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FAMILY SEIBERG-WITTEN EQUATION ON KAHLER SURFACE AND

πipSympq ON MULTIPLE-POINT BLOW UPS OF CALABI-YAU

SURFACES

YI DU

Abstract. Let ω be a Kahler form on M , which is a torus T 4, a K3 surface or an

Enriques surface, let M#nCP2 be n´point Kahler blowup of M . Suppose that κ “ rωs
satisfies certain irrationality condition. Applying techniques related to deformation of
complex objects, we extend the guage-theoretic invariant on closed Kahler suraces devel-
oped by Kronheimer[20] and Smirnov[33][34]. As a result, we show that even dimensional

higher homotopy groups of SymppM#nCP2, ωq are infinitely generated.

1. Introduction

Let pX,ωq be a connected oriented closed smooth symplectic 4´manifold, DiffpXq be
diffeomorphism group of X, Diff0pXq be the group of diffeomorphisms isotopic to identity,
and SymppX,ωq be the symplectomorphism group of pX,ωq.
Homotopy types of symplectomorphism groups is of great interest to geometors. Gromov[15]
shows that SymppS2 ˆS2, ω “ ωst ‘ωstq is homotopy equivalent to a semi-direct product
SOp3qˆSOp3qˆZ2, where ωst is the standard volume form on S2. Lalonde-Pinsonnault[22]

show that SymppS2ˆS2#CP
2, ω̃q is homotopy equivalent to a semi-direct product T 2ˆZ2.

Here, pS2 ˆ S2#CP
2, ω̃q is a symplectic blow up of pS2 ˆ S2, ωq.

Kronheimer’s fibration [20]

SympspX,ωq :“ SymppX,ωqXDiff0pXq ιÝÑ Diff0pXq pÝÑ Srωs :“ Diff0pXq{pSymppX,ωqXDiff0pXqq
is a powerful tool to detect homotopy types of symplectomorphism groups and diffeomor-
phism groups. For example, we can use Kronheimer’s fibration to detect smoothly trivial
elements in the homotopy groups of SymppX,ωq.
In Kronheimer’s paper[20], he uses a version of family Seiberg-Witten invariant to de-
tect non-trivial elements in homotopy groups of Srωs. Based on Kronheimer’s result,
Smirnov[33],[34] uses a so called q´invariant to get a series of results about π0pSympspX,ωqq
on some symplectic 4´manifolds. More specifically, he shows that for some Kahler forms
ω on K3 surface or blow up of tori, π0pSympspX,ωqq are infinitely generated. Lin[25],
Smirnov[32] show that Cokerpι1,˚ : π1pSympspX,ωqq Ñ π1pDiff0pXqq is non-trivial for a
large family of symplectic 4´manifolds.
About the study of higher dimensional homotopy groups in Kronheimer’s fibration, Abreu
and Mcduff[1] show that Kerpι4l,˚ : π4lpSympspS2 ˆ S2, ωst ‘ λωstqq Ñ π4lDiff0pS2 ˆ S2qq
is non-trivial when l P rλ, λ ` 1q. And Anjos-Li-Li-Pinsonnault[3] show a stability result
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of homotopy groups of SympspX,ωq when X is a rational surface with χpXq ď 12 and
symplectic forms ω are in the same chamber of a symplectic cone. In this paper, we
shall prove that for a family of Kahler manifolds, the symplectomorphism group admits
infinitely generated higher homotopy groups.

Theorem A. Let pX, ω̃q be a Kahler 4´manifold which is n´fold blow up of some Kahler
manifold pM,ωq, sizes of exceptional divisors are equal and their sum is small enough. Let
rωs “ κ. In the homotopy long exact sequence

... Ñ πk`1pSrωsq
B˚ÝÑ πkpSympspX,ωqq ι˚ÝÑ πkpDiff0pXqq p˚ÝÑ πkpSrωsq Ñ ...

(1) When M is diffeomorphic to T 4 and κ is non-resonant,

Kerpi2k´2,˚ : π2k´2pSympspX,ωkqq Ñ π2k´2pDiff0pXqqq
is infinitely generated for k “ 1, ..., n.
(2) When M is a K3 surface, κ is non-resonant, then

Kerpi2k,˚ : π2kpSympspX,ωkqq Ñ π2kpDiff0pXqqq
is infinitely generated for k “ 1, ..., n
(3) When M is an Enriques surface,

txπ˚κ, δy|δ is a root in intersection form of K3 surfaceu
is a dense subset of some neighborhood of 0 P R, then

Kerpi2k,˚ : π2kpSympspM,ωkqq Ñ π2kpDiff0pMqqq
is infinitely generated for k “ 1, ..., n. In particular, SymppM,ωkq is not homotopy equiv-
alent to any finite CW complex.

Here, a non-resonant κ is a positive real cohomology class, i.e. κ2 ą 0 and for any
non-zero integral homology class δ, we have

xκ, δy ‰ 0

Now we begin to sketch the proof of Theorem(A).
The first step will be the construction of S2k´1pT 4 caseq or S2k`1pK3 caseq families of
symplectic forms on X in Theorem (A).
For any symplectic manifold pM,ωq, we define Arωs to be

t almost complex structure J on M |J is compatible with some ω1 P Srωsu
By [29], we know Arωs is homotopy equivalent to Srωs. We can see that the homotopy
type of Arωs is related to stratifications of the space of almost complex structures if it
exists. There are a lot of papers studying stratification of almost complex structures
on a symplectic manifold[1],[2],[28],[29]. Multiple-point blow-ups will create some new
stratifications in the space of almost complex structures, and we may get stratifications
which are easier to detect. Since Arωs is homotopy equivalent to Srωs, we’ll construct some

(almost)complex families over S2k´1pT 4 caseq or S2k`1pK3 caseq which admits compatible
sympectic forms in certain class.
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Let X be a K3 surface or a torus T 4, and let Mκ be the corresponding κ´polarized period
domain of complex structures. We define a parameter space

Pκ :“ tpu, x1, ..., xnq P Mκ ˆ ConfnpXqu (1.1)

using the configuration space of X. Because of the property of automorphism group,
when we define Pκ for torus, we may fix x1 “ r0, 0s. Pκ is a parameter space of complex
structures on n´point blowup of X which is compatible with some Kahler forms. In
particular, we can find a positive number λ s.t. nλ is small enough, then we define some
index sets

∆T 4 :“tδ P H2pT 4;Zq|δ primitive, δ2 “ 0u (1.2)

∆K3 :“tδ P H2pX;Zq|δ2 “ ´2u (1.3)

∆k :“trδs P ∆T 4 or ∆K3|pk ´ 1qλ ă xδ, κy ă kλu (1.4)

For every δ P ∆k, we can define a hyperplane in the κ´polarized period domain:

Hδ
κ :“ tu P Mκ|xu, δy “ 0u

u P Hδ
κ represents Kahler surface X with a curve in δ on X. For a sequence 1 ď i1 ă ... ă

ik ď n, we can find a subvariety in Pκ, representing Kahler surfaces which contain curves
in class δ ´ ei1 ´ ... ´ eik , we call it Hδ

κpi1, ...ikq.
Taking a holomorphic disk D

δ intersecting Hδ
κ transversally, we can define another subva-

riety of Pκ:

Dδ
κ :“ pDδ ˆ ConfnpXqq X Pκ (1.5)

Since Hδ
κpi1, ...ikq is a subvariety of Dδ

κ, we define the normal bundle of Hδ
κpi1, ...ikq in Dδ

κ

to be N δ
κpi1, ..., ikq, define Fδ

κpi1, ..., ikq to be a fiber of N δ
κpi1, ..., ikq, and Sδ

κpi1, ..., ikq to
be the boundary of Fδ

κpi1, ..., ikq. We take a smooth family {pXt, ωtq} of Kahler mani-
folds parametrized by Fδ

κpi1, ..., ikq s.t. rωts “ κ ´ λpe1 ` ... ` enq for all t P Sδ
κpi1, ..., ikq.

Restriction of tpXt, ωtqu on Sδ
κpi1, ..., ikq defines an element in π2k´1pSκ´λpe1`...`enqq since

Sδ
κpi1, ..., ikq defines a smoothly trivial family of complex manifolds, we call it rSδ

κpi1, ..., ikqs.
Its monodromy in Kronheimer’s fibration, i.e. B2k´1,˚prSδ

κpi1, ..., ikqsq is independent of the
choice of smooth trivializations.
The second step of the proof will be the application of gauge-theoretic invariant on the
symplectic families, showing that monodromies of the families define infinitely generated
groups.
Although the general relation between family Seiberg Witten invariant and family Gromov
Witten invariant is not yet known, following the work in [20],[32],[33],[34], we can identify
the counting of certain curves with the counting of solutions of Seiberg-Witten equation
in some special cases. By [12],[20],[32], an isolated curve C over a non-boundary fiber
of a Kahler family tXt, ωtqu represents a regular solution of FSWpsrCsq if and only if the

restriction of the Kodaira Spencer map to H1pC,NC|Xt
q is surjective. When h1pC,NC|Xt

q
is large, it will be difficult to verify transversality directly. In this paper, by studying the
tangent spaces of deformation functors of complex manifolds and pairs of complex man-
ifolds, we get a criterion of transversality of family Seiberg-Witten equation on certain
blowup families of closed Kahler surfaces 3.11. And with Theorem 3.11, we can relate
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the calculation of higher dimensional Kronheimer’s invariants to much simpler cases. As
a result, we can evaluate Kronheimer’s invariant on Kahler families Sδ

κpi1, ..., ikq via some
inductions.
Based on Kronheimer’s invariant, Smirnov [34] defines a new invariant, a homomorphism
q : π1pSrωsq Ñ Z

8
2 with following properties:

Property 1. qpαq “ 0 when α P Impp˚ : π1pDiff0pXqq Ñ π1pSκ´λe1qq.
Property 2. qpSδp1qq “ À

δP∆1
Z2.

