FAMILY SEIBERG-WITTEN EQUATION ON KAHLER SURFACE AND
m;(Symp) ON MULTIPLE-POINT BLOW UPS OF CALABI-YAU
SURFACES

YI DU

ABSTRACT. Let w be a Kahler form on M, which is a torus 7%, a K3 surface or an

Enriques surface, let M#nCP? be n—point Kahler blowup of M. Suppose that x = [w]
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 Symp(M#nCP? w) are infinitely generated.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X,w) be a connected oriented closed smooth symplectic 4—manifold, Diff(X) be
diffeomorphism group of X, Diffy(X) be the group of diffeomorphisms isotopic to identity,
and Symp(X,w) be the symplectomorphism group of (X,w).

Homotopy types of symplectomorphism groups is of great interest to geometors. Gromov[I5]
shows that Symp(S? x S?, w = wg @ws) is homotopy equivalent to a semi-direct product
SO(3) x SO(3) x Z2, where wg; is the standard volume form on S2. Lalonde-Pinsonnault[22]

show that Symp(S? x S24CP?, @) is homotopy equivalent to a semi-direct product T2 x Z.
Here, (52 x S?#CP?,&) is a symplectic blow up of (5% x S2,w).
Kronheimer’s fibration [20]

Symp, (X,w) := Symp(X,w)Diffo(X) - Diffy(X) £ S = Diffg(X)/(Symp(X,w)nDiffy(X))

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 Symp(X,w).

In Kronheimer’s paper[20], he uses a version of family Seiberg-Witten invariant to de-
tect non-trivial elements in homotopy groups of Sj,). Based on Kronheimer’s result,
Smirnov[33],[34] uses a so called g—invariant to get a series of results about 7y (Symp, (X, w))
on some symplectic 4—manifolds. More specifically, he shows that for some Kahler forms
w on K3 surface or blow up of tori, mo(Symp,(X,w)) are infinitely generated. Lin[25],
Smirnov[32] show that Coker(c1 . : m1(Symp,(X,w)) — m1(Diffy(X)) 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[I] show that Ker(t « : 74 (Symp,(S? x 52, wst @ Awst)) — myDiffg(S? x 52))
is non-trivial when [ € [A, A + 1). And Anjos-Li-Li-Pinsonnault[3] show a stability result
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of homotopy groups of Symp,(X,w) when X is a rational surface with x(X) < 12 and
symplectic forms w 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 (X, ) be a Kahler 4—manifold which is n—fold blow up of some Kahler
manifold (M,w), sizes of exceptional divisors are equal and their sum is small enough. Let
[w] = k. In the homotopy long exact sequence

= T (Spp) 25 m(Symp, (X, w)) 2w (Diff (X)) 25 m,(Spp) = -
(1) When M is diffeomorphic to T* and k is non-resonant,
Ker(ig—2, : mok—2(Symp, (X, wk)) — map—2(Diff(X)))
1s infinitely generated for k =1,...,n.
(2) When M is a K3 surface, K is non-resonant, then
Ker(igk,« : mor (Symp, (X, wg)) — map(Diffo (X))
is infinitely generated for k =1,...,n
(3) When M is an Enriques surface,
{(m*Kk,6)]0 is a root in intersection form of K3 surface}
is a dense subset of some neighborhood of 0 € R, then
Ker (igg « : ok (Symp, (M, wy)) — mar(Diffo (M)))
is infinitely generated for k = 1,...,n. In particular, Symp(M,wy) is not homotopy equiv-
alent to any finite CW complez.

Here, a non-resonant s is a positive real cohomology class, i.e. k2 > 0 and for any
non-zero integral homology class §, we have

(k,6) #0

Now we begin to sketch the proof of Theorem (A]).

The first step will be the construction of S?*~1(T* case) or S?*+1(K3 case) families of
symplectic forms on X in Theorem (Al).

For any symplectic manifold (M,w), we define A[,) to be

{ almost complex structure J on M|J is compatible with some w’ € S}

By [29], we know Al is homotopy equivalent to Sp,;. We can see that the homotopy
type of Ay, 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 A, is homotopy equivalent to S[,, we'll construct some
(almost)complex families over S?*~1(T* case) or S?*+1(K3 case) which admits compatible

sympectic forms in certain class.
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Let X be a K3 surface or a torus 7%, and let M,. be the corresponding k—polarized period
domain of complex structures. We define a parameter space

P = {(u,x1,...,25,) € M, x Conf,(X)} (1.1)

using the configuration space of X. Because of the property of automorphism group,
when we define P, for torus, we may fix x1 = [0,0]. Py 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 A s.t. nA is small enough, then we define some
index sets

Ars :={6 € HX(T*;Z)|§ primitive,* = 0} (1.2)
Ags :={0 € H*(X;Z)|6* = =2} (1.3)
Ay :={[0] € Aps or Ags|(k — DA < {0, k)y < kA} (1.4)

For every § € Ay, we can define a hyperplane in the k—polarized period domain:
H? = {ue M,|(u,d) = 0}

ueH f,f represents Kahler surface X with a curve in § on X. For a sequence 1 <i; < ... <
i, < n, we can find a subvariety in P, representing Kahler surfaces which contain curves
in class § — e;, — ... — e;,, we call it HO (i1, ...ix).
Taking a holomorphic disk D? intersecting H? transversally, we can define another subva-
riety of Py:

D := (D’ x Conf,(X)) NP, (1.5)

Since H2 (i1, ...i) is a subvariety of D2, we define the normal bundle of H? (i1, ...ix) in D2

to be N (i1, ...,i), define F2(i1,...,ix) to be a fiber of N (i1, ...,ix), and S2(iy, ..., ix) to
be the boundary of Fo(iy,...,ix). We take a smooth family {(X;,w;)} of Kahler mani-
folds parametrized by F2(i1,...,ix) s.t. [wi] = k — ey + ... + ey) for all t € S(iy, ..., dx).
Restriction of {(X;,w;)} on S2(iy, ..., i1) defines an element in T2k—1(Sk—A(e1+...+en)) SinCE
SO(iy, ..., i1,) defines a smoothly trivial family of complex manifolds, we call it [S (i1, ..., ik )]-
Its monodromy in Kronheimer’s fibration, i.e. dax_1.4([S2 (i1, ..., i%)]) 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 {X;,w;)} represents a regular solution of FSW(s|¢) if and only if the
restriction of the Kodaira Spencer map to H'(C, Neyx,) is surjective. When R (C, Nejx,)
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 surfaced3.J1l1 And with Theorem [311], 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 S? (i1, ..., %)) via some
inductions.

Based on Kronheimer’s invariant, Smirnov [34] defines a new invariant, a homomorphism
q : m1(S[)) — Z3° with following properties:

Property 1. (@) = 0 when a € Im(ps : 71 (Diff(X)) — 1 (Sk—xe,))-
Property 2. q(S5(1)) = ®6EA1 Za.

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

Gk Tok—-1(Sk—x(er+..ten)) @ Zz2  ( blowup of T%) (1.6)
5€Ak

Ik - T2k1(Sk—rert.ten)) @D Zz  (blowup of K3 surface ) (1.7)
6€Ak

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

Ker(igr—2,x : mok—2(Symp, (X, wy)) — mor_2(Diffp(X))) =

Coker (pak—1, + ma—1(Diffo (X)) = Tor—1(Ss-r(er+...en))) = 23 ( blowup of T*)
)) = mai(Diffp (X)) =

Coker(pog+1,5 : Tar41(Diffo (X)) = Tok11(Sk-r(er+..ten))) = L3 (blowup of K3 surface )

Ker(igk, « : ok (Symp, (X, wg

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

Symp” (X, m*w) — Diff (X) — S (1.8)

we can relate some elements in Ker (g » 1 mor(Symp, (X, wy)) — mor(Diffg(X))) to mon-
odromy of p—invariant S%+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 ¢ invariant in higher-dimensional cases.
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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
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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 —cCpV

And in this case, f*H = L. Here, H is the hyperplane line bundle of CP". 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 C4 is defined to be the cone in
H?(X;7Z)® 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 (D,D) > 0 and {(D,C) > 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 k € Ca,
there is a Kahler form f*wpg in x(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 « in
HY(X; R) admits a Kahler representative compatible with the complex structure J if

aulp] >0
for some positive closed (1,1)—form p on X and « is in the ample cone.

