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Abstract. We address Gromov’s band width inequality and Rosenberg’s S1-stability
conjecture for simply connected smooth four manifolds. Both results are known to be false
in dimension 4 due to counterexamples based on Seiberg-Witten invariants. Nevertheless
we show that both of these results hold upon considering smooth four manifolds up to
homeomorphism. The key technical innovation is a careful adaptation of ideas from high
dimensional surgery theory to dimension 4.
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1. Introduction

In this article, we are concerned with simply connected 4-manifolds admitting a metric
of positive scalar curvature (PSC). The class of closed manifolds admitting PSC metrics is
completely understood in dimension 2 and 3. Therefore, all the problems discussed in this
paper are known in the case when n = 2, 3.

We will study two problems for manifolds with positive scalar curvature, namely,
Rosenberg’s S1-stability conjecture [Ros07, Conjecture 1.24] and Gromov’s band width
inequality conjecture [Gro18, 11.12, Conjecture C].

Conjecture 1 (S1-stability). Let Mn be a closed manifold. Then M admits a PSC metric
if and only if M × S1 admits a PSC metric.

Conjecture 2 (Width inequality). Let Mn be a closed manifold that does not admit a
PSC metric. Consider the band Xn+1 = Mn × [−1, +1] equipped with a metric g, such
that the scalar curvature satisfies the lower bound Rg ≥ n(n + 1). Then,

width(X, g) := distg(M × {−1}, M × {1}) ≤ 2π

n + 1
Note that the width inequality implies the S1-stability conjecture by passing to the

infinite cyclic cover M × R. Therefore, a counterexample to the S1-stability conjecture is
also a counterexample to the width inequality conjecture.

In Four Lectures [Gro23, Section 5], Gromov outlined a proof for Conjecture 2, which was
subsequently completed by Räde in [Räd23] for dimension n = 5, 6. As noted previously,
it was already known in dimension n = 2, 3 for other reasons.

Note that in dimensions 2 and 3 the only simply connected manifolds are S2 and S3

respectively, both of which have positive scalar curvature with respect to the standard round
metric. In dimensions 5 and above there is the classification result of Gromov-Lawson-Stolz
for simply connected manifolds admitting a metric of positive scalar curvature.

Theorem 3 (Gromov-Lawson, Stolz [GL80, Sto92]). For n ≥ 5, let Mn be a closed simply
connected manifold. If M is not spin, then it admits a metric of positive scalar curvature
[GL80]. If M is spin, then it admits a metric of positive scalar curvature if and only if
α̂(M) = 0 [Sto92].

Remark 4. When n = 4 as in this paper, α̂(M) is just the Lichnerowicz genus Â(M). α̂

was introduced by Milnor [Mil65] as a generalisation of Â when n ̸≡ 0 (mod 4).

1.1. Counterexamples to S1-stability in dimension 4. When n = 4, these conjectures,
and several other related results are known to be false due to an obstruction to admitting
a PSC metric coming from non-vanishing of the Seiberg-Witten invariant. The following
counterexample to S1-stability in dimension 4 was provided in Rosenberg. We will discuss
it in detail as understanding this example was a primary motivation behind this work.
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Example (Counterexample to S1 stability in n = 4). [Ros07, p.23, Remark 1.25] Let
M4 = V5, where V5 is the zero set of a degree 5 homogeneous polynomial in CP3:

V5 = {[z0 : z1 : z2 : z3] ∈ CP3 | z5
0 + z5

1 + z5
2 + z5

3 = 0}.

V5 has b+
2 = 9 and b−

2 = 44. Since it is an algebraic hypersurface in CP3, it has an
induced symplectic structure. This along with b+

2 (V5) > 1 implies that V5 has non-zero
Seiberg-Witten invariant due to a theorem of Taubes [Tau94]. Consequently, V5 does not
admit a PSC metric. On the other hand, V5 is simply connected, therefore π1(V5 ×S1) = Z.
Further, V5 ×S1 is not spin as V5 has odd degree. Therefore, by a theorem of Stolz, V5 ×S1

admits a PSC metric, even though V5 does not.

While this argument tells us that V5 × S1 admits a PSC metric, the provenance of such
a metric is not clear. In general if M admits a PSC metric, then gM + dt2 is a PSC metric
on M × S1. Our starting observation is that the situation for V5 × S1 is not too different.
More explicitly, one can obtain a PSC metric on V5 × S1 from an exotic smooth structure
on V5 that admits a PSC metric.

Example (Direct argument that V5 × S1 is PSC). As V5 is a smooth simply connected
4-manifold that is not spin, it has odd intersection form. Therefore, the intersection form
is isomorphic to QV5

∼= b+
2 ⟨1⟩ ⊕ b−

2 ⟨−1⟩ [GS99, Theorem 1.2.21]. For V5, one had b+
2 = 9

and b−
2 = 44, which gives us QV5

∼= 9⟨1⟩ ⊕ 44⟨−1⟩. This is also the intersection form of
9CP2#44CP2. We saw that V5 does not admit a PSC metric, but 9CP2#44CP2 admits
a PSC metric, since a connect sum of PSC manifolds of dimension at least 3 is still PSC
by the Gromov-Lawson-Schoen-Yau surgery theorem [GL80, SY79] .

Since the intersection forms are the same, by Wall’s theorem [Wal64] V5 is h-cobordant
to 9CP2#44CP2. Thus, V5 × S1 is also h-cobordant to (9CP2#44CP2) × S1. This is also
an s-cobordism, as π1(V5 × S1) = Z, and the Whitehead group of Z is trivial, Wh(Z) = 0.
As this is a 6-dimensional s-cobordism, we can apply the s-cobordism theorem [LM24, p.
15]. Therefore, V5 × S1 is diffeomorphic to (9CP2#44CP2) × S1. Pulling back the PSC
metric on (9CP2#44CP2) × S1 by this diffeomorphism, one gets a PSC metric on V5 × S1.

Remark 5. In general the same argument shows the following: Let M be a simply
connected Kahler surface. Then for every integer k > 0, (M#kCP2) × S1 admits a PSC
metric. On the other hand if we also have b+

2 (M) > 1, then M#kCP2 does not admit a
PSC metric. Indeed, since b+

2 (M) > 1 and blowing up1 does not change b+
2 , M#kCP2 has

non-zero Seiberg-Witten invariant by Taubes’ theorem. However, performing a blow-up
makes the intersection form odd. Therefore, M#kCP2 has an exotic copy mCP2#nCP2

which admits a PSC metric, where m = b+
2 (M), n = b−

2 (M)+k. Therefore, since M#kCP2

1The connect sum M#CP2 is called the blow-up of M .
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is simply connected, (M#kCP2) × S1 admits a PSC metric by the s-cobordism argument,
as in the above example.