We’ll extend Smirnov’s q to be a series of homomorphisms,

qn,k : π2k´1pSκ´λpe1`...`enqq
à

δP∆k

Z2 p blowup of T 4q (1.6)

qn,k : π2k`1pSκ´λpe1`...`enqq
à

δP∆k

Z2 pblowup of K3 surface q (1.7)

with properties similar to (1), (2). As a result, we can get a series of surjective homomor-
phisms

Kerpi2k´2,˚ : π2k´2pSympspX,ωkqq Ñ π2k´2pDiff0pXqqq –
Cokerpp2k´1,˚ : π2k´1pDiff0pXqq Ñ π2k´1pSκ´λpe1`...`enqqq Ñ Z

8
2 p blowup of T 4q

Kerpi2k,˚ : π2kpSympspX,ωkqq Ñ π2kpDiff0pXqqq –
Cokerpp2k`1,˚ : π2k`1pDiff0pXqq Ñ π2k`1pSκ´λpe1`...`enqqq Ñ Z

8
2 pblowup of K3 surface q

The construction of parameter spaces and homotopy classes in symplectomorphism groups
for Enriques surface is similar to the construction above, and by studying an equivariant
version of Kronheimer’s fibration

SympπpX,π˚ωq Ñ Diffπ
0 pXq Ñ Sπ

rωs (1.8)

we can relate some elements in Kerpi2k,˚ : π2kpSympspX,ωkqq Ñ π2kpDiff0pXqqq to mon-

odromy of ρ´invariant S2k`1 Kahler K3 families.
In section 2, we’ll introduce some preliminary knowledge in complex and symplectic ge-
ometry. In section 3, we introduce the gauge theoretic invariants which are introduced
by Kronheimer [20] and Smirnov[33],[34] and extend the latter to higher dimensional case.
Also, we’ll prove a regularity lemma for isolated solution of family Seiberg-Witten equa-
tion over blowup family. In section 4, we construct deformation families of the Kahler
surfaces and calculate Smirnov’s q invariant in higher-dimensional cases.
Acknowledgement. The author would like to greatly thank Jianfeng Lin for the sugges-
tion to study the topology of symplectomorphism group and for a lot of helpful discussion
during the research. I’m also very grateful to my advisor, Tianjun Li, for a lot of helpful
advice about the paper and help in symplectic geometry and guage theory. I’d like to
thank Gleb Smirnov for kindly explaining his paper to me. I would like to thank Alexan-
der Voronov and Weiwei Wu for helpful discussion about complex geometry. And I would
like to thank Hokuto Konno and Jun Li for their interest in our paper. Finally, I would
like to thank ChatGPT for its help about Latex writing.
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2. Preliminary knowledge in Kahler geometry and symplectic geometry

2.1. Ample cone and Kahler cone. In this section, let X be a smooth closed complex
manifold.

Definition 2.1. A line bundle L over X is called very ample if it has enough sections
to give a closed immersion (or, embedding)

f : X Ñ CP
N

And in this case, f˚H “ L. Here, H is the hyperplane line bundle of CPN . A line bundle
L is ample if some positive power of L is very ample.

Definition 2.2. For a complex surface M , its ample cone CA is defined to be the cone in
H2pX;Zq b R spanned by ample divisors.

There is a criterion for ample cones on projective surfaces.

Theorem 2.3. (Nakai-Moishezon) For a smooth projective surface X, if D is a divisor
on X satisfying xD,Dy ą 0 and xD,Cy ą 0 for all curves on X, then D is ample. In
particular, ampleness depends only on the numerical equivalence class of D.

From the definition of ample line bundle, we can see that for any rational point κ P CA,
there is a Kahler form f˚ωFS in κ(pull back of Fubini-Study form). And since Kahler
cone is open, we know that any point in the ample cone can be represented by a Kahler
form which is compatible with some complex structure on X.

Lemma 2.4. ([7],[23]) Let (X,J) be a compact complex surface. A cohomology class α in
H1,1pX;Rq admits a Kahler representative compatible with the complex structure J if

α Y rρs ą 0

for some positive closed p1, 1q´form ρ on X and α is in the ample cone.

2.2. Complex and Kahler structures on Calabi-Yau surface. We consider a com-
plex tori X :“ C

2{L, where L is a lattice in C
2. We know H1pX;Zq – Z

4, and we
pick a basis tu1, u2, u3, u4u of H1pX;Zq. We call the basis admissible if the cup product
u1 Y u2 Y u3 Y u4 defines the natural orientation of X.

Theorem 2.5. (Shioda)[31] Let X and Y be two complex tori of dimension 2, and suppose
that D an admissible isomorphism f˚ : H1pY ;Zq Ñ H1pX;Zq. Then f˚ is induced by a
biholomorphism f : X Ñ Y if and only if f˚ ^ f˚ takes H2,0pY q to H2,0pXq.
Here, an admissible isomorphism is an isomorphism from H1pX;Zq to H1pY ;Zq, taking
an admissible basis of H1pX;Zq to that of H1pY ;Zq.

By this fact, we can define a “deformation space” of all complex structures on T 4.
And we’ll explain the explicit definition of it in next subsection.
Now we let L be an abstract free abelian group of rank 4, and let e1, e2, e3, e4 be the basis.

R :“ tr P HompL,C2q is a group homomorphism|C2{rpLq is compact and

rpe1q, rpe2q, rpe3q, rpe4q gives the positive orientation of C2u (2.1)
5



Definition 2.6. ΦT 4 :“ R{GLp2,Cq, where the action of GLp2,Cq is defiend as g : r Ñ
g ˝ r.

The action ofGLp2,Cq defines isomorphisms between complex structures on T 4 parametrized
by different points in R, we can see that R is a parameter space of all complex torus T 4.
By Shioda[31], we can construct a projective variety which is isomorphic to ΦT 4 from the
intersection form of H2pT 4;Rq.
Define E to be the lattice Λ2pL˚q and ER :“ E b R, EC :“ E b C. Define x , y to be the
bilinear form on ECpERq induced from the cup product on Λ2pL˚q.
Definition 2.7. The period domain MT 4 of complex torus T 4 is defined as tu P H‘3 b
C|xu, uy “ 0, xu, ūy ą 0u{C˚.

By Shoida[31], ΦT 4 is biholomorphic to MT 4 , so we can identify these two spaces. For
a positive class κ P H2pT 4;Rq, i.e. κ2 ą 0, we can define a κ´polarized period domain of
complex structures.
The space tu P MT 4 |xκ, uy “ 0u is a space consisting of two contractible components[34].
We can also see it by showing the two components are isomorphic to a fundamental domain
of type IV in complex vector space[4]. We define κ´polarized period domain, MT 4,κ to
be one component of the space.
Naturally, we can define a holomorphic fiber bundle p : X Ñ MT 4,κ with each fiber Xt

over t P MT 4,κ a complex 2-torus. And we can define a family of Kahler forms Ωt over Xt

s.t. rΩts “ κ. In particular, if period point of X is in MT 4,κ, then κ is in the ample cone
of X.
Now we introduce some important subspaces of MT4,κ.

Definition 2.8. MT4,κ,λ is defined as subspace of Mκ parametrizing the complex torus
s.t. its blow-up admits a Kahler form in the class κ ´ λe.
MT4,κ,λ1,...,λn

is defined as subspace of Mκ parametrizing the complex torus s.t. its
n´point blowup admits a Kahler form in the class κ ´ λ1e1 ´ ... ´ λnen.

Lemma 2.9. (Lemma 8 in [33]) If κ is non-resonant, then MT4,κ,λ is open and dense in
MT 4,κ. Also, MT4,κ,λ is connected.

Proof. By Kodaira-Spencer stability theorem[19], the openness holds.
When λ is small enough, MT4,κ,λ contains a subset

Mgen

T 4 :“ tu P MT 4,κ|xu, δy ‰ 0,@δ ‰ 0 P H2pT 4;Zqu
And we can see that Mgen

T 4 is dense[33]. �

It will not be hard to see MT4,κ,λ1,...,λn
is also open and dense in Mκ when λ1 ` λ2 `

... ` λn is small enough.

Definition 2.10. A K3 surface is a simply connected complex algebraic surface with
vanishing canonical class.

Similarly, we’ll defineMK3, the period domain of K3 surface X and κ´polarized period
domain

MK3 :“ tu P E|u2 “ 0, xu, ūy ą 0u{C˚ (2.2)
6



MK3,κ :“ tu P E|xu, κy “ 0u (2.3)

Here, E is the complex vector space H2pX;ZqbC equipped with the bilinear form induced
by intersection pairing.
For a Kahler K3 surface X, we can define MK3,κ,λ,...,λ similarly. And We know that
Lemma 2.9 also holds for K3 surface.

Definition 2.11. If a K3 surface X admits a free holomorphic involution ρ : X Ñ X,
then its quotient space Y is defined as an Enriques surface.

To define the period domain of Enriques surface, we need to define an index set

V r´1s :“ tδ P H2pX;Zq|δ is a root in H2pX;Zq, ρ˚pδq “ ´1u (2.4)

A K3 surface parametrized by point in Hδ :“ tu P MK3|xu, δy “ 0u does not admit
involution ρ for any δ P V r´1s, since we can’t find an involution on a K3 surface s.t.
ρ˚D “ ´D for some effective divisor D[4].
By [16], u P MK3 is the equivalence class of the cohomology class of the non-vanishing
holomorphic 2´form on aK3 surface. If aK3 surface parametrized by u admits involution
ρ, then ρ˚puq “ ´u. So Enriques surfaces are corresponded to a subspace of MK3:

M´
K3 :“ ptu P E|ρ˚u “ ´uu{C˚q X MK3 (2.5)

Actually, the restrictions above determine the parameter space of all complex Enriques
surfaces.

Definition 2.12. The period domain of Enriques surface MEn is defined as

pM´
K3z YδPV r´1s Hδq{tg|E´ |g P AutpEq, g ˝ ρ˚ “ ρ˚ ˝ gu

Here, E´ is p´1q´eigenspace of ρ˚ on E.

2.3. Deformation of complex manifolds. Let M be a complex manifold.

Definition 2.13. A deformation of M is defined as a complex analytic family pM, B, b, fq
with a complex manifold B as its parameter space such that M “ f´1pbq.

