttinger surgeries, hence itself is symplectic. This
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shows that (as b;()?k) =29 —1 > 1) the cohomology classes +c¢;(X1,w) are basic
classes, with Seiberg-Witten values +1. Using the adjunction inequality it can be
shown that these are the only basic classes. Indeed, in W7 = W(-1,—-1,—-1,-1)
there are 2m pairs of tori, intersecting each other within the pairs transversally
once (otherwise disjoint), and having self-intersection 0. Gluing two copies of Wy
(along G) together, we see 8m tori of self-intersection zero, on which (by the adjunc-
tion inequality of Proposition all basic classes evaluate trivially. We have that
by(Xy) = 49 = 8m +4, and for the evaluation of a basic class on the remaining four
homology elements the argument of [38, Lemma 4.7] applies. Indeed, the remaining
four homology elements can be represented by embedded surfaces as follows: the
surface G (a self-intersection zero, genus-(g+ 1) surface) is intersected transversely
once by a self-intersection zero, genus—2 surface we get by gluing together two fibers
from V(—1,—1); these two homology classes are denoted by = and y respectively.
The blow-up on either side of the construction provides a (—1)-sphere which in-
tersects Gy twice. Completing these twice-punctured spheres with punctured tori
on the other side, we get two disjoint genus-2 surfaces with self-intersection —1
and intersecting G; twice. Let q1, g2 denote their homology classes; so g1 - g2 = 0,
¢ -y=0and qg;-x=2fori=1,2.

As a basic class K for a symplectic four-manifold (being of simple type) has
K? = 30 + 2y, which for X, is equal to 8g — 2, we get that (as K is characteristic)
it should evaluate +2g on z, £2 on y, and the two evaluations need to have the
same sign. Once again, to have K2 = 8g — 2, we need that K evaluates on q1, ¢z as
+1. Assume that K(z) = 2g (and so K(y) = 2). The exact same argument as in
[38, Lemma 4.7] implies that K (q;) = K(g2) = 1, implying that K = +¢1(X1).

Now Proposition concludes the argument for the proof of the lemma. In-
deed, the formula shows that X . also has exactly two basic classes, provided
we determine the Seiberg-Witten function for the manifold W(0,—-1,-1,-1) u
W(—k,—1,—1,—1) we get by performing 0-surgery on one of the surgery tori. Af-
ter performing O-surgery on the torus 73, we can represent the fiber with an embed-
ded sphere, which in W(0,—-1,-1,—-1) U W(—k,—1,—1,—1) connects to a torus,
representing a homology class with a torus on which potential basic classes evaluate
as 2 (in order to have the required square), providing the desired contradiction.

Then Proposition applied twice, determines the value of the Seiberg-Witten
invariant on the unique (pair) of basic classes + K, giving

SWx (£K) = k2,

verifying that the positive integer k is a diffeomorphism invariant of Xy, concluding
the argument. O

4.4. Exotic four-manifolds with signature —1 and fundamental group Z.

We are ready to complete the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem[{.]. We are going to present infinitely many exotic copies of
the four-manifold S,, = Lo#nCP?#(n + 1)CP?, with pairwise (virtually) distinct
Seiberg-Witten invariants. By ’virtual Seiberg-Witten invariants’ we mean the
invariants of the manifold at hand, together with the Seiberg-Witten invariants of
its double cover.
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For odd n, the desired examples can be obtained from exotic simply connected
families via Luttinger surgeries, as we did in For n = 1, the desired example
is constructed in [2], §9]; for n > 1, the construction of such examples is outlined in
[2, Remark 11]. The corresponding infinite families of four-manifolds have pairwise
distinct Seiberg-Witten invariants.

For even n, by choosing n = 2m, our construction in this section yields an infi-
nite family of closed, simply connected four-manifolds {X’ x} with free, orientation-
preserving involutions 7, which pairwise have distinct Seiberg-Witten invariants.
The quotient four-manifolds {Xj, = Xj/7x |k € Z*} provide the desired family
of exotic four-manifolds in the homeomorphism class of S,,. Note that here we
distinguished the exotic structures through the Seiberg-Witten invariants of their
universal double covers. (Indeed, all these four-manifolds have vanishing Seiberg-
Witten invariants, as b; (S,) = n is even, which implies that the moduli spaces of
Seiberg-Witten solutions are odd dimensional.) O

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM [L.1]

We are now ready to prove our first main theorem.