2.2. Complex and Kahler structures on Calabi-Yau surface. We consider a com-
plex tori X := C2/L, where L is a lattice in C2. We know H!(X;Z) =~ Z*, and we
pick a basis {u1,us, u3, us} of H'(X;Z). We call the basis admissible if the cup product
U] U ug U ug U uy defines the natural orientation of X.

Theorem 2.5. (Shioda)[31] Let X andY be two complex tori of dimension 2, and suppose
that 3 an admissible isomorphism f* : HY(Y;Z) — HY(X;Z). Then f* is induced by a
biholomorphism f: X — Y if and only if f* A f* takes H*°(Y) to H*°(X).

Here, an admissible isomorphism is an isomorphism from HY(X;Z) to H'(Y;Z), taking
an admissible basis of H'(X;7Z) to that of H(Y;7Z).

By this fact, we can define a “deformation space” of all complex structures on 7.
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 eq, e, €3, e4 be the basis.

R := {r e Hom(L,C?) is a group homomorphism|C?/r(L) is compact and

r(e1),r(e),m(e3),7(eq) gives the positive orientation of C2} (2.1)
)



Definition 2.6. ®74 := R/GL(2,C), where the action of GL(2,C) is defiend as g : r —
gor.

The action of GL(2, C) defines isomorphisms between complex structures on T parametrized
by different points in R, we can see that R is a parameter space of all complex torus T%.
By Shioda[31], we can construct a projective variety which is isomorphic to @74 from the
intersection form of H?(T*;R).
Define E to be the lattice A?(L*) and Egr := EQR, Ec := E® C. Define {, ) to be the
bilinear form on E¢(FER) induced from the cup product on A?(L*).

Definition 2.7. The period domain M4 of complex torus T* is defined as {u e H®? ®
CKu,uy = 0,{u,uy > 0}/C*.

By Shoida[31], ®74 is biholomorphic to M4, so we can identify these two spaces. For
a positive class k € H2(T*;R), i.e. k2 > 0, we can define a k—polarized period domain of
complex structures.
The space {u € Mps|(k, uy = 0} 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 xk—polarized period domain, My, to
be one component of the space.
Naturally, we can define a holomorphic fiber bundle p : X — My . with each fiber X;
over t € Mrpa . a complex 2-torus. And we can define a family of Kahler forms €; over X;
s.t. [€] = . In particular, if period point of X is in My ,, then & is in the ample cone
of X.
Now we introduce some important subspaces of M ..

Definition 2.8. My, , is defined as subspace of M,, parametrizing the complex torus
s.t. its blow-up admits a Kahler form in the class Kk — Ae.

My, I8 defined as subspace of M, parametrizing the complex torus s.t. its
n—point blowup admits a Kahler form in the class kK — Ae; — ... — A\pep.

Lemma 2.9. (Lemma 8 in [33]) If £ is non-resonant, then Mo, y is open and dense in
Moa . Also, Mrpa . is connected.

Proof. By Kodaira-Spencer stability theorem[I9], the openness holds.
When A is small enough, M4, \ contains a subset

Mgwin = {U € MT4,I~€‘<U75> # O,Vé #0¢€ H2(T4,Z)}

And we can see that M7" is dense[33]. O

It will not be hard to see MT4,n,>\1,...,>\n is also open and dense in M, when A\; + Ay +
... + Ap is small enough.

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

Similarly, we’ll define M g3, the period domain of K3 surface X and k—polarized period
domain

Mz = {ue Elu* = 0,{u,u) > 0}/C* (2.2)
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Mgs . = {ue EKu, k) = 0} (2.3)
Here, E is the complex vector space H?(X; Z)®C equipped with the bilinear form induced
by intersection pairing.
For a Kahler K3 surface X, we can define Mgs, .1 similarly. And We know that
Lemma also holds for K3 surface.

Definition 2.11. If a K3 surface X admits a free holomorphic involution p : X — 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[-1] := {6 € H*(X;7Z)|§ is a root in H*(X;Z), p* () = —1} (2.4)

A K3 surface parametrized by point in Hs := {u € Mgs|{u,d) = 0} does not admit
involution p for any § € V[—1], since we can’t find an involution on a K3 surface s.t.
p*D = —D for some effective divisor D[4].

By [16], u € M3 is the equivalence class of the cohomology class of the non-vanishing
holomorphic 2—form on a K3 surface. If a K3 surface parametrized by v admits involution
p, then p*(u) = —u. So Enriques surfaces are corresponded to a subspace of M gs:

My = ({ue E|p*u = —u}/C*) n M3 (2.5)
Actually, the restrictions above determine the parameter space of all complex Enriques

surfaces.

Definition 2.12. The period domain of Enriques surface Mg, is defined as
M3\ Voevi-1) H5) /{9l g € Aut(E), g o p* = p* o g}

Here, E~ is (—1)—eigenspace of p* 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 (M, B, b, f)
with a complex manifold B as its parameter space such that M = f~1(b).

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

M — M — (B,b)
be a deformation of the complex manifold M, we can find a chart U := {Uq, ...,U,} of M
and corresponding transition functions from Uy, to U;:

Zj = (Zjl-, vouy Z;n) = fjk(zk, Z?) = fjk(zk, tl, vouy tr)
Here, z; is coordinate in Uj, which is identified with an open set in C™, ¢ is coordinate of
the base space, which is an open set in C".
When U; n Uy, # &, we obtain W and define

& 0 (-);C(Zk,{) 0
Oult) = ), 5 am
J

a=1
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By [18], {0} defines an 1—cocycle on the sheaf of holomorphic tangent vector fields on
M. Actually, we get 0(t) in H'(M;,Or,). Here, Oy, is the tangent sheaf of M;. And
6(t) naturally reduces to a linear homomorphism p : (7S5) — H'(M, O y).

Definition 2.14. And Kodaira-Spencer map is defined as the linear homomorphism p.

Remark 1. Range of Kodaira-Spencer map, H'(M,©), is the tangent space of the de-
formation functor Defy,[27].

Theorem 2.15. ([26]) A deformation M — M ER (B,b) of compact manifolds is trivial
if and only if KSy : T,B — H'(M,©Oy) is trivial.

Definition 2.16. Consider a deformation M > M L (B,b), foi(M) = b, with Kodaira-
Spencer map KS¢ : T,B — H (M, Tyy). € is called
Versal if for every germ of complex manifold (C, ¢), the morphism

Morger((C, ¢), (B,b)) — Defy (C, ), g— g*¢

is surjective.
Semiuniversal if it is versal and KS; is bijective.
Universal if K S¢ is bijective and for every pointed complex manifolds (C, ¢) the morphism

MOI‘Ger((C, C), <B7 b)) - DefMo(Cv C), g— g*§
is bijective.

Also, we need to consider the deformation of (M, C), a pair of (complex manifold, com-
plex submanifold). Defining holomorphic transition functions fus : (Ua,Ca) — (U, Cg)
which sends C,, to Cg. We define 6,(t) 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 KS¢ : T,B :— H'(M, ©,;(—logC)), and we have a com-
mutative diagram [2.3l In the diagram, id; maps (X, Ct) to X; and iy is induced by the
natural inclusion map. Also, H'(M,©,;(—logC)) is the tangent space of the deformation
functor Def(p o).