By the definition of Kodaira[18], a deformation of a complex manifold M can be consid-
ered as gluing of the same polydisks Uj by transition functions depending on the parameters
in B. Now let

M ãÑ M Ñ pB, bq
be a deformation of the complex manifold M , we can find a chart U :“ tU1, ..., Unu of M
and corresponding transition functions from Uk to Uj :

zj :“ pz1j , ..., zmj q “ fjkpzk,~tq “ fjkpzk, t1, ..., trq
Here, zj is coordinate in Uj , which is identified with an open set in C

m, t is coordinate of
the base space, which is an open set in C

r.

When Uj X Uk ‰ H, we obtain
Bfjkpzk,~tq

Bt and define

θjkptq :“
m
ÿ

α“1

Bfα
jkpzk,~tq

Bt
B

Bzαj
7



By [18], tθjku defines an 1´cocycle on the sheaf of holomorphic tangent vector fields on
M. Actually, we get θptq in H1pMt,ΘMtq. Here, ΘMt is the tangent sheaf of Mt. And
θptq naturally reduces to a linear homomorphism ρ : pT0Sq Ñ H1pM,ΘM q.
Definition 2.14. And Kodaira-Spencer map is defined as the linear homomorphism ρ.

Remark 1. Range of Kodaira-Spencer map, H1pM,ΘM q, is the tangent space of the de-
formation functor DefM [27].

Theorem 2.15. ([26]) A deformation M ãÑ M
fÝÑ pB, bq of compact manifolds is trivial

if and only if KSf : TbB Ñ H1pM,ΘM q is trivial.

Definition 2.16. Consider a deformation M
iÝÑ M

fÝÑ pB, bq, f ˝ ipMq “ b, with Kodaira-
Spencer map KSξ : TbB Ñ H1pM,TM q. ξ is called
Versal if for every germ of complex manifold pC, cq, the morphism

MorGerppC, cq, pB, bqq Ñ DefM pC, cq, g ÞÑ g˚ξ

is surjective.
Semiuniversal if it is versal and KSξ is bijective.
Universal ifKSξ is bijective and for every pointed complex manifolds pC, cq the morphism

MorGerppC, cq, pB, bqq Ñ DefM0
pC, cq, g Ñ g˚ξ

is bijective.

Also, we need to consider the deformation of pM,Cq, a pair of (complex manifold, com-
plex submanifold). Defining holomorphic transition functions fαβ : pUα, Cαq Ñ pUβ, Cβq
which sends Cα to Cβ. We define θjkptq similarly. Then it will be not hard to see we can
get 1´cocycle in the sheaf of holomorphic tangent vector fields which are tangent to the
curve C. We can similarly define KSC : TbB :Ñ H1pM,ΘM p´logCqq, and we have a com-
mutative diagram 2.3. In the diagram, id1 maps pXt, Ctq to Xt and i˚ is induced by the
natural inclusion map. Also, H1pM,ΘM p´logCqq is the tangent space of the deformation
functor DefpM,Cq.

tpMt, Ctqu KSC
//

π1

��

H1pM0,ΘM0
p´logC0qq

i˚

��

tMtu
KS

// H1pM0,ΘM0
q

Figure 1. Naturality between deformation of complex manifolds and pair
of complex manifolds( 2.3)

Remark 2. For any complex structure J on T 4 which corresponds to a period point uJ ,
neighborhood of uJ in MT 4 defines a semi-universal deformation space of J .
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2.4. Negative inflation. Let pX,ωq be a closed symplectic manifold s.t. rωs “ κ, and

π : pX̃, ω̃q Ñ pX,ωq is an n´point blow up of it, where the sizes of exceptional curve E

are λ1, ..., λn. Let Srωs be the space of symplectic forms deformation equivalent to ω in

class κ and let Sκ,λ1,...,λn be the space of symplectic forms on X̃ which are deformation
equivalent to ω̃ in the class κ ´ λ1e1 ´ ... ´ λnen.
Mcduff[29] shows that the operation “negative inflation” which decreases the size(s) of ex-
ceptional divisor(s) is a well-defined map Sκ´λe Ñ Sκ´pλ´µqe up to homotopy equivalence.
We call the map αµ. And similarly we define αµ1,...,µn.

Theorem 2.17. ([29],[34]) Up to homotopy equivalence, there are inclusion maps

αµ : Sκ´λ1e1´...´λnen Ñ Sκ´pλ1´µ1qe1´...´pλn´µnqen (2.6)

such that α0 is the identity, αµ1`µ1
1
,...µn`µ1

n
is homotopic to αµ1,...,µn ˝ αµ1

1
,...,µ1

n
whenever

all three are defined. Also, αµ1,...,µn and αµ1
1
,...,µ1

n
commute. And the following diagram

(2.17) is commutative:

πipDiffpX̃qq //

id

��

πipSκ´λpe1`...`enqq

αµ,µ,...,µ

��

πipDiffpX̃qq // πipSκ´pλ´µqpe1`...`enqq

Figure 2. Action on homotopy groups of the space of symplectic struc-
tures induced by negative inflation(Equation 2.17)

In the diagram (2.17), the horizontal maps are defined as an evaluation map in Kron-
heimer’s fibration.

Proof. Let Jλ,µ1,...,µn be the space of almost-complex structures tamed by some form in
Sλ´µ1e1´...´µnen . By[29],[34], there is a natural homotopy equivalence between Jλ,µ1,...,µn

and Sλ´µ1e1´...´µnen . So we just need to show that all the properties stated in the lemma
hold for maps between the spaces Jλ1,...,λn.
By a theorem of Buse[9], for a symplectic 4-manifold pX,ω0q and any ω0´tamed almost-
complex structure J . If X admits an embedded J´holomorphic curve C Ď X of self-
intersection p´mq ă 0; then, for each µ such that

0 ď µ ď 1

m

ż

C

ω0

there are symplectic forms ωµ taming J, which satisfy

rωµs “ rω0s ` µrCs
9



where rCs is Poincare dual to C.
So there is a natural inclusion map from Jκ´λ1e1´...´λnen to Jκ´pλ1´µ1qe1´...´pλn´µnqen .
Then we can get all the properties stated in the lemma. The proof is essentially the same
as proof of Theorem 3 in [34].

�

3. Family Seiberg Witten invariant, Kronheimer and Smirnov’s invariant

In this section, we recall the definition and basic properties of family Seiberg-Witten in-
variant [21],[24]. In subsection 3.1, we introduce some basic properties of (family) Seiberg
Witten invariant.In subsection 3.2, we introduce the case that Seiberg Witten equations
are defined on closed oriented symplectic 4-manifolds. Then in subsection 3.3, we intro-
duce Kronheimer’s homomorphism and Smirnov’s invariant [20],[33],[34] and extend the
latter invariant to higher dimensional cases. And in subsection 3.4, we focus on Seiberg
Witten equations on closed Kahler surface, and prove a lemma about transversality of
solution of family Seiberg Witten equation over a blowup family.

3.1. Family Seiberg Witten equation. Let X be a connected, closed, smooth, oriented
4´dimensional manifold. Let bi be i´th betti number of X and b` be the dimension of
the positive subspace of H2pX;Rq.
Let π : X Ñ B be a smooth fiber bundle, where the fiber of the bundle is diffeomorphic to
X. Define TX {B to be the vertical tangent bundle of X , i.e. a subbundle of TX , defined
as kerpπ˚q. We choose a smooth family of metric {gb} on TX {B , which defines a principal
SOp4q bundle of frames, Fr Ñ X.
A family spinc structure L is a family of lifting of the frame bundle Fr. We know spincp4q is
isomorphic to pSUp2qˆSUp2qˆUp1qq{Z2, so given a spinc structure L, we have two natural
principal Up2q bundles. As a result, we have two associated Up2q bundles S`, S´. The
natural homomorphism T˚pX {BqbS` Ñ S´ defines the Clifford homomorphism. And the
adjoint of the Clifford multiplication endomorphism defines a canonical homomorphism

τ : EndpS`q Ñ Λ` b C

Here, Λ` is the fiber bundle over B with fiber equal to self-dual 2-forms along the fibers
of X .
Let L :“ detpS`q. A family of Up1q´connection and the family of Levi-Civita connection
on TX {B together determine a family of smooth covariant derivatives on S`, we denote it
by Ab|b P B}.
Consider the configuration space

C :“ tpΦ, Aq of family spinor and family connection over B|Φb is a section of S`
b ,

Ab is covariant derivative for each b P Bu (3.1)

And we define C˚ to be the space consisting of pΦ, Aq with Φ ‰ 0. We call C˚ the ir-
reducible part of configuration space. By choosing a family perturbation of gb´self dual
2´forms ηb we can define the family Seiberg-Witten equation on the configuration space:

10



#

DAb
Φb “ 0,

F`
Ab

“ τ´1pΦbq ` iηb.
(3.2)

Here, D is a Dirac operator on the bundle S “ S` ‘ S´, defined as the composition of
Clifford multiplication and covariant derivative ∇A.
A solution rAb, φbs in the moduli space is called reducible if φb “ 0, and a solution is
irreducible if it’s not reducible.
By [20],[24], the formal dimension of Seiberg-Witten moduli space as a real manifold is:

dps, Bq “ xǫ, ǫy ´ xK, ǫy ` dimpBq (3.3)

where ǫ is defined as c1pS`q.
We can find parametrization space

Γ :“ tpg, ηq P MetpTX {B ˆ iΛ`q|ηb is gb ´ self dual for every b P Bu (3.4)

of Seiberg-Witten equation. Each element in P defines a family Seiberg-Witten equation
on B.
Now we can define the moduli space of family Seiberg Witten equation solutions

Ms

g,η :“
ď

bPB

Ms

gb,ηb
:“ t Solutions of the family Seiberg-Witten equationu{G

(3.5)
Here, G is the gauge group over B, and Gb “ MappXb, Up1qq.
In counting of Seiberg Witten invariant, sometimes we need to avoid reducible solutions.
So we begin to study the subspace of Γ corresponding to reducible solutions of Seiberg
Witten equations. By [24], given a family spinc structure L, we define the L´wall as

WApLq :“ tpg, ηq P Γ|2πc1pLq ´ µb is gb anti-self dualu (3.6)

We can see that @pg, µq P ΓzWApLq, there will be no reducible solution on the correspond-
ing Seiberg-Witten moduli space MsL

g,η.

By [24], the L´wall is a submanifold of Γ, and its codimension is maxpb` ´ dimB, 0q.
When b` ď dimB ` 1, ΓzWApLq still contains an nonempty open set. And we call each
connected component of it an L´chamber.

