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FAMILIES OF DIFFEOMORPHISMS, EMBEDDINGS, AND POSITIVE
SCALAR CURVATURE METRICS VIA SEIBERG-WITTEN THEORY

DAVE AUCKLY AND DANIEL RUBERMAN

ABSTRACT. We construct infinite rank summands isomorphic to Z* in the higher homo-
topy and homology groups of the diffeomorphism groups of certain 4-manifolds. These
spherical families become trivial in the homotopy and homology groups of the homeo-
morphism group; an infinite rank subgroup becomes trivial after a single stabilization by
connected sum with S? x §%. The stabilization result gives rise to an inductive construc-
tion, starting from non-isotopic but pseudoisotopic diffeomorphisms constructed by the
second author in 1998. The spherical families give Z* summands in the homology of the
classifying spaces of specific subgroups of those diffeomorphism groups.

The non-triviality is shown by computations with family Seiberg-Witten invariants,
including a gluing theorem adapted to our inductive construction. As applications, we ob-
tain infinite generation for higher homotopy and homology groups of spaces of embeddings
of surfaces and 3-manifolds in various 4-manifolds, and for the space of positive scalar
curvature metrics on standard PSC 4-manifolds.

1. INTRODUCTION

The twin revolutions [Don83,Fre82| of the early 1980s revealed dramatic differences be-
tween the smooth and topological categories in dimension four. Subsequent developments al-
lowed these differences to be quantified; for example the smooth homology cobordism group
©3 is infinitely generated [Fur90,FS90] and indeed has an infinite rank summand [DHST23]
while the topological version is trivial [Fre82|. Similarly, the kernel of the natural map from
the smooth concordance group to the topological concordance group has an infinite rank
summand [DHST21,0SS17|. In this paper, we compare the homotopy and homology groups
of the diffeomorphism and homeomorphism groups of 4-manifolds, and show that there are
manifolds so that (in a given degree or range of degrees) the kernels in homotopy and ho-
mology have an infinite rank summand. There are similar results for the corresponding
homology groups of the classifying spaces BG where G is one of a number of subgroups of
Diff(Z). (For this paper, we use the notation Diff(Z) for orientation-preserving diffeomor-
phisms, instead of the more typical Diff ¥ (Z).) Using a connection between diffeomorphisms
and embeddings (compare [AR24,|Auc23,[LM21]), we also produce topologically trivial in-
finite rank summands of the homotopy and homology groups of spaces of embeddings of
spheres and 3-manifolds in related 4-manifolds, Similarly, we find infinite rank summands
in the homotopy and homology groups of spaces of metrics of positive scalar curvature in
dimension 4.

We summarize the general phenomenon by saying that Z admits exotic families of diffeo-
morphisms or embeddings; families parameterized by a sphere will be called spherical. In a
companion paper [AR23] (whose results predate the present work by several years) we con-
struct and detect exotic spherical families using parameterized Yang-Mills gauge theory, as
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introduced in the first author’s paper [Rub98]. In particular [AR23] gives examples of sim-
ply connected 4-manifolds Z for which 7 (Diff%(Z)) has arbitrarily high rank free abelian
summands that lie in the kernel of the natural map to mj(Homeo®(Z)). Here the super-
script in Diff%(Z) indicates the identity component of Diff(Z), while Diff(Z,s, O) denotes
diffeomorphisms that preserve a Spin® structure and orientation O of the Seiberg-Witten
moduli space, and TDiff (Z) is the Torelli subgroup consisting of diffeomorphisms that act
as the identity on Hy(Z).

The main result of this paper is that for any & > 0 there is a manifold Z for which
ker[m,(Diff(Z)) — 7 (Homeo®(Z))] has Z* summands that survive in homology. A num-
ber of elaborations and variations of the theorem are discussed below in Remark [L.2l

Theorem 1.1. For any p > 0 there are 4-manifolds ZP such that for all 0 < j < p with
j=p (mod 2) the following groups contain Z* summands:

(1) ;(Diff(ZP)) and ker [r;(Diff°(ZP)) — 7;(Homeo(ZP))]]

(2) H;(Dift%(ZP)) and ker [ H;(Diff*(ZP)) — H;(Homeo"(ZP))]]

(3) Hj+1(BTDiff(ZP)) and ker [Hj41(BTDiff(ZP)) — H;;1(BHomeo(Z?))].
For j = p = 0 the groups Diff(ZP) in items (1) and (2) should be replaced by Diff(ZP, s, O)
for a particular choice of Spin® structure s and homology orientation O, or indeed by
TDiff(ZP). The conclusion is that mg and Hy of this group are infinitely generated, and
that Hi(BDiff(Z?,s,0)) and ker [H;(BDiff (ZP,s,O)) — Hi(BHomeo(ZP,s,O))| have Z*

summands, with similar statements for TDiff (ZP).

Some partial results along these lines were previously known. Torelli group, the second
author [Rub99] used a parameterized version of Donaldson’s polynomial invariants to show
infinite generation of ker[mo(TDiff) — mo(Homeo(Z))]. The technique here reproduces that
result and extends it to some larger subgroups of Diff, in particular to Diff(Z, s, ©). It is an
interesting question whether such results on higher homotopy and homology groups could
be obtained using Donaldson theory.

There are many other recent papers |[KKN23,|KL22,|KT22,KM20, Lin23] showing that
gauge-theoretic methods reveal a good deal about homotopical properties of the diffeomor-
phism group of a 4-manifold. Closest to the current work, Smirnov [Smi22| constructed
loops of infinite order in 71 (Diff (X)) for many complex surfaces, Baraglia [Bar23a| showed
that m (Diff (K3)) is infinitely generated, and Lin [Lin22| showed the same for 4-manifolds
containing many embedded 2-spheres of self-intersection —1 or —2. The generators of the Z*
subgroup constructed by these authors are non-trivial in 7 of the homeomorphism group
as they are detected by Pontrjagin classes of the vertical tangent bundle. However, this ar-
gument does not show their linear independence. As pointed out by Lin |[Lin22|, our results
show that the result of Bustamante-Krannich-Kupers [BKK24] that the higher homotopy
groups 7;(Diff°(M?")) of the identity component Diff°(M) of Diff (M) are finitely generated
when 2n > 6 fails dramatically in dimension 4. In addition to papers of the present authors,
there are also many other works [Bar24,Dro23KMT24,KMT22,KT22,LM21| showing exotic
phenomena amongst embeddings of surfaces and 3-manifolds in 4-manifolds.

The main new inputs that go into the proof of our main result are a recursive construction
of spherical families and the computation of their Seiberg-Witten invariants. The recursive
scheme for creating families of diffeomorphisms parameterized by spheres of arbitrary di-
mensions starts with exotic diffeomorphisms similar to those constructed in [Rub98,Rub99]
as well as [Bar23b|Kon24]. First, we take advantage of the fact that certain manifolds, dis-
tinguished by Seiberg-Witten invariants, become diffeomorphic under a single stabilization
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by S? x S§2. This is used to create non-trivial diffeomorphisms that generate a surjec-
tion 7o(Diff(Z°,5,0)) — Z* for a particular manifold Z° and Spin® structure 5. The 1-
stabilization result of [AKMR15,AKM™ 19| is used repeatedly to recursively create elements
in the higher homotopy groups in Theorem We used a similar recursive construction
in our work on parameterized Donaldson theory [AR23].

To show the independence of these generators, we make use of integer-valued Seiberg-
Witten invariants SW™ and SW! (related to the characteristic classes of [Kon21]) and
their mod 2 versions SW™ %2 and SWH+?%2. We compute them via a gluing formula that
works well with the inductive construction. (Such a strategy works for the Donaldson-type
invariants used in [AR23|.) The gluing result, the Parameterized Irreducible-Reducible
Gluing Theorem is a common generalization of the usual blow-up formula [Nic00] and
the combination wall-crossing/blow-up formulas from [Rub98|Rub01]; see also [BK20]. The
theorem computes the mod 2 family Seiberg-Witten invariants of a connected sum N # No
(with appropriate Spin® structures and generic data) in the special case where we are gluing
a k-dimensional family on Ny with only isolated irreducible solutions to an ¢-dimensional
family on No with only isolated reducible solutions.

The Seiberg-Witten invariants to which the gluing formula applies are only well-defined
mod 2, which would not seem strong enough to produce Z* subgroups or summands. A
fortunate coincidence resolves this dilemma: the Zo invariants behave well with respect
to compositions, and integer-valued Seiberg-Witten invariants are often defined when one
composes two diffeomorphisms that have only Zs invariants. This coincidence (Lemma
allows us to conclude that there are non-vanishing integer-valued invariants for certain
families. To show the infinite generation claimed in Theorem we use a simple vanishing
result (Lemma for families corresponding to the fact that any 4-manifold with b3 > 1
has a finite number of basic classes.

An intrinsic aspect of our construction is its behavior under stabilization: the families we
construct become trivial after a single connected sum with S2x 52 or §2xS? = CP? #@z.
(For this connected sum to make sense, we need to make sure that all of our families are
the identity on a ball.) Results of Quinn [Qui86| (see |[GGHT23| for a corrected version)
show that homotopic diffeomorphisms of simply connected manifolds become isotopic after
some number of stabilizations, but this is not at all clear for higher-parameter families,
even topologically trivial ones. (In particular, the generators of the Z* in m;(Diff’(X))
constructed in [Bar23alLin22,Smi22] remain topologically non-trivial after one stabilization,
but the behavior of the full subgroups under stabilization is not known.) The inductive
nature of our construction nonetheless allows us to build a stable contraction of our spherical
families.

Similarly, there are no general theorems that can be used to contract higher-parameter
families topologically. By [Kre79,Qui86,GGH™ 23| elements in TDiff(Z) are pseudoisotopic
to the identity, and are therefore topologically isotopic to the identity. As for stabilizations,
the inductive construction similarly allows us to pass from topological isotopies for a sin-
gle diffeomorphism to topological contractions of the spherical families we construct. Our
inductive construction also allows us to show in Corollary that our families are homo-
topically trivial in the block diffeomorphism group; this is the higher-parameter version of
the pseudoisotopy statement for a single diffeomorphism.

A second focus of the present paper is to expand the range of manifolds that admit
exotic spherical families of diffeomorphisms and PSC metrics. The manifolds appearing
in [AR23| supporting spherical families of diffeomorphisms are not spin, nor are the mani-
folds in [Konl19, Rub01] with exotic PSC metrics. The methods used here allow us to find
spin examples.
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Before turning to corollaries and applications, we make a few remarks on the statement
of Theorem [L.1l

Remark 1.2.

(1) The homology elements in item (2) of the theorem are simply the image of the
spherical families constructed to prove item (1). In particular, they are in the image
of the Hurewicz map.

(2) Simultaneous papers of Baraglia [Bar23b] and Konno [Kon24] show that in fact
the mapping class group mo(Diff (X#)) is infinitely generated for appropriate simply
connected 4-manifolds X. Examples of non-simply connected 4-manifolds with this
property were previously exhibited by Budney-Gabai [BG19] and Watanabe [Wat20)].

(3) The manifolds ZP may be chosen to be spin or non-spin. We may take the non- spln
manifolds ZP to be diffeomorphic to a connected sum of copies of CP? and TP
the spin case, Z” may be taken to be diffeomorphic to a connected sum of copies of
the K3 surface and S? x S?. Hence we may take Z” to admit a metric of positive
scalar curvature when it is not spin, or if it is spin with signature zero.

(4) As we will discuss in Remark[4.3] all of the results discussed in the introduction apply
to a broader class of manifolds. In particular, there are manifolds with boundary
or with arbitrary fundamental group whose diffeomorphism groups have the same
homotopical properties described in our main theorems.

Fundamental to the recursive construction in Theorem [1.1lis the fact that the constructed
families become trivial after stabilization. Let us formalize this in a definition.

Definition 1.3. A spherical family of diffeomorphisms a : S¥ — Diff(X, B%) is n-stably
trivial if @ # 1yn(g2xg2y is trivial in 7, (Diff (X #" (52 x 52))). If o is n-stably trivial for
some n, we say it is stably trivial.

A theorem of Quinn [Qui86|, with proof corrected in [GGHT23|, states that diffeomor-
phisms of simply connected 4-manifolds that act trivially on the second homology are stably
trivial. However, to our knowledge, there are no general result proving stable triviality of
families with k£ > 1. In contrast, we have:

Corollary 1.4. The spherical families in Theorem are in the image of Diff(ZP, B*) and
a Z* subgroup of the claimed summand consists of 1-stably trivial elements.

The study of diffeomorphism groups in higher dimensions replaces isotopy by pseudoiso-
topy (or concordance). The diffeomorphisms showing that 7o(TDiff(Z")) is infinitely gen-
erated act trivially on the identity, and so are pseudoisotopic to the identity [Kre79,Qui86].
As observed in [Rub98], this implies that Cerf’s landmark pseudoisotopy theorem |Cer70)]
does not hold in dimension 4.

To study higher-parameter families, one replaces the diffeomorphism group with the
block diffeomorphism group [ABK71] Diff*(Z) (using the notation of [Kup19]) the geometric
realization of the simplicial group whose n-simplices are diffeomorphisms A" x Z — A" x Z.
An element « € i(Diff (Z)) determines a self-diffeomorphism

a(0,z) = (6,a(0)(x))

of S¥ x Z, which in turn is an element of 7 (Diff *(Z)). This element is trivial if @ extends to
a self-diffeomorphism of D¥*! x Z. The assignment o — @& defines a natural homomorphism
Diff(Z) — Diff*(Z).

Note that to any a € m(Diff(Z)), the clutching construction (8 builds a bundle S¥*1 x
Z.
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Corollary 1.5. Each a constructed in proving Theorem the corresponding & € m,(Diff*(Z))
is trivial.

As in [KKN23|, this leads to interesting bundles over a sphere.

Corollary 1.6. For each non-trivial o constructed in proving Theorem [I.]], the associated
bundle SP*! x,, Z satisfies the following:

(1) the bundle is smoothly non-trivial;
(2) the bundle is topologically trivial;
(3) the total space of the bundle is diffeomorphic to a product.

Using methods of algebraic topology, we can deduce some additional results about the
homology of the diffeomorphism group directly from Theorem There are two versions,
the first giving infinitely generated torsion subgroups in the homology, and the second
giving infinitely generated non-torsion subgroups. Via the main theorem from Browder’s
study [Bro61] of the algebraic topology of H-spaces, we obtain

Corollary 1.7. For the manifolds ZP with p even appearing in Theorem[1.1}, the homology
H, (Diff°(ZP)) is infinitely generated.

Browder uses the Hopf algebra structure of H, (Diff%(Z?)) to construct non-trivial torsion
elements in H,(Diff%(Z?)) in infinitely many degrees, and so the classes he constructs are
different from the homology classes that we are detecting. It seems likely that a more
strenuous use of the methods from [Bro61] will show that in fact the kernel of the map
H,(Diff°(ZP)) — H,(Homeo"(ZP)) is infinitely generated.

A rational version of Corollary was pointed out to us by Jianfeng Lin. He observed
that methods of rational homotopy theory [FHTO01] can be used to deduce the following
statement, which is a dramatic demonstration of the difference between the world of home-
omorphisms and diffeomorphisms in dimension four.

Corollary 1.8. For the manifolds ZP with p even appearing in Theorem |1.1
ker | H, (Diff°(Z?); Q) — H,(Homeo(Z?); Q)]
1s infinitely generated in every even degree.

Corollaries will be proved in Section [6} Corollaries and will be proved in
Section [6.11

Remark 1.9. It is interesting to speculate on the relation between the results of this
paper and those obtained in higher dimensions using smoothing and handlebody theory.
Fundamental theorems of high dimensional topology (see for example the surveys [Hat12,
RW20] and responses to [Rub20]) translate problems about the homotopy properties of
diffeomorphism and homeomorphism groups into lifting problems relating the topological
and smooth tangent bundles. The results on m(Diff) from [Rub98, Rub99,Rub01] are in
sharp contrast to what one would expect in higher dimensions, but this is less clear for the
higher homotopy groups, because the homotopy groups of PLy and TOP, (which govern
the tangential information) are unknown.

In a different direction, the fact that the homotopy group elements « become trivial
after one stabilization suggests a contrast with the remarkable homological stability results
of Galatius and Randal-Williams |[GRW18,|GRW17|. They show for n > 2 that for a
simply-connected 2n-manifold with g connected summands S™ x S™, stabilization induces
an isomorphism on the k™ homology groups of the classifying spaces of the diffeomorphism
groups as long as 2k < g — 3. Theorem [1.1] combined with Proposition [3.4], says that this
stability does not hold for the integral or rational homology groups of BDiff® or B TDiff in
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dimension 4. A recent paper of Konno and Lin [KL22| shows that homology stability does
not hold for BDiff. This failure of homology stability is demonstrated by finding elements in
the kernel and cokernel of the stabilization map; these elements are all 2-torsion. Hence it
would be of interest to show that homology stability for BDiff fails with rational coefficients.

The correct context for structural questions about the homology of the Torelli group in
other dimensions seems to be representation stability, as in [CF13], and it is an interesting
question as to how our results fit in to this framework.