{(My, Cy)} B2 HY (Mo, © am(—logCh))
(M} — HY(Mo, O p10)

FiGURE 1. Naturality between deformation of complex manifolds and pair
of complex manifolds (23]

Remark 2. For any complex structure J on T which corresponds to a period point u.,

neighborhood of u; in Mpa defines a semi-universal deformation space of J.
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2.4. Negative inflation. Let (X,w) be a closed symplectic manifold s.t. [w] = &, and
T (X ,@) — (X,w) is an n—point blow up of it, where the sizes of exceptional curve E
are Ap, ..., A\p. Let S|, be the space of symplectic forms deformation equivalent to w in
class x and let S, . A, be the space of symplectic forms on X which are deformation
equivalent to @ in the class k — A\je; — ... — A\pen.

Mcduff[29] shows that the operation “negative inflation” which decreases the size(s) of ex-
ceptional divisor(s) is a well-defined map Sx_xe — Sx—(A—p)e up to homotopy equivalence.
We call the map «a,,. And similarly we define o, ...,

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

ay Snf)\lelf...f)\nen - Sli*(}\l7#1)617...7(}\717#“)6” (26)

such that oq is the identity, o, yr 40 1 homotopic to oy, .. p, © @

all three are defined. Also, oy, ... ., and o

A whenever

. commute. And the following diagram

/1/17"'7/"/11
ZI7) is commutative:
ﬂ-Z(Dfo(X)) 71-2'(S.%f)\(elJr...Jren))
id Qpiypiy... st
WZ(Dfo(X)) 7Ti(Sl‘zf()\fu)(q +...+en))

FIGURE 2. Action on homotopy groups of the space of symplectic struc-

tures induced by negative inflation (Equation 2.17))

In the diagram 2I7), the horizontal maps are defined as an evaluation map in Kron-
heimer’s fibration.

Proof. Let J» ... u, be the space of almost-complex structures tamed by some form in
Sx—prer—...—pnen- By[29],[34], there is a natural homotopy equivalence between J ;... 1.
and Sx_ e ...~ ppen- S0 We just need to show that all the properties stated in the lemma
hold for maps between the spaces Jy, ... x,-

By a theorem of Buse[9], for a symplectic 4-manifold (X,wp) and any wg—tamed almost-
complex structure J. If X admits an embedded J—holomorphic curve C' € X of self-
intersection (—m) < 0; then, for each p such that

1
Ogug—fwo
mJc

there are symplectic forms w, taming J, which satisfy

[wu] = [wo] + p[C]
9



where [C] is Poincare dual to C.
So there is a natural inclusion map from Je—xe;—..~nen 10 Tm(\—p1)er—..—(An—pin)en-
Then we can get all the properties stated in the lemma. The proof is essentially the same
as proof of Theorem 3 in [34].

O

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 5.4l 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 b; be i—th betti number of X and b" be the dimension of
the positive subspace of H?(X;R).

Let 7 : X — B be a smooth fiber bundle, where the fiber of the bundle is diffeomorphic to
X. Define Ty/p to be the vertical tangent bundle of X, i.e. a subbundle of T'X, defined
as ker(my). We choose a smooth family of metric {g,} on Tx/p, which defines a principal
SO(4) bundle of frames, Fr — X.

A family spin® structure £ is a family of lifting of the frame bundle Fr. We know spin®(4) is
isomorphic to (SU(2) x SU(2) x U(1))/Zs, so given a spin® structure £, we have two natural
principal U(2) bundles. As a result, we have two associated U(2) bundles S*,S~. The
natural homomorphism T*(X/B)®S™ — S~ defines the Clifford homomorphism. And the
adjoint of the Clifford multiplication endomorphism defines a canonical homomorphism

7:End(S*) - AT®C

Here, AT is the fiber bundle over B with fiber equal to self-dual 2-forms along the fibers
of X.

Let L := det(ST). A family of U(1)—connection and the family of Levi-Civita connection
on Ty/p together determine a family of smooth covariant derivatives on .S *, we denote it
by Aplb € B}.

Consider the configuration space

C := {(®, A) of family spinor and family connection over B|®, is a section of S, ,
A, is covariant derivative for each b€ B} (3.1)
And we define C* to be the space consisting of (®, A) with & # 0. We call C* the ir-

reducible part of configuration space. By choosing a family perturbation of g,—self dual

2—forms n, we can define the family Seiberg-Witten equation on the configuration space:
10



D, &, = 0,
(3.2)

Fi =7 H®) + i

Here, D is a Dirac operator on the bundle S = ST @ S, defined as the composition of
Clifford multiplication and covariant derivative V 4.

A solution [Ap, ¢p] in the moduli space is called reducible if ¢, = 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:

d(s,B) = (e,ey — (K, €) + dim(B) (3.3)

where € is defined as ¢;(S™).
We can find parametrization space

L :={(g,n) € Met(Tx/p x iA¥)|ny is g, — self dual for every be B} (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

MG, = U MG, ., = { Solutions of the family Seiberg-Witten equation}/g
beB

(3.5)
Here, G is the gauge group over B, and G, = Map(X, U(1)).
In counting of Seiberg Witten invariant, sometimes we need to avoid reducible solutions.
So we begin to study the subspace of I' corresponding to reducible solutions of Seiberg
Witten equations. By [24], given a family spin® structure £, we define the £L—wall as

WA (L) :={(g,n) € T|2mc1 (L) — pp is gp anti-self dual} (3.6)

We can see that V(g, u) € T\WA(L), there will be no reducible solution on the correspond-
ing Seiberg-Witten moduli space M5 .

By [24], the £L—wall is a submanifold of T, and its codimension is max (bt — dimB,0).
When b < dimB + 1, T\WA(L) still contains an nonempty open set. And we call each
connected component of it an £—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 spin® structure on X /B
and © be a cohomology class in H*(C/G;Z). Fiz a homology orientation of the determinant
line bundle

det™ := det(H(M;R) ® H'(M;R) ® H" (M;R)) ® H*™B(B;R)

If 0 < b" < dimB + 1, let T, be a chamber in T, then SW(X/B,L,0,c) := (MG, s ©)

1s well-defined for generic pairs in I'. and is independent of the choice of the pairs. If
bt > dimB + 1, then SW(X/B,L,0) := (MG, > ©) is well defined for generic pairs in
.
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As a result, we are interested in the homotopy type of I'\WA(L). We define the period
bundle over B:

P = {(Wy,ly) € G, (H*(Xy;Z) x H*(Xy,Z)|l is not perpendicular to W}

Here, G;; means the Grassmannian space of positive b* —plane in H?(X;;R). By [24], the
period bundle is homotopy equivalent to I'\\WA(L).

We can see that the homotopy type of the period bundle P is homotopic equivalent to an
S =1 bundle over B through fibrewise homotopy.

Example 3.2. Let X be complex torus T or its blow-ups T*#nCP?, b*(X) = 3 and we
calculate the family Seiberg-Witten equation of {X3|b € S?} where X}, is diffeomorphic to
X. In this case, the period bundle is homotopy equivalent to S? x §2, and the £—chambers
are graded by m(S?) = 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 F.SW; of a smooth family X.
Since the gauge group G also acts on the determinant line bundle L, (C* x L)/G defines
a line bundle over X x (C*/G). 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 F.ISWs(FSWsr,) is defined to be

f 7d(s.B)/2
M

sg'bmb
when d(s, B) is even and every (gp, m) is generic({(gp, 75)} is generic in the given chamber
r.).