These counterexamples lead us to speculate that the failure of S1 stability and several
other related results on manifolds with positive scalar curvature in dimension 4 is only
due to exotic structures. That is to say, if one looks at smooth four manifolds up
to homeomorphisms, then the existing results could be extended to dimension n = 4.
In this paper we take this point of view and establish Gromov’s width inequality and
Rosenberg’s S1-stability conjecture for simply connected four manifolds. We also observe
that this framework automatically extends the Gromov-Lawson-Stolz classification of
simply connected PSC manifolds to dimension 4.

1.2. Statements of main results.

Definition 6. We will say that a manifold M is PSC if it admits a positive scalar curvature
metric. We will say that a 4-manifold M is PSC upto homeomorphism, if there exists at
least one smooth structure on M that admits a positive scalar curvature metric.

The main results of the article are the following.

Theorem A (Width inequality in dimension 4). Let M4 be a closed simply connected
smooth 4-manifold that is not PSC upto homeomorphism. Let g be a metric on the band
X = M4 × [−1, 1] such that Rg ≥ 20. Then,

width(X5, g) := distg(M × {−1}, M × {1}) ≤ 2π

5
As a consequence of Theorem A we obtain S1-stability:

Theorem B (S1-stability in dimension 4). Let M4 be a closed simply connected smooth
4-manifold. Then, M is PSC upto homeomorphism if and only if M × S1 is PSC.

Remark 7. Note that in the forward direction the result of Theorem B is slightly stronger
than the statement of Conjecture 1 because we do not assume that M is PSC, only that it
is PSC upto homeomorphism.

The following observation will be deduced from standard facts about simply connected 4-
manifolds and the fact that the Lichnerowicz genus Â is a homotopy invariant in dimension
4. This is because Â(M4) = σ(M)/8, where σ(M) = b+

2 (M) − b−
2 (M) is the signature of

M .

Observation 8 (Gromov-Lawson-Stolz in dimension 4). Let M4 be a closed simply
connected smooth 4-manifold. If M is not spin, then it is PSC upto homeomorphism. If
M is spin, then it is PSC upto homeomorphism if and only if Â(M) = 0.

Theorem A combined with Observation 8 gives the following corollary.
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Corollary 9. K3 × [−1, 1] satisfies the width inequality.

Remark 10. In general if M4 be a simply connected four manifold such that M is spin
and Â(M) ̸= 0. Then M × [−1, 1] satisfies the width inequality.

Theorem B combined with Observation 8 leads to the following corollary:

Corollary 11. Let M be a simply connected smooth 4-manifold.
(1) If M is not spin, then M × S1 is PSC.
(2) If M is spin and Â(M) = 0, then M × S1 is PSC.
(3) If M is spin and Â(M) ̸= 0, then M × S1 is not PSC.

Remark 12. Part (1) implies that for all k ≥ 1, (K3#kCP2) × S1 admits a PSC metric.
On the other hand Part (3) implies that K3 × S1 does not admit a PSC metric.

1.3. Idea of proof. The proof of Theorem A will be accomplished in three steps, following
the same general scheme as the proof for dimensions 5 and 6 due to Räde [Räd23].

Suppose a band Mn × [−1, 1] admits a positive scalar curvature metric. Then, if the
band is long enough, i.e., if distg(M × {−1}, M × {1}) is above a certain threshold, then
the band contains a PSC hypersurface Σ which separates the faces of the band. This is
the classical Schoen-Yau conformal descent argument adapted to µ-bubbles as outlined by
Gromov [Gro23, Section 5]. We emphasise that the largeness of the band is not needed
for existence of a separating µ-bubble, however it is required for the µ-bubble to be PSC.
This argument works for all 3 ≤ n ≤ 6. We present a proof for completeness in Section 2.

The aim of the second step is to prove that if a 5-dimensional band M4 × [−1, 1] over
a simply connected closed smooth 4-manifold contains a separating PSC hypersurface
Σ ⊂ M × [−1, 1], then M admits an exotic copy which is PSC. We manage this following
the same strategy as Räde [Räd23, Proposition 6.4] (see also, [SZ20, Proposition 3.1]) in
the high dimensional setting, and carefully implementing it in dimension 4. This involves
considering the cobordism (W ; ∂−W, ∂+W ) between ∂−W = M and ∂+W = Σ given by
one of the connected components of (M × [−1, 1]) \ Σ, and improving it by Wall’s normal
surgery techniques [Wal99] so that the inclusion M ↪→ W induces an isomorphism on π1
and π2. In higher dimensions (dim(W ) ≥ 6), this would imply one can construct a handle
decomposition of (W, ∂−W = M) containing no handles of index less than 3. In that case,
reversing the handle decomposition, one obtains M from Σ by surgeries of codimension
≥ 3. In this ideal scenario, M is PSC if Σ is PSC, due to the Gromov-Lawson-Schoen-Yau
surgery theorem [GL80, SY79].

However, such a handle decomposition cannot be arranged for 5-dimensional cobordisms,
due to the failure of the Whitney trick in dimension 4. Our key innovation is to intervene
at this step by localizing the failure of the Whitney trick to a sub-cobordism of W which is
an h-cobordism. At this point, Freedman’s celebrated topological h-cobordism theorem in
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dimension 4 [Fre82] becomes available to us. This is how we are able to obtain an exotic
structure on M admitting a positive scalar curvature metric.

Together, these give the width inequality. To see this, consider the band M × [−1, 1]
over M . By the µ-bubble descent argument in Section 2, it contains a separating µ-bubble
Σ. If the band M × [−1, 1] is long enough, then Σ is also PSC. Then, by Proposition 34,
M is PSC upto homeomorphism. Therefore, if M is not PSC upto homeomorphism, the
band must satisfy the width inequality.

1.4. Outline of paper. In Section 2 we recall definitions and review the existence and
second variation of µ-bubbles. For completeness we also collect here the Schoen-Yau
descent argument for µ-bubbles. In Section 3, we prove several lemmas which culminate
in the proof of Proposition 34, which is our main surgery result. In Section 4, we provide
the proofs of Theorem A and B, as well as Observation 8.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Mike Miller Eismeier for comments
on an early draft. The second author would like to thank his advisor Mahan Mj for various
fruitful discussions as well as Thorger Geiß for discussions on normal maps.