A direct consequence of Theorem is that Konno’s characteristic classes [Kon21] SW e
H*(B TDiff) have non-trivial evaluations on the families we construct. This answers, in the
case of the Torelli group, a question raised by Cushing-Moore-Rocek-Sakena in Section 9
of [CMRV23|. They ask if the generalized Miller-Morita-Mumford classes (or tautological
classes, or MMM classes) [Mil86, Mor87, Mum83| in H*(BDiff(X); Q) generate all of the
cohomology, as holds in dimension 2 by the solution to Mumford’s conjecture [MWO07|. It is
natural to ask if this holds true for the pullback of the MMM classes to H*(B TDiff (X"); Q)
induced by the inclusion TDiff — Diff.

Corollary 1.10. The MMM classes do not generate all of H*(BTDiff (X™); Q).

As in [AR23,|/AR24] the construction of our exotic families gives rise to families of em-
beddings of surfaces and 3-manifolds. Let us write Emb(X, X) and EmbTP(3, X) for the
space of smooth embeddings of a manifold ¥ in X and locally flat topological embeddings,
respectively. Note that there is a forgetful map Emb(X, X) — EmbT™P(X, X). If we want
to keep track of the homology class A represented by X, we will write Emb4 (3, X). There
are several different notions of stabilization for embedded surfaces and families of embed-
ded surfaces. External stabilization may be summarized by (X, %) # (5% x S%, ). This
operation makes sense on the family level for families that agree with a fixed embedding of
a disk in D* c X.

The next two theorems describe large families of embedded 2 or 3-spheres in manifolds
ZP. These are simply stabilizations of the manifolds ZP appearing in Theorem

Theorem 1.11. For any p = 0 and for all j < p with j = p (mod 2) there are manifolds
ZP such that the following groups have Z*° summands:

(1) 7;(Emb(S?, Z")) and ker [ﬂj(Emb(Sz, Z7)) — 7;(EmbT?($2, Zp))]
(2) H;(Emb(S2,ZP)) and ker [Hj(Emb(s2, Z7)) — H;(EmbToP(S2, 2?))]

The 2-spheres in question can have self-intersection 0 or +1, and a Z* subgroup becomes
trivial after a single external stabilization. The homology class of the sphere can be any
primitive and non-characteristic element of Ho(ZP).

In his 2023 PhD thesis [Dro23] Josh Drouin has extended Theorem to 2-spheres of
arbitrary self-intersection.

By taking the boundary of a tubular neighborhood of one of the spheres in Theorem [I.11]

we get a similar result for embeddings of certain 3-manifolds in the same manifolds Z.

Theorem 1.12. For any p = 0 and for all j < p with j = p (mod 2) the following groups
have Z* summands:

(1) 7;(Emb(S%, ZP)) and ker [Wj(Emb(S?’, Z7)) — m;(EmbTop($3, ZP))]
(2) Hy(Emb(S®, Z7)) and ker | H;(Bmb(S%, Z7)) — H,(Emb™(5%,27)) .

6
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(3) 7j(Emb(S! x S2, ZP)) and ker [ﬂj(Emb(Sl x 52, 7ZP)) — 7;(Emb™P (St x 52, 2?))]
(4) H;(Emb(S'xS2, ZP)) and ker [Hj (Emb(S! x §2,Z7)) — H;(Emb™P(S! x §2, ip))].

In each case, a Z* subgroup becomes trivial after a single external stabilization.

The notion of concordance extends to families of embeddings. Two families of embeddings
J,J':S* — Emb(X, X) are concordant if there is a smooth embedding K:1 x S¥ x ¥ —
I x S¥ x X acting trivially on the S* factor, and satisfying K(0,0,v) = J(6)(v), and
K(1,0,v) = J'(0)(v),

Corollary 1.13. The generators of the subgroups from Theorem (or Theorem
that become trivial after one external stabilization are all concordant.

Our results on diffeomorphism groups can be applied, as in [Rub01, Konl9] to show
that the space R*(Z) of Riemannian metrics with positive scalar curvature (PSC) can
have non-trivial homotopy and homology groups in a range of dimensions. The idea is to
take advantage of the action of the Diff (Z) on the space of all Riemannian metrics, which
preserves the subspace R (Z). We show, using the Weitzenbock formula, that the non-
trivial families of diffeomorphisms detected by Seiberg-Witten invariant give rise to infinitely
generated homotopy and homology groups of R*(Z). This method, by construction, does
not shed any light on the higher homotopy and homology groups of the moduli space of
PSC metrics, RT(Z)/Diff(Z) (or the homotopy quotient R*(Z)//Diff(Z)) an interesting
object of study in its own right. Botvinnik and Watanabe [BW23| have detected non-trivial
elements in the rational homotopy groups of the PSC moduli space using rather different
methods.

Theorem 1.14. For any p = 0 and for all j < p with j = p (mod 2) there are non-spin
manifolds Z¥; Ng and spin manifolds Zp for which the following groups have Z*° summands:

(1) mj(R*(Zys)) and WJ(RWZZ))
(2) Hi(R*(Z%g)) and H;(R*(Zg)).

The manifolds Z%, vg are all diffeomorphic to connected sums of coples of 82 x §?, and
the manifolds ZPg are diffeomorphic to sums of copies of CP? and CP°. Tt is known that
all of these admit metrics of positive Ricci curvature [SY91,|SY93,/Per97]. Since a metric
with positive Ricci curvature automatically has positive scalar curvature, we immediately
see that Theorem applies to RE>0_ the space of Riemannian metrics of positive Ricci
curvature.

Corollary 1.15. For any p = 0 and for all j < p with j = p (mod 2) there are non-spin
manifolds Z¥; Ng and spin manifolds Zp for which the following groups have Z* summands:

(1) Wj(RRI?O(ZpNS)) and WJ(RRICfO(Zg))
(2) Hy(RN=0(Z80) and  H;(RF9(Z8)).

Remark 1.16. As for our results on diffeomorphisms, Theorem[I.14]shows a large difference
with the situation in higher dimensions. The Z* summands in the homology and homotopy
groups of RT(ZP) are (by construction) in the image of the homomorphism induced by
the natural evaluation map Diff(ZP) — R*(ZP). This would apply to connected sums of
sufficiently many copies of S?x 82 or CP? #@2, both of which have trivial first Pontryagin
class. On the other hand, work of Ebert and Randal-Williams [ERW22, Theorem F| says
that for 2-connected manifolds of dimension d > 6 with vanishing Pontryagin classes, the
image of this map on homotopy groups is finite. The case of connected sums of S™ x S™
can (per [ERW22|) be deduced from [BERW17].
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Most of our constructions will be made with simply connected closed manifolds. We
record in the following theorem that all of our results hold for more general classes of
4-manifolds.

Theorem 1.17. For any finitely-presented group, T', there are manifolds Z}. with funda-
mental group I' satisfying Theorem Corollary [1.7, Corollary Theorem [1.11), and
Theorem @ The manifolds Z}. may be taken to be closed, or to have non-empty bound-
ary, in which case the families of diffeomorphisms will be trivial on the boundary. Moreover,
Theorems and Theorem[1.19 extend to give exotic embedded surfaces and 3-manifolds
with boundary in Z{i. Given any closed, simply-connected 4-manifold, X, one may stabilize
it sufficiently many times to arrive at a manifold Zg( satisfying the same theorems and
corollaries.

The extensions of Theorem and Corollary are described in item @ of Remark

Conventions: All 4-manifolds considered in this paper will be simply connected (unless
explicitly stated otherwise) and oriented. In Section |§|, we will consider manifolds with
cylindrical ends [Tau94al; such manifolds (and objects that live on them) will be decorated
with a ¢ *’. The Poincaré dual of a homology class A will be denote by A. We will denote by
b"(Q) the dimension of a maximal positive definite subspace of a symmetric bilinear form.
We will sometimes use brackets to enumerate a set of maps or spaces and superscripts
to indicate a dimension. In particular, a’[q] would be the ¢"" member of a collection of
maps defined on the j-sphere, and F7[q], G'[¢q], and K7[q] would be 1-parameter families
of such maps. Finally, we find it convenient to discuss Seiberg-Witten invariants either
as a function of Spin® structures denoted by SW(X,s), or as a function on characteristic
cohomology classes defined as

SW(X,K)= >, SW(X,s).

s€Spin¢(X),
(&} (5) =K

These notions are equivalent if there is no 2-torsion in H2(X) as is mostly the case in this
paper.
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2. INVARIANTS OF FAMILIES

The non-trivial families discussed in this paper will be detected using parameterized
Seiberg-Witten theory, as suggested in [Don90,[Don96] and carried out in [Rub01,Kon21];
compare also [Szy10,LL0O1,Xu04]. There are several different variations corresponding to the
three conclusions in Theorem although the underlying idea is similar in each case. We
start the discussion with a brief review of Seiberg-Witten invariants in the family setting.

2.1. Family moduli spaces. Recall that the Seiberg-Witten equations associated to a
Spin® structure s on X depend on a Riemannian metric g on X and a closed 2-form 7. The
Seiberg-Witten moduli space Mx s(g,n) is defined as the set of gauge equivalence classes
of solutions [A, 1] to the Seiberg-Witten equations

(1) VA(F] — s ) = —ivEn*

(2) Dhap = 0.

where ¢ denotes the isomorphism iA2 — su(S™) induced by Clifford multiplication. Here
the spin bundles are denoted S* and the ‘4’ superscript on 2-forms indicates the projection
to the self-dual forms. For convenience, we are following the conventions in .

The equations depend on g through the definition of the Dirac operator DX and also the
projection to self-dual forms; the dependence on 7 is clear. For fixed (g, 7), we can view the
left-hand side of these equations as defining a map

(3) SW: By, — Q% (X;iR)®T(S™)

from the gauge equivalence classes of connections and spinors to imaginary self-dual 2-forms
and spinors.

In addition to families of closed manifolds, we need to consider families of manifolds
with a cylindrical end metrically modeled on [0,0) x S2. We will use X to denote the
manifold obtained from X by deleting a point together with a metrically cylindrical end.
A comprehensive description of the cylindrical end setting for Seiberg-Witten theory may
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be found in |[Nic00]. There are only a few small differences between the S2 cylindrical end
case and the closed case.

Remark 2.1. An important point in the underlying analysis is that the Seiberg-Witten
equations are defined on spaces of Sobolev connections and spinors, and one uses Sobolev
gauge transformations. As this is standard, we will not dwell on this point, but record
here our convention that connections and positive spinors should be of class L?, so that
curvature, negative spinors, and perturbations would then be of class Li_l, and gauge
transformations of class L% +1- Here k > 2 is an integer. In the S3-cylindrical end case one
must add weights and work with the Sobolev spaces Li s for a sufficiently small fixed §. The
fact that a suitable 6 may be chosen follows as in the ﬁon—parameterized case, provided the
parameter space is compact. The cylindrical case will also require various extended Sobolev
spaces. Details are given in Section [9.1) where we deal with some analytical aspects of our
work. Until then, we will not indicate the Sobolev completions in our notation.

Assume that b (X) > 0. For a generic pair (g,7) the moduli space Mx s(g,7n) will have
no reducible solutions (those with ¢ = 0) and be a smooth manifold of dimension equal to
the virtual dimension

c1(5)? — o(X)
4

We refer to such a pair (g,7n) as good. The moduli space is oriented by a choice of orientation
O for the vector space H2 (X). We follow the conventions in [Nic00, §2.2.4].
The space of data is simply the contractible space

I1(X) = Met(X) x ker (d: Q*(X) — Q*(X)) .

We will often abbreviate (g,7) to w and refer to w as data. In the cylindrical end case,

(4) v-dim(Mx s(g,7)) = — (1= b1(X) + b3 (X))

one replaces Q?(X) by forms with compact support, denoted Q2 (X' ). In the parameterized
case one needs to consider functions from the parameter space into the space of data. For a
map w: = — II, we write w(f) = wy = (g,1)p and define the parameterized moduli space

(5)  Muxo({mobsez) = 10, [A,0]) € = x | Mxo(wo) | [A, 0] € Mio(w0)}.
Oe=

It is more compact to write this as Mx s({ww}) but the other notation can be helpful in
some arguments; we’ll pass between the two notations without comment. We use braces
around the data to denote the parameterized moduli space and M x 4(w) or Mx 4(wp) to
denote the unparameterized moduli space associated with a specific data point. Note that
projection onto the first factor in gives a map p=: Mx s ({ws}gez) — =. There is no
reason to expect this to be a fibration; consider the setting when the formal dimension
v-dim(M x s (wg)) is negative but v-dim(M x s({wwp})) = 0. In this situation, the preimage
of a generic point # € = will be empty, but the preimage over some points may be non-empty.

Definition 2.2. A point 0 € Z is exceptional if p;(Q) is non-empty.

Although logically this makes sense for any virtual dimension, we will only use this
terminology when v-dim(M x ¢(wy)) is negative.

2.2. Subgroups of Diff(X). Some of the invariants we use require a restriction on which
diffeomorphisms are being discussed. The most important of these has to do with the
orientation of the moduli space, which influences whether our invariants are defined as
integers or only mod 2. We will assume that b'(X) = 0 so that the moduli space M is
oriented by a choice of orientation O for the vector space H2 (X;R). We denote by Diff (X, s)
the group of diffeomorphisms f: X — X with f*s =~ s, and Diff (X, s, O) those for which in

10
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addition f*O = O. Note that both of these groups contain TDiff (X), the Torelli group of
X, consisting of diffeomorphisms inducing the identity map on homology, which is in turn
contained in the identity component Diff°(X) of Diff(X).

Definition 2.3. §§< is the set of Spin® structures s on X for which the formal dimension
of the Seiberg-Witten moduli space Mx (s) is —(k + 1).

For any s € 3\;“(, we will define homomorphisms denoted, respectively, by SW7¥ (-, s) or
SW?’“ (=, 5) from the homotopy or homology groups of G = Diff(X,s), Diff(X,s, O), or
Diff’(X) to Z or Zy. When we want to emphasize that the invariant is only defined mod
2, we will add a further embellishment and write SW 2(_ ). We will also make use of
work of Konno to define similar homomorphisms FSW? and FSW?2 on the homology of
the classifying space BG.

All of these homomorphisms are connected in various ways, as we will explain in due
course. For instance, the homomorphisms defined on the homology and homotopy groups
are, essentially by definition, related by the Hurewicz map. The most interesting relation,
described in Proposition is between the invariants of 7 (Diff®) and Hy, 1 (BDiff%). All
of the results about infinite generation are gotten by summing over Spin® structures, to get
homomorphisms

(6) SW™ : pi(Dif f) - P Z = 2"
SK)

for k > 0 with similar (possibly Zg-valued) constructions and notations for k& = 0 and for
the homological invariants as well.

There is a more general construction |[LL01,Kon21] of a family moduli space associated to
a bundle X — E — = where the structure group is a suitable subgroup of Diff (X). We will
mainly be concerned with families supported on trivial bundles, but the basic arguments
will apply in this more general setting.

2.3. Regularity of family moduli spaces. The standard transversality results [KMOS8,
Mor96, Nic00] for the Seiberg-Witten equations state that if b5 (X) > 0, then for generic
data w € II, the moduli space Mx ¢(w) contains no reducible solutions and is smooth
of dimension equal to the virtual dimension v-dim(Mx s(w)) defined in Equation 4] The
analogous result for family moduli spaces (even with S3-cylindrical ends also holds [LLO1}
Kon21, BK20| by the same proof. In the S3-cylindrical end case one may first consider
perturbations in L%_l s and then uses the fact that for compact parameter spaces the
space of generic mapsyinto the space of data is open to conclude that one may pick the
perturbations to have compact support. We state this as a proposition for convenience; one
version of the argument is outlined as part of the proof of Proposition

Proposition 2.4. Suppose that the parameter space = is a manifold and that b; (X) >

dim(Z). Then for a generic map w: E — 11 the family moduli space Mx (w) contains no

reducible solutions and is a smooth manifold of dimension

c1(s)® — o(X)
4

Maps satisfying the conclusion of the Proposition will be called good. A slight extension

of Proposition says that if = is a manifold with boundary and w: ¢ = — Il is good, then
a generic extension of w to = will be good.

(7) dim(Z) + — (1 = b1(X) + by (X)).

Remark 2.5. When the structure group is contained in Diff(X,s,O) and w is a good
map defined on an oriented manifold =, then M x 4(w) is oriented by the fiber orientation.

11
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We adopt the convention that in a smooth fiber bundle £ — B, the orientation of the
total space F is given by the orientation of B followed by an orientation of the vertical
tangent bundle. This convention applies as well to the index bundle. In particular, a family
Seiberg-Witten moduli space is oriented by the orientation of the base space Z followed by
the orientation of the index bundle for the deformation complex of the fiber.

2.4. Invariants of homotopy groups and families. The second author’s papers [Rub98,
Rub01] used 1-parameter Seiberg-Witten moduli spaces to define an isotopy invariant for
diffeomorphisms of 4-manifolds, essentially the invariant SW” discussed below. The au-
thors jointly observed shortly afterwards that a similar construction would give invariants
for higher homotopy groups, although it has taken many years to find examples where these
are non-trivial. We give the definition, and then explain how these can be interpreted as an
evaluation of characteristic classes on BDiff(X') defined by Konno [Kon21|. Invariants for

higher homology groups of Diff (X) require some further constructions, which will be given
in Section below.