Proof of Theorem[I.1. We begin with the m; = Zy case. We are going to generalize
our results to the m = Zy,, 12 case, for any further m € N afterwards.

Let {X, r} be an infinite family of pairwise non-diffeomorphic four-manifolds in
the homeomorphism class of R, , = Lo#nCP?#nCP? we constructed in Theo-
rem for every m > 8, where k runs through values in Z*. For k # k', either
Xn.r and X, p» have different Seiberg-Witten invariants, or their universal double
covers X’mk and )Z'n,k/ do. By Corollary it follows that the blow-ups X, #{ CP?
and X,, j#¢ CP? are pairwise non-diffeomorphic, because either they have differ-
ent Seiberg-Witten invariants, or their universal double covers {)?mk#% CP?} and
{X’n’k/#% CP?} do. Therefore, {X,, x#{¢ CP?} constitutes an infinite family of pair-
wise non-diffeomorphic four-manifolds homeomorphic to Ry, ,,+¢. Reversing the ori-
entations of these four-manifolds, we get a similar family homeomorphic to R,,1¢ ..
We conclude that there are infinitely many exotic copies of R, for every a,b > 8.

Next, let {X], ; } be an infinite family of pairwise non-diffeomorphic four-manifolds
in the homeomorphism class of R, 11 = Lo#n CP?# (n + 1)CP? we constructed
in Theorem for every n = 0, and k € Z*. Once again, for k # K, the four-
manifolds X, , and X, j» have different virtual Seiberg-Witten invariants, so their
blow-ups are also pairwise non-diffeomorphic (cf. Corollary . It follows that
{ X, #L CP?} constitutes an infinite family of pairwise non-diffeomorphic four-
manifolds in the homeomorphism class of R, 4¢1+1. We get a similar family in the
homeomorphism class of R, ¢41,, by reversing orientations.

Therefore, there are infinitely many exotic copies of R, also when a,b < 7,
provided a # b, which realize the remaining homeomorphism types promised in the
statement of the theorem when m; = Zs.

To generalize to any 71 = Zyy, 12, we do the following:
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When the family {X, x} (or {X], ,}) is constructed as the quotient of simply

connected four-manifolds {Xn k} we apply the Zs—equivariant circle sum construc-
tion of §2.3| with inputs Z = Xn  and the lens space Y = L(2m + 1,1). Denote
each quotlent four-manifold by X,, x(m). By Lemma we have m; (Xn,k(m)) =
Zoms1 X Lo = Zamso. By Corollary the family {X, x(m)} consists of four-
manifolds with distinct virtual Seiberg-Witten invariants.

When the family {X, x} (or {X], ;}) is derived by a certain Luttinger surgery
with surgery coefficient ¢ = 2 from a simply connected symplectic four-manifold
(for each k € Z*1), we can instead perform a ¢ = 4m + 2 Luttinger surgery along
the same torus (with the same surgery curve) to derive a four-manifold we denote
by X, x(m). As noted for instance in §3.2) we get m1(Xp x(m)) = Zymyo and
{X,,.kx(m)} also consists of four-manifolds with distinct Seiberg-Witten invariants.

These two modified constructions then provide infinitely many exotic copies of
R, 1 (m) with signatures o = 0 (when a = b > 8) and —1 (whena =b—1>0). As
before, we obtain infinitely many exotic copies of all the other R, ;(m) claimed in
the theorem by blow-ups and by reversing orientations. (Il

Remark 5.1. A word about the exceptions in Theorem for m;y = Zy: For
n € {1,2,3} the double cover (2n + 1)(CP*#CP?) of R,, = Lo#n (CP?>4#CP?) is not
known to admit exotic copies; whereas for each n € {4,5,6,7} the main theorem
of [7] provides infinitely many exotic copies, but we did not manage to find an
orientation preserving free involution on these four-manifolds.