Theorem 3.1. (Li-Liu[24]) Let M be a closed oriented 4-manifold and B a closed oriented
manifold. Let X be a fiber bundle with fibre M and base B, L be a spinc structure on X {B
and Θ be a cohomology class in H˚pC{G;Zq. Fix a homology orientation of the determinant
line bundle

det` :“ detpH0pM ;Rq b H1pM ;Rq b H`pM ;Rqq b HdimBpB;Rq

If 0 ă b` ď dimB ` 1, let Γc be a chamber in Γ, then SW pX {B,L,Θ, cq :“ xMs
gb,ηb

,Θy
is well-defined for generic pairs in Γc and is independent of the choice of the pairs. If
b` ą dimB ` 1, then SW pX {B,L,Θq :“ xMs

gb,ηb
,Θy is well defined for generic pairs in

Γ.
11



As a result, we are interested in the homotopy type of ΓzWApLq. We define the period
bundle over B:

P :“ tpWb, lbq P G`
b`pH2pXb;Zq ˆ H2pXb,Zq|l is not perpendicular to W u

Here, G`
p means the Grassmannian space of positive b`´plane in H2pXb;Rq. By [24], the

period bundle is homotopy equivalent to ΓzWApLq.
We can see that the homotopy type of the period bundle P is homotopic equivalent to an

Sb`´1 bundle over B through fibrewise homotopy.

Example 3.2. Let X be complex torus T 4 or its blow-ups T 4#nCP2, b`pXq “ 3 and we
calculate the family Seiberg-Witten equation of tXb|b P S2u where Xb is diffeomorphic to
X. In this case, the period bundle is homotopy equivalent to S2ˆS2, and the L´chambers
are graded by π2pS2q – Z. In this special case, we call them winding number.

With chambers in the moduli space understood, we can begin to define the “pure”
Family Seiberg-Witten invariant FSWs of a smooth family X .
Since the gauge group G also acts on the determinant line bundle L, pC˚ ˆ Lq{G defines
a line bundle over X ˆ pC˚{Gq. We define u to be the first Chern class of the line bundle
and define H to be its restriction on C˚{G.
Definition 3.3. Family Seiberg-Witten invariant FSWspFSWs,Γcq is defined to be

ż

Ms

gb,ηb

Hdps,Bq{2

when dps, Bq is even and every pgb, ηbq is generic(tpgb, ηbqu is generic in the given chamber
Γc).

Remark 3. In our case, we take spinc structure sǫ such that the formal dimension dps, Bq “
1
4
pc21psbq ´ 2σ ´ 3X q ` dimB “ 0. In the case that all solutions are irreducible, discrete

and regular, we can calculate the Family Seiberg-Witten invariant by “solution counting”,
i.e. the Family Seiberg Witten invariant FSWBpsǫq is defined by to Σ

uPMs

gb,ηb

p˘1q. Here,

the signs ˘1 in the counting depend on signs of the isolated solutions. For simplicity of
calculation, starting from here, we’ll use mod 2 Family Seiberg-Witten invariants.

There are some important properties of family Seiberg Witten invariants.

Lemma 3.4. ([24],[34]) Given a family {pgb, ηbq|b P B} over a closed base B, and two
spinc structures s, ´s, which are conjugate to each other, if the family {pgb, ηbq|b P B}
has vanishing winding number with respect to both s and ´s, then

FSW pgb, ηbqpsq “ FSW pgb, ηbqp´sq.
Lemma 3.5. ([13],[34]) Suppose that we are given spinc structures s and s

1 such that the
restrictions sb and s

1
b have equal Chern classes: c1psbq “ c1ps1

bq. If H2pX;Zq is torsion
free, then their Family Seiberg-Witten invariants

FSW pgb, ηbqpsq “ FSW pgb, ηbqps1q.
12



3.2. Symplectic 4´manifold and Taubes-Seiberg-Witten invariant. Let pX,ωq be
a closed connected oriented symplectic 4´manifold. We take an almost Kahler 3´tuple
pω, g, Jq, where J is compatible to ω and g is determined by ω and J . In this case, for a
spinc structure sǫ, spinor bundles are S` “ Lǫ b pΛ0,0 ‘ Λ0,2q and S´ “ Lǫ b Λ0,1.
In this case, the Dirac operator is equal to

?
2pB̄ ` B̄˚q. And the determinant line bundle

corresponding to the spinc structure is K˚
X b L2

ǫ . For a connection A ` 2B on the de-
terminant line bundle, a spinor pα, βq on S`, and a “large” perturbation introduced by
Taubes[36],[35]: µ “ F`

A0
´ iρω, and the Seiberg-Witten equation will be of the form:

$

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

%

B̄α ` B̄˚β “ 0

2F 0,2
B “ α˚β

2

2pF`
B q1,1 “ i

4
p|α|2 ´ |β|2 ´ 4ρqω

(3.7)

In our case, when ρ is large enough, there will be no reducible solutions over the family.
Note that when 0 ă b` ď dimB ` 1, construction above defines a chamber in ΓzWApLq,
we call it Taubes-Seiberg-Witten chamber. And the corresponding Family Seiberg-Witten
invariant in this chamber is called Taubes-Seiberg-Witten invariant.
By results of [36],[35],[20],[6], When dps, Bq “ 0, after applying suitable perturbation, the
solutions of Seiberg-Witten equation FSWsǫ is in one to one correspondence with the set
of effective divisors in the class ǫ. As a result, if ǫ is not in H1,1, then FSWBpsǫq must be
0.

Example 3.6. In the case of Example 3.2, H2pX;Rq – R
3. We can see that

tu P R
3|xu, rωsy ă 0u

is a contractible open set of it. So we take a class u in R
3 s.t. xu, rηb ` 2πc1pLqs`

gb
y ă 0,

then the family will correspond to 0 in π2pS2q. This defines a Taubes-Seiberg-Witten
chamber.

3.3. Kronheimer’s invariant and Smirnov’s q´invariant. Let pX,ωq be a closed
symplectic 4-manifold and let again Srωs be the space of symplectic forms deformation
equivalent to the symplectic form ω in cohomology class rωs. In this section, we’ll define
a version of family Seiberg Witten invariant over a disk(or manifold with boundary) with
certain boundary condition.
For a smooth family X :“ tXb|b P D

2ku s.t. Xb is diffeomorphic to X with a family of
symplectic forms {ωtu Ď Srωs defined on BD2k – S2k´1. Then we choose a smooth S2k´1

family of almost complex structures tJt|t P S2k´1u compatible to ωt fiberwisely and get a
family of almost Kahler metrics tgt|t P S2k´1u.
Let sǫ be a spinc structure over on the vertical tangent bundle T pX {D2kq and let A0t be
the Chern connection on K˚

X determined by gt, then we define

ηt :“ ´iF`
A0t

´ ρωt

13



We choose ρ ą 0 large enough so that
ż

xηtygt ^ ω ` 2πxc1psǫygt ^ ω ă 0

And we choose a family tηt|t P D
2ku of fiberwise gb-self-dual 2 forms on X that agree with

ηb on BD2k such that
ż

xηbygb ^ ω ` 2πxc1psǫygb ^ ω ă 0

@b P D
2k.

If an extension pgb, ηbq satisfies the inequality above, we call it an admissible extension[34].
In other word, we take a section of the period bundle P in the Taubes chamber.
By Kronheimer[20],[24], when we have

dpsǫ,D2kq “ 0, xǫ, rωsy ď 0

we can count the solutions in the moduli space Msǫ

pgb,ηbq. This is an invariant of the

symplectic family tωt|t P S2k´1u. Moreover, this defines a homomorphism from π2k´1Srωs

to Z2.

Definition 3.7. Kronheimer’s invariant Qǫ is defined as #tpoints of Msǫ

pgb,ηbq} pmod2q.

Since the definition of Qǫ depends on the Taubes chamber, so it also depends on defor-
mation classes of family of symplectic form.
Now let pM,ωq be a symplectic torus and rωs “ κ for some non-resonant positive class in
H2pT 4;Zq and let pX, ω̃q be n´point blow-up of pM,ωq. We assume that the sum of the
area of exceptional divisors are small enough and each of them is equal to λ.
We can identify ∆ with

tδ P H2pT 4;Zq|δ2 “ 0, δ primitive, xδ, κy ą 0u (3.8)

Then we consider its subsets

∆k :“ tδ P ∆|pk ´ 1qλ ă xδ, κy ă kλu (3.9)

Here, k “ 1, ..., n. For any δ P ∆k and a sequence 1 ď i1 ă ... ă ik ď n, the real formal
dimension dpsδ´ei1´...´eik

, Bq of FSWδ´ei1´...´eik
is equal to

xδ´ei1 ´ ...´eik , δ´ei1 ´ ...´eiky ´ xδ´ei1 ´ ...´eik , e1 ` ...`eny `dimB “ ´2k`dimB

(3.10)
For a smoothly trivial family of symplectic manifolds tpXb, ωbq|b P S

2k´1u s.t. Xb is

diffeomorphic to T 4#nCP2, we can see the formal dimension is 0 and

xδ ´ ei1 ´ ...eik , κ ´ λpe1 ` ... ` enqy ă 0

so Kronheimer’s invariant Qδ´ei1´...´eik
over the family is well-defined.

Recall in subsection 2.4 we define a map αµ1,...,µn between Sκ,λ1,...,λn Ñ Sκ,pλ1´µ1q,...,pλn´µnq.
Smirnov[34] defines a homomorphism

Q´
δ´e :“ Q2e´δ ˝ pαµq˚ (3.11)

14



for some positive µ P p0, λq s.t. x2e ´ δ, κ ´ pλ ´ µqey ă 0 in the case of one point blowup
of T 4. In our case, let I :“ ti1, ..., iku, we define

Q´
δ´ei1´...´eik

:“ Q2
ř

tPI et`
ř

tPt1,...,nuzI et´δ ˝ αµ,...,µ (3.12)

Here, µ P p0, λq is a suitable small number such that

x2
ÿ

tPI

et `
ÿ

tPt1,...,nuzI

et ´ δ, κ ´ pλ ´ µqpe1 ` ... ` enqy ă 0

In this case, it’s not hard to see that Q´
δ´ei1´...´eik

is a well-defined homomorphism from

π2k´1pSκ´λpe1`...`enqq to Z2 for any k ě 1, then we can extend Smirnov’s definition to
higher dimension.