Remark 3. In our case, we take spin® structure s, such that the formal dimension d(s, B) =
%(C% (sp) — 20 — 3X) + 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 FSWp(s.) is defined by to ) (£1). Here,
9b>Mp
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 {(gs,m)|b € B} over a closed base B, and two
spin® structures s, —s, which are conjugate to each other, if the family {(gy,np)|b € B}
has vanishing winding number with respect to both s and —s, then

FSW (g, m)(5) = FSW (gp, mp)(—5).

Lemma 3.5. ([13],[34]) Suppose that we are given spin® structures s and s' such that the
restrictions s, and s) have equal Chern classes: c1(sp) = ci1(s}). If H*(X;Z) is torsion
free, then their Family Seiberg- Witten invariants

FSW (g, m)(5) TQFSW(gbmb)(ﬁl)-



3.2. Symplectic 4—manifold and Taubes-Seiberg-Witten invariant. Let (X,w) be
a closed connected oriented symplectic 4—manifold. We take an almost Kahler 3—tuple
(w,g,J), where J is compatible to w and g is determined by w and J. In this case, for a
spin® structure s., spinor bundles are ST = L, ® (ono ) AO’Q) and S~ = L, ® AOL,

In this case, the Dirac operator is equal to v/2(¢ + 0*). And the determinant line bundle
corresponding to the spin® structure is K% ® L?. For a connection A + 2B on the de-
terminant line bundle, a spinor (a, ) on S*, and a “large” perturbation introduced by
Taubes[36],[35]: p = FXO —ipw, and the Seiberg-Witten equation will be of the form:

da+0*B =0
02 a'f
2F" = — (3.7)

Z(laf? = |82 = 4p)w

2(F)™

In our case, when p is large enough, there will be no reducible solutions over the family.
Note that when 0 < b" < dim B + 1, construction above defines a chamber in I'\W A(L),
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 d(s, B) = 0, after applying suitable perturbation, the
solutions of Seiberg-Witten equation F'SW,_ is in one to one correspondence with the set
of effective divisors in the class e. As a result, if € is not in H'!, then FSWp(s.) must be
0.

Example 3.6. In the case of Example [3.2) H?(X;R) = R3. We can see that
{u e R*[(u, [w]) < 0}

is a contractible open set of it. So we take a class u in R? s.t. (u, [y + 2mei(£)]],) < 0,
then the family will correspond to 0 in mo(S?). This defines a Taubes-Seiberg-Witten
chamber.

3.3. Kronheimer’s invariant and Smirnov’s g—invariant. Let (X,w) be a closed
symplectic 4-manifold and let again Sp,; be the space of symplectic forms deformation
equivalent to the symplectic form w in cohomology class [w]. 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 := {X,|b € D*} s.t. X, is diffeomorphic to X with a family of
symplectic forms {w;} < S, defined on 0D?* =~ §2k=1 Then we choose a smooth S2¢~!
family of almost complex structures {J;|t € S?*~1} compatible to w; fiberwisely and get a
family of almost Kahler metrics {g;|t € S?*~1}.

Let s, be a spin® structure over on the vertical tangent bundle T'(X/D?) and let Ay, be
the Chern connection on K% determined by g;, then we define

mi= —iF, — po
13



We choose p > 0 large enough so that

f<77t>gt A w~+21{ci(5e)g, Aw <0

And we choose a family {n;|t € D?*} of fiberwise g-self-dual 2 forms on X that agree with
n, on 0D such that

f<7]b>gb A w~21{c1(Se)g, Aw <0

Vb e D%,

If an extension (gp, 7) 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

d(5eaD2k) =0, <€7 [w]> <0
5c

(96:m)°
symplectic family {w;|t € S?*~1}. Moreover, this defines a homomorphism from T2k —15]w)]

to Zs.

we can count the solutions in the moduli space M This is an invariant of the

Definition 3.7. Kronheimer’s invariant Q. is defined as #{points of M?

(g} (M042).

Since the definition of (). depends on the Taubes chamber, so it also depends on defor-
mation classes of family of symplectic form.
Now let (M,w) be a symplectic torus and [w] = & for some non-resonant positive class in
H?(T*;7Z) and let (X,&) be n—point blow-up of (M,w). We assume that the sum of the
area of exceptional divisors are small enough and each of them is equal to A.
We can identify A with

{6 € H*(T*;7)|6* = 0,6 primitive, (5, x) > 0} (3.8)
Then we consider its subsets

A :={de A|l(k—1)A < {0,k) < kA} (3.9)
Here, k = 1,...,n. For any 6 € A, and a sequence 1 < i1 < ... < i, < n, the real formal

dimension d(sg,eil,m,eik,B) of FSWg,eil,m,eik is equal to
—ejy—..—ej, 00—y —..—e; ) —{d—€j;, —...— €, e1+ ... + epy+ dimB = =2k + dimB
(3.10)
For a smoothly trivial family of symplectic manifolds {(Xp,wp)[b € S*~1} st. X, is

diffeomorphic to T*#nCP?, we can see the formal dimension is 0 and
(0 —ej —..ei,k—Aer+...+e,)) <0

so Kronheimer’s invariant Q(;,eil,m,eik over the family is well-defined.
Recall in[subsection 2.4lwe define amap oy, ... ., between S, x, .\, — S (M —1)seesOr—pin)
Smirnov[34] defines a homomorphism

Q5_ = Q2e—s5 0 ()« (3.11)
14



for some positive p € (0,\) s.t. (2e — 0,k — (A — p)ey < 0 in the case of one point blowup
of T%. In our case, let I := {i1,...,i}, we define

,,,,,

Q(;*eil*m*eik = Q2Zte] et+Deqt,  apr =0 © Xhept (3.12)

Here, p € (0, A) is a suitable small number such that

<2Zet+ Z et — 0,k —(A—p)ler+ ...+ e,)) <0

tel te{l,...,n}\I
In this case, it’s not hard to see that Q;5__ _ __ is a well-defined homomorphism from
i1 TG

Tok—1(Sk—A(er+..4en)) t0 Zz for any k > 1, then we can extend Smirnov’s definition to
higher dimension.

Definition 3.8. Suppose (X,@,J) is n—point blow up of an almost Kahler manifold
(Xo,w, J) where (Xg,J) is a complex tori, and [@] = 7%k — A(e1 + ... + e;,). Here, X is
a a small positive number. ¥é € A, and a sequence I := {iy,...,ix} < {1,...,n} where
i1 < ... < 1, we have two homomorphisms, Q5—Zte1(et) and Qg—Ztef(et)' Define

Q(S—th(et) = Q&—Ztel(et) - Q(;—th(et) : 7T2k_1(5[®]) — 7o

Remark 4. In Smirnov’s paper, (6 —e)+ (2e —J) = e is the canonical class. In our case, the
sum of § —> ey and 23,y €+ 2 yeqy  op g € — 0 are also equal to the canonical class. The
choice of the spin® structure comes from conjugate symmetry of family Seiberg Witten
invariant.

Now, we’ll introduce some properties of g—invariant.

Lemma 3.9. If a spherical family of symplectic forms {w|t € S*"~1} is given by a S?"1
family of diffeomorphisms, i.e. there is a family of diffeomorphisms {f;|t € S?"~1} s.t.
fifwr = w, then q(;,eil,m,eik([{wt}]) =0 for any § € A and any subsequence 1 < i < ... <
i < n.

Proof. In this case, we can transform 45-3, ;e 0tO A family of Seiberg-Witten invariants
over a closed base. The proof is essentially the same as Lemma 6 in [34]. O

This lemma shows that g—invariants can be reduced to a homomorphism ¢ defined on
Ker(mog—o(Symp (M, w)) — mo—2(Diff(M))).

Lemma 3.10. g—invariant is actually a homological invariant on the space of Symp(M,w),
i.e. for any 0—homologous class o € Ker(mo—o(Symp, (M, w)) — mop_o( Diff(M))), q(a) =
0.