Remark 5.2. Exotic smooth structures on some of these topological four-manifolds
were given in earlier works. For example, for odd by, symplectic examples with
cyclic fundamental groups (and in particular with 1 = Zgm42), can be derived
by performing Luttinger surgeries from the examples of [I]. There are also many
classical examples from complex algebraic geometry, such as elliptic surfaces E(n), 4
with ged(p,q) = 4m + 2. The most extensive study of examples with odd b3
and finite cyclic fundamental group was carried out by Torres in [41]. Definite
examples and examples with even b; and b, , which are also derived from minimal
simply connected four-manifolds equipped with free involutions, are more recent;
see [9, 23, 29, 38, 39]. One can also use Bauer’s non-vanishing result for stable
cohomotopy Seiberg-Witten invariants [5] to obtain some exotic families with cyclic
m; and even by and b, from this collection of examples and the simply connected
ones.

Remark 5.3. We expect that, for %(a74) < b < 5a+4, an analogous statement to
Theorem [[LT] with infinite families of #rreducible smooth structures can be obtained
using the methods of this paper. The additional inequalities imposed on the four-
manifold X homeomorphic to R, translates to having ¢ = 2y +30 > 0 for at least
one orientation of X and its double cover, which makes it possible for us to detect
irreducible smooth structures on them via Seiberg-Witten theory. Our methods
can also be applied to obtain partial results for four-manifolds with even inter-
section forms, but without access to blow-ups (which would yield odd intersection
forms) to expand the geography, the possible results are largely restricted to the
realm of irreducible four-manifolds. Unresolved mysteries surrounding the topology
of smooth spin four-manifolds, such as the outstanding 11/8-conjecture, make it
currently impossible to approximate any exhaustive statements as in Theorem
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6. NON-COMPLEX FAKE PROJECTIVE PLANES

In this final section, we prove Theorem We are going to obtain our irre-
ducible fake projective planes in two ways, one leveraging the equivariant circle
sum construction, and the other via equivariant torus surgeries. We first record the
following fact:

Proposition 6.1. A complex fake projective plane, and more generally, a compact
complex surface with Chern numbers ¢3 = 3cg > 0 is smoothly irreducible.

Proof. Any compact complex surface X with ¢3(X) > 0 is Kéhler, and when
A (X) = 3ca(X), by Yau’s celebrated result [43], it is a quotient of the complex
ball. This implies that X is aspherical.

As shown by Kahn [25], a locally flatly embedded three—sphere Y in any compact
four—manifold X is null-homotopic if and only if it bounds a contractible four—
manifold in X. Since m3(X) = 0, we conclude that for any smooth decomposition
X = X1#X5, one of the X; is a homotopy four—sphere. This implies that X is
irreducible.

Alternatively, by the Bogomolov-Miyaoka-Yau inequality, the complex surface X
is necessarily minimal, and by well-known applications of gauge theory, a minimal
Kihler surface X with b5 (X) > 1 is smoothly irreducible. In the b (X) = 1
case, namely when X is a complex fake projective plane, we recall that 7 (X) is a
sublattice in PU(2,1). By a classical result of Mal’cev [31], every finitely generated
linear group is residually finite, consequently, 71 (X) is residually finite. Let X’ — X
be a covering corresponding to a proper finite index subgroup of m(X) # 1. The
finite cover X’ is a Kéhler surface with ¢(X’) = 3ca(X’) and b3 (X’) > 1, so, as
argued above, it is smoothly irreducible, in turn implying irreducibility of X. O

6.1. First construction.

Let Z be one of the minimal smooth four-manifold homeomorphic to CP2#3CP?,
equipped with an orientation-preserving free involution 7 and with non-trivial
Seiberg-Witten invariants constructed in [38] or in Let Y be a rational ho-
mology three-sphere.

We run the Zy—equivariant circle sum construction of §2.3|with inputs (Z, 7) and
Y. By our assumption on Y, the spun S(Y) is a rational homology four-sphere.
It follows that if Z is a rational homology CP2#3CP?, then so is X = Z#S(Y).
Consequently, by Lemma the quotient four-manifold X is a rational homology
CP? with 71 (X) = m(Y) x Zs.