Definition 3.8. Suppose pX, ω̃, J̃q is n´point blow up of an almost Kahler manifold
pX0, ω, Jq where pX0, Jq is a complex tori, and rω̃s “ π˚κ ´ λpe1 ` ... ` enq. Here, λ is
a a small positive number. @δ P ∆κ and a sequence I :“ ti1, ..., iku Ď t1, ..., nu where
i1 ă ... ă ik, we have two homomorphisms, Qδ´

ř

tPIpetq and Q´
δ´

ř

tPIpetq. Define

qδ´
ř

tPIpetq “ Qδ´
ř

tPIpetq ´ Q´
δ´

ř

tPI petq : π2k´1pSrω̃sq Ñ Z2

Remark 4. In Smirnov’s paper, pδ´eq`p2e´δq “ e is the canonical class. In our case, the
sum of δ´ř

tPI and 2
ř

tPI et `ř

tPt1,...,nuzI et ´δ are also equal to the canonical class. The

choice of the spinc structure comes from conjugate symmetry of family Seiberg Witten
invariant.

Now, we’ll introduce some properties of q´invariant.

Lemma 3.9. If a spherical family of symplectic forms {ωt|t P S2n´1} is given by a S2n´1

family of diffeomorphisms, i.e. there is a family of diffeomorphisms {ft|t P S2n´1} s.t.
f˚
t ωt “ ω, then qδ´ei1´...´eik

prtωtusq “ 0 for any δ P ∆ and any subsequence 1 ď i1 ă ... ă
ik ď n.

Proof. In this case, we can transform qδ´
ř

tPI et
into a family of Seiberg-Witten invariants

over a closed base. The proof is essentially the same as Lemma 6 in [34]. �

This lemma shows that q´invariants can be reduced to a homomorphism q̄ defined on
Kerpπ2k´2pSympspM,ωqq Ñ π2k´2pDiffpMqqq.

Lemma 3.10. q´invariant is actually a homological invariant on the space of SymppM,ωq,
i.e. for any 0´homologous class α P Kerpπ2k´2pSympspM,ωqq Ñ π2k´2pDiffpMqqq, q̄pαq “
0.

Proof. We suppose that for tpMb, ωbqu, a symplectic bundle over S2k`1, its monodromy
α P π2kpSymppMqq is 0´homologous, we can find a p2k ` 1q´simplex β s.t. Bβ “ rαs, the
image of α by Hurewicz homomorphism.
As a result, β defines a symplectic bundle Fβ over a p2k ` 2q´manifold with boundary
isomorphic to tpMb, ωbqu i.e.

BFβ ´ α P Impπ2k`1pDiffpMqq Ñ π2k`1Srωsq.
15



Now recall the construction of Kronheimer’s model, we get a symplectic bundle over
D
2k`2, and we call it F . Together with Fβ defined above, we get a family Seiberg-Witten

equation over a symplectic bundle over a closed p2k ` 2q´dimensional manifold. And we
can extend the perturbation family pg, ηq from D

2k`1 to the whole family following the
method above[20][33].
Since xrCs, rωsy is non-positive on Fβ , Kronheimer’s invariant over the closed family will
be the same as Kronheimer’s invariant over F family.
Now conjugation symmetry of FSW holds and we see Smirnov’s invariant should be 0. As
a result, we get the lemma. �

Now let pM,ωq be a symplectic K3 surface and rωs “ κ for some non-resonant positive
class in H2pM ;Zq and let pX, ω̃q be n´point blow up of pM,ωq. We assume the sizes of
the exceptional curves are all equal to λ and nλ is small enough.
For K3 surface, we define

∆K3 :“ tδ P H2pM ;Zq|δ2 “ ´2, δ primitive , xδ, κy ą 0u (3.13)

And we similarly define

∆k :“ tδ P ∆|pk ´ 1qλ ă xδ, κy ă kλu (3.14)

for k “ 1, ..., n. There is a difference between K3 surface case and and torus case: over a
base manifold B, the real formal dimension for K3 surface is

dpsδ´ei1´...´eik
q ´ 2k ´ 2 ` dimB

It will not be hard to see that higher dimensional q´invariants are also well defined for
multiple-point blow ups of K3 surfaces. And the property in Lemma 3.9 is also true for
q´invariants for blowup of K3 surfaces.

3.4. Family blow up and Seiberg Witten eqautions on Kahler surfaces. In this
section, we’ll prove some lemmas about transversality of solutions in a family Seiberg
Witten equations over some blow up families. We’ll introduce a blow up formula for
isolated and regular solutions of FSW on Kahler families and some applications of it.

Theorem 3.11. Let M :“ tpXt, ωtq|t P B – D
2nu be a family of closed Kahler sur-

face s.t. the holomorphic automorphism group on each fiber is discrete, or equivalently,
H0pXt,ΘXtq “ 0 for all t. Let FSWBpsαq be a family Seiberg Witten equation defined on
M s.t. its unique solution is regular and represented by a curve C P α in the central fiber.
Take family blow up along image of a fiberwise holomorphic map f : BˆD

2 Ñ M which is
transverse to C in the central fiber, and get a Kahler family M1 over BˆD

2. Then we get
a unique and regular solution of FSWBˆD2psα´eq represented by C̃. Here, e is homology

class of the exceptional divisor and C̃ is the proper transform of C.

Let X be a closed Kahler surface, let X be a deformation of X over pB, bq, and let C

be an isolated irreducible curve in X. By [12],[20],[32],[36],[35] C represents a solution of
FSWBpsrCsq, and it’s a regular solution if and only if the composition of KS|T0B and the
restriction homomorphism

r˚ : H1pX,ΘXq Ñ H1pC,NC|Xq
16



is surjective. Here, ΘX is the holomorphic tangent sheaf of X and NC|X is the normal
bundle of C.
Recall the short exact sequence of sheaves of holomorphic sections on a general pair pX,Cq
of complex analytic surface X and holomorphic curve C.

0 Ñ ΘXp´logCq Ñ ΘX Ñ NC|X Ñ 0 (3.15)

Here, ΘXp´logCq is the sheaf of tangent vector fields on X which is tangent to C. The
long exact sequence corresponding to (3.15) will be

H0pC,NC|Xq Ñ H1pX,ΘXp´ logCqq Ñ H1pX,ΘXq Ñ H1pC,NC|Xq
Ñ H2pX,ΘXp´ logCqq Ñ H2pX,ΘXq Ñ H2pC,NC|Xq – 0 (3.16)

SinceH1pX,ΘX q is the tangent space of deformation functor DefX andH1pX,ΘXp´logCq
is the tangent space of deformation functor DefpX,Cq, Seiberg Witten invariant on closed
Kahler surface is highly related to deformation of complex structures of the Kahler surface.
By (3.16), r˚ is surjective if and only if H2pX,ΘXp´ logCqq – H2pX,ΘXq, in other words,
it is equivalent to the equation h2pX,ΘXp´ logCqq “ h2pX,ΘXq.
Lemma 3.12. [11],[8] Suppose r˚ is surjective for pX,Cq. Let X̃ be the blow up of X at

a point p P C, and let C̃ be the proper transform. Then
1. r˚ is surjective for pX̃, C̃q.
2. h1pX̃,Θ

X̃
q “ h1pX,ΘXq ` 2 and h0pX̃,Θ

X̃
q “ h0pX,ΘX q.

3. h2pX̃,ΘX̃p´logCqq “ h2pX,ΘXp´logCqq

Proof. By observing (3.16) for the pair pX̃, C̃q, we have

H2pX̃,ΘX̃p´logC̃qq Ñ H2pX̃,ΘX̃q Ñ 0

as a part of long exact sequence, so h2pX̃,ΘX̃p´logC̃qq ě h2pX̃,ΘX̃q.
Lemma 3.13. (Flenner-Zaidenberg[11])
Let pV,Dq be a pair of smooth compact algebraic surface and a divisor D with at most

simple normal crossings. Let Ṽ be blow up of V at a point on D, and C̃ be π´1pDqred,
then we have

1.h2pV,ΘV p´logDqq “ h2pṼ ,ΘṼ p´logD̃qq (3.17)

χpΘV 1q “ χpΘV q ´ 2 (3.18)

h2pV 1,ΘV 1p´logD̃qq “ h2pV,ΘV p´logDqq (3.19)

So we have h2pX,ΘXp´logCqq “ h2pX̃,ΘX̃p´logC̃qq ě h2pX̃,ΘX̃q.
Since r˚ is surjective for pX,Cq, we have

h2pX,ΘXq “ h2pX,ΘXp´logCqq “ h2pX̃,ΘX̃p´logC̃qq ě h2pX̃,ΘX̃q (3.20)

By [8], we have a short exact sequence

0 Ñ π˚ΘX̃ Ñ ΘX Ñ Np Ñ 0 (3.21)

where Np is the normal bundle of p in X. And we know R1π˚ΘX̃ “ 0. Using Leray’s

spectral sequence, since the differential d2,0 : h2pX,π˚ΘX̃
q Ñ H0pX,R1π˚ΘX̃

q is trivial,
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H2pX,π˚ΘX̃q converges to H2pX̃,ΘX̃q[37]. As a result, h2pX̃,ΘX̃q ě h2pX,π˚ΘX̃q.
Now consider the long exact sequence corresponding to (3.21):

H0pX,π˚ΘX̃q Ñ H0pX,ΘXq Ñ H0pp,Npq – C
2 Ñ H1pX,π˚ΘX̃q Ñ H1pX,ΘXq Ñ H1pp,Npq – 0

Ñ H2pX,π˚ΘX̃q Ñ H2pX,ΘXq Ñ 0 (3.22)

We have

h2pX̃,ΘX̃q ě h2pX,π˚ΘX̃q ě h2pX,ΘX q (3.23)

Combining (3.20) and (3.23), we get the first conclusion in Lemma 3.12.