2. Separating µ-bubbles and width inequality

In this section we introduce some terminology that will be used in the rest of the paper.
We also review the µ-bubble technique and collect some of its main results. These results
are primarily from [Gro23, Zhu21]. We have provided them for completeness.

2.1. Background. The µ-bubble methods was introduced by Gromov in Four Lectures
[Gro23, Section 5]. He observed that one can modify the area functional, by adding an
appropriate term, in such a way that the second variation of the modified functional is still
amenable to the Schoen-Yau conformal descent argument. The minimizers of this modified
functional are called µ-bubbles and the technique is called the µ-bubble method. One key
benefit of giving up minimality is that it is easier to show that µ-bubbles separate a space,
i.e., in the minimization process they do not escape to infinity or to the boundary. This
feature will become clear in the proof below. It is one of the reasons behind the success of
the µ-bubble method in several recent advances in the study of manifolds with positive
scalar curvature (cf. [CL24, CRZ23, CLL23, Räd23]).

2.2. Preliminary definitions and properties.

Definition 13 (Bands, faces, and width). Let M be a Riemannian manifold. A band over
M is the manifold X = M × [−1, 1]. The faces of the band are ∂+X = M × {+1} and
∂−X = M × {−1}. The width of the band is the distance between the faces, i.e.,

width(X, g) = distg{∂−X, ∂+X}
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Definition 14 (Separating hypersurface). A separating hypersurface in a band X =
M × [−1, 1] is an embedded hypersurface Σ ⊂ X◦ contained in the interior X◦ ⊂ X of the
band such that there is no curve in X \ Σ connecting the faces, i.e., if γ : [0, 1] → X is
such that γ(0) ∈ ∂−X and γ(1) ∈ ∂+X, then γ intersects Σ.

We now formally define µ-bubbles on a Riemannian band Xn+1 = Mn × [−1, 1].

Definition 15 (µ-bubbles). Consider a function h ∈ C1(X◦) with the boundary conditions
that h goes to ±∞ on the faces ∂±X, respectively. Fix a Cacciopoli set (i.e., a set of finite
perimeter) U0 with smooth boundary ∂U0 ⊂ X◦ and ∂−X ⊂ U0. For any Cacciopoli set U

such that U∆U0 ⋐ X◦, consider the functional

Ah(U) := Hn(∂∗U) −
∫

X
(χU − χU0)h dHn+1 (2.1)

Here, ∂∗U denotes the reduced boundary of U [Giu84, p. 42]. If Ũ is a minimizer of Ah

with boundary ∂Ũ = Σ, then we will call Σ a µ-bubble.

Note that the case h ≡ 0, corresponding to minimal surfaces, is ruled out by the boundary
conditions imposed on h, i.e., that it goes to ±∞ on the faces ∂±X. Heuristically, this
condition pushes the bubble away from the faces, giving a separating hypersurface. As
explained earlier this is a key benefit of using µ-bubbles, as a separating stable minimal
hypersurface may not always exist.

The following was outlined by Gromov in [Gro23, Section 5] and rigorously obtained by
Zhu [Zhu21].

Lemma 16 (Existence and Second Variation of µ-bubbles). Let 2 ≤ n ≤ 6 and Xn+1 be a
Riemannian band. Then, Ah has a minimizer with smooth boundary Σn that separates the
faces of the band. It has mean curvature HΣ = h|Σ and the second variation formula is
given by,

1
2

∫
Σ

(
RM + |A|2 + h2 + 2⟨∇h, ν⟩

)
f 2 dvolΣ ≤

∫
Σ

(
|∇f |2 + RΣ

2 f 2
)

dvolΣ (2.2)

for all f ∈ C1
c (Σ).

Before we proceed further, we collect a small lemma. This result is behind the Schoen-
Yau conformal descent, and first appeared in [SY79].

Lemma 17. Let n ≥ 3 and Σn be a closed Riemannian manifold. If the operator −∆g+R/2
is positive, i.e., λ1(−∆g + R/2) > 0, then the metric g can be conformally deformed to
give a metric on Σ with positive scalar curvature.

Proof. For n ≥ 3, consider the conformal Laplacian operator,

LΣ := −∆g + n − 2
4(n − 1)R
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Note that 1/2 > (n − 2)/(4n − 4) if n ≥ 3. Therefore, we have the following eigenvalue
comparison

λ1(LΣ) > λ1(−∆Σ + R/2)
If λ1(−∆g + R/2) > 0, then the first eigenvalue of the conformal Laplacian, λ1(LΣ) > 0.
Therefore, Σ admits a PSC metric by a result of Kazdan and Warner [KW75]. See also
[SY79, p. 9]. □

Remark 18. The lemma is also true when n = 2. There, it follows directly. One takes
the test function f ≡ 1 in the defintion of λ1 and uses Gauss-Bonnet theorem to obtain
that Σ is diffeomorphic to S2.
2.3. Descent argument. We can now present the conformal descent argument for µ-
bubbles as outlined in [Gro23, Section 5] and based on [Cho21, p. 20, Theorem 6.11]. For
h ≡ 0, this is exactly the argument of Schoen and Yau [SY79].
Proposition 19. For 2 ≤ n ≤ 6, let X = Mn × [−1, 1] be a band over a closed manifold
Mn. If X has scalar curvature RX ≥ n(n + 1) and is such that

distg(∂+X, ∂−X) >
2π

n + 1
then X contains a separating hypersurface that admits a PSC metric.
Remark 20. The computation below can simplified by dropping the |A|2 term. However,
that does not provide a sharp width bound.
Proof. Given a function h meeting the boundary conditions, the existence of a minimizing
µ-bubble Σ that is a separating hypersurface for X is contained in Lemma 16. The rest of
the argument is devoted to showing that it is PSC.

We first recall the second variation formula from Lemma 16. Observe that by Cauchy-
Schwarz h2/n ≤ |A|2 on Σ since HΣ = h|Σ. Therefore we get the following for any test
function f ∈ C1

c (Σ):∫
Σ

(
RX

2 + n + 1
n

h2 + ⟨∇h, ν⟩
)

f 2 ≤
∫

Σ
|∇f |2 + (RΣ/2)f 2 (2.3)

Note here that if h ≡ 0, then we are in the minimal surface case (assuming existence).
Then, Lemma 17 is immediately applicable. Below, we see that it is still applicable when
band width is large enough, as then h can be chosen such that the terms on RHS are
bounded below by some δ > 0.