Proof. We suppose that for {(Mj,ws)}, a symplectic bundle over S%**1, its monodromy
a € o (Symp(M)) is 0—homologous, we can find a (2k 4+ 1)—simplex 5 s.t. 8 = [«], the
image of a by Hurewicz homomorphism.

As a result, 3 defines a symplectic bundle Fg over a (2k + 2)—manifold with boundary
isomorphic to {(Mp,ws)} i.e.

8]—"5 — Q€ Im(ﬂgk+1(Diﬁ(M)) - 7T2k+15[w])'
15



Now recall the construction of Kronheimer’s model, we get a symplectic bundle over
D42 and we call it F. Together with F5 defined above, we get a family Seiberg-Witten
equation over a symplectic bundle over a closed (2k + 2)—dimensional manifold. And we
can extend the perturbation family (g,7) from D?**! to the whole family following the
method above[20] [33].

Since ([C1], [w]) is non-positive on Fg, 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. O

Now let (M,w) be a symplectic K3 surface and [w] = k for some non-resonant positive
class in H%(M;Z) and let (X,&) be n—point blow up of (M,w). We assume the sizes of
the exceptional curves are all equal to A and nA is small enough.

For K3 surface, we define

Ags = {0 € H*(M;Z)|6* = —2, 6 primitive , {5, k) > 0} (3.13)
And we similarly define
Ag:={0eA|l(k -1\ < {6, k) <k} (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

(55—, —.me;,) — 2k — 2+ dimB

It will not be hard to see that higher dimensional g—invariants are also well defined for
multiple-point blow ups of K3 surfaces. And the property in Lemma is also true for
g—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 := {(X;,w;)|[t € B = D?*} be a family of closed Kahler sur-
face s.t. the holomorphic automorphism group on each fiber is discrete, or equivalently,
HY(X;,0x,) =0 for all t. Let FSWg(s,) be a family Seiberg Witten equation defined on
M s.t. its unique solution is regular and represented by a curve C € « in the central fiber.
Take family blow up along image of a fiberwise holomorphic map f : B x D? — M which is
transverse to C' in the central fiber, and get a Kahler family M’ over B x D?. Then we get
a unique and regular solution of FSWgyp2(Sa—c) represented by C. Here, e is homology
class of the exceptional divisor and C is the proper transform of C.

Let X be a closed Kahler surface, let X be a deformation of X over (B,b), and let C
be an isolated irreducible curve in X. By [12],[20],[32],[36],[35] C represents a solution of
FSWpg(s|c)), and it’s a regular solution if and only if the composition of KS|r,5 and the
restriction homomorphism

Ty © HI(X, @X) — HI(C,Nc‘X)
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is surjective. Here, ©x 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 (X, C)
of complex analytic surface X and holomorphic curve C.

O—>@X(—logC)—>@X _’NC\X_’O (3.15)
Here, © x(—logC) is the sheaf of tangent vector fields on X which is tangent to C'. The
long exact sequence corresponding to (3.I5]) will be
HO(CvNCLX) - Hl(X7 ®X(_ lOgC)) - Hl(Xv @X) - H1(07NC\X)

— H*(X,0x(—1log C)) —» H*(X,0x) — H*(C,Ng|x) = 0 (3.16)
Since H'(X,©y) is the tangent space of deformation functor Defyx and H' (X, ©x (—logC)
is the tangent space of deformation functor Def(x ), Seiberg Witten invariant on closed
Kabhler surface is highly related to deformation of complex structures of the Kahler surface.
By [BI6), r is surjective if and only if H?(X,0x(—logC)) = H?(X,O0x), in other words,
it is equivalent to the equation h?(X,0x(—1logC)) = h?(X,Ox).
Lemma 3.12. [11],[§] Suppose T is surjective for (X,C). Let X be the blow up of X at
a point p € C, and let C' be the proper transform. Then
L. 7y is surjective for (X,C). )
2. hl(X,@X—) = hl(X, ex) + 2 and hO(X, @f() = hO(X, ex)
3. h2(X,04(~logC)) = h*(X,0x(~logC))

Proof. By observing (3I6) for the pair (X,C), we have
H*(X,03(~logC)) - H*(X,0%) — 0
as a part of long exact sequence, so h?(X,0 ¢ (—logC)) = h?(X,0 ).

Lemma 3.13. (Flenner-Zaidenberg[11])

Let (V,D) be a pair of smooth compact algebraic surface and a divisor D with at most
stmple normal crossings. Let V be blow up of V at a point on D, and C be 7 HD)ed,
then we have

LR (V, Oy (—logD)) = h*(V,0(~logD)) (3.17)
X(Ov1) = x(0Oy) — 2 (3.18)
h2(V', Oy (—logD)) = h3(V, Oy (—logD)) (3.19)

So we have h?(X,0x(~logC)) = h*(X,0 ¢ (~logC)) = h*(X,0 ).
Since 7 is surjective for (X, C), we have

W*(X,0x) = h*(X,0x(—logC)) = h*(X,0 ¢ (—logC)) = h*(X,05) (3.20)
By [8], we have a short exact sequence
0—>7T*@)~(—>@X—>Np—>0 (3.21)

where N, is the normal bundle of p in X. And we know Rlm,© ¢ = 0. Using Leray’s
spectral sequence, since the differential d*° : h?(X, 7, 0f5) — HO(X, Rlﬂ'*@X—) is trivial,
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H?(X, 7.0 4) converges to H2(X,0¢)[37]. As a result, h?(X,0%) = h3(X, 1.0 ).
Now consider the long exact sequence corresponding to (B.21l):
H'(X,m0%) - H'(X,0x) - H(p,N,) =~ C* > H (X, m.03) - H(X,0x) — H'(p, N,) = 0
— H*(X,m.03) » H*(X,0x) — 0 (3.22)
We have
hz(X,@X) >h2(X,7T*@X) >h2(X,@)() (3.23)

Combining ([3.20) and ([B.23), we get the first conclusion in Lemma3.72]
Since R'1,©3 = 0, it will not be hard to see that h%(X,0%) = h%(X,7.0) and
h! (X ,0%) = (X, 7.0 ), actually, we can identify corresponding cohomology groups.
By ([3.22), we have

(X, m05) +c=HY(X,0x), h(X,m0O5)=(2-c)+h' (X, 0x) (3.24)
Here, c is rank of the kernel of connecting homomorphism &y : H°(p, N,) - H Hx,0e %)
c=0,1,2. )
Since x(© ) = x(Ox) — 2 and h*(X,03) = h*(X,Ox), we have 2 —2c = 2, so ¢ = 0. We
get the second conclusion. The third conclusion is part of the Lemma 3.131 O

In our case, we deal with curves with negative self-intersection, so we have C? < 0. So
H°(C,N¢ix) = 0 and H?*(C,Ng|x) = 0. So the long exact sequence (BI6]) reduces to a
short exact sequence

0— H'(V,0y(—log D)) — H'(V,0y) — H'(D,Np|x) — 0 (3.25)

when (V, D) = (X,C) or (X,C).
The commutative diagram in Lemmal.5 of [11] will give us a commutative diagram (B.4])
in cohomology

HY(X,0%) HY(C,Ng ) ——0
B v
H1<X,@X) H1<C,Nc‘x)4>0

Diagram (3.4)

Here, we can identify H*(X,© ;) and H'(X,7(0¢)). By observing the diagram (3.4)),
it will not be hard to see that ker(y) = C is contained in the image of r4(ker(3)) <
H'(C,N¢ix)-

Lemma 3.14. Let X be a closed complex analytic surface and Aut(X) be the automor-
phism group of X. Suppose Aut(X) is discrete. Let p e X be a point and B is a neighbor-
hood of p, isomorphic to D*. 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 KS,(T,B) = ker(3).
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Proof. By theorem I.4.1[26], a deformation £ : X < X — (B, p) is trivial if and only if
its Kodaira-Spencer map KS¢ is 0 at T, B.