Since R1π˚ΘX̃ “ 0, it will not be hard to see that h0pX̃,ΘX̃q “ h0pX,π˚ΘX̃q and

h1pX̃,ΘX̃q “ h1pX,π˚ΘX̃q, actually, we can identify corresponding cohomology groups.
By (3.22), we have

h0pX,π˚ΘX̃q ` c “ H0pX,ΘXq, h1pX,π˚ΘX̃q “ p2 ´ cq ` h1pX,ΘXq (3.24)

Here, c is rank of the kernel of connecting homomorphism B0 : H0pp,Npq Ñ H1pX,ΘX̃ q,
c “ 0, 1, 2.
Since χpΘX̃q “ χpΘXq ´ 2 and h2pX̃,ΘX̃q “ h2pX,ΘXq, we have 2´ 2c “ 2, so c “ 0. We
get the second conclusion. The third conclusion is part of the Lemma 3.13. �

In our case, we deal with curves with negative self-intersection, so we have C2 ă 0. So
H0pC,NC|Xq “ 0 and H2pC,NC|Xq “ 0. So the long exact sequence (3.16) reduces to a
short exact sequence

0 Ñ H1pV,ΘV p´ logDqq Ñ H1pV,ΘV q Ñ H1pD,ND|Xq Ñ 0 (3.25)

when pV,Dq “ pX,Cq or pX̃, C̃q.
The commutative diagram in Lemma1.5 of [11] will give us a commutative diagram (3.4)
in cohomology

H1pX̃,ΘX̃q

β

��

// H1pC̃,NC̃|X̃q

γ

��

// 0

H1pX,ΘXq // H1pC,NC|Xq // 0

Diagram (3.4)

Here, we can identify H ipX̃,ΘX̃q and H ipX,π˚pΘX̃qq. By observing the diagram (3.4),
it will not be hard to see that kerpγq – C is contained in the image of r˚pkerpβqq Ď
H1pC,NC|Xq.

Lemma 3.14. Let X be a closed complex analytic surface and AutpXq be the automor-
phism group of X. Suppose AutpXq is discrete. Let p P X be a point and B is a neighbor-
hood of p, isomorphic to D

4. Let M be the blow up of X at p and let M be the deformation
family defined by blowing up each point in B. Then KSppTpBq – kerpβq.

18



Proof. By theorem I.4.1[26], a deformation ξ : X ãÑ X ãÑ pB, pq is trivial if and only if
its Kodaira-Spencer map KSξ is 0 at TpB.
To show the injectivity of the Kodaira Spencer map at TpB, it suffices to show that there
is no analytic submanifold N Ď B of dimension bigger than 0 which defines a trivial de-
formation. Since AutpXq is discrete, we know that N with described property does not
exist. As a result, rank of KSpTpBq must be 2.
Naturally, the composition between β and KSp is 0. Because of dimension reason, KSppTpBq –
kerpβq. �

Now we are ready to show Theorem 3.11.

proof of 3.11. By [36],[35],[20], solution to FSWBˆD2psα´eq is one to one correspondent
to curve in the class α ´ e. Since curve in class α only appear in the central fiber, curve
in the class α ´ e only appears in the fibers pb, 0q, the central fiber of the produce family.

And it will not be hard to see there is a unique curve C̃ in the fiber pb, 0q.
Since C is a regular solution, the KS0pT0Bq is surjective to H1pC,NC|Xq. In order to

show the transversality of C̃, we just need to show KS0pT0D
2q – kerpγq.

In 3.14, if we take family blow up of X along a holomorphic disk in C containing p, we
get a deformation of pair of complex manifolds tpXt, Ctqu, so the image of corresponding

Kodaira Spencer map must be contained in Im : pH1pX̃,ΘX̃p´logC̃qq Ñ H1pX̃,ΘX̃qq.
Because of the dimension reason, since we take disk intersecting C transversally, we can
see KS0pT0Bq – kerpγq. That completes the proof. �

Corollary 3.15. Let M :“ tpXt, ωtq|t P Bu be a Kahler family over some oriented
closed manifold B, and the holomorphic automorphism group on each fiber is discrete.
If FSWBpsαq “ 1 is represented by a curve C P α in one fiber b P B. Let F be a complex
fiber bundle over B, with each fiber diffeomorphic to Σg, Riemann surface of genus g.
We take a bundle map f : F Ñ M s.t. on each fiber, f intersects C transversally, fb
is holomorphic in a neighborhhod of Impfbq X C. Then we take family blow-up along the
image of f and get a Kahler family M1 over F . Then

FSWF psα´eq “ ˘xrCs, Impfbqy
Remark 5. Note that this blow-up formula does not hold for general almost Kahler

4´manifold and isolated regular pseudo-holomorphic curves. Let X be blow-up of the
elliptic surface Ep3q, and ω be a symplectic form on X. By [14], b` of Ep3q is equal
to 5 and the canonical class is equal to F , the fiber class. By conjugate symmetry, we
know SWpsEq “ SWpsF q. If we take a generic complex structure J compatible to ω, then
SWpsF q is represented by a pseudo-holomorphic curve C in class F . New we take a family
blow-up of X along a smooth map

f : Σ1 Ñ X

with following properties:
1. f˚prΣgsq “ F ´ E.
2. f has the property described in Corollary 3.15. In other word, we take the standard
almost complex structure near the exceptional curve E, and f is J´ holomorphic near E,
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intersecting E transversally.
3. Impfq is disjoint from C.
We denote by E1 the exceptional divisor we get from the family blow-up.
It will not be hard to see FSWpsF´E1q “ FSWpsE´E1q “ 1, so the formula becomes invalid.
In some sense, this example shows there is some essential difference between family Seiberg-
Witten invariant on closed Kahler surface and family Seiberg-Witten invariant on a general
almost Kahler surface.

4. Construction of parameter spaces and calculation of torus

4.1. Moduli spaces of complex structures and Kahler families. For the sake of
writing convenience, in subsection 4.1, subsection 4.2, we’ll use M instead of MT4 to de-
note the period domain of T4, and let Mκ denote polarized period domain of T4 similarly.
Again, κ is some non-resonant positive class on H2pT4;Rq.
Let

∆ :“ tδ P H2pT 4;Zq|δ is primitive, δ2 “ 0, xδ, κy ą 0u (4.1)

For any δ P ∆, we can define a hyperplane in M:

Hδ :“ tu P M|xu, δy “ 0u (4.2)

For any complex structure on T4 parametrized by u P Hδ, we have elliptic fibration on T4

with fiber in the class δ.
It’s not hard to see that Hδ intersects Mκ transversally. We define Hδ

κ to be their inter-
section.
For δ1 ‰ δ P ∆, we can see that the intersection between Hδ

κ and Hδ1

κ is transverse, and
there are only countable many elements in ∆, so we can take a generic u0 P Hδ

κ, i.e.
u0 R Hδ1 for all δ1 ‰ δ and we can take a holomorphic disk Dδ Ď Mκ, intersecting Hδ

κ

transversally at u0.
The complex structure parameterized by u0 P Hδ

κ defines a fibration πδ and homology
class of the fibers Fδ Ď T 4 is equal to δ.
Considering πδ as a smooth map defined on T 4, we can define

P̄ :“ M ˆ ConfnpT4q :“ tpu, x1, ..., xnq P M ˆ pT4qn|xi ‰ xj for all i, ju (4.3)

P :“ tpu, x1, ..., xnq P M ˆ pT4qn|x1 “ r0, 0s, xi ‰ xj for all i, ju (4.4)

Pκ :“ tpu, x1, ..., xnq P P|u P Mκu (4.5)

Hδpi1, i2, ..., ikq :“ tpu0, x1, ..., xnq P P|πδpxi1q “ πδpxi2q “ ... “ πδpxikqu (4.6)

Hδ
κpi1, i2, ..., ikq :“ tpu0, x1, ..., xnq P Pκ|πδpxi1q “ πδpxi2q “ ... “ πδpxikqu (4.7)

Dδ
κpi1, ..., ikq :“ pDδ ˆ ConfnpT4qq X Pκ (4.8)

P̄ is a deformation space of complex structures on T4#CP
2 by following construction:

For a complex structure Ju on T4 and pairwise different points x1, ..., xn P T 4, we blow up
the complex torus T4 at x1, ..., xn.
P is a subspace of P̄ consisting of a fixed x1, the position of the first exceptional curve.

Pκ is the deformation space of complex structures on T4#CP
2 s.t. u is κ´polarized. By
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the property of the ample cone, if the pairing xκ ´ λpe1 ` ... ` enq, Cy is positive for any
curve C on pT4, Juq, then π˚κ´λpe1 ` ...` enq is a Kahler class of the surface represented
by pu, x1, ..., xnq. In this case, we also fix the point x1 “ r0, 0s.
Hδ

κpi1, i2, ..., ikq defines a deformation space of complex T4 that admits an embedded el-
liptic curve in the class δ ´ ei1 ´ ... ´ eik .
Dδ

κpi1, ..., ikq is defined similarly.
It is easy to see all the spaces defined above are complex manifolds and Hδ

κpi1, i2, ..., ikq is
a submanifold in Dδ

κpi1, ..., ikq of codimCk.

Remark 6. We can see that the dimension of P is 2n`4 as a complex manifold, dimension
of Pκ is 2n` 3, dimension of Hδ

κpi1, ..., ikq is 2n´ k ´ 1 and the dimension of Dδ is 2n´ 1.

4.2. Family of marked polarized surfaces and Evaluation of q´invariant. In this
section, let Mκ be κ´polarized period domain for a non-resonant κ, and let λ be a positive
number s.t. nλ is small enough. Let Mκ,λ,...,λ be as in subsection 2.2, we know it’s open
and dense in Mκ.
Let B be a smooth submanifold in Pκ, and since Mκ is contractible parameter space of
complex structures, there is a smooth family p : B Ñ B of n´point blow-ups of complex
T4.
We define Λn

R
, let the positive cone of T 4 be one component of

tv P H2pT 4;Rq|v2 ą 0u (4.9)

Then the locally constant sheaf with value in Λn
R
defines a smooth fiber bundle Λ̄ over B.