2.4.1. Definition of the homotopy group invariant SW™ . In discussing the homotopy groups
mp(Diff (X)) for k > 0, we will implicitly work in the identity component Diff°(X) and use
the identity element as a basepoint. Since the action of m(Diff(X)) on 7 (Diff (X)) is
trivial, the choice of basepoint is not important when £ > 0. For k = 0, we still use the
identity element as basepoint, with the following convention. A diffeomorphism a: X — X
naturally determines an element of 7o(Diff (X)) whose value at 1 € SY is the identity and
at —1 is . We will make no notational distinction between the diffeomorphism and its
associated mg element.

Given w = (g,n) € II, a map a: 2 — Diff(X) induces a map a* from = to II by
a*(0) = (a(0)*g,a(0)*n) = a(f)*w. It is convenient to use this construction in a more
general setting where w varies as well.

Definition 2.6. For maps w: = — Il and a : = — Diff(X), define the pullback a*w: E —
II by
(a*w@)(0) = a(0)*w(0).

In particular, we can define the parameterized moduli space M x s(a*w) for a single w € II
or more generally M x ;({a*w)} for a map w. A key observation is that the Seiberg-Witten
moduli spaces satisfy a functorial property, as long as all of the data is pulled back.

Lemma 2.7. Let w: = — II define a family moduli space Mx s 0({w}), and let a: E —
Diff(X). Then « induces a canonical isomorphism

a®: Mxso({w}) = Mx atsaro({aw}).

If Mxso0({w}) is smooth, then o* is orientation preserving or reversing according to
whether a®*O agrees with O.

The isomorphism is given by pulling back Spin® connections and section of the spinor
bundle; it is easy to see that this is well-defined. Isomorphism here means that not only is
the pullback map a homeomorphism, but it induces an isomorphism on the Zariski tangent
spaces. In particular, pullback preserves the property of being good. The behavior of a*
with respect to orientations is determined by the effect of a(0)* for any 6 € E and so is the
same as for the fiberwise Seiberg-Witten invariant. The transformation rule for the usual
Seiberg-Witten invariant summarized in [NicO0, Theorem 2.3.5] and yields the statement
above.

Now suppose that wg: S* — II is good, b2 (X) > k + 2, and that the virtual dimension
of the Seiberg-Witten moduli space Mx ¢ is —(k + 1). The assumption on the dimension

12
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means that M x s({wwo}) is empty. Let a: S¥ — Diff(X). Since II is contractible, there is a
map

w: I x % — 1I with @ ioyxsk = @o and @y gr = o* @,
We can assume that w@ is good, which implies that

Mxs(6) = Mx s({ma,0)} (1,0)erx5%)
is a compact 0-dimensional manifold with no elements for which ¢ = 0 or 1.
Definition 2.8. SW%(«,s) is the (signed) count of points in Mx 4(&). For n = 0, if
a € mo(Diff (X, s)) we write SW}O’EZQ () € Zy or SW(av,8,0) € Z depending on whether o
preserves the homology orientation O.

We need to check that SW3* («, s) and SVVWXO;Z2 () are independent of all choices, namely
the initial good data w”, the choice of homotopy w, and the homotopy class of o. The
proof of each of these is essentially the same, and follows the proof in [Rub98] with more
parameters. We go through the first one in detail to set the stage for later arguments.
Lemma 2.9. Let a: S¥ — Diff%(X) be smooth, and let {)}gege and {wp}gegr be good.
Let {w] g} .0)erx st for j = 0,1 be good families in 11 so that w| , = oy ,. Then

#M({wge}(t,e)dxsk‘) = #M({wz},e}(t,e)eIxSk)'
The resulting counts SWiF is a homomorphism from
o 1x(Diff%(X)) to Z when k > 0,
o mo(Diff (X,5,0)) to Z,
and SVV}T(‘)”EZ2 is a homomorphism from mo(Diff(X,s)) to Zy. When the Z-valued SW75 is
defined, its mod 2 reduction is SWWX‘)’;&.

Proof. Contractibility of II implies that there is a family of data {wg o} (s,0,0)crx {0} x5+ €X-
tending {wp}pegr and {w)}gegr; the generic perturbations Proposition says that we
can assume that this family is good. Write {wéﬁ} = a(f)*{w p}. These families combine
to give a family {ww}y} (s 0)cor2xsr) With @p, = @y and @], = agowy that is good by
Lemma 2.7

Using the fact that the space II is contractible together with Proposition once again,
we construct a good family of data {w; o} (s s 9)er2 x5+ With @, = @y and @i j = afw;.

In the first and last cases, ay preserves orientation, homology orientation and s, so
Lemma gives an orientation-preserving isomorphism between M ({cwg 4} (s p)erxsr) and
M({@] g} (s,0)erx s+ )- These have opposite orientations induced from the family {e} p} (s ¢ 6)er2x 5
giving the following trivial signed count.

H#M{@L 0} (s,1,0)e1x(0,1)x5%) = 0.
The difference between SW computed with the families @w® and ! is then
H#M{ @ g} s 0e1yxrxst) — #MET 0} (51000} x 155
= #M{ @ o} s r0etyxixst) — FMET 0} (s 000} x1x5%)
+ #M{@G 0} (s,1.0)erx 0y x58) — FMUTT 0} (s1,0)erx (1) x 5%)
= #M{@] 0} (s,1.0)c0(1x1x5%)) = 0-
The proof described by this calculation is schematically illustrated in Figure [Il In the
case that £k = 0 but the orientation is not preserved, everything goes through identi-

cally except that the isomorphism between the moduli spaces M({w(y}(sg)erxs+) and
M({wio}(sﬁ)e Ixgk) may not be orientation preserving, so we only get equality mod 2.

13
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M({wPy})

FI1GURE 1. Independence from metric and perturbation

The proof that SW™ is a homomorphism is straightforward, given the independence from
all choices. It can also be deduced from Proposition below. The last sentence in the
lemma is also straightforward. O

Remark 2.10. A very useful consequence of the independence of SWY(«,s) from all
choices is that it can often be calculated using constant initial (good) data wg, which we
abbreviate to w,. In that case, the moduli space M({w}}) is empty, and one can view the
family moduli space M({ww?,}) as being defined over a ball. This is used in the proof of
Proposition Z.1T] below and in the proof of the gluing formula, Theorem in Section

2.4.2. Relation to Konno’s characteristic classes SW. For any s € 3\?{, Konno’s paper [Kon21|
defines Seiberg-Witten cohomology classes

SW22(s) € H* 1 (BDiff(X, 5); Zs),
SWy (s, 0) e H*1(BDiff (X, s, 0); Z)

that give invariants for families of 4-manifolds when b% (X) > k + 2. In particular, a family
parameterized by a space B with structure group preserving a s is classified by a map
B — BDiff(X,s), yielding classes in H*T1(B;Zs). If the structure group also preserves
the homology orientation O, then we get a classifying map B — BDiff (X, s, O)) and hence
classes in H**1(B;Z). There are several closely related ways to package these invariants. If
2 € Hy41(BDiff (X, 5); Zy) (respectively, Hy.1 (BDiff (X, s, O);Z)) we write FSW%2(Z,5) =
SW%(? (s) N Z (respectively, FSWZ(Z,5,0) = SW% (s, 0) N E) for the family Seiberg- Witten
mvariants.

Starting with a map a: S¥ — Diff(X) one builds a spherical family X — S**1 x, X —
Sk+1 via the clutching construction

(8) (DTrl x X DM x X) /(z,2) ~ (z,a(2)z) for z e S*.

Proposition 2.11. Let E = S**! x, X have classifying map f: S**' — BDiff(X,s, O).
Then SW (o) = (f* SWx (s), Sk+1).

Proof. By definition, {f* SWx(s), S**') is computed cell-by cell, so in this case is the sum
of the counts of solutions over the two hemispheres Df“_ﬁl. Because the initial data @ is

14
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good, the moduli space corresponding to points on the upper hemisphere is empty. Hence
the family moduli space associated to s that defines SW5 (£, [S**1],5) is the same as the
moduli space associated to the lower hemisphere that computes SW5F (v, s). O

There is one additional difference in the way that SW5 and SWx (s) are defined. The
invariants of the diffeomorphisms defined in this paper are based on suitable generic data,
while Konno’s invariants are based on the virtual neighborhood technique. For suitably
generic data the virtual fundamental class is just the class generated by the moduli space.
Some additional details about the equality of our invariant of diffeomorphisms and Konno’s
invariant are given in Drouin’s thesis [Dro23].

Remark 2.12. Another way to phrase Proposition [2.11]is via the isomorphism
0: mr+1(BDiff (X)) — 7 (Diff (X))
from the long exact sequence of the universal bundle. We have a commutative diagram

Tk
e (DIff (X, 5,0)) — xS

zHT o TSW]%“ (=5)

7rk+1(BDiﬁ(X7570)) i) Hk+1(BD1ﬁ(X757O))

where H is the Hurewicz map. The composition H o (0)~1(«) is the homology class of the
family representing the clutching construction on a.

2.5. Homology invariants of Diff (X). The constructions of the previous section give us
invariants that will detect homotopy groups of Diff (X) or equivalently, of BDiff (X ), while
Konno’s invariants can detect homology groups of BDiff(X). Detecting elements of the
homology groups of Diff(X) requires some new constructions, which we provide in this
section.

2.5.1. Moduli spaces parameterized by chains. The invariants SWHk () for s € §§( will
defined in terms of a (k + 1)-parameter moduli space, where the parameterizing space E is a
(k + 1)-chain in the space II(X) of data on X. We discussed smoothness for moduli spaces
parameterized by a manifold in Section In this section, we explain how to extend those
results to the setting of chains. A reader who is interested only in invariants of 7y, (Diff°(X))
can take = to be a (k + 1)-dimensional ball as in Definition [2.8]and Remark The same
setup would apply to bordism invariants defined on €, (Diff%(X)), where now = would be
a manifold with boundary.

Our approach to smoothness and transversality for chains is to work on one (singular)
simplex at a time. Recall that a singular simplex on a space A is a continuous map o :
A¥ — A, and a singular k-chain is a formal sum

« =Zaga with a, € Z

and a, # 0 for finitely many o. If A is a smooth manifold, then singular homology based
on such chains can be computed in terms of smooth maps o. We recall that ¢ is smooth
if it has a smooth extension to a neighborhood of A* (thought of as a subspace of RF).
The restriction of a smooth k-simplex to any face A’(“j) is smooth, so the smooth simplices
form a subcomplex giving the same homology as the full singular complex [Leel3, Chapter
18]. The proof is based on the Whitney approximation theorem and standard arguments
in homology theory. As such, it applies directly when X is instead a Banach manifold.

Similarly, one can consider homology based on (now smooth) singular simplices that
satisfy a transversality condition.
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Definition 2.13. Let p: P — Q be a Fredholm map between Banach manifolds, and
let o: A¥ — Q be smooth. We say that o is transverse to p if the restriction of ¢ to
the interior of each face of AF is transverse to p in the usual sense, i.e., the image of

d(o)y: TIA@.) — T,(2)Q and the image of dp, span Tj,(,)Q whenever o(z) = p(y).

From the definition, it is immediate that the span of the simplices transverse to p forms
a subcomplex C27(Q) of the (smooth) singular chains of Q. The transversality theorem
for Fredholm maps [DK90, Proposition 4.3.10] (extending |[Sma65] from submanifold to
map transversality) combines with the proof that smooth singular homology is the same as
ordinary homology to prove the following result.

Proposition 2.14. For a Fredholm map p: P — Q, the inclusion C’:‘p(Q) < Cx(Q) induces
an isomorphism on homology.

We will apply this proposition to the following situation; see Section for more details.
Fix a Spin® structure s on a 4-manifold X. The space Q will be the space of data, denoted
II above. Moreover, P will be the ‘universal’ parameterized Seiberg-Witten moduli space
consisting of pairs ([A, ], w) where [A4,1)] is a gauge-equivalence class of irreducible con-
figurations satisfying the Seiberg-Witten equations with data w. (The structure of these
spaces as Banach manifolds comes from the choice of suitable Sobolev norms as fixed in Re-
mark[2.1]) The essence of the genericity theorem [KMO8Mor96/[Nic00] is that P is a Banach
manifold, and p([4,v],w) = w is a Fredholm map. The (usual) map transversality theo-
rem then gives smoothness for moduli spaces parameterized by a smooth manifold. We will
make a similar argument when the parameter space is a smooth chain. A related approach
to homological family invariants was given in Section 3.4.1 of [ME24] of Munoz-Echéniz.

The genericity theorem does not work quite as well for the full space of connections, i.e.
when we include the reducible points. However, we can avoid reducibles in any family that
comes up in the definition and calculation of our invariants.

If = is a manifold with boundary, then a good family of data wge= is one for which there
is no reducible solution point in any moduli space M(wy), and the map 6 — wy as well as
its restriction to 0= are transverse to p. The parameterized moduli space M ({wg}pez) is
then an oriented manifold with boundary, using the convention in Remark

A good simplex o: AF — TI(X) is one for which the restriction of o to each face is good.
For a good simplex, the part of the parameterized moduli space over the interior of A and
the interior of the faces of A is then an oriented manifold by the discussion above. A chain
Y a,o is good if each of its simplices is good.

2.5.2. Definition of the invariants. Making use of Proposition we can give the definition
of SWHk(—g).

Definition 2.15. Let Z be a smooth oriented manifold with homology orientation and
b2 (X) > k+2. Let s € S5, and let o = Y] a,0 be a smooth cycle, representing a homology

class in Hy(Diff (X)). Let w be good data on Z; by the definition of §§ and the condition
on b2 (X), the moduli space M(wy) is in fact empty.
For each o in « with a, # 0, we get a smooth simplex in II(X) given by

o*wy: AP - TI(X)
x — o(z)*wmo

This gives rise to a chain a*wy = > a,0"wp, which is readily seen to be a cycle. On the
other hand, since Hy(II(X)) = 0, this cycle is a boundary, i.e.,

oy = 08, where 8 = ZbTT.
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By Proposition we may assume that each (k + 1)-simplex 7 appearing in § is good, so
that we can count the points in the compact oriented 0-manifold M(7). Thus we define

(9) SWHk (o, 8) = > br #M(T).

Remark 2.16. Under the assumption that b%(X) > k + 2, we can avoid reducibles in
both the moduli spaces associated to each simplex 7 in the definition of the invariant and
in homologies between cycles used to prove that the invariants are well defined. From
here forward when we speak of these invariants for a manifold Z we will assume that
bi (X) > k + 2. In analogy with the usual Donaldson invariants one expects to have
versions of these invariants when b2 (X) = k + 1 that are well-defined up to a choice of
chamber.

Definition 2.17. For = > b,7 a good chain in II(X), write M(/3) for the disjoint union
of the moduli spaces M(7), with appropriate orientations and multiplicities given by the
coefficients b,. If M(S) is O-dimensional (i.e. dim(M (7)) = 0 for all 7) and there is no
bubbling, then this is a finite set of points that we may count with sign to get #M(B);
this is the quantity on the right-hand side of @D If M(pB) is 1-dimensional, then it is an
oriented 1-manifold with boundary M(23).

By a standard argument, if dim(M(5)) = 1, then #M(35) = 0.

Remark 2.18. We comment briefly on an alternate approach to defining the invariant
SWk(— ) using Kreck’s concept of stratifolds [Krel0]. A stratifold T is a stratified space
with strata T for 0 < j < n = dim(T), where T has the structure of a smooth j-
manifold. Part of the data is a subsheaf of the sheaf of continuous functions on T, whose
sections restrict to smooth functions on the strata. There is a notion of a smooth map
from a stratifold to a manifold (satisfying a version of Sard’s theorem), and Kreck shows
that a natural bordism group defined in terms of stratifolds with boundary is isomorphic
to ordinary singular homology. Given the bordism-style definition of SW#*(~ s), it seems
reasonable to expect that one can define it in terms of maps of stratifolds. A key point would
be to establish a suitable Sard-Smale type theorem (and a version of Proposition for
maps of a stratifold to a Hilbert manifold such as the space of metrics; compare [KT18].

We now discuss the basic properties of the invariants SWH*(~ s): they are well-defined
and give rise to Z-valued homomorphisms from the homology groups of Diff°(X). By com-
position with the Hurewicz map, we then get homomorphisms SW™ (—, s): 7 (Diff (X)) —
Z and in fact our main calculation (Theorem [5.7)) evaluates SW™ (—, s) for the spherical fam-
ilies of diffeomorphisms constructed in Section [4] These results generalize the properties of
the invariants from the & = 0 case defined in [Rub98|. When k = 0, there are some modest
complications in the formulation of the results, because an arbitrary diffeomorphism might
not preserve a given Spin® structure or homology orientation. Hence we restrict ourselves
to k> 0.