Denote the width by L = dist(∂+X, ∂−X) and denote by ρ : X → R, a smoothening
of the distance function from ∂−X. It is such that ρ ≡ 0 on ∂−X, ρ ≡ 1 on ∂+X and
|∇ρ| ≤ 1. Then, we can take the function h in the µ-bubble energy functional Ah to be

h(x) = 2n

n + 1
π

L
tan

(
π

2

[
2ρ(x)

L
− 1

])
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Note that h goes to ±∞ on the faces of the band as required. Further we have,

∇h = 2n

n + 1
π2

L2 sec2
(

π

2

[
2ρ(x)

L
− 1

])
∇ρ

Since |∇ρ| ≤ 1 and sec2(x) = 1 + tan2(x), this gives

−|∇h| ≥ − 2n

n + 1
π2

L2 − n + 1
2n

h2

Therefore, the terms involving h are bounded from below by a constant:

n + 1
2n

h2 + ⟨∇h, ν⟩ ≥ n + 1
2n

h2 − |∇h| ≥ − 2n

n + 1
π2

L2

Plugging this back into the second variation formula (2.3), along with RX ≥ n(n + 1), we
obtain (

n(n + 1)
2 − 2n

n + 1
π2

L2

)∫
Σ

f 2 ≤
∫

Σ
|∇f |2 + (RΣ/2)f 2

Observe that if L = 2π/(n + 1), then the left hand side is exactly 0. Therefore, as per
hypothesis, if the width L > 2π/(n + 1), then the left hand side is bounded from below by
some δ > 0. This gives,

0 < δ
∫

Σ
f 2 <

∫
Σ

|∇f |2 + (RΣ/2)f 2

Therefore,

0 < δ <

∫
Σ |∇f |2 + (RΣ/2)f 2∫

Σ f 2

Since this is true for all f ∈ C1
c (Σ), by taking an infimum over them we obtain:

0 < δ < λ1(−∆ + R/2)

Therefore, the µ-bubble Σ is PSC by Lemma 17. □

3. Surgery arguments in dimension 4

The main goal of this section is to prove that if a 5-dimensional band M4 × [−1, 1]
over a simply connected closed smooth 4-manifold contains a separating hypersurface
Σ ⊂ M × [−1, 1] such that Σ is PSC, then M admits an exotic copy which is PSC. To do
that we first need to prove a few prepatory statements. The reader may wish to directly
go to the proof of Proposition 34 and refer to the proofs of the lemmas as and when they
are used therein.
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3.1. Preliminaries on cobordism and handle decompositions. We begin by fixing
some notation that will be frequently used throughout this section.

Definition 21. A cobordism is a triple of smooth manifolds (W ; ∂−W, ∂+W ) such that

∂W = ∂−W ⊔ ∂+W

∂−W (resp. ∂+W ) is called the negative (resp. positive) boundary of W . W is said to
be a cobordism from ∂−W to ∂+W . We shall often suppress this sense of direction, and
simply say W is a cobordism between ∂−W and ∂+W .

Henceforth, all cobordisms will be assumed to be connected and between connected
manifolds. Recall that an n-dimensional k-handle is hk := Dk × Dn−k. These are attached
to manifolds with boundaries (X, ∂X) by diffeomorphisms ϕ : ∂Dk × Dn−k → ∂X. The
disk Dk × {0} (resp. {0} × Dn−k) is called the core (resp. co-core) of hk. The boundary
of the core (resp. co-core) is called the attaching (resp. belt) sphere of hk.

Definition 22. Given an n-dimensional cobordism (W n; ∂−W, ∂+W ), a handle decom-
position of W is a handle decomposition of W rel. ∂−W , i.e., a description of W as
obtained from ∂−W × [0, 1] by attaching handles Dk × Dn−k of various indices 1 ≤ k ≤ n

to ∂−W × {1} ⊂ ∂−W × [0, 1].
Any such handle decomposition gives a dual handle decomposition of W rel. ∂+W in a

canonical way, by reversing the roles of the core and co-core of each handle. We shall say
this is obtained from reversing the original handle decomposition of W .

The following lemma is well known, and is central to the proof of the h-cobordism
theorem. We provide a proof for completeness.

Lemma 23 (Arranging algebraically cancelling handles). Let (W n; ∂−W, ∂+W ) be an
n-dimensional cobordism, and let k ≤ n − 2. Suppose

(1) W admits a handle decomposition without handles of index ≤ k − 1.
(2) Moreover, Hk(W, ∂−W ) = 0

Then, there exists a new handle decomposition of W such that for every k-handle hk
i , there

is a (k + 1)-handle hk+1
i so that the homological intersection number between the belt sphere

of hk
i and the attaching sphere of hk+1

i is +1.

Proof. We use the language of handle homology, which is a variant of cellular homology
for handle decompositions (see [GS99, pg. 111]). As Hk(W, ∂−W ) = 0, every k-cycle in the
handle chain complex of (W, ∂−W ) bounds a (k + 1)-chain. Therefore, for every k-handle
hk

i of (W, ∂−W ), there exists integers ci,j ∈ Z such that

[hk
i ] =

∑
j

ci,j d[hk+1
j ], (3.1)
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in the handle chain complex of (W, ∂−W ). Here, the sum on the right hand side of Equation
(3.1) runs over all (k + 1)-handles of W . We modify the handle decomposition of W as
follows:

(1) For every k-handle hk
i of W , create a canceling pair consisting of a (k + 1)-handle

and a (k + 2)-handle. Let us denote these as hk+1
i,0 and hk+2

i,0 , respectively.
(2) Handle-slide hk+1

i,0 over each (k + 1)-handle hk+1
j , ci,j times.

Therefore, by construction,
[hk+1

i,0 ] =
∑

j

ci,j[hk+1
j ]

Consequently, [hk
i ] = d[hk+1

i,0 ]. Thus, in this new handle decomposition of W , the homologi-
cal intersection number between the belt sphere of hk

i and the attaching sphere of hk+1
i,0 is

+1, for all i. This finishes the proof. □

3.2. Trading handles in cobordisms of dimension 5. Handle-trading is a stan-
dard technique in high dimensional surgery theory to simplify handle decompositions of
cobordisms. It is well known that some of the techniques also extends to 5-dimensional
cobordisms with some extra effort, see [BKK+21, Section 20.1]. In this section we record
some of the results relevant for our purposes.

Lemma 24 (Unknotting in dimension 4). Let M4 be a 4-dimensional manifold and γ ⊂ M

be an embedded, nullhomotopic loop. Then γ bounds a smoothly embedded disk in M .