By Demaily and Paun[10], given any section s : B Ñ Λ̄ s.t. xspbq, rCsy ą 0 for every curve
C in the surface Bb, we can get a family tpXb, spbqq|b P Bu of pair (complex manifold,
Kahler class of the manifold) s.t. Xb is diffeomorphic to T4.
We identify the normal bundle ofHδ

κpi1, ..., ikq in Dδ
κpi1, ..., ikq with a tubular neighborhood

of it, and define Fδ
κpi1, ..., ikq to be a fiber of the normal bundle, intersecting Hδ

κpi1, ..., ikq
at a generic point, i.e. the intersecting point is pu, x1, ..., xnq with u a generic point in
Hδ. Then we define Sδ

κpi1, ..., ikq to be the boundary of Fδ
κpi1, ..., ikq. Applying suitable

perturbation if necessary, we can assume that @pu, x1, ..., xnq P Sδ
κpi1, ..., ikq, u P Mκ,λ,...,λ.

Definition 4.1. Complex families Fδ
κpi1, ..., ikq and Sδ

κpi1, ..., ikq of n´point blow-up of
T4 are defined as above.

It’s easy to see Fδ
κpi1, ..., ikq defines a smoothly trivial family of complex manifolds, so

we identify the bundle Λ̄ over Fδ
κpi1, ..., ikq as a product Λn

R
ˆ D

2k.

By [10], κ´λpe1 ` ...`enq is Kahler class of any fiber on Sδ
κpi1, ..., ikq. And we can extend

the constant section over Sδ
κpi1, ..., ikq to a section of Λn

R
ˆ D

2k over Fδ
κpi1, ..., ikq.

By [19], we can take a family of Kahler forms in the Kahler classes obtained above. Then
the restriction of Kahler forms in Sδ

κpi1, ..., ikq defines an element in π2k´1pSπ˚κ´λpe1`...`enqq.
We call it rSδ

κpi1, ..., ikqs.
We define

Ik,n :“ tti1, ..., iku Ď t1, ..., nu|1 ď i1 ă ... ă ik ď nu (4.10)
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For λ with properties described above, we can define the index sets ∆k as in subsection 3.3.
By section 3, for every δ P ∆k and any sequence 1 ď i1 ă ... ă ik ď n, we can define the
homomorphism

qk,n :“
à

pδ,i1,...,ikqP∆k‘Ik,n

qδ´ei1´...´eik
: π2k´1pSrω̃s, ω̃q Ñ

à

pδ,i1,...,ikqP∆k‘Ik,n

Z2 (4.11)

Now we are ready to prove part 1 of Theorem IntroductionTheorem A.

proof of part 1 in Theorem Introduction Theorem A. For any fixed n and k, applying suit-
able negative inflation on the family symplectic forms in κ´λpe1`...`enq on Fδ

κpi1, ..., ikq,
we can see there will be no curve in the class 2

ř

tPI et `
ř

tPt1,...,nuzI et ´ δ because of the

area. As a result, Q´
δ´ei1´...´eik

prSδ
κpi1, ..., ikqsq “ 0.

By the work of Taubes, since δ ´ pei1 ´ ... ´ eikq is not in p1, 1q class on any non-central
fiber of Fδ

κpi1, ..., ikq. And because of positivity of intersection, there is only one curve on
central fiber in the class δ ´ pei1 ´ ... ´ eikq. In conclusion, there is only one solution for
FSWFδ

κpi1,...,ikqpsδ´ei1´...´eik
q on the central fiber, and it remains to show the transversal-

ity of the solution. Without loss of generality, we’ll prove the transversality of the solution
over Fδ

κp1, ..., nq and show it by induction on n.

By Theorem 3.11, if the holomorphic automorphism group on T4#nCP2 is discrete, we
can show the transversality by induction.

Lemma 4.2. Automorphism group on n´point blow up of complex torus T 4 is discrete
for any n ą 0.

Proof. LetXn be n´point blow-up of a complex torus, let E be the collection of exceptional
curves in the surface, and let A be an automorphism of Xn. So ApEq “ E . Then A reduces
to an automorphism on T 4 fixing a finite set on T 4.
Suppose the minimal model is isomorphic to C

2{Λ. After composing the transition group
action defined by

pa, bq P C
2 : rpx, yqs Ñ rpx ` a, y ` bqs

we get an automorphism of the lattice Λ. Then we can see the automorphism group of
k´point blow up of T4 can be identified with a subgroup of AutpΛq. So AutpXnq must be
discrete for any n ą 0. �

By the result of Smirnov[32], we know the transversality of FSWδ´e over Fδ
κp1q for one

point blow up of T4.
Suppose we have transversality for the family Seiberg Witten equation

FSWFδ
κp1,...,n´1qpsδ´e1´...´en´1

q

and curve on central fiber is C. Recall the construction of Fδ
κp1, ..., n´1, nq, locally, we can

get it from a family blow up along a disk family in Fδ
κp1, ..., n´1q, and the disk on central

fiber is transverse to C in the central fiber. Since the automorphism group on each fiber
is discrete, by Theorem 3.11, we get the transversality of FSWFδ

κp1,...,nqpsδ´e1´...´enq.
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In conclusion, the family Seiberg Witten equation FSWsδ´pe1`...`enq
on Fδ

κp1, ..., nq has

unique solution on the central fiber and the solution is regular, so

qδ´pe1`...`enqprSδ
κp1, ..., nqsq “ Qδ´pe1`...`enqprSδ

κp1, ..., nqsq “ 1 (4.12)

By the assumption that u0 is generic in Hδ, we know that for any δ1 ‰ δ P ∆k, δ
1 is not a

p1, 1q´class on any fiber of Fδ
κp1, ..., nq, so

qδ1´pe1`...`enqprSδ
κp1, ..., nqsq “ 0

As a result, qn,n in (4.11) is surjective when Ik,n “ In,n “ tp1, 2, ..., nqu.
On n´point blow up of complex T4, let I “ ti1, ..., iku be any element of Ik,n. By similar
method as above, we can get transversality of solutions of family Seiberg Witten equation,
and we can see that

qδ´pei1`...`eikqprSδ
κpi1, ..., ikqsq “ 1 pmod 2q (4.13)

qδ1´pei1
1

`...`ei1
k

qprSδ
κpi1, ..., ikqsq “ 0 pmod 2qp@pδ1, i11, ..., i

1
kq ‰ pδ, i1, ..., ikqq (4.14)

As a result, qk,n is also surjective. Combining (4.13) with 3.9, we completes part 1 of
IntroductionTheorem A. �

Remark 7. By the work of Lalonde-Pinsonnault[22],[30], then there is a homotopy fibration

SymppM̃, ω̃q Ñ SymppM,ωq Ñ ℑEmbpBprq,Mq (4.15)

Where pM,ωq is a 4´dimensional symplectic manifold, pM̃, ω̃q is blow-up of pM,ωq s.t.
size of exceptional divisor is minimal and ℑEmbpBprq,Mq is the space of image set of
symplectic ball embeddings. The fibration (4.15) naturally defines a homomorphism

pk : πkpSymppM̃ , ω̃qq Ñ πkpSymppM,ωqq (4.16)

In n´point blow-up of a symplectic T4, the monodromy of rSδ
κpi1, ..., ikqs(ti1, ..., iku Ĺ

t1, ..., nu) can be defined by applying a series of pk homomorphisms to an element in

π2k´2pSymppT4#kCP
2
, ωqq.

4.3. Kahler families for K3 surface and calculation. In this subsection, we’ll denote
by M the period domain of K3 surface X, and let Mκ denote the polarized period domain
of K3 surface. Again, let κ be some non-resonant positive class on H2pX;Rq and λ is a
positive number s.t. nλ is small and Mκ,λ,...,λ is open and dense.
In this section, we’ll denote by ∆ the index set ∆K3 (3.13). Similar to subsection 4.2, we
define

Hδ :“ tu P M|xu, δy “ 0u (4.17)

Hδ
κ :“ Hδ X Mκ (4.18)

For any complex K3 surface Xu parametrized by u P Hδ, there is a rational p´2q curve
C P δ in X. By intersection positivity, the curve C is unique on Xu, we can call it Cu.
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Also, we call a point u on Hδ
κ generic if u R Hδ1

κ for any δ1 ‰ δ.
Then we define the parameter spaces

P :“ M ˆ ConfnpXq :“ tpu, x1, ..., xnq P M ˆ pXqn|xi ‰ xj for all i, ju (4.19)

Pκ :“ tpu, x1, ..., xnq P P|u P Mκu (4.20)

Hδpi1, i2, ..., ikq :“ tpu, x1, ..., xnq P P|xi1 , ..., xik P Cuu (4.21)

Hδ
κpi1, i2, ..., ikq :“ Hδpi1, ..., ikq X Pκ (4.22)

Fδ
κpi1, ..., ikq is defined as a fiber of the normal bundle of Hδ

κpi1, ..., ikq in Pκ, intersecting

Hδ
κpi1, ..., ikq at a generic point pu, x1, ..., xnq i.e. u R Hδ1

κ for any δ1 ‰ δ. And Sδ
κpi1, ...ikq

is defined as the boundary of Fδ
κpi1, ..., ikq. Applying a suitable perturbation if necessary,

we assume that for any pu, x1, ..., xnq P Sδ
κpi1, ...ikq, u P Mκ,λ,...,λ.

Similar as what we do in subsection 4.2, we take a family of Kahler forms over Fδ
κpi1, ..., ikq

s.t. its restriction on Sδ
κpi1, ..., ikq defines an element in π2k´1pSπ˚κ´λpe1`...`enqq. We call

it rSδ
κpi1, ..., ikqs.

Recall the definition (4.10) and the index sets ∆k for K3 surfaces subsection 3.3, we can
define the homomorphism

qk,n :“
à

pδ,i1,...,ikqP∆k‘Ik,n

qδ´ei1´...´eik
: π2k`1pSrω̃s, ω̃q Ñ

à

pδ,i1,...,ikqP∆k‘Ik,n

Z2 (4.23)

Now we are ready to prove part 2 of Theorem IntroductionTheorem A.

proof of part 2 in Theorem Introduction Theorem A. For any fixed n and k, applying suit-
able negative inflation on the family symplectic forms in κ´λptqpe1`...`enq on Fδ

κpi1, ..., ikq,
there will be no curve in the class 2

ř

tPI et ` ř

tPt1,...,nuzI et ´ δ because of the area. As a

result,
Q´

δ´ei1´...´eik
prSδ

κpi1, ..., ikqsq “ 0

Since δ´pei1 ´...´eikq is not in p1, 1q class on any non-central fiber of Fδ
κpi1, ..., ikq, so only

the central fiber admits a solution of the family Seiberg-W Witten equation. And because
of the positivity of the intersection, there is only one curve in the central fiber in the class
δ´pei1 ´...´eik q. In conclusion, there is only one solution for FSWFδ

κpi1,...,ikqpsδ´ei1´...´eik
q

on the central fiber.
Before we show the transversality of the solution, we introduce an important fact.