Proposition 2.19. Let k be greater than 0. For any s € §§ the map SWH’“(f,s) on good
chains descends to a well-defined group homomorphism

SWHr (- 5): Hy(Diff°(X)) — Z.
In particular, it is independent from the choices of good cycle o representing a given homol-
ogy class, the choice of bounding chain 3, as well as the initial good data wqy. It is natural

in the following sense. Let ¢: Y — Z be a diffeomorphism that preserves the orientation
and homology orientation and let s € Sg. Then

SWHk (0% p*s) = SWHk(q,).
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By considering all of the possible Spin® structures with the appropriate dimensional
moduli space, we may also regard SWH* as a homomorphism from Hy,(Diff(X)) to Z°2.

Proof. First we show the independence from the choice of initial data, with a fixed cycle
> as0 representing the class [«a]. Let wy and w; be good data, and let ws be a good
path between them. The assumption that & > 0 implies that M(ws) is empty for all
s € [0,1]. For each simplex o in «, we get a map 6*: A x I — II(X) that sends (z, s) to
o(z)*(ws). Since the moduli space M(w;) is empty, the same is true for M(o(z)*(ws)).
Apply the standard prism operator [Hat02] to get a chain &*{w,} in II(X) with boundary
a*wy — a*wp. It is possible that a*{w;} as initially constructed is not good, but after a
small perturbation of the faces in the interior of the prism followed by a perturbation of the
interior it will be good.

Following the definition of SW#* choose good chains 3; in II(X) with 08; = afw;. Then

(10) B =p1—Bo—a*{ws}

is a good cycle in II(X). Again using the contractibility of II(X) and Proposition [2.14
there is a good chain v € C,?fz(Q)(H(Z)) with 0y = 3. As remarked after Definition [2.17]
the boundary of the moduli space M(v) is the oriented 0-manifold

M(B1) — M(Bo) — M(a*{ws}).

Since this last moduli space is empty, we conclude that #M(51) = #M(Bo).

The proof that SWH* is independent of the choice of representative for [a] € Hy(Diff%(Z))
is similar. Pick initial good data wy. Given two smooth representatives agy and a1, there
is a smooth (k + 1)-chain # with 5 = a1 — ap. Choosing good chains f; in II(Z) with
0B = afwy, one gets a good (k + 1)-cycle B =1 — By — B*my. As above,

H#M(B) = #M(B1) — #M(Bo) — #M(B*wo) = #M(B1) — #M(Bo)
since #M (8*wo) is empty. On the other hand, 5 bounds a good (k+2)-chain, so #M(j3) =
0. As a special case of this argument, we could take a1 = g, and conclude that the value
of SW#* is independent of the choice of bounding chain 3.
Given the independence from all choices, the fact that SW* is a homomorphism is a
straightforward consequence of the definition. O

If = is a manifold (an oriented manifold), and  is generic, then SW%{Q ()NE = #Mx s(w)
is the parity of the number of elements in the parameterized moduli space. More generally,
Konno argues that it suffices to understand the evaluation of the Seiberg-Witten charac-
teristic classes on cycles represented by CW complexes which via restriction to open cells
essentially reduces to the case of cycles represented by smooth manifolds.

The smooth manifold M x () inherits an orientation from an orientation on Z together
with an orientation O for the vector space H2 (X ). We use the convention that at a regular
point w of the projection Mx 4(w) — =, the orientation is determined by the orientation
of = followed by the orientation of the moduli space M x s(w). In this case, Konno defines
a Z-valued invariant SW%( (s) N Z as the signed count of points.

2.6. Basic properties of the invariants. In this short section, we note some basic prop-
erties of invariants that will be useful later on. One of the most important features of the
Seiberg-Witten equations is the following a priori bound for solutions [Nic00)].

Proposition 2.20. If (A,v) is a solution to the Seiberg- Witten equations, then
|12 < 2max (0,4]n]e — min(s(z))),

where s is the scalar curvature on X.

18



EXOTIC HOMOTOPY CLASSES OF DIFFEOMORPHISMS

Of the many consequences of this proposition is the fact that any manifold has a finite
collection of basic classes. In the case of families, one has the following.

Lemma 2.21. For any o € m,(Diff (X)), the set of Spin® structures s for which SW (v, s) #
0 is finite.

Remark 2.22. It is worth noting that this lemma does not extend to say that for fixed X
and k, the set of Spin® structures s for which the homomorphism SW3¥ (-, s) is non-zero is
finite. Indeed, the proof of Theorem shows that this set can be infinite.

3. NON-ISOTOPIC DIFFEOMORPHISMS

We start with the proof of Theorem for p = 0, which exhibits the basic idea and
will serve as the basis for an inductive proof of the theorem for p > 0. The first step
is the construction of non-isotopic diffeomorphisms that will eventually be detected by a
1-parameter Seiberg-Witten invariant. This is analogous to the construction in [Rub9§],
and is a different way to describe diffeomorphisms studied in [BK20]|. The basic idea is to
transport a basic model diffeomorphism on CP? # 2CP’ (in [Rub98]) or S? x S? (in the
present paper and in [BK20]) to a manifold that has two distinct decompositions of the
form X # CP? # 2CP” or X # (5% x §?).

To follow this idea and allow room to modify the construction to obtain higher-dimensional
families, notice that the elliptic surface E(2) contains three different Gompf nuclei, N(2),,
a = 1,2,3. Each of these nuclei contains a fiber denoted T, and a section denoted og.
Construct the collection {X, = E(2;2¢ + 1)} of log-transformed elliptic surfaces via log-
transform in the N(2); nucleus. These are all homeomorphic, and we fix homeomorphisms
g: Xq — Xy = E(2) via homeomorphisms that restrict to the identity on N(2). The
manifolds X, are distinguished by their Seiberg-Witten invariants, as follows.

1if |6 < ¢

11 SWx (20T}) =
(11) X, (26T1) {0 otherwise

where T} denotes the Poincaré dual of Tj.
It is known [Gom91] that X, and X, become diffeomorphic after a single stabilization,
and we choose a diffeomorphism

©q: Xy # (82 x S?) — X # (5? x §?)

taking the copy of N(2)2 in Xj to the copy N(2)2 in X,;. We can assume, by composing
with a fiber-preserving self-diffeomorphism, that ¢, >~ ¥y # 1g2,g2.

Now we make use of a pair of simple diffeomorphisms of S? x S2. Let S be a sphere of
self-intersection +2 in a 4-manifold. Wall introduced a diffeomorphism that is the identity
outside of a neighborhood of this sphere and acts as = — z F (z, [S])[S] on the homology
[Wal64]. Denote this diffeomorphism by Rs. Let A denote the sphere S? x {pt}, B denote
the sphere {pt} x 52, and A+ B denote the result of smoothing the intersection point in the
union of the spheres using the indicated orientations. The diffeomorphisms on S? x S? are
just Ra1p. The composition R4+ pR4—p is isotopic to the diffeomorphism (z,w) — (Z,w)
(with S? viewed as C U {o0}) used in [BK20|]. This replaces the reflections in 2-spheres of
self-intersection +1 used in [Rub98|.

Remark 3.1. Evaluating the parameterized deformation complex will be simplified by
using the following explicit models of these diffeomorphisms. Write S? x §2 = {(v,w) €
R? x R?||v| = |w| = 1}, so that A + B = {(v,w) € S? x §% |v = tw}. Set R, g(v,w) =
F(w,v). Thus Ry, yR)_p(v,w) = —(v,w). Composing this with an order two rotation
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yields the isotopic map RR'((v1,va,v3), (w1, wa, ws)) = ((v1,v2, —v3), (w1, we, —ws)). The
maps R4+p and RR are obtained from these via isotopy to be fixed on a disk.

One advantage of writing the diffeomorphisms as a composition of reflections is that this
allows one to understand the behavior of diffeomorphisms under stabilization by under-
standing how spheres behave under stabilization. This idea of creating isotopies of diffeo-
morphisms by finding isotopies of spheres was the initial motivation for the stable isotopy
results of [AKMR15] and was also implemented for higher-parameter families in [AR23];
the reflections R4+ p were used in this way in [Auc23].

The manifold Z° that appears in Theorem for p = 0 is by definition Xq # (52 x S?).
Let 59 be the trivial Spin® structure on S? x S?. Conjugating Ra+pRa—p by ¢g, we get a
collection of self-diffeomorphisms of Z°.

(12)  afq] = @q(1x, # RassRa—p)e;  (1x, # RaypRa—p) ™"
= %1(1x, # RaspRa-B)(1x, # RaypRa )"

As we would usually do in a group, we write "¢ = hgh~!. It is useful to summarize this
definition as afq] = [¢q, 1x, # RatBRa-_p]. By construction, the diffeomorphisms «[q]
are in the Torelli group TDiff(Z), and in particular lie in Diff(Z°, ¢T', O) for all £ € Z. Note
that these latter groups are the same for all non-zero £.
Proposition 3.2. The collection of homomorphisms SW;%(—,%T) for £ € Z=q define a
homomorphism ¢: wo(Diff(Z°, T, ©)) — Z* with infinitely generated image. In particular
mo(Diff (Z°, T, ©)) is infinitely generated, and contains an infinitely generated subgroup lying
in the kernel of the natural map mo(Diff(Z°, T', O)) — mo(Homeo(Z)).

As will be evident from the proof, the same holds for mo(TDiff(Z?)).

Proof. We note first that the self-diffeomorphisms
(1x, # RaypRa_p)~" and #7(1x, # RaypRa-p)

of Z° each preserve the Spin® structure 207" # so. They reverse the homology orientation,

and so live in the group Diff(Z°, T), which implies that the invariants SW;%’Z2((1XO #
RaypRa_p)~", 20T # s9) and SW™2( %4 (1x, # RaypRa—p., 20T # s0)) are well-defined.

We have SWI0 (a[q], 20T # s0) = SWio™ (er[q], 20T # s0) (mod 2) and

SWI%72 (au[q], 20T # s0)
= SWio2( #1(1x, # RarpRa—p), 20T # 50)) — SWis™ (1x, apppe, # RasRA-B))
= SWi™2(1x, # RaypRa_p, 20T # 50) — SW7™ (1x, # RassRa_p, 20T # 50).

Now Baraglia and Konno [BK20] have computed the latter invariants to be (respectively)
SWx, (2¢T) and SWx, (2(T"). The SW75 invariants may be combined into a single invari-
ant ® taking values in the free abelian group generated by Spin® structures (a Z*-valued
invariant). Combined with the computation of SWx, this shows that (again, mod 2)

q—1 times
—
d(alq]) = (0,1,...,1,0,...) (mod 2).
Furthermore, by Lemma only a finite number of components of ®(a[g]) may be non-
zero. It follows readily that image of ® in Z% is infinitely generated. The subgroup of

7o(Diff(Z°, T, O)) generated by the «a[q] is infinitely generated, and since each a[q] acts
trivially on homology, are trivial in mo(Homeo(Z)). O
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Remark 3.3. Because Z° is the stabilization of an indefinite manifold, it follows from
Wall’s theorem [Wal64] that the natural map from my(Diff(Z°)) to Aut(Qzo) (where Qx
denotes the intersection form of X) is surjective. It follows that mo(Diff(Z°)) is not abelian.
The proof of Proposition shows a different failure of commutativity that is not detected
in this fashion. Indeed, one checks that up to isotopy ( #7(1x, # RaipRa_p))? and (1x, #
RaypRa_p)? are trivial, but a[g] has infinite order in the mapping class group. Thus it
seems unlikely that there is a splitting of ® over its (free abelian) image; compare [Bar23b),
Theorem 1.4].

Proposition is one part of the base case of our recursive construction. The other
elements necessary for the base case are contained in the following. The idea of using
isotopies of spheres to create isotopies of diffeomorphisms is the motivation for using the
diffeomorphism R, pR4_p. Note that the diffeomorphism (z,w) — (Z,w) used is isotopic
to RayrpRa_p but we found it easier to visualize the stable isotopy described below using
the RaypRA_p model.

Proposition 3.4. The diffeomorphisms a[q] can be assumed to be the identity on a ball
B*, and become isotopic to the identity after one external stabilization, i.e., alq] # 1g2xg2.
They are also smoothly pseudoisotopic and topologically isotopic to the identity. The stable
1sotopy, pseudoisotopy, and topological isotopy can all be assumed to be the identity on a
ball.

Proof. We have

afq] = ¥*(1x, # RarpRa_B)(1x, # RaspRa_p) "
= (1x, # Ry, (a+5)) (1%, # Ryy(a—n))(1x, # Ra—p) ' (1x, # Rasn) "

Now A + B and ¢4(A + B) each have a geometric dual, given by B and ¢,(B), respec-
tively. This implies that these are primitive, ordinary with simply connected complement.
Thus the main theorem of [AKM™ 19| implies that they become isotopic after one external
stabilization so that a[g] becomes isotopic to the identity after one stabilization. Since
all of a[q] induce the identity homomorphism on Hy(Z’), they are smoothly pseudoiso-
topic [Kre79,/Qui86] and hence topologically to the identity.

By construction, the diffeomorphisms a[g] are supported in neighborhoods of spheres
representing A + B, so a[q] are supported away from a fixed ball B* disjoint from the union
of those spheres. The stable isotopy of a[g] to the identity is constructed by the isotopy
extension theorem, and hence can be assumed to be the identity on that same ball. It is not
hard to check that the pseudoisotopy and topological isotopy theorems work on manifolds
with boundary S2, and so they can be assumed to be the identity on that same ball. ]

This proposition also appears as Lemma 2.2 of the first author’s paper [Auc23|. The
statements about pseudoisotopy and topological isotopy can also be deduced from more
general theorems in [OP22].

Remark 3.5. The stable isotopy, topological isotopy, and pseudoisotopy are important
ingredients in the recursive construction of interesting spherical families of diffeomorphisms.
We use the letters F'[q], G[q], and K|[q| respectively to denote particular choices for these
(with some specifications below). When we create spherical families, we will add superscripts
to denote the dimension of the associated sphere; in particular F' would be denoted by F°.
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For example, we have

FOlg] = Flq]: T x Z° # (S? x %) S T x Z° # (S x §%),
Glq) = Glq]: I x Z° 5 1 x Z°,
K¢l = K[q]: I xZ° 5 1 x Z°,

with each restricting to the identity when ¢t = 0 and to a[q] # 1g2xg2 or a[gq] when ¢t = 1.

We may further take each of these with support away from I x N(2); so that each
restricts to the identity on this subspace. For F, this follows from the explicit construction
in JAKMR15|. For G and K we can use the extension of [Kre79,Qui86, GGH™23\|[Per86] to
the case of manifolds with boundary, which is relatively straightforward in this case because
the boundary of N(2)s is a homology sphere. Since their supports are away from I x N(2),,
each of these also extend to maps defined on related manifolds constructed via connected
sum or submanifold sum away from the support of the map. We will generally denote such
an extension with the same letter. For example, because Z°# 7, Z° =~ (Z°#(5%xS?))#1, Xo,
we have an isotopy

70 #5, Z° — I x 20 #1, Z°

that we would also denote by F. In principle, there may be more than one 52 x .S? summand
so we will need to specify which one is being used to create an isotopy of 2-spheres and
hence of our diffeomorphism.

4. FAMILIES OF DIFFEOMORPHISMS AND COLLECTIONS OF MANIFOLDS

In this section, we give our basic construction of families of diffeomorphisms parameter-
ized by spheres. The construction is inductive, with the starting point being a variant of
the diffeomorphisms defined in the previous section. The induction makes use of the com-
mutator construction described in subsection The inductive step takes a k-dimensional
family of diffeomorphisms on a given manifold Z* that becomes trivial after a single stabi-
lization and produces a (k + 1)-dimensional family on a new manifold Z*+!. Morally, Z**!
is just Z* stabilized once, but in practice will in fact be somewhat bigger. Subsection
gives a suitable family of manifolds, based on constructions of Jongil Park [Par02] that will
be used to prove Theorem The Betti number of these manifolds gets large rapidly, and
we have not tried to optimize the construction to make the manifolds smaller.

4.1. Commutators and spheres in Diff(Z). Even when one is just interested in maps
X — Y, it is useful to study maps H: = x X — = x Y for a parameter space =, generally
taken to be a sphere or disk or a product of such. For example, a pseudoisotopy is a
diffeomorphism K: I x Z — I x Z taking {i} x Z to {i} x Z for i = 0,1, and we say that
fo =K oig and f; = K o4y are pseudoisotopic. The same definition for homeomorphisms
gives the equivalence relation of topological pseudoisotopy. A family of maps is a map
H:Z x X — = x Y that preserves the parameter direction, or in other words is level-
preserving. This means there are maps Hy: X — Y, so that H(t,z) = (¢, He(x)). A
topological isotopy is the special case (denoted with G) where = = I, X =Y = Z and
each Gy is a homeomorphism. An isotopy (denoted with F') is the special case where in
addition Z is a smooth manifold, F' is smooth and F; is a diffeomorphism for all t. A
pseudocontraction, topological contraction, or contraction will be the analogous types of
maps replacing Z = I by Z = I x S*.
The support of a family of self-maps (X =Y = Z) is the closure of the set

{z| there is a t so that H;(z) # z}.
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When we speak of an isotopy or contraction relative to A we will mean one with support
disjoint from A. The notion of pseudoisotopy K relative to A also makes sense; one requires
that K be the identity on I x A. We will mostly use this notion when K is a ball, a
neighborhood of a torus, or a nucleus.