Note that the four-manifold Z is irreducible (as it has two basic classes), while
the double cover X is clearly reducible. We claim that

Proposition 6.2. The four-manifold X is irreducible.

Proof. We first note that 71 (X) cannot be expressed as a free product of non-trivial
groups: indeed, 71 (X) has non-trivial center, while the free product of non-trivial
groups has trivial center. Assume now that X is reducible, so X = X;#X5, where
neither X; is a homotopy four-sphere. By the above observation and the Seifert-
Van Kampen theorem, one of X;, say X;, should be simply connected. So, by the
Mayer-Vietoris long exact sequence, X; is a homotopy CP? and X is a rational
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homology four-sphere with m(Xs) = 7r1(X ). This implies that the double cover
decomposes as X = Xg# 2X1, where X2 is a double cover of Xs.

Consider now the image of the set {s € Spin®(X) | SWx(s) # 0} under the map
c1: Spin®(X) — H2(X;Q) we get by associating the first Chern class with rational
coefficients to a spin® structure. The formulae of Proposition 2.8 and Corollary [2.11]
show that the decomposition X = Z#S(Y) gives that the i image has two elements
(as Z has two basic classes), while the decomposition X = Xg# 2X7 implies that

the image has at least four elements, providing the desired contradiction, verifying
the irreducibility of X. ]

Theorem 6.3. Let R be the fundamental group of a rational homology three-
sphere. Then, there is an infinite family F(R) = {Fy(R)|k € ZT} of pairwise
non-diffeomorphic, irreducible fake projective planes with m (Fx(R)) = R X Zs.
None of the fake projective planes Fi,(R) admit symplectic or complex structures.

Proof. Let {Zy, |k € Z*} be an infinite family of irreducible homotopy CP2#3CP?s,
where each Zj is equipped with an orientation-preserving free involution 75 and
SWyz, #SWgz, when k # k’. Such a family is given in

Running the above line of arguments for each Zj, and a fixed rational homology
three-sphere Y, we get an infinite family {X}, | k € Z "} of irreducible rational homol-
ogy CP?s. By Proposition m passing to an infinite subindex family if needed, we
can moreover assume that this family consists of pairwise non-diffeomorphic four-
manifolds. Letting Fj(R) := X}, the four-manifold X;, with reversed orientation,
we get the desired family F(R), where R = m1(Y).

As the universal cover of Fj(R) is not contractible, by Yau’s theorem [43] none
of these fake projective plane may admit a complex structure. However, to argue
that Fj(R) cannot admit a symplectic structure, we rely on the topology of the
particular Z; we employed in our construction. As shown below, an alternate proof
of the non-existence of a complex structure on Fj(R) will also follow from this
observation.

We observe that there is an embedded torus of square —2 in Z;\ v(y;). Here 7y
is the 1p—equivariant curve we use in the circle sum. One can realize this torus by
patching — during the normal connected sum — a copy of the exceptional sphere in
Wi that intersects G1 at two points with another copy coming from the second Wy,
piece; see This torus is also contained in Z;#S(Y"), which, with opposite orienta-
tion, is the double cover of Fi(R). Because these oppositely oriented double covers
contain embedded tori of square +2, they violate the Seiberg-Witten adjunction
inequality (as their small perturbation Seiberg-Witten invariants are non-trivial).
Consequently, these four-manifolds cannot admit symplectic structures. Since ad-
mitting a symplectic structure is a property preserved under coverings, we conclude
that no F(R) can admit a symplectic structure. Lastly, because by (Fi(R)) is even,
it admits a complex structure if and only if it admits a Kahler structure, providing
another argument for Fj(R) admitting no complex structure. (]

Example 6.4. Suppose that A is a finite abelian group with primary decomposition
Ax=Zy & - ®Zy,, into cyclic groups. Then the group G = Zy ® A is the
first homology group of infinitely many smoothly distinct fake projective planes by
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applying the above circle sum construction by choosing Y to be the connected sum
of the lens spaces L(n;, 1) fori =1,... L.