Proof. Since γ is nullhomotopic, it must bound a clean immersed disk in M . Let p1, · · · , pn

be the points of self-intersection. Join each pi to the boundary of the disk by an arc
αi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We apply the Whitney finger move along the arc pi to push the self-
intersections out of the boundary of the disk (see [BKK+21, Section 11.2], also [BKK+21,
Figure 11.4]). □

Lemma 25 (Trading 1-handles for 3-handles). Let (W ; ∂−W, ∂+W ) be a 5-dimensional
cobordism, such that the inclusion ∂−W ↪→ W is an isomorphism in π1. Then, there exists
a handle decomposition of W without handles of index 0 or 1.

Proof. Choose a handle decomposition of W . By connectedness, we may assume there are
no 0-handles. Let V ⊂ W be the union of all 1- and 2-handles of W . We consider V as a
cobordism with negative boundary ∂−V = ∂−W , and positive boundary ∂+V = ∂V \ ∂−V .
Since W is obtained by attaching handles of index ≥ 3 to V , the inclusion V ↪→ W induces
an isomorphism on π1. Notice that the composition ∂−W = ∂−V ↪→ V ↪→ W induces an
isomorphism on π1 by hypothesis. Therefore, the inclusion ∂−W ↪→ V must also induce
an isomorphism on π1. Reversing the handle decomposition of (V ; ∂−V, ∂+V ), we see ∂+V

is obtained from ∂−V by attaching handles of index ≥ 3. Therefore, ∂+V ↪→ V induces an
isomorphism on π1, as well.
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Let h1 ⊂ V be a 1-handle. Let α ⊂ ∂+V be an arc running parallel to the core of the
1-handle along the boundary of h1. The endpoints of α lie on the feet of the 1-handle,
which may be connected by an arc β lying in ∂−W . Next, since the inclusion

∂−W ↪→ V

induces an isomorphism on π1, the loop [α ∪ β] ∈ π1(V ) must be the image of a loop
[γ] ⊂ π1(∂−W ). Let us denote β′ := β#γ−1, given by interior connect sum of the arc
β with the loop γ ⊂ ∂−W . Then, α ∪ β′ ⊂ ∂+V ⊂ V must be nullhomotopic within V .
However, from the previous paragraph, we know that the inclusion

∂+V ↪→ V,

also induces an isomorphism on π1. Thus, α ∪ β′ ⊂ ∂+V is nullhomotopic in ∂+V .
By Lemma 24, α ∪ β′ ⊂ ∂+V bounds an embedded disk D2 ⊂ ∂+V . We insert a layer

∂+V × I into the cobordism W , where ∂+V × I contains a 2- and 3-handle cancelling pair
given by h2 = ν(∂(D2 × I) \ D2 × {0}) and h3 = ν(D2 × I). By construction, h2 has
attaching sphere α ∪ β′ which intersects the belt sphere of h1 exactly once, geometrically.
Therefore, h1 and h2 are a cancelling pair of handles. By cancelling them, we reduce the
number of 1-handles in W by one. Proceeding inductively, we can likewise trade all the
1-handles in W for 3-handles, as desired. □

Remark 26 (Trading 4-handles for 2-handles). Let (W ; ∂−W, ∂+W ) be a 5-dimensional
cobordism such that the inclusion ∂+W ↪→ W induces an isomorphism on π1. Then, W

admits a handle decomposition without handles of index 4 or 5. Indeed, the proof follows
mutatis mutandis from the proof of Lemma 25 by reversing the cobordism W .

Therefore, if (W ; ∂−W, ∂+W ) is a 5-dimensional cobordism such that the inclusions
∂±W ↪→ W both induce isomorphisms on π1, then W admits a handle decomposition
consisting of only 2- and 3-handles.

3.3. Surgery theory of normal maps in dimension 4. In this subsection, we extend
a result due to Räde [Räd23, Proposition 6.4] (see also [SZ20, Proposition 3.1]) on making
certain high dimensional cobordisms sufficiently homotopically connected, to cobordisms
between manifolds of dimension 4. This will involve careful low dimensional implementation
of standard ideas from high dimensional surgery theory of normal maps due to Wall [Wal99,
Section 0.1]. We begin with the definition of normal maps.

Definition 27 (Stable normal bundle and normal maps). The stable normal bundle of
a smooth manifold M , denoted as ν(M), is the stable equivalence class2 of the normal
bundle of a Whitney embedding of M in Rn, for some n ≥ 1.

2Two vector bundles E, F over a space X are said to be stably equivalent if there exists k, l ≥ 0 such
that E ⊕ εk ∼= F ⊕ εl. Here, εk denotes the trivial vector bundle of rank k.
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Let M, N be smooth manifolds. A map f : M → N is said to be normal if f ∗ν(N)⊕TM

is stably trivial.

Lemma 28 (Making 5-dimensional cobordisms 2-connected). Let (W ; ∂−W, ∂+W ) be a
5-dimensional cobordism, and let r : W → ∂−W be a retract which is a normal map. There
exists a new 5-dimensional cobordism W ′′ with ∂±W ′′ = ∂±W such that the inclusion
∂−W ↪→ W ′′ induces an isomorphism in πi for i = 1, 2.

Proof. Since r is a retract, r∗ : π1(W ) → π1(∂−W ) is a surjection. As W, ∂−W are compact,
the groups π1(W ) and π1(∂−W ) are finitely presented. Therefore, ker(r∗) < π1(W ) is
normally finitely generated. We choose a generating set for ker(r∗), so that:

ker(r∗) = ⟨⟨[γ1], · · · , [γn]⟩⟩

Since dim(W ) = 5 > 2, we may ensure by a homotopy that the representatives γi ⊂ W ◦

are embedded loops strictly contained in the interior of W . We perform a surgery along
these loops in the interior of W , by cutting out normal neighborhoods N(γi) ∼= S1 × D4

and gluing back D2 × S3. Let us call the resulting manifold W ′, which is a new cobordism
between ∂+W and ∂−W . Since r|γi

is a nullhomotopic, r extends over the surgery to a
retract r′ : W ′ → ∂−W .

By construction, (r′)∗ : π1(W ′) → π1(∂−W ′) is an isomorphism. Let i : ∂−W ↪→ W ′

denote the inclusion map. As r′ is a left-inverse for i, i must induce an isomorphism on π1
as well. Let us denote

π := π1(W ′) ∼= π1(∂−W ).