Given two families gy, hy of self-maps parameterized by the same space Z with with each
gt, ht a homeomorphism or diffeomorphism, we form the commutator as the composition
[9,h]t = gihe(ge) (he) ! for t € Z. We will regard a diffeomorphism or homeomorphism
h: Z — Z as a constant family h: Z x Z — Z with hy = h for all . This construction
gives rise to maps of spheres into Diff(Z), as follows. Let 8 be a diffeomorphism of Z and
F: IxS* - Diff(Z) be a family of maps with the support of Fy and the support of F; both
disjoint from the support of 3. In this case, view S**1 as the unreduced suspension of S¥
and consider the commutator [F, 5]. On points of the form (0, 8) or (1,0), F and  commute
so the commutator is trivial and therefore gives a well-defined family of maps parameterized
by the unreduced suspension. If in addition, each of the maps F; in the family takes the
basepoint to the identity, then the commutator will descend to a well defined map on the
reduced suspension I x S*/(I x pt u {0,1} x S¥), with the basepoint in each dimension
denoted pt.

This commutator construction is especially useful when a family of maps is stably trivial
under submanifold sum. Let ¥ be a submanifold of Z’ and of M, so that the normal
bundles NZ'(2) and NM (%) are fiber-orientation-reversing isomorphic. One then defines
the submanifold sum

(13) Z=2"#5 M= (Z' —intN? (2)) U (M — intN Y (%)).

If a# 5 1)y is trivial in 7 (Diff (Z)), then the null-homotopy is a based family of maps F’
so that the support of Fy and F} is disjoint from M\X. Given any 3, a diffeomorphism on
M with support in M\X, the commutator [F, 3] then gives an element of 7;11(Z).

By using commutators to raise the dimension k of the parameterizing sphere in this man-
ner, we prove Theorem inductively. The starting point is the collection of diffeomor-
phisms a[q] introduced in section [3| To define spherical families, we let a°[q]: S x Z° —
S0 x Z°, be given by

o € 2) = (E’a[Q](Z))v €e=—1,
[q](e, 2) {(672)7 A

Extend the stable isotopy, topological isotopy, and pseudoisotopy from Remark to maps

(14) FO:Tx 8% %xZ0# (5% x 8% — 1 x8%xZ°#(5%x 8%,
(15) GO:Tx8%%Z° -1 x8%x1Z°

(16) K% Tx8%%x2Z% - 1x8%x2Z°,

(17)

that take (¢,1,2) to (¢,1,2) in order to be consistent with the basepoint 1 € SY. If we wish
to keep track of the map at the end of the isotopy we will append the index to the notation
in square brackets as in F°[q]. We will eventually proceed from the base case to families
aP | stable isotopies FP, topological isotopies GP and concordances KP. But first, we take a
detour to produce the manifolds on which these families live.

4.2. Building blocks. We rely on the following observation about the relationship between
torus sums and decompositions to understand the behavior of our spaces and maps under
stabilization. The basic fact, sometimes called the Mandelbaum-Moishezon trick [Man79b),
MMB80,/Gom91], is summarized in the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. If X and Y are simply connected manifolds each each containing a nucleus
N (2) with its distinguished torus T, then

(X #7Y)# 52 xS? = (X #Y)#2(5%* x 5?).
A similar argument [Gom91| implies that for the log-transformed nucleus,
N(2;2q + 1) # (S x §?) = N(2) # (5* x §?).

A collection of manifolds and spherical families of diffeomorphisms is now constructed
based on two ingredients.

e A collection of distinct, 1-stably diffeomorphic smooth structures V;, on an initial
manifold V', detected by mod 2 Seiberg-Witten invariants, such that each V, contains
a copy of N(2);

e a symplectic manifold Uy containing two symplectic nuclei N(2),, a = 1,2. Set
Uy to be the result of the 3-log transform in N(2);. By Freedman, [Fre82| there
is a homeomorphism, 1 : Uy — Up intertwining the embeddings of N(2) = N(2)
and by Gompf, |[Gom91| a diffeomorphism 1 : Uy # (S? x S?) — Up # (5% x S?)
intertwining the embeddings of N(2) so that ¢ is homotopic to 11 # 1g2,g2.

Set U = Uy # (S? x S?) and

B =¢1(lu, # RarRa-p)ei (lu, # RaspRa—p) .

Notice that Proposition [3.4] establishes that § is topologically isotopic to the identity and
becomes smoothly isotopic to the identity after one stabilization. Recall that T" denotes the
torus in N(2), and let T} be the torus in N(2);.

We will specify some particular choices for V and Uy in the paragraphs after Theorem [4.4]
below, but the construction does not depend on more than the above properties. In Sec-
tion 3, we used V = Vy = E(2;1) = E(2), with further log transforms V, giving such a
collection of smooth structures on V. As described there, this leads to an infinite collection
of distinct isotopy classes of diffeomorphisms a®[q] on V # (5% x S?).

Let F', G, and K denote particular choices of stable isotopy, topological isotopy, and
pseudoisotopy respectively.

Definition 4.2. Set Zj,; = V # (5% x §?) and Z]‘D/TI} = Zi,; #7 U where the sum is taken
along the tori in the distinguished N(2) nuclei in the summands. Define maps

p+1 p+1 p+1 p+1 p+1
o q]: S ><ZV7UHI><S ><ZV7U,

Fp-‘rl

[a]:

[q]: T x SPFY x ZPHL 4 (82 x §2) — T x SPH x Z8YS # (5% x 52),
GPg]: I x SPHY < ZPY5 — T x SPH < ZPHS ) and
KP gl I x SPYU X Z — 1 x SPH < 20,

by the formulas a?*[q] = [FP[q], B8], FP*[q] = [FP[q], F], GP*1[q] = [FP[q],G], and
KP*q] = [K?[q], F].

Remark 4.3.

(1) There are many other choices for V', U, and 8. The main requirements are for V' and
U are to have suitable surfaces for submanifold sum, and V' to have non-vanishing
Seiberg-Witten invariant. The requirements for @ are its 1-stable triviality, and
non-triviality of SW75 as in the proof of Proposition
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(2)

(3)
(4)

Lemma implies that
Zyu =V #pU#(p+1)(S*x 5%

Note that this implies that Z{’/,U has (at least) 2p + 1 summands diffeomorphic to
52 x S2.

If V and U are spin, then every manifold in the Z{’/U collection will be spin. If V
is non-spin, then every manifold in the collection will be non-spin.

The statement of Theorem says that there are manifolds ZP admitting not only
an interesting p-dimensional family of diffeomorphisms but also interesting (p —
2i)-dimensional families. The starting point for this is a symplectic manifold W
containing a copy of N(2) so that W # (5% x S?) splits as U #1 U # (5? x $?)
for an appropriate choice of U. An example of such a manifold is obtained in
Proposition below, by modifying a construction of Park [Par02]. Then item

above implies that ZP~% |
V#r WP T U
Varying the initial collection of 4-manifolds was used in [Auc23| to show that after
enough stabilizations, any simply connected 4-manifold would contain exotic sur-
faces separated by many internal stabilizations in any non-trivial homology class.
The same argument will show that after enough stabilizations any simply connected
4-manifold will support spherical families of diffeomorphisms generating an infinite
rank summand in the kernel of the map between the homology group of homeo-
morphisms to the homology group of diffeomorphisms in a range of degrees just as
the manifolds ZP do. A similar construction was used by Konno and Lin in their
investigation of homology stability [KL22].
Even though we have stated our main results (Theorems and and
Corollaries and for closed-simply connected manifolds, the same construc-
tion allows immediate generalization to some manifolds with arbitrary fundamental
group and/or non-empty boundary. Indeed, given any finitely presented group I', let
W be a closed symplectic manifold with bi > 1, fundamental group I', and contain-
ing a copy of N(2); see [Gom95|. The construction of families of diffeomorphisms
on Z@ LW U proceeds as above, yielding results analogous to those theorems. This
is because the supports of F, G, and K are disjoint from the nucleus where one
would sum with W. Furthermore, the definition of the invariants that we use does
not require the manifolds to be simply connected, and will not change with the
addition of a symplectic manifold along a torus contained in a standard nucleus. If
C is a compact, codimension zero submanifold of W disjoint from the nucleus, then
the same results will hold (rel boundary) for Z?, o (WAintC) U Since the families of
diffeomorphisms are all trivial on the boundary, one can just take the union with C'
and extend across C' as the identity.

~ 7P
= 78 .

According to Taubes [Tau94b|, the Seiberg-Witten invariant of the canonical class on

a symplectic manifold V with b2 > 1 satisfies [SWy (K)| = 1. Let us assume that V
contains a nucleus N(2), which in turn contains a torus 7' of self-intersection zero. Note
that the adjunction inequality applied to T" and T + ¢ implies that the canonical class
satisfies K - T' = K - 0 = 0, so that the log transform formulas from [FS97, Theorem 8.5]
and [MMS97, Cor 1.4] apply. Let V; denote the result of (2¢ + 1)-log-transform applied
to the torus in the nucleus. Then SW‘%; (K + 2¢Ty) = 1 precisely when |¢| < ¢, where T}
represents the cohomology class Poincaré dual to [11] = [Fyg+1] and Fog4q is the multiple
fiber in V4. The fact that the torus is in N(2) allows one to easily conclude that the log
transforms do not change the topological type of the manifold.
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When V' contains a nucleus such that T is symplectically embedded, then we can do a
submanifold sum of V' with any other symplectic manifold containing a symplectic torus.
This means we are interested in having a rich collection of symplectic manifolds to use as a
summand in this fashion.

Now we give some specific choices for the manifolds V', U, and W satisfying the con-
ditions above. Our building blocks are simply-connected symplectic manifolds constructed
by Park [Par02]. His manifolds are spin and fill out a portion of the integer points in the
plane parameterized by (x = ”Ie, ¢ = 30 + 2¢) where o and e are the signature and Euler
characteristic, respectively. We find it convenient to make some small modifications and do
a small change of coordinates and to state the result in terms of the rank and signature, as
in the first author’s paper [Auc23].

Theorem 4.4 (Theorem 4.2 of [Auc23]). Let Q be a unimodular form over the integers
with rank r(Q), signature o(Q). If Q is even, then assume that o(Q) = 0 (mod 16)).
There is a constant 1 so that if (Q) > 1+, [0(Q)] < 2r(Q), and b™(Q) is odd, then Q is
represented by the intersection form of a simply-connected, closed, symplectic, 4-manifold
Xg containing a self-intersection zero symplectic torus in an N(2) nucleus. Moreover, if Q)
is odd, then Xq # S? x S? is diffeomorphic to aCP? # bCP for appropriate a,b. If Q is
even, then Xq # S? x S? is diffeomorphic to aE(2) # b(S? x S?) for appropriate a,b where
negative values of a refer to |a| summands of E(2) with the anti-holomorphic orientation.

This is basically a reformulation and modest extension of the main result, Theorem 1,
in [Par02]. The additional information from [Auc23| is the odd case, the fact that the
manifolds constructed contain an N (2) nucleus with a symplectically embedded torus, and
that the manifolds decompose as stated after summing with S2x S2. This will be important
to us in the inductive construction of families of diffeomorphisms. It is also notable that the
manifolds constructed in this way include manifolds homotopy equivalent to #27~1(S52 x §2)
for all sufficiently large n. This will allow us to construct the first examples of non-isotopic
PSC metrics (and exotic families of such metrics) on simply connected spin 4-manifolds.
(For certain non-simply connected 4-manifolds, this was done in [MRS16].) The constant
r4 appearing in Theorem depends on the number of S? x S? summands needed to make
certain manifolds from [Par02] completely decompose.

Proposition 4.5. There are manifolds V and U satisfying conditions and of Re-
mark’ and a spin symplectic manifold W containing a copy of N(2) so that W # (52 x
S?) = U #7 U # (5% x §?).

Proof. By taking the torus sum of F(2) with one of the Park manifolds with signature 16,
one will arrive at a manifold of signature zero that contains a pair of disjoint nuclei. Denote
the manifolds of this form that are homeomorphic to (2n + 1)S% x S? by Ps,.1. These
exist provided n is sufficiently large. Set V = E(2) #7 Poni1, U = V # (S? x §2), and
W = E(4) #1 Pin+s. Notice [GMI3| that E(2) has three disjoint N(2) nuclei. Use one
to perform the submanifold sum with P41, use a different one to perform the (2g + 1)-
log transforms to obtain the exotic smooth structures V,, and reserve the last one as the
distinguished nucleus. O

These choices lead to exotic diffeomorphisms a[q] defined on U as in section [3| Finally,
Lemma implies that

U#r U=V H#rV #2(5%x S?) = E(4) #7 2P, 11 #2(S* x %) = W # (5% x 5?)
so that item in Remark can be applied.
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5. CALCULATION OF THE INVARIANTS

In this section we present the fundamental calculation in this paper, which allows us to
pass from S’VVg’“’Z2 applied to an S* family in the diffeomorphism group of a manifold Z

to SW?“’ZQ applied to an S¥*! family of diffeomorphisms on Diff(Z # (S? x S?)) created
by the commutator construction as in Definition In principle, this would work for the
invariants S Wg*’z but this would require some additional care with orientations.

Note that S? x S? has a distinguished Spin® structure sg corresponding to its unique spin
structure. For a Spin® structure s on Z, we write s # 5o for the unique Spin® structure
on Z # (S? x S?) that restricts to the spin structure sy on the $? x S? summand and
to s on Z. When H; = 0, so that the first Chern class gives a bijection between Spin®©
structures and characteristic cohomology classes in H?, this corresponds to the natural
splitting H2(Z # (S? x S?)) =~ H*(Z) ® 7.

Theorem [5.4] below leads to the new computational formula that allows for the computa-
tion of the Seiberg-Witten invariants for certain families of diffeomorphisms. The families
in Definition [4.2] are compositions of families that live on a connected sum N7 # Ns, and
are built out of families on N7 and No. We need some preliminaries in order to state the
theorem. First, we make the convention that a hat accent is used to denote a cylindrical
end manifold obtained by removing a point from a closed manifold and adjusting the metric
appropriately in the (punctured) neighborhood of that point. The Seiberg-Witten equations
make sense in the cylindrical end setting, and will be discussed in Section In particular,
we will denote the resulting family moduli space on the manifold N by M 5@}

The proof of the gluing theorem is a bit easier if the metric portion of the data is constant
near a data point where gluing occurs. Recall from Definition that a point 6 € = is
exceptional if the moduli space M,(wy) is non-empty.

Definition 5.1. Data {wy}eez is locally metric independent if every exceptional # € = has
a neighborhood U such that so that gy is independent of ¥ € U.

In Section [9.2.1} we will show how, in the setting we need, to take given data and deform
it to be locally metric independent.

It is useful to recall the classification of reducible solutions and the definition of walls.
A reducible solution is one for which ¢ = 0, which readily implies that FX +int = 0.
Since the first Chern class of the Spin®-structure is represented by ¢ = #FX, we see that
reducibles only exist when 27n™ = ¢*. Notice that this condition depends on both the
metric and perturbation. The corresponding wall is given by

W, = {w|2mt =ct}.

When the data is locally metric independent, we may restrict the parameter neighbor-
hoods and assume that the metrics on N; are constant. Recall that a slice for the gauge
group can be defined by the gauge-fixing condition d*A = 0, and that the =-operator de-
pends on the metric. Combined with the observation that the action of the gauge group does
not change the parameters, we see that in a metric independent neighborhood, this gauge-
fixing condition is independent of the parameter. Furthermore, once we assume the metrics
are constant, we can take the domain and codomain of the gauge-fixed Seiberg-Witten map
to be fixed linear spaces.

Definition 5.2. We say that a pair of family data @’ : Z; — ﬁ(NZ), 1= 1,2 is irreducible-
reducible good if the following conditions are met.
(1) w! is locally metric independent data. In particular, all [0, A, ] € My, 51({wl})
are irreducible, isolated, and parameterized regular,
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(2) w@? is locally metric independent data, and w2rhWCl(52)

@ 8% = din(Ey)

(4) v-dim(Mp, .. ({=?})) = 1,

(5) Mg, 52({wQ}) finite,

(6) [A,¢,0] € ./\/lN o ({=?}) are reducible with H(},A,w =0.
Remark 5.3.

(1)

(3)

The virtual dimension of the parameterized moduli space v-dim(M g  ({w})) is by
definition the index of the deformation complex. It is related to the virtual dimension
of the moduli space over a fixed data point by

v-dim(M g ({w})) = v-dim(M g  (wo)) + dim Z.

We will see that the assumption on v-dim(M g, 52({wQ})) implies that the gluing
problem is unobstructed. If the assumption was weakened to v-dim(My, . ({=?})) <

—1, the standard argument would, as outlined in [BK20, Section 6], would imply
that the moduli space was isomorphic to the zeros of the Kuranishi map.

The existence of an irreducible-reducible good pair of family data in case Z; is a
point [BK20] is established in [BK20, Proposition 7.2]. This same result establishes

the conditions we need for Ng.