To show the injectivity of the Kodaira Spencer map at T, B, it suffices to show that there

is no analytic submanifold N € B of dimension bigger than 0 which defines a trivial de-
formation. Since Aut(X) is discrete, we know that N with described property does not
exist. As a result, rank of KS(T,B) must be 2.

Naturally, the composition between 3 and KS, is 0. Because of dimension reason, KS,(T,B) =
ker(/3). O

Now we are ready to show Theorem [3.111

proof of (311l By [36],[35],[20], solution to F'SWgyp2($a—e) is one to one correspondent
to curve in the class o — e. Since curve in class « only appear in the central fiber, curve
in the class a — e only appears in the fibers (b,0), the central fiber of the produce family.
And it will not be hard to see there is a unique curve C in the fiber (b,0).

Since C' is a regular solution, the KSq(ToB) is surjective to H'(C, Neix)- In order to

show the transversality of C, we just need to show KSg(ToD?) = ker(y).

In (314 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 {(X;, Cy)}, so the image of corresponding
Kodaira Spencer map must be contained in Im : (Hl(X,@X(—logC’)) — Hl(f(,QX)).
Because of the dimension reason, since we take disk intersecting C' transversally, we can
see KSo(ToB) = ker(y). That completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.15. Let M := {(X;,w)|t € B} be a Kahler family over some oriented
closed manifold B, and the holomorphic automorphism group on each fiber is discrete.
If FSWp(s,) = 1 is represented by a curve C' € « in one fiber b€ B. Let F be a complex
fiber bundle over B, with each fiber diffeomorphic to ¥4, Riemann surface of genus g.
We take a bundle map f : F — M s.t. on each fiber, f intersects C' transversally, fp
is holomorphic in a neighborhhod of Im(f,) N C. Then we take family blow-up along the
image of f and get a Kahler family M’ over F. Then

FSWx(sq—c) = £{[C],Im(fp))

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 E(3), and w be a symplectic form on X. By [14], b" of E(3) is equal
to 5 and the canonical class is equal to F', the fiber class. By conjugate symmetry, we
know SW(sg) = SW(sp). If we take a generic complex structure J compatible to w, then
SW(sr) is represented by a pseudo-holomorphic curve C' in class F'. New we take a family
blow-up of X along a smooth map

f121—>X

with following properties:
L. f*([zg]) =F-FE.
2. f has the property described in Corollary In other word, we take the standard

almost complex structure near the exceptional curve F, and f is J— holomorphic near F,
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intersecting E transversally.

3. Im(f) is disjoint from C.

We denote by E’ the exceptional divisor we get from the family blow-up.

It will not be hard to see FSW(sp_p/) = FSW(sg_g/) = 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.T[subsection 4.2 we’ll use M instead of Mya to de-
note the period domain of T#, and let M, denote polarized period domain of T* similarly.
Again, s is some non-resonant positive class on H2(T*;R).

Let
A := {6 € H*(T*;Z)|6 is primitive, 6% = 0, {5, r) > 0} (4.1)
For any § € A, we can define a hyperplane in M:
Hs := {ue M|(u,d) =0} (4.2)

For any complex structure on T* parametrized by u € Hg, we have elliptic fibration on T*
with fiber in the class 6.

It’s not hard to see that Hg intersects M, transversally. We define H ,‘z to be their inter-
section.

For §' # & € A, we can see that the intersection between H? and H?' is transverse, and
there are only countable many elements in A, so we can take a generic ug € H,‘z, ie.
ug ¢ Hg for all & # 0 and we can take a holomorphic disk Dy & M,, intersecting H ,‘z
transversally at ug.

The complex structure parameterized by ug € H, ,‘z defines a fibration 75 and homology
class of the fibers Fs < T is equal to 4.

Considering 75 as a smooth map defined on 7%, we can define

P = M x Confp(T*) i= {(u, 71, ..., zn) € M x (TH)"|2; # z; for all i, 5} (4.3)
P = {(u, 21, ..., 1) € M x (T*)"|zy = [0,0],2; # z; for all i, 5} (4.4)

P = {(u,x1, ..., 25) € Plue M} (4.5)

HO(in, gy ooy ite) i= { (U0, 1, oo, Tn) € Plms (s, ) = ws(iy) = ... = w523, )} (4.6)
HO (i1, 9y oy i) = { (U0, T1, ooy Tn) € Prlms(iy) = m5(w,) = oo = ms(wi,,)} (4.7)
DO (i1, ...yip) := (D5 x Confrn(Th) N Py (4.8)

P is a deformation space of complex structures on T*#CP? by following construction:
For a complex structure .J, on T* and pairwise different points 1, ..., z,, € T*, we blow up
the complex torus T* at z1, ..., Tp.

P is a subspace of P consisting of a fixed z1, the position of the first exceptional curve.

P,. is the deformation space of complex structures on T*#CP? s.t. u is k—polarized. By
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the property of the ample cone, if the pairing (k — A(e1 + ... + e,),C) is positive for any
curve C on (T?,J,), then 7%k — A(e1 + ... + ;) is a Kahler class of the surface represented
by (u,x1,...,z,). In this case, we also fix the point x; = [0,0].

H? (i1, 9, ...,11) defines a deformation space of complex T* that admits an embedded el-
liptic curve in the class 0 —e;; — ... —¢;,..

DO (i1, ..., i}) is defined similarly.

It is easy to see all the spaces defined above are complex manifolds and ’Hi(il, 02y .oy k) 1S
a submanifold in D (i1, ...,4) of codimck.

Remark 6. We can see that the dimension of P is 2n + 4 as a complex manifold, dimension
of P, is 2n + 3, dimension of HS (i1, ..., i) is 2n — k — 1 and the dimension of D° is 2n — 1.

4.2. Family of marked polarized surfaces and Evaluation of ¢—invariant. In this
section, let M,; be k—polarized period domain for a non-resonant x, and let A be a positive
number s.t. nX is small enough. Let M, » . x be as in [subsection 2.2 we know it’s open
and dense in M,,.

Let B be a smooth submanifold in P, and since M, is contractible parameter space of
co4mplex structures, there is a smooth family p : B — B of n—point blow-ups of complex
T*.

We define Ag, let the positive cone of T* be one component of

{ve HY (T R)[v* > 0} (4.9)

Then the locally constant sheaf with value in AL defines a smooth fiber bundle A over B.
By Demaily and Paun[I0], given any section s : B — A s.t. {(s(b),[C]) > 0 for every curve
C' in the surface By, we can get a family {(X;,s(b))|b € B} of pair (complex manifold,
Kahler class of the manifold) s.t. X}, is diffeomorphic to T*.

We identify the normal bundle of H2 (i1, ..., ix) in D3 (i1, ..., i) with a tubular neighborhood
of it, and define F2(iy, ...,4x) to be a fiber of the normal bundle, intersecting H? (i1, ..., i)
at a generic point, i.e. the intersecting point is (u,x1,...,z,) with u a generic point in
Hs. Then we define S9(iy, ...,ix) to be the boundary of F2(iy, ...,ix). Applying suitable
perturbation if necessary, we can assume that Y(u,z1, ...,x,) € Sg(il, k), wWE Mgy 2

Definition 4.1. Complex families F? (i1, ...,i;) and S2(iy, ..., i) of n—point blow-up of
T are defined as above.