Since i induces an isomorphism on π1, by Lemma 25 we can produce a handle decomposition
of W ′ without 0- or 1-handles. As W ′ is compact, there are finitely many 2-handles,
each of which must be attached along contractible curves to ∂−W . Indeed, otherwise
i∗ : π1(∂−W ) → π1(W ′) would have nonzero cokernel. Therefore, the 2-skeleton of W ′ rel.
∂−W ′ = ∂−W is homotopy equivalent to ∂−W ∨ (∨n

j=1S
2
j ). Here, the wedge sum factor

contains finitely many 2-spheres S2
j , 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Next, as r′ is also a retract, (r′)∗ : π2(W ′) → π2(∂−W ) is a surjection. We observe
ker(r∗) is a Z[π]-module finitely generated by the aforementioned spheres σj := S2

j . Thus,

ker(r∗) = ⟨[σ1], · · · , [σn]⟩

Since dim(W ) = 5 > 4, we may ensure by a homotopy that the representatives σj ⊂ W ◦

are embedded 2-spheres strictly contained in the interior of W . We wish to surger W ′ in
the interior along σj. Thus, we first establish the normal neighborhood N(σj) is a trivial
bundle over S2.
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Since r : W → ∂−W is a normal map and r′ : W ′ → ∂−W is obtained from 1-surgeries
to r, r′ is also a normal map3. Thus, (r′)∗ν(∂−W ′) ⊕ TW ′ is stably trivial. Therefore,
the restriction of (r′)∗ν(∂−W ′) ⊕ TW ′ to σj ⊂ W is also stably trivial. Since r′|σj

is
nullhomotopic, there exists a map g : D3 → ∂−W such that g|∂D3 = r′|σj

. Thus,

(r′)∗ν(∂−W ′)|σj
= g∗ν(∂−W ′)|S2

However, g∗ν(∂−W ′) is trivial as it is a bundle over D3. Thus, (r′)∗ν(∂−W ′) is trivial.
Consequently, TW ′|σj

must be stably trivial. However,

TW ′|σj
= Tσj ⊕ N(σj) ∼= TS2 ⊕ N(σj).

Since TS2 is stably trivial, this in turn forces N(σj) to be stably trivial. Note that N(σj)
is a rank 3 bundle over σi

∼= S2. Since BO(3) ↪→ BO(∞) induces an isomorphism on π2,
N(σj) must be in fact be trivial.

We perform surgery along the spheres σj = S2
j in the interior of W ′, by cutting out

normal neighborhoods N(σj) ∼= S2 × D3 and gluing back D3 × S2. Let us call the
resulting manifold W ′′, which is yet another cobordism between ∂+W and ∂−W . As
r′|σi

is nullhomotopic, r′ extends over the surgery to a retract r′′ : W ′′ → ∂−W . By
construction, r′′ induces an isomorphism on π1 and π2. As r′′ is a left-inverse to the
inclusion i : ∂−W ↪→ W ′′, i must also induce an isomorphism on π1 and π2. □

3.4. Localizing failure of the Whitney trick to an h-cobordism. Let (W ; ∂−W, ∂+W )
be a cobordism such that the inclusion ∂−W ↪→ W induces an isomorphism on πi, for
i = 1, 2. If dim(W ) ≥ 6, then one can arrange a handle decomposition for W rel. ∂−W

such that W does not contain i-handles for i = 0, 1, 2. However, this is not possible for
dim(W ) = 5 due to the failure of the Whitney trick in dimension 4. Nevertheless, in this
section we show that if ∂±W are simply connected, then we can decompose W into an
h-cobordism followed by a cobordism which does not contain i-handles for i = 0, 1, 2.

For convenience of discussion, we introduce the following terminology.

Definition 29 (Semi-h-cobordism). A semi-h-cobordism is a cobordism (W ; ∂−W, ∂+W )
such that the inclusion of the negative end ∂−W ↪→ W is a homotopy equivalence.

Lemma 30 (Cutting a cobordism into a semi-h-cobordism and a (3, 4)-handle cobordism).
Let (W ; ∂−W, ∂+W ) be a smooth 5-dimensional cobordism such that the inclusion ∂−W ↪→
W induces an isomorphism on πi for i = 1, 2. Further, suppose also that π1(∂−W ) = 0.
Then W can be decomposed as W = W1 ∪M W2 where (W1; ∂−W, M) is a semi-h-cobordism
and (W2; M, ∂+W ) consists only of handles of index 3 and 4.

3Performing surgery below the middle dimension on a normal map also produces a normal map. For
details, see [Wal99, Section 0.1]
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Proof. By connectedness of W and ∂±W , we obtain a handle decomposition of W without
0-handles or 5-handles Since i is an isomorphism in π1, by Lemma 25, we can ensure
the handle decomposition has no 1-handles. Let h2

1, · · · , h2
n be all the 2-handles in W .

By Lemma 23, we can find 3-handles h3
1, · · · , h3

n such that the homological intersection
number between the belt sphere of h2

i and the attaching sphere of h3
i is +1. Let

W1 := ∂−W ∪
n⋃

i=1
h2

i ∪
n⋃

i=1
h3

i ⊂ W

W2 := W \ W ◦
1

By construction, W2 consists only of handles of index 3 and 4. Since W is obtained from
attaching handles of index ≥ 3 to W1, the inclusion W1 ↪→ W induces an isomorphism on
π1. Since

i : ∂−W ↪→ W1 ↪→ W

is an isomorphism on π1, we conclude ∂−W ↪→ W1 must induce an isomorphism on
π1 as well. Thus, ∂−W and W1 are both simply connected. By construction of W1,
H∗(W1, ∂−W ; Z) = 0. Therefore, the inclusion ∂−W ↪→ W1 induces an isomorphism on
integral homology in all degrees. By the homological version of Whitehead’s theorem,
∂−W ↪→ W must be a homotopy equivalence. Therefore, W1 is a semi-h-cobordism. □

We provide a general lemma which allows us to upgrade a semi-h-cobordism to a genuine
h-cobordism under an assumption on the fundamental group of the positive end.

Lemma 31 (Upgrading a semi-h-cobordism to an h-cobordism). Let (W ; ∂−W, ∂+W ) be
a semi-h-cobordism, i.e., ∂−W ↪→ W is a homotopy equivalence. If ∂+W ↪→ W is an
isomorphism on π1, then W is an h-cobordism.