Theorem 5.4 (Parameterized irreducible-reducible gluing). Let @' : Z; — ﬁ(NZ), i=1,2
be irreducible-reducible good, then there is an o so that for every r > rg

MNl#rNQ,Sl#rﬁz({wl #r w2}) = M\Nhsl({wl}) X st M\Nz,sz({WQ})a

consists of parameterized reqular, irreducible configurations.
Remark 5.5.

(1)

One expects an even stronger irreducible-reducible gluing result generalizing Nico-
laescu’s degenerate gluing result [Nic00, Theorem 4.5.19], and the Baraglia-Konno
gluing theorem [BK20|. It should not be necessary to assume that the solutions
on the irreducible side are isolated, or that the first cohomology of the deformation
space on the reducible side vanishes. In this case, one should conclude that there

is an rg so that for every r > r ./\/lN 4, By 52({w1 #, w?}) consists of parame-
V1

terized regular, irreducible configurations. Furthermore, it is orientation-preserving
diffeomorphic to the set of zeros of a transverse section of the obstruction bundle

Uy MG (') xa MY () = Vi

Since all of the invariants we construct arise from zero-dimensional parameterized
moduli spaces, we do not establish this more general gluing theorem. While we do
need to know that there are Z-valued invariants that do not vanish while others
do, we do not need to consider orientations in our gluing theorem since the non-
vanishing of the Zy invariants implies the non-vanishing of the Z-invariants. We
expect that there is a version of the gluing theorem that takes orientations into
account and computes the Z-valued invariants.

This theorem includes the the following as special cases: the blow-up formula for man-
ifolds of simple type, the formulas from [Rub98Rub01] relating 1-parameter invariants of
some special diffeomorphisms to the Seiberg-Witten invariants of the seed manifolds, and
the following corollary.
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Corollary 5.6. Let o: S* — Diff(é,D‘l) and let RyypRa_p: S? x 8? — 52 x S? be the
standard reflection diffeomorphism described in Section @ Let {wfg}(sﬂ)elxsk be a good
family of locally metric independent data on 2, and let {wt52xs2}te1 be the standard data of
Lemma with (RAJFBRA,B)*@TJS’QXSQ = waXSQ.
5’2><S Z
HM 4 (s2052) ({7 '} s #50) = #Mz({wf}.s) (mod 2).

This corollary will be proved in Section at the end of the paper; here we used it to

to prove the following theorem, which we call the Suspension Theorem, because it relates

7 (Diff) for one manifold to 71 (Diff) for a stabilized manifold. In the course of the proof,
we will make use of some technical results from Section [O

Theorem 5.7. Let a: S¥ — Diff(Z, D) be a family such that a# 12,52y smoothly contracts
via a contraction F'. We then have

SWar o) (F(Lz # (RaspRa—p))(F) .5 # 50) = SW3*™(a,s).

Proof. In the proof, all counts of points in moduli spaces should be taken mod 2. Let wZ
be good on Z and let {wze}lxsk be good with woze = wZ and wlze = a(f)*w?Z.

Since « fixes D, there is an induced family, which we denote by the same letter, on Z.
Let wZ be good on Z, and let wZ be good on Z with woe = w? and wl 0= = a(0)*w Z In
Proposition we will show that there is locally metric independent data satlsfylng the
same assumptions. In Corollary [9.11] we will relate the family moduli spaces on Z and A
and show that

SWiEP(a) = #Mz({@Zo} 1xsn5) = # M ({wse}lxs’m )-

Let {wf2xs2 }ter be the standard data (constructed in Lemmal9.12) with (Ra+pRa-pB)* w§2xs2

— 2 2
waXSQ. Let F be the smooth contraction and consider {(Fggl)*wffg(s xS )}lexsk- We

show that this represents a family of data on a spherical shell T x S**1 of the form required

to compute SW;rf;(gszSz)( (17 # (RA+BRA B))(F)~!, s # s0).

Since Fo g = 174 (52xs2) and wo(, = w? = (gZ,n?) we have

1\ Z#(5%xS?) Z S2x 82
(Fo,e) Dot o = wy # w; .

Now, F1 g = () # 1g2452 and wfa = a(f)*wZ. Thus,
_ 2,52 _ 2,2
(Frg)* (20 # 75) = ((0(0) # 15252) ™) (a(0) iy # )
=wl # w52xs2.

Thus (F] 91)* OZ fe( 5% s really defined on the spherical shell obtained by collapsing {0} x
I x S* to {0} x I x point and {1} x I x S* to {1} x I x point. Finally, we compute

(Fry wly # @5 = (F7)* (12 # (RaypRa—p))*wly # wy <>
= (F; )" (1z # (RasBRa-p))* (Fuo)* (F 3 )'w?Zy # wi

= (Fao(z # (RasnRap)) FL )" (FL)° .

1
0
1
0
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Thus naturality, Corollary and the definition give
SW;;:—(EZZjSQ)(F(lz#(RA-‘rBRA—B))(F)il?s # 50)
=# (MZ#(s&s?),s({(stel)*WSZ,Q#WZSQXSQ}>
— # (Mzpsousn) (ot *5"))
= # (M, (=Ze))
= SWHP (a,s). O

We now use the Suspension Theorem to compute the invariants for families of diffeomor-

phisms on Z?;r[}. These are constructed recursively, but by a more elaborate scheme than

just one stabilization at a time. Using the notation established in Section this means
that we need to compute the invariants for families of diffeomorphisms on Uy #p Z,; =

Z‘?/#TUO,U and Uy #r Zf,’U = Z]\J/#TUl,U' With this in mind let

(18) Z?,S = ZQ#TTUO#TSUlvU'

To start the recursion one needs the Seiberg-Witten invariants of V #1 Uy #r #rU; #T et

K denote the canonical class for the symplectic structure of V #p UO(HS)#T constructed
from the fiber sum, so that |SWV# T (K)| = 1. To generate V #p US#T Hr Uf#T we
T%0

perform 3-log-transforms on tori in nuclei in s of the summands of V #r Uér+s)#T. Label the

symplectic torus in an N(2) nucleus in each summand of UéTJrS)#T by T% a=1,---,r+s,

and let T denote both the corresponding cohomology class and Spin® structure. The

adjunction inequality implies that SWV# T (K+27%) =0,fora=1,--- ,r+s. Let
T%0

. . . z
XT =310, T By the log-transform formula [FS97, MMS97|, SWVLTUS#T#TUf#T (K +

QZT) = 1, and it would be zero by the adjunction inequality if one performed fewer than
the s log-transforms leading to V #r Ug#T #r Uf#T.

Theorem 5.8. The family Seiberg- Witten invariants of the spherical families o of diffeo-
morphisms satisfy

SWrE (@[q], K + 25T + 20Ty) = 1,
if 0 < |4] < g, and for each q and p there is a Qqp so that |€] > Qqp implies that

SWE2 (ol [q], K + 25T + 20Ty) = 0.

z!
It follows that
ker (H,(Diff°(Z")) — H,(Homeo"(Z")))
admits an infinite rank summand for p > 0.

Proof. To start with, note that the topological contraction GP described in Definition 4.2
show that a? is trivial in m,(Homeo(ZP)) and hence in H,(Homeo’(ZP)) as well.

The first statement follows by induction via the Suspension Theorem and the following
calculation. Most of the steps are formal, but the equalities which require some explanation
are marked =*) and discussed below.
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SWWp+laZ2 (ap+1[q],K + ET,ST + 2€T1> _ SW'frpﬂ,ZQ([FP[q],ﬂ]’ K + QZT)ST + QETl)

+1 +1
Z7 Z7

= SWzb P ([FP[q], ' (1y, # RavpRa—p)(lu, # RaypRa_p) '] K + 25, T + 20T1)

p+1
Zr,s

=W SWre B2 (FPg] 91 (1y, # RatpRa—p)(lu, # RaspRa—p) ' (FP[q]) "4, K + 25, T + 20T

+1
Zg,s

=) gWIr B2 (FP(q] 91 (1y, # RaspRa_p)(FP[q]) ™", K + 25,..T + 20T1)

+1
Z{{,s

— SWIrH P (FP[q) (1, # RaypRa—g)(FP[q)) ", K + 2%, T + 20T1)

+1
z2%

=GV SWIE " (allq), K + 25,,T + 20Ty) — SWgi™ (?[q], K + 2%, T + 20T7)

1,
rs+1 r+l,s
1,

Tp Lo ~ N2
=@ SWg 2 (oPlq], K + 25,1 + 2(T1).
The last four steps are explained as follows.

(1) is simply the composition law for the SW invariants combined with the observation
that [a, b] = aba~t- bil, and b~1 = (1U0 # RA+BRA—B) "91(1(]1 +# RA_,_BRA_B)*l is
the constant family, so has trivial invariants.

(2) is also the composition law after writing

FPlq] ¥ (1y, # RayBRa-B)(lu, # RayBRa—B) ' (FP[q])~" as
FPlq] ** (v, # RayBRa-B)(F*[q)) " FP[q](1y, # RarRa—p) ' (F*[q]) "

It is crucial here that we are working with Z coefficients, because the SW invariants
of the individual factors may not be defined over the integers.
(3) comes from the Suspension Theorem along with the following observations.
01 FPq] #'(1u, # RaysRa—5)(F"[q]) "¢
= ¢ 'FPlqler(lu, # RarpRa-p)er (FPlg]) .
Furthermore, for any diffeomorphism f : X — Y and family of diffeomorphisms
B : SP — Diff(Y) one has SWx(f~'8f, f*s) = SWy(B,s) by naturality. This
observation is applied in the second-to-last line with f = ¢y Zf, s+1 7 (82 x §2) —
Z'Ir‘)—i-l,s#(SQXSZ)' .
(4) In the last line the manifold Z7,, | has fewer Uy summands than X7 has torus
summands, so the second term on line (3) vanishes by the adjunction inequality.
The families of diffeomorphisms that we consider are all in TDiff so the integer-valued
invariants are defined and have the same parity as the Zs invariants. It follows that we have
many families with non-vanishing integral invariants. While the Zs computation will not
demonstrate that the integer invariant vanishes, we know that it will vanish in some range
by Lemma This gives the constants )4, from the theorem statement.
To conclude that there is an infinite rank summand of
ker (H,(Diff°(Z?)) — H,(Homeo’(Z?))),
notice that the homological invariant agrees with the homotopy invariant when both are
defined:
SWHPE (aP[q), K + 25T + 20Ty) = SWir"(aP[q), K + 25T + 20Th).
In addition, by viewing the homological invariant as taking values in integer-valued maps,
SWHrZ . TDiff — Maps(Spin®(ZF), Z),

we see that the image of the invariant contains an infinite independent set. Define a sequence
of g-values, starting with ¢f = 1 and then ¢/,; = 1 + min{q} Qg p}- Tt follows that
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SWHP’Z(ag,_)) is an independent set. For if YN | aiSWHPZ(af;p) = 0, then applying this to

k3 (3

the basic class K + 2X7T + 2qﬁ,T1 would imply that ay = 0. Thus the image of SWHr%
is an infinite rank subgroup of Z®. Since it is free, there is a splitting mapping from the
image back to ker (Hp(DiffO(Zp)) — Hp(Homeoo(Zp))), proving that it has an infinite rank
summand. O

With this calculation in hand, we can now establish the main result of the paper. It still
depends on the gluing result Corollary whose proof will be presented in Section [9}

Proof of Theorem[1.1]. The theorem for p = 0 is proved in Section 3] so we now assume that
p > 0. The proof of Theorem [5.8gives a splitting from a free subgroup of Maps(Spin®(Z*), Z)
Z* back to ker (H,(Diff*(Z?)) — H,(Homeo(Z?))), and hence a summand in that group.
Since the image of that splitting consists of spherical elements, we also get a free summand
of ker (7, (Diff°(ZP)) — 7,(Homeo(ZP))). Using the isomorphisms 0: m,11(BG) S m,(G)
and G = Diff%(ZP) or Homeo’(ZP) from the homotopy long exact sequence for EG — BG,
we get the same statement for

ker [mp11(BDiff*(Z”)) — 7p41(BHomeo?(Z?))] .

The fact that these summands are detected by Konno’s characteristic classes SW means
that these classes also give a summand in

ker [H;1(B TDiff(Z?)) — H;1(BHomeo(ZP))].

This is the statement of Theorem for homotopy or homology groups in the single
dimension j = p. To obtain the full statement of the theorem with summands for all j < p
with j = p (mod 2), write j = p—2i and recall the manifold W from item (4)) of Remark

From that kZ0 =2
rom that remark Zy,; S

in ker (Hj(DiffO(Zp)) — Hj(Homeo"(ZF))). As above, this yields summands in the other

groups as well. O

, 50 by the argument above there is a Z® summand

6. CONSEQUENCES OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we recall the statements of Corollaries and Corollary stated

in the introduction and give their proofs.

Proof of Corollary|[1.7} We need to show that the spherical families in Theorem are in
the image of Diff(Z?, B*) and a Z® subgroup of the claimed summand consists of 1-stably
trivial elements.

Both parts follow from the formulas given in Definition As shown in Proposition
the initial choice of diffeomorphism a’ can be assumed to be the identity on a ball B4,
and the stable isotopy F© can be assumed to be the identity on that same B*. Note that
a commutator as described in Section of maps that are the identity on B* will also be
the identity on B%. By induction, it follows that for any choices of V and U, the families
a®[q] and stable contractions FP[q] are the identity on B*. In particular, the FPs show any
combination of aP[q] will be stably trivial. O

Recall that any a € 7,(Diff(Z)) determines a: SP x Z = SP x Z, which is an element

of the block diffeomorphism group 7,(Diff?(Z)), and that Corollary asserts that & is
trivial.

Proof of Corollary[1.5, An extension of & is provided by the diffeomorphism K? from Def-
inition where the case p = 0 is the pseudoisotopy in Equation [14] O
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Corollary [I.6] states that for each non-trivial o constructed in proving Theorem the
associated bundle SPT! x,, Z satisfies

(1) the bundle is smoothly non-trivial;
(2) the bundle is topologically trivial;
(3) the total space of the bundle is diffeomorphic to a product.

Proof of Corollary[1.6. The first item is the standard correspondence between isomorphism
classes of bundles over a sphere and homotopy classes of their clutching functions. The fact
that « is trivial in Homeo®(Z) implies the second item.

For the third, recall that SP*! x, Z is obtained by gluing (6,2) € (7Dﬁ+1 X Z to
(6,(0)(z)) € 0D x Z. Choose a collar neighborhood S? x [0,1] of 6Dﬁ+1 with SP x 1
corresponding to the boundary. Define a map SP*! x, Z — SP*! x Z as the identity on
DP'! x Z, the identity on the complement of the collar in Dﬁ“ x Z, and KP? on the collar.
It is readily checked that this respects the gluing maps and is a diffeomorphism. ([l

Finally we show that for the manifolds Z? in Theorem Konno’s classes SWyz» are not
in the subring of H*(BTDiff(Z?); Q) generated by the Miller-Morita-Mumford classes in
H*(BDiff(Z?); Q), pulled back to H*(B TDiff(Z"); Q).

Proof of Corollary[1.10. For any smooth manifold Z, there is a natural map j : BDiff (Z) —
BHomeo(Z) corresponding to the passage from a smooth bundle with fiber Z. Ebert
and Randal-Williams [ERW14, Theorem 2] show that for any characteristic class ¢ €
H*(BSO(n); Q), there is a class r. € H*(BHomeo(Z); Q) such that j*k.°P is the usual
MMM class k. corresponding to c¢. It follows that any class k in the ring generated by the
MMM classes k. is likewise equal to j*xT°P where x°P € H*(BHomeo; Q).

Now suppose that a € m,(TDiff(ZP)) is such that SW™(a) # 0, and let f: SP™! —
B TDiff (Z) be the classifying map for the bundle SP*! x,, ZP. By item of Theorem |1.1
the composition of the following maps is null-homotopic.

sp+1 L, BTDIff(Z?) —— BDIiff(Z?) —— BHomeo(ZP).

Hence for any MMM class &, the evaluation {f*i*k, [SP1]) = (f*i*j*k TP [SPT1]) = 0.
Proposition says that (f* SW,,, SPT1 = SW™(a) # 0, we see that SW,, cannot be
in the ring generated by MMM classes. (|

This could also be deduced from Corollary using the construction [ERW 14, Theorem
1] of MMM classes of block bundles that pull back to the usual MMM classes

6.1. Algebraic topology of Diff. The previous sections use gauge theoretic invariants to
detect the non-triviality of certain homotopy groups of the diffeomorphism group. This
short section uses tools from homotopy theory to prove Corollaries [I.7] and [I.8] These
show that information from Theorem [I.1]about a single homotopy group propagates to give
information about the higher homology of the diffeomorphism group.