It’s easy to see FO(iy,...,i)) defines a smoothly trivial family of complex manifolds, so
we identify the bundle A over F2(iy, ...,ix) as a product AR x D2k,
By [10], 5 — A(eg + ... +e,,) is Kahler class of any fiber on S2(iy, ...,i;). And we can extend
the constant section over S2(iy, ..., ix) to a section of A% x D?* over F2(iy, ..., ).
By [19], we can take a family of Kahler forms in the Kahler classes obtained above. Then
the restriction of Kahler forms in S (i1, ..., ;) defines an element in g, (Srtk—Aer+...4en))-
We call it [S9 (i1, ..., )]
We define

Ik,n = {{il,...,ik} = {1, ...,n}\l < < ... <1 < n} (4.10)
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For \ with properties described above, we can define the index sets A}, as in[subsection 9.0
By [section 3| for every 6 € Ay and any sequence 1 < i1 < ... < i < n, we can define the
homomorphism

Ak = @ d6—e;) —...—eqy, 7T2k71<5[&;]7<:)) - @ Lo (411)
(8,815 y11)EAL DIk 1 (8,81, 4ik)EALDI L p

Now we are ready to prove part 1 of Theorem [[ntroductionTheorem Al

proof of part 1 in Theorem [[ntroduction Theorem Al For any fixed n and k, applying suit-
able negative inflation on the family symplectic forms in & —A(eg + ...+ e, ) on F (iy, ..., it,),
we can see there will be no curve in the class 2,y e + > (1,0 n ]\ €t — 0 because of the
area. As a result, Qg_eil_____eik([s,‘i(il, o ix)]) = 0.

By the work of Taubes, since 6 — (e;, — ... —€;, ) is not in (1,1) class on any non-central
fiber of F2(iy,...,4;). And because of positivity of intersection, there is only one curve on
central fiber in the class 6 — (e;, — ... — ¢;, ). In conclusion, there is only one solution for
FSW]—‘,Q(il,...,z‘k)(%—eil _"'_eik) 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 F9(1,...,n) and show it by induction on n.

By Theorem [3.11], if the holomorphic automorphism group on T*#nCP? is discrete, we
can show the transversality by induction.

Lemma 4.2. Automorphism group on n—point blow up of complex torus T* is discrete
for any n > 0.

Proof. Let X,, be n—point blow-up of a complex torus, let £ be the collection of exceptional
curves in the surface, and let A be an automorphism of X,,. So A(€) = £. Then A reduces
to an automorphism on 7% fixing a finite set on 7.

Suppose the minimal model is isomorphic to C2/A. After composing the transition group
action defined by

(a,0) € C?: [(2,9)] = [(z + a,y + )]

we get an automorphism of the lattice A. Then we can see the automorphism group of
k—point blow up of T4 can be identified with a subgroup of Aut(A). So Aut(X,) must be
discrete for any n > 0. g

By the result of Smirnov[32], we know the transversality of FSWs_, over F2(1) for one
point blow up of T*.
Suppose we have transversality for the family Seiberg Witten equation

FSWFg(l,...,n—l) (55—617...7%71)

and curve on central fiber is C. Recall the construction of F2(1,...,n—1,n), locally, we can
get it from a family blow up along a disk family in F2(1,...,n — 1), 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 [3.17], we get the transversality of FSW 7 (1) (86—e1—..—ep)-
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In conclusion, the family Seiberg Witten equation FSWgéi(eﬁeren) on ]:,‘3(1, ...,n) has
unique solution on the central fiber and the solution is regular, so

Q6f(el+...+en)([5.g(1v ’n)]) = Q67(el+...+en)([sg(1’ 7”)]) =1 (4'12)

By the assumption that ug is generic in Hg, we know that for any ¢’ # § € Ay, ¢’ is not a
(1,1)—class on any fiber of F5(1,...,n), so

G5 —(er+ e ([SA(L, oeym)]) = 0

As a result, gy in [@II) is surjective when Iy, = I, , = {(1,2,...,n)}.

On n—point blow up of complex T4, let I = {i1,...,i5} be any element of I} ,,. By similar
method as above, we can get transversality of solutions of family Seiberg Witten equation,
and we can see that

Q6—(ei1+...+eik)([sg<ilv 72/€)]) =1 (mOd 2) (4’13)
05— (eg e (520 )]) = 0 (mod DV 14 nif) # Buinoin) (A1)

As a result, g, is also surjective. Combining (£I3]) with [3.9] we completes part 1 of
Untroductiond heorem Al O

Remark 7. By the work of Lalonde-Pinsonnault[22],[30], then there is a homotopy fibration
Symp(M, &) — Symp(M,w) — SEmb(B(r), M) (4.15)

Where (M,w) is a 4—dimensional symplectic manifold, (M,&) is blow-up of (M,w) s.t.
size of exceptional divisor is minimal and SEmb(B(r), M) is the space of image set of
symplectic ball embeddings. The fibration (4.I5]) naturally defines a homomorphism

Dk - ﬂk(Symp(M,cD)) — 7 (Symp(M, w)) (4.16)

In n—point blow-up of a symplectic T, the monodromy of [S%(iy, ..., ix)]({i1,...,ix} &

{1,...,n}) can be defined by applying a series of pr homomorphisms to an element in
——=2

Tok—2(Symp(T*#kCP”, w)).

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 M, denote the polarized period domain
of K3 surface. Again, let x be some non-resonant positive class on H?(X;R) and X is a
positive number s.t. nA is small and M, 5 . is open and dense.

In this section, we’ll denote by A the index set Ags (B.I3). Similar to [subsection 4.2] we
define

Hy := {ue M|(u,d) =0} (4.17)

H? := Hs n M, (4.18)

For any complex K3 surface X, parametrized by u € Hy, there is a rational (—2) curve

C €6 in X. By intersection positivity, the curve C' is unique on X,,, we can call it C,.
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Also, we call a point u on H? generic if u ¢ Hgl for any ¢ # 4.
Then we define the parameter spaces

Pi=MxConfn(X):={(u,z1,....,25) € M x (X)"|x; # x; for all i, j} (
P = {(u,x1,...,x,) € Plue My} (4.20
Hé(il, ig, ey Zk) = {(u, L1yeeny a;n) S P\xil, vy Ty, S Cu} (
HO (i1, 19, oy i) = HO(i1, .y ig) O P (4.22
FO(i1, ...,i) is defined as a fiber of the normal bundle of H? (iy, ...,4) in Py, intersecting
HO (i1, ...,71) at a generic point (u,x1,...,z,) i.e. u¢ HY for any &' # 5. And S%(iy, ...ij,)
is defined as the boundary of fg(il, ..,i). Applying a suitable perturbation if necessary,
we assume that for any (u,x1, ..., 2,) € SO (i1, ...ix), u € M
Similar as what we do in [subsection 4.2] we take a family of Kahler forms over F2(iy, ..., i)
s.t. its restriction on S°(iy, ...,i;) defines an element in Tok—1(Srxr—N(er+..4en))- We call
Recall the definition (Z.I0) and the index sets Ay for K3 surfaces [subsection 3.3 we can
define the homomorphism

Qe = P Qo—eiy—...—eq), * T2k+1(S[z], @) = @ Zy  (4.23)
(8815011 )EAL DIk 1 (8,81, 4ik)EALDI L n
Now we are ready to prove part 2 of Theorem [[ntroductionT heorem. Al

proof of part 2 in Theorem [Untroduction Theorem Al For any fixed n and k, applying suit-
able negative inflation on the family symplectic forms in k—\(t)(e1+...+ey) on Fo(iy, ..., i),
there will be no curve in the class 23,y et + 2yeqy, oy €t — 6 because of the area. As a
result,

Qscyy —me, ([SR(i1, - i0)]) = O

Since 6 — (ej, —...—e;, ) is not in (1, 1) class on any non-central fiber of F2 (i1, ..., i1,), 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
6— (i, —...—¢€;,). In conclusion, there is only one solution for FSWrs(, iy (85-c;, —...—e; )
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 H?(X,7Z) is the identity.