Proposition 4.3. ([4]) Let X be a K3 surface, an automorphism of X inducing identity
on H2pX,Zq is the identity.

As a result, we can see that the automorphism group of X or X#nCP2pn ě 1q must
be discrete.
Again, without loss of generality, we’ll show transversality of FSWδ

κp1, ..., nq. When n “ 0,
we can define Fδ

κ to be a disk intersecting Hδ
κ transversely. By [33], we get a unique and

transversal solution of the family Seiberg Witten equation. By an induction process similar
to Theorem 3.11 and our construction, we can get the transversality of the family Seiberg
Witten equations

FSWFδ
κp1,...,nqpsδ´e1´...´enq
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As a result, qδ´e1´...´enprSδ
κp1, ..., nqsq “ 1. Because the intersection point of Fδ

κp1, ..., nq
and Hδ

κp1, ..., nq is generic, we know for any δ1 ‰ δ, δ1 ´ e1 ´ ...´ en is never in p1, 1q´class
of any fiber, so qδ1´e1´...´enprSδ

κp1, ..., nqsq “ 0.
In conclusion, q is a surjective homomorphism from π2n`1pSrω̃sq to

À

δP∆k

Z2.

Similarly, we have qδ´ei1´...´eik
prSδ

κpi1, ..., ikqsq “ 1 and qδ1´ei1
1

´...´ei1
k

prSδ
κpi1, ..., ikqsq “ 0.

So q is also a surjective homomorphism from π2k`1pSω̃, ωq to
À

pδ,i1,...,ikqP∆k‘Ik,n

Z2. That

completes the proof. �

Remark 8. When κ is non-resonant, we don’t have the boundary condition for Kron-
heimer’s invariant, so we can’t apply this method to detect symplectic mapping class
group of K3 surface.

4.4. Symplectomorphism group of multiple-point blow-up of Enriques surface.

Recall the definition of an Enriques surface, it is an complex surface

Y “ X{tid, ρu
defined as the quotient of an involution ρ on aK3 surfaceX. By the result of Bogomolov[5],
we know for a Kahler class κ P H2pX;Rq s.t. ρ˚κ “ κ, there is a Kahler form ω representing
κ. If txκ, δy|δ P ∆u is a dense subset of some neighborhood of 0 in R, similar to the case
of non-resonant class, we can define the index set ∆ and for some positive number λ with
nλ small enough, we define the index sets ∆k similarly. Since in the cases, ∆k will still be
infinite.
Since b` of an Enriques surface is equal to 1, it’s not easy for us to calculate family
SeibergWitten equation on family of Enriques surface. So we will correspond Kronheimer’s
fibration of Enriques surface to an equivariant version of Kronheimer’s fibration on K3
surface.
Now we introduce the equivariant version of Kronheimer’s fibration:

SympπpM,π˚ωq Ñ Diffπ
0 pMq Ñ Sπ

rωs, (4.24)

Here, π is the a covering mapM Ñ M̄ between two smooth oriented symplectic 4´manifolds.

SympπpM, ω̃q :“ tf P SymppM,π˚ωq|f induces an element f̄ P SymppM̄, ωqXDiff0pM̄ q,
in diagram (3), and f˚ “ id on homologyu (4.25)

Diffπ
0 pMq :“ tf P DiffpMq|f induces an element f̄ P Diff0pM̄ q

in diagram (3), and f˚ “ id on homologyu (4.26)

Sπ
rωs :“ tπ˚ω1|ω1 P Srωsu (4.27)

It is not hard to see that both Sympπ and Diffπ are groups, and Sπ
rωs can be identified with

Srωs, the chosen component of the space of symplectic forms on M̄ . Consider the natural
projections

psymp : SympπpM,π˚ωq Ñ SymppM̄, ωq X Diff0pM̄q, pdiff : Diffπ
0 pMq Ñ Diff0pM̄q
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M
f

//

π

��

M

π

��

M̄
f̄

// M̄

Figure 3. Commutative diagram: Sympπ and Diffπ

Lemma 4.4. SympπpM,π˚ωq and DiffπpMq are both subgroups of Diff0pMq. Both psymp

and pdiff are isomorphisms between Lie groups.

Proof. For any diffeomorphism f P Diffπ, since f̄ is isotopic to identity, we can take an
isotopy H : I ˆ M̄ Ñ M̄ where H0 “ id and H1 “ f̄ . Since π : M Ñ M̄ is a covering map,
the isotopy H can be lifted to an isotopy H̃ on M where H̃0 “ id. We claim that H̃1 “ f .
For any f, g P DiffpXq, and x P X, f̄px̄q “ ḡpx̄q on X̄ if and only if fpxq “ α ˝ gpxq for

some α P Γ, where Γ is the group of deck transformations on X. So H̃1 “ f or α ˝ f . And
since the action of α on homology is trivial if and only if α “ id, we can see that H̃1 “ f .
In conclusion, Diffπ

0 is a subgroup of Diff0pXq. And similarly, SympπpX, ω̃q is a subgroup
of SymppX, ω̃q X Diff0pXq.
Now we begin to show that psymp and pdiff are injective. Suppose f P DiffπpXq and
f̄ “ id. A diffeomorphism covering idX̄ must be idX or α, so f “ idX . Similar conclusion
holds for psymp.
Also, by construction of the isotopy H, we know that both psymp and pdiff are surjective.

�

As a result, for a K3 surface which admits holomorphic projection to an Enriques sur-
face Y , SymppY, ωq X Diff0pY q and Diff0pY q can be naturally identified with subgroups
of SymppX,ωq and Diff0pXq, respectively. If we have a family of ρ´invariant sympelctic
forms S :“ tpωt|t P Sku over X in the class rω0s s.t. rSs P πkpSrω0sq is not in the image
of p˚ : πkpDiff0pXqq Ñ πkpSrω0sq, then its monodromy in πk´1pSympπpX,ωqq will be non-
trivial.
Let’s recall the definition of M´

K3 in subsection 2.2 and write it as M´ for simplicity.
Since any u P M´ is represented by a holomorphic 2´form α s.t. ρ˚α “ ´α, when κ is
ρ˚´invariant, we can see that M´ must be contained in Mκ. As a result, for any Kahler
class κ̄ on Enriques surface, the period domain MEn is just the same as κ̄´polarized
period domain. As in the previous sections, the transversal intersection Hδ

κ XM´ defines
a hyperplane in M´, which reduces to a hyperplane in MEn.
For δ P ∆k, we know the intersection betweenHδ andM´ is transverse. As in subsection 4.3,
we define

Hδ̄ :“ tū P MEn|u P M´z Yδ1PV r´1sq Hδ1 and u P Hδu (4.28)

Notice that δ̄ “ ρ˚δ. Similarly as in the previous sections, we define “generic point” ū in
the hyperplane Hδ to be the points ū R H

δ1 for any δ1 ‰ δ or ρ˚δ.
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And we can define the parameter spaces

P :“MEn ˆ ConfnpY q (4.29)

Hδpi1, i2, ..., ikq :“tpū, y1, ..., ynq P P|yi1 , ..., yik P Cuu (4.30)

Here, Cu is the unique rational p´2q curve in Y in class δ̄.

Again, we define F δ̄pi1, ..., ikq as a fiber of normal bundle of Hδpi1, ..., ikq. And the
intersection point is pū, y1, ..., ynq s.t. u is a generic point. Following the construc-
tion in subsection 4.3, we get a S2k`1 Kahler family Sδ

κpi1, ..., ikq and rSδ
κpi1, ..., ikqs P

π2k`1pSπ
rωsq – π2k`1pSrπ˚ωsq. Now, we get a S2k`1 Kahler family of 2n´point blowup of

K3 surfaces. We define
E :“ te1, ..., en, en`1, ..., e2nu (4.31)

And ρ induces an involution on E : ei Ñ en`i pmod2nq. Applying the guage theoretic

invariant q on K3 surface to p˚
symprS δ̄pi1, ..., ikqs, we get

qδ,i1,...,ikpp˚
symprS δ̄pi1, ..., ikqsq “ qρ˚pδq,ρ˚i1,...,ρ˚ik

pp˚
symprS δ̄pi1, ..., ikqsq “ 1

and qδ1,i1
1
,...,i1

k
prS δ̄pi1, ..., ikqsq “ 0 for any other pδ1, i11, ..., i

1
kq.

In conclusion, the image of qk,2n is always an infinitely generated group. So π2kpY#nCP2, ωq
is infinitely generated for any Kahler form ω in any Kahler class rωs with the prescribed
property, k “ 1, ..., n.

Proposition 4.5. Let pY#nCP2, ωq be n´point blow up of a Kahler Enriques surface
pY, ωq s.t. txω, δy|δ P H2pX;Zq, δ2 “ ´2u is a dense subset in a neighborhood of 0 in R.
We assume the size of exceptional curves are equal and the of them is small enough. Then

Kerpι˚ : π2kpSymppY#nCP2, ωqq Ñ π2kpDiffpY#nCP2, ωqq
is infinitely generated for k “ 1, ..., n.

By Lemma (3.10), we see q actually is a homological invariant. Since the homotopy

classes in SymppY#nCP2, ωq which can be detected by q form an infinitely generated
group, we have

Corollary 4.6. The symplectomorphism group of Enriques surface SymppY, ωq is not
homotopy equivalent to any finite CW complex when ∆ρ

kprωsq is infinite for some k.

Remark 9. Actually, we can get (4.6) by [17], but Kedra shows it by proving rational

homotopy of SymppM#CP
2q is of infinite dimensional.

To the author’s knowledge, SymppY#nCP2, ωq is the first example with infinitely gener-
ated πk for symplectic manifold with b` “ 1.
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