Proof. Let us denote π := π1(W ) ∼= π1(∂−W ). Since the inclusion ∂−W ↪→ W is a
homotopy equivalence, we must have H i(W, ∂−W ; Z[π]) = 0 for all i. By Lefschetz duality,

H i(W, ∂+W ; Z[π]) ∼= Hn−i(W, ∂−W ; Z[π]) = 0

for all i, as well. Therefore, ∂+W ↪→ W induces an isomorphism on homology with Z[π]
coefficients. Since it induces an isomorphism on π1 by assumption, the homological version
of Whitehead’s theorem implies it is a homotopy equivalence. Thus, W is an h-cobordism,
as required. □

Corollary 32 (Cutting a cobordism into an h-cobordism and a 3-handle cobordism). Let
(W ; ∂−W, ∂+W ) be a 5-dimensional cobordism such that ∂−W ↪→ W is an isomorphism in
πi for i = 1, 2. Suppose also that π1(∂+W ) = π1(∂−W ) = 0. Then, for the decomposition
W = W1 ∪M W2 constructed in Lemma 30, we can ensure W1 is an h-cobordism and W2
consists of only 3-handles.
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Proof. Since π1(∂−W ) = 0 and ∂−W ↪→ W induces an isomorphism on π1 by hypothesis,
we must have π1(W ) = 0. As π1(∂+W ) = 0 by hypothesis, the inclusion ∂+W ↪→ W

must be induce an isomorphism on π1. Therefore, by Remark 26, we may choose a
handle decomposition of W consisting of only 2- and 3-handles. Starting from this handle
decomposition, we construct W1 and W2 exactly as in the proof of Lemma 30. Then W2
consists of only handles of index 3, by construction.

By reversing the handlebody W2, we see W2 is constructed from ∂+W2 = ∂+W by
attaching handles of index 2. Since ∂+W is simply connected, the attaching circles of these
2-handles must be nullhomotopic curves in ∂+W . Consequently, W2 must be homotopy
equivalent to ∂+W ∨ (∨n

j=1S
2
j ). Thus, W2 is simply connected. Since W2 is obtained from

attaching handles of index 3 to M = ∂−W2, the inclusion M ↪→ W2 must induce an
isomorphism on π1. Therefore, M is also simply connected.

By hypothesis, ∂−W is simply connected. Since W1 is a semi-h-cobordism, it is homotopy
equivalent to ∂−W1 = ∂−W . Hence, W1 is also simply connected. Thus, the inclusion
M = ∂+W1 ↪→ W1 must be an isomorphism in π1 as both domain and range are simply
connected. By Lemma 31, we conclude W1 is an h-cobordism. This proves the claim. □

3.5. Obtaining a smooth structure with PSC metric. In this section, we use the
surgery results obtained till now to deduce that if the band M4 × [−1, 1] over a simply
connected smooth 4-manifold M4 contains a PSC separating hypersurface, then M has
a (possibly, exotic) smooth structure carrying a PSC metric. This is the content of
Proposition 34. The first step towards this is to modify the given PSC hypersurface to a
simply connected PSC separating hypersurface by ambient surgeries. We accomplish this
in the following lemma.

Lemma 33. Let M be a simply connected closed smooth 4-manifold. Let Σ ⊂ M × [−1, 1]
be a separating hypersurface. Suppose Σ admits a positive scalar curvature metric. Then
there exists a separating hypersurface Σ′ ⊂ M × [−1, 1] such that Σ′ is simply connected,
and also admits a positive scalar curvature metric.

Proof. Since Σ is a compact manifold, π1(Σ) is finitely generated. We choose a generating
set [γ1], · · · , [γn] for π1(Σ). Since dim Σ = 4 > 2, we may ensure {γi} ⊂ Σ are a mutually
disjoint collection of embedded loops. As the interior M × (−1, 1) ⊂ M × [−1, 1] is simply
connected, γi are nullhomotopic in M × (−1, 1). Since dim(M × (−1, 1)) = 5 > 4, we
can find a mutually disjoint collection of embedded 2-disks {Di} ⊂ M × (−1, 1) such that
∂Di = γi. We wish to perform ambient surgeries on Σ along γi using the disks Di. See
first row in Figure 1.

However, note that the interior of the disks Di may intersect non-trivially with Σ. We
overcome this issue by inductively performing surgeries on Σ along smaller subdisks of Di.
To this end, let us begin with the disk D1. Choose a parametrization ϕ : D2 → M × (−1, 1)
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Figure 1. Pair of red dots represent a loop γ ⊂ Σ. The blue curve
represents an embedded disk D2 ⊂ M × (−1, 1) bounding γ. The right
column is obtained from the left column by performing surgery along the
innermost disk.

for D1. By a slight isotopy, we make ϕ transverse to Σ. Then ϕ−1(D1 ∩ Σ) is a collection of
closed embedded curves in D2. Among these curves, there must be at least one curve in D2

bounding an innermost disk, i.e., a disk containing no other curves in its interior. Let us
call the image of the innermost disk by ϕ as D1,0. Then D1,0 ⊂ M ×(−1, 1) is an embedded
disk with ∂D1,0 ⊂ Σ and the interior of D1,0 is disjoint from Σ. Let D1,0 ∼= D1,0 × D3

δ be a
closed thickening of D1,0 in M × (−1, 1) such that

D1,0 ∩ Σ = ∂D1,0 ∩ Σ ∼= ∂D1,0 × D3
δ ,

is a closed normal neighborhood N(∂D1,0) of ∂D1,0 in Σ. Then, we define:

Σ0 := Σ △ ∂D1,0 = (Σ \ N(∂D1,0)) ∪ (∂D1,0 \ ∂D1,0 ∩ Σ).

We say Σ0 is obtained from Σ by ambiently surgering along ∂D1,0 using the 2-disk D1,0. See
the second row of Figure 1. Note that Σ0 is obtained from Σ by a 1-surgery. Therefore, as
Σ is PSC, Σ0 is PSC as well [GL80, SY79]. Also, the number of circles in the intersection
locus ϕ−1(D1 ∩ Σ0) reduces by 1 from that of ϕ−1(D1 ∩ Σ). Further, π1(Σ0) is a quotient of
π1(Σ) by the normal subgroup generated by [∂D1,0]. After repeating this process finitely
many times, we obtain a PSC hypersurface Σ′ ⊂ M × (−1, 1) such that π1(Σ′) is a quotient
of π1(Σ)/⟨⟨[γ1]⟩⟩. Repeating the same process with the rest of the disks Di, 2 ≤ i ≤ n, we
obtain a PSC hypersurface Σ′ ⊂ M × (−1, 1) such that π1(Σ′) is a quotient of

π1(Σ)/⟨⟨[γ1], · · · , [γn]⟩⟩ ∼= 0
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Therefore, Σ′ ⊂ M × [−1, 1] is a simply connected PSC separating hypersurface. □

Proposition 34. Let M be a simply connected closed smooth 4-manifold. Let Σ ⊂
M × [−1, 1] be an embedded hypersurface separating M × {−1} and M × {1}. If Σ admits
a positive scalar curvature metric, then M is homeomorphic to a smooth 4-manifold M ′

such that M ′ admits a positive scalar curvature metric.