6.2. Second construction.

Our next family of irreducible fake projective planes have more restricted first
homology than the examples above. Nonetheless, they provide further examples
with additional fundamental groups.

We modify the construction of the minimal symplectic homotopy CP?#3CP?
in (cf. [38 8§4]) via equivariant Luttinger and non-Luttinger surgeries along
Lagrangian tori. Here, the Zo—equivariance refers to performing simultaneous surg-
eries along pairs of tori mapped to each other under the involution, with matching
choices.

Our main building block is T*#CP?, taken with the same embedded genus-2
symplectic surface G of square zero and the same pair of Lagrangian tori as in the
building block W (p1/q1,p2/q2). (Recall that this four-manifold was introduced as
the blow-up of the building block V(p1/q1,p2/q2).) However, we will take differ-
ent surgery coefficients for the pair of torus surgeries this time. We consider two
families: W (—1/m,—1/n) and W (—¢,—1/m), where m,n, ¢ € Z*. Here, we use the
notations introduced in §4.1]

Applying the normal connected sum construction of we let X (m,n) denote
the double of W (—1/m, —1/n). (In the notation of this manifold is constructed
by taking g = 1, hence working in 7% and its blow-up T##CP2.) This manifold is
equipped with the orientation-preserving free involution 7, ., and we let F(m,n)
denote the quotient four-manifold X (m,n) /7 n, taken with the opposite orien-
tation. Similarly, let X, (¢) denote the double of W(—¢, —1/m) with involution
T4 m» and let £, (£) be the quotient four-manifold X, (¢) /7;,,, also taken with the
opposite orientation.

By the irreducibility of X(m,n) and X,,(¢) every F(m,n) and F,,(¢) is ir-
reducible. From the homology relations induced by the Luttinger surgeries in
T4#CP?, we see that Hi(X(m,n);Q) = Hi(Xn(€);Q) = 0. If we denote any
of these quotient four-manifolds F'(m,n), F,,(¢) by F and its double cover by
q: F>F , then from the short exact sequence

1 — m(F)—m(F) — Zy — 1

of their fundamental groups we derive (for instance, by applying the abelianization
and Q-tensoring functors) that

Corollary 6.5. For the four-manifold F defined above we have H1(F;Q) = 0,
X(F) =3 and o(F) =1, hence F is a fake projective plane. O

Each X (m,n) is symplectic, since all the torus surgeries involved in their con-
struction are Luttinger surgeries. This is not the case for X,,(¢), and in fact, a
calculation of their Seiberg-Witten invariants shows that they do not admit sym-
plectic structures once ¢ > 2, cf. [38]. Here, we can invoke Propositions m
and [2.14] to conclude that, possibly after passing to an infinite subindex family, any
F,,(¢) and F,,,(¢') are non-diffeomorphic for ¢ # ¢'.

From their construction, we observe that the doubles X (m,n) and X,,(¢) also
contain embedded tori of square —2. As in the proof of Theorem this implies
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that F(m,n) and F,,(¢) (covered by oppositely oriented X (m,n) and X,,(¢)) do
not admit any symplectic or complex structures either.

Lastly, we turn to the fundamental groups we get. While our construction here
yields a fairly rich family of fundamental groups for the fake projective planes
F(m,n) and F,,(¢), we restrict our calculation to a subfamily, where we can explic-
itly identify the resulting groups. Indeed, in the following we will focus exclusively
on F,,(¢) with m odd.

We first argue that m1 (X, (¢)) = Zy, X Zy,. Indeed, when computing 71 (W, (¢)),
we need to modify the relators in (4.3) and (4.4) as follows: replace the relator

btz o™t with b=tz a™
and the relator
bty et with T

Then, the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 4.4/ show that the group
1 (Xm (E)) is a quotient of Z,, X Z,,. The first homology group of this manifold
is easier to determine from the relations induced by the torus surgeries, giving
H{(Xn(£);Z) = Ly, X Lo, veryfing w1 (X, (0)) = Zpy X Ly,

Lemma 6.6. For any { € Z© and odd m € Z*, we have m (Fn(£)) = Zy X Dy,
where D,, is the dihedral group of order 2m.