As a result, we can see that the automorphism group of X or X#nCP?(n > 1) must
be discrete.
Again, without loss of generality, we’ll show transversality of FSWZ(L eyn). When n =0,
we can define F° to be a disk intersecting H? 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

stfg(l,...,n)(ﬁts—el—---—en)
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As a result, gs_¢, . e, ([S2(1,...,n)]) = 1. Because the intersection point of F(1,...,n)
and Ho(1,...,n) is generic, we know for any & # 6, & — ey — ... — e, is never in (1,1)—class
of any fiber, 50 gs'—c, . ¢, ([S2(1,...,n)]) = 0.

In conclusion, g is a surjective homomorphism from 7a,11(S|z)) to P Zo.

JEAk
Similarly, we have q(g_eil_m_eik([Sg(il, .y ir)]) =1 and q(gz_ei,l_____ei;c([Sg(il, wik)]) =0.
So ¢ is also a surjective homomorphism from mox1(Sz,w) to P Zso. That
(8,31,..,1k JEAL®Ik 0
completes the proof. O

Remark 8. When k 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/{id, p)

defined as the quotient of an involution p on a K3 surface X. By the result of Bogomolov[5],
we know for a Kahler class k € H2(X;R) s.t. p*x = , there is a Kahler form w representing
k. If {(k,6)|0 € A} 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 A and for some positive number A with
nA small enough, we define the index sets Ay, similarly. Since in the cases, Ay will still be
infinite.

Since bt of an Enriques surface is equal to 1, it’s not easy for us to calculate family
Seiberg Witten 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:

Symp™ (M, 7*w) — Diff§ (M) — ST, (4.24)

Here, 7 is the a covering map M — M between two smooth oriented symplectic 4—manifolds.
Symp™ (M, ®) := {f € Symp(M, 7*w)|f induces an element f € Symp(M,w)Diffy(M),
in diagram (@), and f* = id on homology} (4.25)

Difff (M) := {f € Diff(M)|f induces an element f € Diffo(M)
in diagram (@), and f* = id on homology} (4.26)

SEZ;] = {W*w'|w' € S[w]} (4.27)
It is not hard to see that both Symp™ and Diff™ are groups, and SE;] can be identified with
S, the chosen component of the space of symplectic forms on M. Consider the natural
projections
Psymp  Symp” (M, 7*w) — Symp(M,w) n Diffo(M),  pairys : Difff (M) — Diffo(M)
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M M

Figure 3. Commutative diagram: Symp”™ and Diff"

]

Lemma 4.4. Symp™ (M, n*w) and Diff" (M) are both subgroups of Diffy(M). Both pgymp
and pg;if ¢ are isomorphisms between Lie groups.

Proof. For any diffeomorphism f € Diff", since f is isotopic to identity, we can take an
isotopy H : I x M — M where Hy = id and Hy=f. Sincen: M — Mis a covering map,
the isotopy H can be lifted to an isotopy H on M where Hy = id. We claim that H; = f.
For any f,g € Diff(X), and z € X, f(Z) = §(%) on X if and only if f(z) = a o g(z) for
some o € I', where T is the group of deck transformations on X. So H; = f or awo f. And
since the action of o on homology is trivial if and only if a = id, we can see that H; = f.
In conclusion, Difffj is a subgroup of Diffy(X). And similarly, Symp™ (X, @) is a subgroup
of Symp(X, @) n Diffy(X).
Now we begin to show that psymp and pgi¢s are injective. Suppose f e Diff"(X) and
f =id. A diffeomorphism covering id must be idx or «, so f = idy. Similar conclusion
holds for pgymp.
Also, by construction of the isotopy H, we know that both pym, and pg ¢y are surjective.
O

As a result, for a K3 surface which admits holomorphic projection to an Enriques sur-
face Y, Symp(Y,w) n Diffy(Y) and Diffy(Y") can be naturally identified with subgroups
of Symp(X,w) and Diffy(X), respectively. If we have a family of p—invariant sympelctic
forms S := {(w|t € S*} over X in the class [wo] s.t. [S] € Tk (S[w]) 18 nOt in the image
of px : (Diffo(X)) — 7 (S[w,)), then its monodromy in 71 (Symp™ (X, w)) will be non-
trivial.

Let’s recall the definition of My, in [subsection 2.2 and write it as M~ for simplicity.
Since any u € M™ is represented by a holomorphic 2—form « s.t. p*a = —a, when & is
p*—invariant, we can see that M~ must be contained in M. As a result, for any Kahler
class K on Enriques surface, the period domain Mg, is just the same as K—polarized
period domain. As in the previous sections, the transversal intersection H ,‘z N M~ defines
a hyperplane in M ™, which reduces to a hyperplane in Mg,.
For § € Ay, we know the intersection between Hs and M~ is transverse. As inlsubsection 4.3]
we define

5= {t € Mgp|lue M7\ Ugey[—1)) Hs and u € Hs} (4.28)

Notice that § = p*d. Similarly as in the previous sections, we define “generic point” % in
the hyperplane Hs to be the points @ ¢ Hy; for any &' # 6 or p*d.
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And we can define the parameter spaces
P :=Mpg, x Conf,(Y) (4.29)
H6<i17 Z‘27 ceey Zk) ::{(77’7 Y1, --vy yn) € P|yi17 seey ylk € Cu} (430)

Here, C,, is the unique rational (—2) curve in Y in class .
Again, we define Fo(iy,...,i) as a fiber of normal bundle of H%(iy,...,i;). And the
intersection point is (u,yi,...,yn) s.t. w is a generic point. Following the construc-
tion in [subsection 4.3, we get a S?**1 Kahler family S°(i1,...,ix) and [S2(i1,...,ix)] €
ﬂng(SEJ]) > Mok +1(S[rxw)). Now, we get a S§2k+1 Kahler family of 2n—point blowup of
K3 surfaces. We define

E:={e1,...,en,nil, ..., €2} (4.31)
And p induces an involution on & : ¢; — e,4; (mod2n). Applying the guage theoretic
invariant ¢ on K3 surface to pjymp[S‘S(z'l, oy ig)], we get

5 . 5. .
Q6,i1,...,ik(p:ymp[5 (Z17“‘7Zk))]) = qp*(&),p*il,...,p*ik(p:ymp[s (217 7Zk‘)]) = 1

and q(;,’i/l’m’i;([SS(il, ...,i%)]) = 0 for any other (&',4,...,1}).
In conclusion, the image of g, 2y, is always an infinitely generated group. So may, (Y #nCP?, w)
is infinitely generated for any Kahler form w in any Kahler class [w] with the prescribed

property, k = 1,...,n.

Proposition 4.5. Let (Y#n(C]P’Q,w) be n—point blow up of a Kahler Enriques surface

(Y,w) s.t. {{w,8)|6 € H*(X;7Z),6% = —2} 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
Ker(uy : ng(Symp(Y#nW,w)) — W2k(DiE(Y#nW,W))

1s infinitely generated for k =1,...,n.

By Lemma (BI0), we see ¢ actually is a homological invariant. Since the homotopy

classes in Symp(Y #nCP?,w) which can be detected by ¢ form an infinitely generated
group, we have

Corollary 4.6. The symplectomorphism group of Enriques surface Symp(Y,w) is not
homotopy equivalent to any finite CW complex when A% ([w]) is infinite for some k.

Remark 9. Actually, we can get (@6) by [17], but Kedra shows it by proving rational
homotopy of Symp(M#CP?) is of infinite dimensional.

To the author’s knowledge, Symp(Y#n(C]P’2,w) is the first example with infinitely gener-
ated 7, for symplectic manifold with b = 1.
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