Proof. Using Lemma 33 we find a simply connected separating hypersurface Σ′ ⊂ M ×
(−1, 1) which admits a positive scalar curvature metric. Let W ⊂ M × [−1, 1] denote the
compact domain cobounded by M × {−1} and Σ′. We think of W as a cobordism from
∂−W = M to ∂+W = Σ′. Restricting the projection M × [−1, 1] → M × {1} to W , we
conclude W admits a retract r : W → ∂−W = M . Furthermore, M × [−1, 1] → M is
certainly a normal map, and therefore so is the restriction to W . Using Lemma 28, we
find a new cobordism W ′′ between M and Σ such that the inclusion M ↪→ W ′′ induces an
isomorphism on πi for i = 1, 2. Since Σ′ is simply connected, the cobordism (W ′′; M, Σ′)
satisfies the conditions of Corollary 32. Therefore, we may find a splitting

W ′′ = W ′′
1 ∪M ′ W ′′

2 ,

such that (W ′′
1 ; M, M ′) is an h-cobordism and (W ′′

2 , M ′, Σ′) consists of only 3-handles.
Reversing the handle decomposition of W ′′

2 , we see M ′ is obtained from Σ′ by attaching
2-handles. In other words, M ′ is obtained from Σ′ by 1-surgeries. Therefore, M ′ admits a
PSC metric since Σ′ admits a PSC metric [GL80].

Since M and M ′ are simply connected closed 4-manifolds which are h-cobordant, they
must be homeomorphic by Freedman’s theorem [Fre82] (see also, [BKK+21]). Thus, M is
homeomorphic to a 4-manifold M ′ which admits a PSC metric, as desired. □

4. Width inequality and S1-stability in dimension 4

We now establish the band width inequality for simply connected 4-manifolds that are
not PSC upto homeomorphisms.

Theorem 35. Let M4 be a closed simply connected smooth 4-manifold that is not PSC
upto homeomorphism. Let g be a metric on the band X = M4 × [−1, 1] such that Rg ≥ 20.
Then,

width(X5, g) := distg(M × {−1}, M × {1}) ≤ 2π

5
Proof. First note that by Proposition 34, the band X over M does not admit a PSC
separating hypersurface. If the inequality is not satisfied, then the band X satisfies all
hypothesis of Proposition 19 with n = 4. Consequently, X admits a separating µ-bubble
that is PSC. Contradiction. □

Next, we prove S1 stability for simply connected 4-manifolds.
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Theorem 36. Let M4 be a simply connected closed smooth 4-manifold. Then M is PSC
up to homeomorphism if and only if M × S1 is PSC.

Proof. (⇐=) First, assume that M × S1 is PSC. Then we may lift the metric to a complete
and uniformly PSC metric on the cover M × R. After scaling we may assume that
RM×R ≥ 20. Next, we take t large enough so that the width of M × [−t, t] is greater than
2π/5. By Theorem 35 this implies that M is PSC upto homeomorphism.

(=⇒) Now, we assume that M is PSC upto homeomorphism. So, there is a smooth
4-manifold M ′ which PSC and M is homeomorphic to M ′. Note that, as M ′ is PSC,
so is M ′ × S1 (one can take the metric gM ′ + dt2). Now, since M and M ′ are simply
connected, there is an h-cobordism (W ; M ′, M). Upon taking a product with S1, we
obtain an h-cobordism (W × S1; M ′ × S1, (M × S1)). Note that π1(M × S1) = Z as M

is simply connected. But the Whitehead group Wh(Z) vanishes, therefore M × S1 and
M ′ × S1 are diffeomorphic by the s-cobordism theorem. Pulling back the PSC metric on
M ′ × S1 by this diffeomorphism, we obtain M × S1 is also PSC. □

Corollary 37. Let M be a simply connected closed smooth 4-manifold that is not PSC
up to homeomorphism. Then M × R does not admit a complete metric of positive scalar
curvature.

Finally, we extend the Gromov-Lawson-Stolz classification of simply connected manifolds
with PSC to dimension 4.

Observation 38 (Gromov-Lawson-Stolz in n = 4). Let M4 be a closed simply connected
smooth 4-manifold. If M is not spin, then it is PSC upto homeomorphism. If M is spin,
then it is PSC upto homeomorphism if and only if Â(M) = 0.

Proof. Suppose M is not spin. Since M is a simply connected this is equivalent to M

having with an odd intersection form QM . Therefore, with m = b+
2 (M) and n = b−

2 (M),
we have that QM = m⟨1⟩ ⊕ n⟨−1⟩. Consequently, M is homeomorphic to mCP2#nCP2

by Freedman’s theorem [Fre82]. The latter is a PSC manifold.
Suppose M is spin. By the classical result of Lichnerowicz [Lic63], if M is spin and

Â(M) ̸= 0, then M does not admit a PSC metric up to homeomorphism. This is true
upto homeomorphism because Â is a homotopy invariant (in particular, a homeomorphism
invariant) in dimension 4. In the other direction, it is noted earlier that in dimension
4, Â(M) = σ(M)/8, where σ = b+

2 − b−
2 is the signature. Therefore, if Â(M) = 0, this

implies that M has zero signature. But all simply connected spin 4-manifolds with zero
signature are homeomorphic to a connect sum #k(S2 × S2) for some k ≥ 1 [Fre82]. The
latter is a PSC manifold. □
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[Lic63] André Lichnerowicz. Spineurs harmoniques. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, 257:7–9, 1963. 19
[LM24] Wolfgang Lück and Tibor Macko. Surgery theory—foundations, volume 362 of Grundlehren der

mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer,
Cham, [2024] ©2024. With contributions by Diarmuid Crowley. 3

[Mil65] John W. Milnor. Remarks concerning spin manifolds. In Differential and Combinatorial
Topology (A Symposium in Honor of Marston Morse), pages 55–62. Princeton Univ. Press,
Princeton, NJ, 1965. 2
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