Proof. To simplify the notation, let us set X = X,,(¢), X = F,(¢), and m =
2n + 1 for some n € N. Let 7 denote the free involution on X and g X - Xt
corresponding double covering. The induced short exact sequence

(6.1) 11— m(X) 2 (X)) — Zy — 1

splits on the right by the homomorphism s: Zs — 71 (X) defined by s(1) = v, where
v = ¢(a) for « a path lifting v and such that o U 7(«) is a loop doubly covering ~.
Thus, 71 (X) is a semi-direct product 71 (X) % Zg = (Zp, X Zp,) % Zs.

To calculate the action of Zg on Zyy, X Zy, = q«(m1 ()N())<ﬂ'1( X), let the generators
(1,0) and (0,1) correspond to loops 31 = ¢(1) and B2 = q(fB2), where each f; is a
loop in a separate copy of W (—£, —1/m)\vY in W, (£). Tt follows that y3;y~! =
q(apy T(a)) = q(B2) = B2, and similarly, we get 827~ = B1. We deduce that the
Zs action on Z,, X Z, is given by (r,s) — (s,r) for all v, s € Z,,

Denoting the generators of Z,, x Z,, by a and b and that of Zy by ¢, we get the
following presentation for (X ):

Cabe | a™ b5, & [a,b], cac b1
la,b,c,z,y | a™ bm,c2,[a,b],cac_lb_l,x_lab,y_la_lb>
la,b,c,x,y | a™, 0™, c2, [a,b], cac b~z ab,y ta™tD,
1,.-1

z,y], cee e eyety, a2y b 2y

C
m m’[
= eyay | 2™ y™, 2, [a,y], [, ¢, eye™ ),

where we relied on the relations a = (a?)"*! and b = (b?)"*! in 7;(X), made
possible by m = 2n + 1 being odd. So we get

m(X) = (x |2™) x e,y | Y™, A cye ' y) = Ly, x Diy
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as claimed. 0

We have therefore proved:

Theorem 6.7. For every fized odd m € Z%, there exists an infinite family
F(m) = {Fy(m) |l € ZT} of pairwise non-diffeomorphic, irreducible fake projec-
tive planes with w1 (Fy(m)) = Zpy, x Dy,. None of the fake projective planes Fyp(m)
admit symplectic or complex structures.

Remark 6.8. Theorem [[.3]is a combined statement of Theorems[6.3]and [6.7] Yet,
many more non-complex irreducible fake projective planes with different fundamen-
tal groups than the ones we singled out can be constructed by combining the two
constructions we have presented here.

Remark 6.9. As we noted in Example[6.4] we get irreducible fake projective planes
with first homology A x Zs, for A any desired finite abelian group A. It follows
that exactly 41 out of 50 complex fake projective planes have the same integral
homology as one of the non-symplectic fake projective planes we have produced
here; cf. [I7, Appendix].

Remark 6.10. We can refine our infinite families F(R) = {Fy(R)|k € Z"} and
F(m) = {Fy(m)|£ € Z"} so that each one contains infinitely many, pairwise non-
diffeomorphic irreducible fake projective planes in the same homeomorphism class.

For the fake projective planes constructed in §6.1} the key observation is the
following: Because the quotients Zy /7, and Zy/ /7y are homeomorphic, there is an
equivariant homeomorphism between (Zy, 7i,) and (Zy, 74/). Performing the equi-
variant circle sum with S* x Y along circles that match under this homeomorphism,
we can extend this equivariant homeomorphism between (Zy#—,S' x Y, 7/) and
(Zir#ty— St x Y, 7],), where 7/, 7{, are the free involutions on the circle sums.
Hence, we can assume that the quotients Fj(R) and Fj/(R) are homeomorphic.

For the families of fake projective planes discussed in we note that the result
of Hambleton and Kreck in [19] implies that there are finitely many homeomorphism
types with a fixed finite fundamental group and integral intersection form. Since
the fake projective planes Fy(m) have finite fundamental groups, the existence of
an infinite exotic family is a consequence of the pigeonhole principle.
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