Proof of Corollary[1.7]. Browder proved [Bro61] that an H-space with finitely generated
homology has trivial o, generalizing a classical theorem about Lie groups. But Theorem [I.1]
says that when p is even, the homotopy group ma(Diff 0(Z”)) is non-zero, so the homology
H, (Diff°(Z?)) is infinitely generated. O

As mentioned in the introduction, for some fixed prime ¢, Browder’s argument gives rise
to g-torsion classes in H,(Diff%(Z?)) in infinitely many degrees. It would be interesting
to understand a direct gauge-theoretic way of detecting these classes, and to know if they
vanish under the natural map to the homology of Homeo"(ZP).
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The proof of Corollary[I.8|depends on techniques of rational homotopy theory discussed in
Chapter 16 of the book [FHTO01] by Félix-Halperin-Thomas. The use of rational homotopy
theory in this context was pointed out to us by Jianfeng Lin.

Lemma 6.1 (J. Lin, personal communication). Let f : A — B be a map between simply
connected spaces. Let V' be the kernel of the map

Qfs: mp(RA4) ®Q — ok (2B) ®Q
and let S(V') be the symmetric algebra generated by V. Then kernel of the map
Of.: Ho(Q4;Q) — H,(QB;Q)
contains S(V'). In particular, if V # 0, then the kernel of Qf is infinite dimensional.

Proof. Let F be the homotopy fiber of f. Then we have a fibration QF oA Y, oB.
Our assumption implies that the image of hy : Tk (QF) ® Q — max(2A) ® Q equals V. We
pick a collection {a;} < o (QF) = mor+1(F) whose image under h, gives a basis of V.
Represent o; by a map p;: S+t — F and take the induced map Qp;: QS%*+1 — QF. Let

~

Z be the weak product HZ-QS%H. Then the maps Qp; can be multiplied together to give
the map p: Z — QF. We consider the composition hop: Z — QA. Since this map induces
an injection map on rational homotopy groups, by the proof of [FHTO01, Proposition 16.7],
the map (hop)s: S(V) = Hi(Z;Q) — Hy(Q2A4;Q) is also injective. Since this map factors
through H,(QF;Q), its image is contained in the kernel of H,(QA;Q) — H.(2B;Q). O

Now we apply this lemma to show that when p is even the (based) diffeomorphism groups
of the manifolds ZP have infinitely generated rational homology in all even degrees.

Proof of Corollary[1.8 Consider one of the manifolds Z” with p > 0 even, so that
V = ker [ma(Diff (ZP)) ® Q — m2(Homeo’(ZP)) ® Q]

is infinitely generated. Let A and B be the classifying spaces of Diff’(Z) and Homeo’(Z),
respectively, so that QA ~ Diff(ZP) and QB ~ Homeo"(ZP). Then A and B are simply
connected, so Lemma shows that S(V), which is infinitely generated in every degree,
injects into

ker [ H, (Diff%(Z?)) ® Q — H,(Homeo"(Z?)) ® Q] . O

7. APPLICATIONS TO EMBEDDING SPACES

We now turn to the proof of Theorems and[I.12] which construct and detect smoothly
non-trivial k-parameter (for k < p, k = p (mod 2)) families of embeddings of the 2-sphere,
the 3-sphere, and S! x S? in suitable stabilizations of the manifolds Z” used to prove Theo-
rem|[I.1] We discuss the case of embedded 2-spheres first, as the 3-manifolds in Theorem [T.12
arise as the boundary of tubular neighborhoods of those 2-spheres. To to show that the
families are non-trivial, we will use a family submanifold sum to create a family of manifolds
to which we can apply Konno’s cohomological invariant SW. As in Proposition this
is computed by the invariant SW#* defined in Section which in turn is computed
via the gluing formula. The families of surfaces are parameterized by spheres and so the
non-trivial homology classes we find are in the image of the Hurewicz map. There are some
interesting variations on our construction and detection results that we outline as well.

Remark 7.1. For us, an embedding is a function rather than just the submanifold that is
its image. Omne can study spaces of submanifolds, essentially by dividing by the action of
the diffeomorphism group of the submanifold. Some results along these lines are presented
in Section 7 of [AR24].
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For 2-spheres of square 1, the case k = 0 is well-known; see for example [AKMR15|. The
key observation is that the diffeomorphism type of a manifold X is encoded in the embedded
CP! (henceforth ¥) in X # CP?; one recovers X by an ‘anti-holomorphic’ blowdown of the
CP!. Thus distinct smoothings of X that become diffeomorphic after stabilization by CP?
will give rise to inequivalent 2-spheres in X # CP?2. Similarly, one can recover X from
X # (5% x S?) by surgery on one of the obvious spheres in S? x S%, giving rise to exotic
square 0 spheres. We will show that this technique extends to higher-dimensional families,
via family versions of blowing down and surgery. A key aspect of the argument is to make
use of strong results about the diffeomorphism groups of 3-manifolds.

Remark 7.2. We record here some notational conventions for this section. First, for a
manifold X, we denote by X0 its connected sum with S2 x $2, and (following [AKMR15])
by X* its connected sum with CP? or cP.

Second, an important aspect of our constructions here is that the manifolds we work with
decompose as connected sums and/or submanifold sums. Typically, they have more than
one such decomposition and we need to keep track of which one is being discussed at various
stages of the argument. To indicate that we are working with an S?x S? summand of a piece
of a bigger manifold, we will decorate S? x S? with a subscript indicating that particular
piece. So for instance, the manifold Z mentioned below has several S? x S? summands, one
which will be denoted (S? x S?)z. The exotic collections of embeddings that we construct
become smoothly isotopic after one stabilization. The isotopy depends on the particular
S% x §% summand used, so a smooth contraction arising from a summand labeled (52 x S?)y
will be denoted using the same subscript, as in Fy.

7.1. Constructing families of embeddings. Since the case £k = 0 has already been
treated in the literature, we concentrate on the argument for higher values of k. As in
the case of diffeomorphisms, we first construct a k-dimensional family of embeddings in
a specific manifold Z* where the manifold Z* gets larger (as measured by by) as k gets
larger. We then use the freedom to make the target manifold larger by submanifold sum.
In Remark (7.5 below, we will describe the modifications needed to have one manifold that is
the target of families of different dimensions. This is similar to argument for the analogous
fact about families of diffeomorphisms from Theorem presented in Section

There are two ingredients to our construction. The first one is a family of diffeomorphisms
aP: SP — Diff(Z, N) with SWHr(aP) # 0. The right condition is that Z be constructed via
submanifold sums of stabilized symplectic manifolds as described in Remark with the
simplest instance being

ZP = ZP7 e XO = ZP L o (X # (8% x 5?)) = (2P~ #0 Xo) # (52 x S?)

where X is defined in Section |3} This last S? x S? summand is disjoint from the nucleus
N, and is denoted (S? x S?)z as in Remark It is useful to write Z' = ZP~! 41+ X, so
that ZP = Z/ # (52 x S?)z.

We further require o # 1g2,g2 to smoothly contract in Z # (S% x S2), which holds for
7Z = ZP. In this case, we use (S? x S?), to denote the final summand and denote the
contraction by F. Notice that if X can be written as X’ # (52 x S?) for some X', then

of #p1x =aP #p Lyxrg(s2x52) = (o # 1g2552) #1 1x/

also smoothly contracts. We will denote such a contraction by F, as well. The families
constructed in section [4] all have these properties.

The second ingredient is an interesting collection of embeddings of a surface into a 4-
manifold. We start by describing a collection of self-intersection zero spheres in a spin
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manifold and then modify it to give a collection of self-intersection one spheres in a non-
spin manifold. Recall the diffeomorphism

©q: Xg#(5%xS?%) = B(2;2¢+1)# (S*x S%) — X§ = Xo# (S*x S%)x = E(2;1) #(5?x 5?)
from Section [3

The embedding J : §? — (52 x §2)\pt given by J(v) = (v,pt) generates embeddings
Jy: S? - Xg via inclusion of the S? x S§? summand followed by @q. Similarly, set J
52x S1 - (52x52)\pt to be the embedding given by J (v, ¢) = (v, ¢) where we view S! in the
second factor as the equator in the second S2. This generates embeddings jq :5%2x St — X))
via inclusion of the S? x S? summand followed by ¢q- Thus, jq is the embedding generated
as the boundary of the tubular neighborhood of the family of embeddings of the self-
intersection zero spheres. Since these become isotopic after one stabilization, the boundary
of the tubular neighborhood does as well. Similarly, this embeddings in this family are all
topologically isotopic and smoothly concordant to one another.

Since the images of these embeddings are disjoint from the nucleus, one may submanifold
sum with any manifold along a submanifold in the nucleus, and obtain analogous embed-
dings and equivalences that we will still denote J,, Fj«, K7, and G ;. Here we append a
J to the subscript to emphasize that these maps are equivalences of embeddings. Since
ZP = 7' # (S? x S?)z contains a S? x S2-summand there is smooth stable isotopy F;z
defined on

ZP #1 X = (Z' #1 X0) # (5% x %)z
This means J; is smoothly isotopic to Jy in ZP #r X8, via F; 7. Thus, the domain of F; 7 is
ZP #1 X and the domain of F , is (ZP#1X3) # (5?xS?). Note that ZP #7 X is just ZPHL.
This will imply that the same manifolds will support exotic families of diffeomorphisms,
embedded surfaces, and embedded 3-manifolds.

To obtain examples of smoothly knotted spheres of self-intersection plus one, we just
stabilize via CP?. Results of Mandelbaum [Man79a] and Moishezon [Moi77] imply the
existence of a diffeomorphism

oF : Xg# CP? = E(2;2q + 1) # CP* — X§ = X # CP? = E(2;1) # CP?,
and work of Wall [Wal64] says that 90:[ may be chosen to be homotopic to 1, # 1cp2. The
linear embedding J*: 5% = CP' — CP?\pt then induces embeddings J and equivalences
Ff*, Kj, G}’ as in the self-intersection zero case. After fiber summing with Z?, we also
have the isotopy FfZ.

The boundary of the tubular neighborhood of CP* = CP? is a 3-sphere, so the family of
embeddings JqJr generates a corresponding family of embeddings JqJr of S3. These embed-

dings of S3 are topologically isotopic, smoothly concordant, and stably isotopic after one
external stabilization.
Combining these ingredients gives the desired families of embeddings.

Definition 7.3. The families of embeddings of self-intersection zero spheres are given by
JPHL S = [ 5 SP/({0,1} x SP U I x pt) — Emb(S?, Z #1 XJ),
T, 0)(v) = Fu(t,0)(Jg(v)).
The associated equivalences
FPHL T x SPHY o Emb(S?, Z #1 X§ # 52 x §%),
G T x SPHY s Emb(S?, Z #1 X)),
K51 x 8P — Emb(S?, Z #r X§),
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are given by

FU (s,1,0)(0) = Fu(t, 0)(Fyu(s,v)),
GH(s,8,0) (v) = Fu(t, 0)(G(s,v)),
K (s,1,0)(v) = Fu(t,0)(Ks(s,v)).

p+1
Jq

Remark 7.4. Note that for fixed p, as ¢ varies, the embeddings are based at different

base points. We use the isotopy F;z as a path connecting the base point for Jg“ to

the base point for J§ 1 Using the path, the families may be modified to have a common
basepoint.

The corresponding families of spheres of self-intersection one and associated equivalences
come from stabilizing by CP? a the last stage and are just denoted by appending a + to the
notation as an extra superscript. The families of embeddings of S? x S' and S3 obtained as
the boundary of the tubular neighborhoods are denoted by appending a ™ to the notation.

Remark 7.5. There are non-spin manifolds that support for a range of values of k of
the same parity, (k + 1)-dimensional families of exotic diffecomorphisms and k-dimensional
families of embeddings of all of the types that we have discussed (self-intersection zero
sphere, self-intersection one sphere, S? x S!, 3-sphere). The point is that

(ZP # CP?) #1 (Xo # (5% x §2)) = (27 # 2CP°) #r (Xo # CP?).

The manifold (ZP # @2) #7 (X # (5% x S?)) supports families of diffeomorphisms as
it is obtained by blowing up a family of diffeomorphisms. It also supports families of
embeddings of self-intersection zero spheres and families of embeddings of S? x S'. The
manifold (Z? # 2(CP2) #1 (Xo # CP?) supports families of embeddings of self-intersection

one spheres and families of embeddings of S3. We refer to Remark for details.

This completes the construction of many spherical families of embeddings of any given
dimension. It further demonstrates that the families of embeddings of a fixed space type
(self-intersection zero sphere, self-intersection one sphere, 3-sphere, S? x S!) over the same
dimensional parameter space are topologically isotopic, smoothly concordant, and stably
equivalent after one sum with S? x S2. We now proceed to show that the corresponding
families are independent in the homology of the appropriate space of embeddings.

7.2. Family blowdown. To distinguish the families of embeddings we use family blow-
down, family surgery, and a family submanifold sum to convert families of embeddings into
families of manifolds. Konno’s characteristic class invariant of families of manifolds is the
invariant that we associate to families of embeddings.

There are two equivalent ways of describing the smooth structure of the blowdown of a
sphere of self-intersection +1, X; they each lead in somewhat different fashion to a family
version. The first, whose family version is discussed in Construction is to remove a
tubular neighborhood v(X) from Z and then glue in a 4-ball along the resulting boundary.
The second, together \mh2 the family version is described in Construction It is the con-
nected sum of Z with CP" along a 2-sphere. There is an analogous pair of ways to describe
surgery on a self-intersection zero sphere. The first removes the tubular neighborhood of
the sphere and glue in a S x S2. The second is to take submanifold sum with families of
S,

In this paper, we will use the cut-and-glue approach, but comment on the submanifold
sum approach.
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Construction 7.6. Let = be a finite k-dimensional cell complex, and let J : = — Emb(S?, Z)
be continuous. We obtain a family of spaces from = x Z by removing a tubular neighborhood
of J. Even though = x Z is a trivial family of manifolds, the exterior

Z! = (2 x Z)\intv(J),

could be a non-trivial family of manifolds with boundary. The boundary is a bundle over =
with fiber dv(Jy,). If every sphere in the family has self-intersection zero, ov(J,,) = S2x S*.
If every sphere in the family has self-intersection +1, dv(J,) = S3.

Let J: E — Emb(Y, Z) be a family of embeddings of a 3-manifold. In the same way we
consider the exterior of the total embedding:

24 = (2 x Z)\intw(J).

When Y and Z are orientable, the embedding will be two-sided so the boundary will be a
bundle over Z with fiber Y 1L —Y. In the special case Y = S§% x S the fiber of the bundle
will be 252 x S', and when Y = S2 the fiber of the bundle will be 2.53.

A special point here is that bundles with fibers consisting of copies of S§% x S! and
S3 extend uniquely to bundles with fibers consisting of copies of D? x S! and D*. (For
this discussion, we temporarily suspend the convention that Diff = Diff™.) For S? x S,
the central point is Hatcher’s calculation [Hat81] of the homotopy type of Diff(S* x S?),
which follows from the Smale conjecture via a ‘disjunction’ technique. As part of the
argument, Hatcher shows that the inclusion of Diff (S xS?) into Diff (S'x5?) is a homotopy
equivalence, where Diff (S x S?) consists of diffeomorphisms that take slices {z} x S? to
slices {y} x S2. Tt follows from this and the homotopy equivalences Diff(S!) ~ O(2) and
Diff(S?) ~ O(3) that any family of diffeomorphisms of S x S? extends to a family of
diffeomorphisms of S x B3.

For S? notice that Diff (%) is homotopy equivalent to SO(4) by Hatcher’s resolution of
the three dimensional Smale conjecture, [Hat83].

The extension property allows us to define Z; = 2, u; E and 2 5= Z} vy £ where B

is a bundle over = with fiber consisting of the appropriate number of copies of D3 x S* and
D*.

Remark 7.7. While defining the Seiberg-Witten characteristic classes for possibly discon-
nected 4-manifolds is not a problem, for the examples that we consider, Z5 decomposes
into two components, and we discard the component with fibers having small second Betti
number.

The invariant for families of embeddings is defined via these families of manifolds.

Definition 7.8. If J: £ — Emb(S?, Z) is a family of self-intersection zero or one embed-
dings, set

SWEmP (1) = FSW%(2; — E,—) = SWZ(-) n [E].
If J: 2 — Emb(S?, Z) is a family of embeddings of S® or S? x S, set

SWERP(J) = FSW%(25 — B, —) = SWZ(—) n [E].

Since the first invariant is defined on the union of all self-intersection zero (or one)
embeddings, it will allow one to conclude that homotopy and homology groups of these
families of embeddings contain infinite rank summands. It also allows one to conclude that
the kernels of the maps to topological embeddings also contain infinite-rank summands.
There are technical issues related to generalizing these results to higher dimensional families.
Namely, one would need to establish a natural extension of the boundary of the exterior of
the family to a well-understood family of spaces.
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Taking the fiber sum with a standard family of embeddings avoids extension questions
but adds a requirement on the family. This approach is employed by Drouin in his the-
sis, [Dro23]. Once examples are constructed for any non-negative self-intersection, the re-
maining self-intersections are obtained by orientation reversal. In particular, the sum of the
exceptional spheres in nCP" is a standard model of a self-intersection —n sphere. This gives
rise to a standard family in S? x nCP”. Drouin defines a family of self-intersection n spheres
to be parameter-untwisted if the normal bundle of the family is fiber or1entat10n—revers1ng
isomorphic to the normal bundle to the normal bundle of the family in S? x nCP°. He
further constructs an invariant to detect parameter-untwisted families. Topologically trivial
families are all parameter-untwisted.

Construction 7.9. Let J : £ — Emb (52, Z) be continuous, with
Ly={(zJ:(y) | (z,y) eEx P} cExZ

denoting its graph. Note that I'; is diffeomorphic to Z x S2.
In the parameter-untwisted case, Drouin creates a family Z; as the fiberwise sum

(19) (E x Z) #r,—=xp (E x CP).

7.3. Computing the invariant of families. For spherical families of embeddings, the
families of spaces used to define the invariants of families of embeddings are bundles over
spheres. These bundles are determined by the transition function which is a map of the
equator into the diffeomorphism group of the fiber. In this case, the invariant of the family
of spaces agrees with the invariant of the family of diffeomorphisms. Indeed, the invariant
of the family of spaces depends on a family of moduli spaces defined over the base sphere
of the family of spaces via data on the sphere. The invariant of the diffeomorphism is
defined via a collection of data defined over a disk. Since the family of spaces is obtained
by gluing two trivial families of spaces defined over the hemispheres using the family of
diffeomorphisms. One may take constant data over one of the hemispheres. There will be
no solution to the parameterized equations over the hemisphere with constant data, and
this leads to the equality of the two invariants.

This leaves the problem of identifying the family of diffeomorphisms associated to Z; and
Z 5. The stable isotopy effectively defines a family isomorphism from the twisted family to
a trivial family. To see this, it is useful to use the following model of a spherical family of
spaces associated to a spherical family of diffeomorphisms.

Definition 7.10. Let v: SP — Diff(Z) and define
S, 2 = (0 x {2)) x D' x Z) / ~

where (—,0,2z) ~ (0,6,z) and (+,0,2) ~ (1,0,7(6)(z)) when |§] = 1. The projection to
SPH1 just forgets the Z-factor.

The smooth stable isotopy gives rise to the following family isomorphism.
$: SPTL x (ZP #7 E(2,2q + 1)°) — SPT1 % (ZP #1 E(2,2¢ + 1)°,

OPHT Lp(2,24+1)0

given by

B (i79’z)’ ift= ia
(.0, 2) = {(t’g, Fi(t,0)(2).

The diffeomorphism ¢, : E(2,2q + 1) induces the family isomorphism
Lgpi1 X g2 SPTL x (ZP 47 E(2,2q +1)° — SPT x (ZP #1 X7).
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The composition (1gp+1 % ) o ® is an isomorphism between SP*1 x (ZP #r X§) and
SPHL 5 P #p 1p@2,2q+1)0(ZP #1 E(2,29 + 1)%). Performing parameterized surgery on each
side yields a family isomorphism

Sp+1 Xap#TlE(2,2q+1) (Zp #T E(Q, 2q + 1)) — ZJ.
This implies that SWEmb(Jf;H) = SWHr (aP #7 1p(2,2+1))-

Proofs of Theorem Theorem and Corollary[1.13. Evaluating SWH» on the Spin®-
structures corresponding to K + 27T + 2¢T} as in the proof of Theorem establishes that
JP* are linearly independent in H,1(Emb(S?, ZP)), and thus in 7,41 (Emb(S?, ZP)). Since
it was already discovered that J& 1 topologically contract via Gz, this establishes that there
is a Z®° summand in the kernel as well. The stable contraction F; demonstrates that the
families JZ 1 are all equivalent after one external stabilization. This completes the proof in
the self-intersection zero case. The proofs for families with self-intersection one, S x $2, and
53 are all the same, just modifying the notation by appending + and ~ where appropriate.
The family concordances Ky establish the corollary. O

Remark 7.11. The exotic families of surfaces that we construct all live in an extra 4-
manifold summand. The summation takes place in a neighborhood that avoids the support
of the family of diffeomorphisms and is contained in a nucleus that avoids the support
of the families of diffeomorphisms used in the construction. This means a finger of this
surface can be dragged into this region and into any manifold attached via submanifold in
the region, in particular, one can pick a symplectic manifold and sum along a symplectic
torus. One can then excise any codimension zero submanifold that missed the symplectic
surface together with any par of the finger intersecting this submanifold. The result will
be an exotic family of surfaces (possibly with boundary) in a manifold with boundary. The
proof that the resulting families are distinct relative to the boundary is to just glue back
the excised part. This establishes Theorem [1.17

8. METRICS OF POSITIVE SCALAR CURVATURE

In this section, we prove Theorem [1.14]concerning higher homology and homotopy groups
of RT(Z), the space of Riemannian metrics with positive scalar curvature (PSC) on certain
4-manifolds Z. The method extends Witten’s proof [Wit94] that for 4-manifolds with b5 >
1, the non-vanishing of the Seiberg-Witten invariant obstructs the existence of a PSC metric.
This is a much stronger restriction than in higher dimensions, where in many cases, existence
is determined by index theoretic considerations [Ros07|. For spin 4-manifolds, admitting
a PSC metric implies the vanishing of the ﬁ—genus, and hence the signature. Similarly, 1-
parameter Seiberg-Witten invariants were used in used [Rub01] to obstruct isotoZpy between
PSC metrics. In that paper, the manifolds were connected sums of CP? and CP” and hence
were not spin. So the part of Theorem relating to mo(R"(Z)) when Z is spin, is new,
as are all of the statements about higher homotopy groups.

For the remainder of this section, we assume that X is a manifold admitting a PSC
metric, § € 3;%, and that by (X) > k + 2. In this situation, we define invariants of the
homology of R*(X) analogous to the diffeomorphism invariants SWX. Suppose that Z is
compact, and note that any map ¢g: = — R*(X) yields data w: = — II(X) of the form
w(f) = (g9(#),0). Witten’s argument in the family setting shows that there will be no
irreducible points in the parameterized moduli space M(w). Moreover, if Z is a manifold
with dim(Z) < k + 2, then there is a small perturbation @’ = (¢’,0) for which there are
no reducible solutions, or in other words will be good. This uses the observation [Fri00, p.
142] [Don96| [DK90, Proposition 4.3.14] that the set of metrics for which there are reducible
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solutions to the unperturbed Seiberg-Witten has codimension b2 (X) in II(X). Since R*(X)
is open in Met(X), that set also has codimension b2 (X) in R™(X). Working simplex by
simplex, we see that any homology class in Hy(R" (X)) can be represented by a chain « in
R (X) that is good when viewed as a chain in II(X).

Definition 8.1. With assumptions on X and s as before, let a be a good chain representing
a homology class in R*(X). Choose a good chain 3 in II(X) with d8 = «, and set

SWEP () = #M(f) as in Definition

Arguments similar to those in Section show that these invariants are well-defined and
hence define homomorphisms SWYP*: H; (R* (X)) — Z. Summing over s € S;(X), we
assemble these homomorphisms into a homomorphism

SWEPse: H (RT(X)) — Z*%.

The main observation is that for any manifold X, the group Diff (X) acts by pull-back on
the space of Riemannian metrics on X, preserving the subspace R (X). So an initial choice
g of PSC metric defines a map EY: lef( ) = RT(X). Directly from the definitions, we
get the following lemma.

Lemma 8.2. For any a € Hy(Diff(X)) we have SWHk () = SWFP*(EY(a)).

Proof of Theorem [1.14. By construction, the manifolds Z” constructed in the proof of The-
orem are completely decomposable. In the non- spin case, we write Z&; g for the corre-
spondmg connected sum of copies of CP? and CP’. Tn the spin case, we Write Z',, being
sure to choose the signature equal to 0 so that Z is diffeomorphic to a connected sum of
copies of S% x S2. Note that all the summands have standard PSC metrics, which can be
transported to the connected sums via the gluing construction of Schoen-Yau [SY79] and
Gromov-Lawson |GL80| (as amended in [RSO01]).

Pick an initial good PSC metric g on each ZP. Theorem constructs, for all 0 < j < p
with j = p (mod 2), a Z* summand of H;(Diff(ZP)) detected by SW*. Lemma
implies that the image of FY is a Z* summand of H;(R*(Z?)). Since the summand in
H;(Diff(ZP)) consists of spherical classes, the same is true for the corresponding summand
of Hj(R*(ZP)), and so we get a Z* summand of m;(R*(Z")). O

9. PROOF OF THE PARAMETERIZED IRREDUCIBLE-REDUCIBLE GLUING THEOREM

In this section, we prove Theorem which describes how to glue families of solutions
to the parameterized Seiberg-Witten equations on a connected sum. The term param-
eterized irreducible-reducible indicates that the theorem is concerned with parameterized
moduli spaces (with different parameter spaces for the two summands), where one moduli
space consists of only good (and hence irreducible) solutions, and the other consists of only
reducible solutions.

The concept and structure of the proof are very similar to the proof of the usual (non-
parameterized) blow-up formula [Nic00, Theorem 4.6.7]. One first stretches a neck on
Z =~ Z # S* to conclude that the moduli space for Z is the product of the moduli space on
Z, a punctured copy of Z with a cylindrical end, and the moduli space on R* = §4 with
suitable cylindrical metric. (We remind the reader of our general convention that a ¢ *’ over a
manifold means that it has a cylindrical end, and more generally that a ¢ *” over a geometric
object means that it is appropriately adapted to the cylindrical end.) Due to the positive
scalar curvature metric on S4 this last moduli space is just a point, so the moduli spaces

associated to Z and Z are isomorphic. Now 54 may be replaced with anything that has
a moduli space consisting of exactly one suitably non-degenerate reducible configuration.
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Indeed one just “stretches the neck” on such a configuration to arrive at the product of the
moduli space of Z with the moduli space of the special family. This is the case for cP’
as given in the traditional blow-up formula. It is also the case for any simply-connected
negative definite manifold. It is also the case for a family where there is one data point with
a suitably non-degenerate reducible configuration. The main example we have in mind is
52 x 82 with the one-parameter family of data wf 5% as specified in Lemma m below.

The neck-stretching argument can get a bit technical, and leads to complicated notation.
A very detailed description of these gluing arguments in the non-parameterized case is given
in [Nic00]. There have been various generalizations of this work into the parameterized
setting. The wall-crossing theorem of [LL0O1] may be viewed as one, as can the calculation
in [Rub98,Rub01] and the families blow-up formula of [Liu00]. The Baraglia-Konno gluing
formula [BK20| comes very close to what we need for this paper, but we could not see
how to use that result exactly as stated. The Baraglia-Konno gluing formula considers
the sum of a pair of families each defined over the same parameter space. The nature of
the Suspension Theorem [5.7] requires a result that works for sums of families defined over
different parameter spaces.

The gluing procedure we use has roots in work of Taubes [Tau82], and has four steps.
The first step is to construct approximate solutions. The second step is to study the
linearizations of the equations around the approximate solutions, and the third step is to
solve the full non-linear equations via an application of the contraction mapping theorem.
This provides a map from suitable pairs of configurations on the two sides into the moduli
space of the closed manifold. The fourth and final step is to show that the map defined in
this way is an isomorphism.

By using CW theory to define invariants for families as in [Kon21], or transverse singular
chains as done here in section [2.5.1] one reduces to the case of topologically trivial families
of manifolds over cells. This is the situation in which we describe our gluing theorem.

Even when the family of manifolds is trivial, the Seiberg-Witten map for the parameter-
ized case is correctly viewed as a section of a Hilbert bundle over the space of parameterized
configurations mod gauge. Our approach is to organize the parameterized gluing theorem
so it resembles the unparameterized gluing results as closely as possible. By restricting to
the case of zero dimensional moduli spaces, we show that we can locally work with metrics
that do not vary as the parameter varies. This reduces the bundles to trivial bundles. We
further argue that we may select perturbations with support away from the neck. Since
most of the analysis in the gluing theorem takes place in the neck, these two simplifica-
tions essentially reduce the proof of our gluing theorem to the unparameterized case. These
simplifications are addressed in Section [9.2

9.1. Analytical framework. The codomain of the Seiberg-Witten map includes the space
of self-dual 2-forms as a summand. This means that in the parameterized setting, the
codomain should be viewed as a bundle over the parameter space. In the case of families
of a closed manifold X over a contractible base, =, the correct geometry to describe this
proceeds as follows. We have, implicitly, chosen a trivialization of the family; this does not
affect any of the conclusions in this section. Let A denote the space of L2-connections on the
determinant line of the Spin® structure, and let C = = x A x L3(X, S*) be the configuration
space. Define a Hilbert bundle over the configuration space by

&= {((HaAﬂlJ)’ (’7? 30)) €C x L%(Xai/\z@s_) | P+(gt9)7 = O}

where P, (g) = %(1 + %) is the projection to the self-dual forms. One defines the gauge
group to be G = Lg(X ,S1), and the based gauge group G° to be the subgroup mapping
a basepoint to 1 € S'. One then takes the quotient by the standard action of the gauge

42



EXOTIC HOMOTOPY CLASSES OF DIFFEOMORPHISMS

group [Nic00, Section 2.1.1] to get
E=G\E - B=G\C.

The Seiberg Witten equations may be viewed as a section of this bundle map given by
SWan(6,4,0) = (VE(E] +in*(6) - 3¢~ (a(0))). Diw).
This is a well-defined section of £, and the parameterized moduli space is just the zeros of
this section.

These equations generalize to manifolds with cylindrical ends. A detailed description
of cylindrical structures may be found in the book by Nicolaescu [NicOO]. The situation
considered in [Nic00| is that of a closed 4-manifold N (0) containing a separating copy of
[0,1] x N. In particular manifolds with a ‘ *’ accent are 4-manifolds and manifolds with
no accent are 3-manifolds. The manifold N(r) is obtained by adding a copy of [0,7] x N
into the neck. Taking the limit as r — oo leads to N(o0) = Ny ][ Na. In fact, this process
is turned around and the construction starts with the manifolds ]\71 and Ng to obtain the
manifolds N(r).

N() = (M +1,20)) U, (Ka\(r+1,0))
where ¢, (t,z) = (t —2r — 1,7). It is useful to consider that the cylindrical part extends
even further to a copy of [~1,00) x S% in N.

Analogous constructions are performed using metrics, bundles, and Spin® structures.

[Nic00, Sec 4.1]. The symbol N may be used to represent either Ny or Na. At first,
Nicolaescu considers a completely general situation in which a product neck is stretched.
He later restricts to two special situations, both with N = S3. The first is when the
configurations on both sides are irreducible and strongly irreducible [Nic00, Theorem 4.5.17].
The second, which is the one relevant to us, is when all configurations on Nj are irreducible
and strongly regular, and there is a unique configuration on N, and this configuration is
reducible and suitably non-degenerate [Nic00, Theorem 4.5.19]. Baraglia and Konno [BK20]
have a generalization of this theorem so that both sides may be parameterized by the same
parameter space, but our version allows different parameter spaces on each side. Generally,
objects on the irreducible side will be indicated with a subscript of 1, objects on the reducible
side will be indicated by a subscript of 2, and objects on the closed manifold with neck-length
r will be indicated by adding (r) to the notation.
/j?o state our gluing result we extend the definitions of data to the cylindrical case. Let
Met(N;) denote the set of cylindrical metrics limiting to the standard round metric on S3
and SA22(]\7@-)0 denote the set of 2-forms with support in N;\(0, 0) x S3. The set of cylindrical
data is then given by

TI(N;) = Met(N;) x ker (d L Q2(N;)o — ﬁ?’(m)o) :

Notice that there is a natural notion of sums of data. In particular, given @’ : Z; —

II(N;), we get

ol #, w?: Ey x Ey — (N(r)).
In the situations where we apply this, Z; will be a simplex. We use this notation because
A is used to represent difference maps here as in [Nic00).

In general, one may consider several different variations of cylindrical end moduli spaces
corresponding to different constraints on the value at infinity. This leads to many technical
complications. Since the situation here always has an end corresponding to the standard
round S2, most of these complications may be avoided. In the cylindrical case, there are
several different ways to generalize spaces of gauge transformations, connections and spinor
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fields. The first possibility is to take gauge transformations modeled on the weighted Sobolev
space L§7 5> connections and the positive spinor fields modeled on L; 5> and self-dual 2-forms
and negative spinor fields modeled on L% 5- These are the fibers of the Hilbert bundle over
the configuration space. Here ¢ is any poéitive parameter so that the only eigenvalue of the
linearization of the gauge-fixed Seiberg-Witten equations over S® less or equal to § is zero.
In this model, the exponential decay forces the gauge transformations to the identity at
infinity, so this is an analog of the based gauge group with the base point at infinity. The
resulting moduli space corresponds to the framed moduli space over the closed manifold.

To define a moduli space on the cylindrical end manifold corresponding to the moduli
space over a closed manifold, one must extend the function spaces to allow other values at
infinity. The first approach extends the gauge group to allow any unit complex number to
be the value at infinity.

Let h:[—1,00) — [0,1] be a smooth function equal to zero in a neighborhood of 0 and
equal to one on [0, 00). Set h: N — [0,1] to be h composed with projection on [—1,00) x 3
extended as zero elsewhere.

Definition 9.1. The restricted cylindrical end gauge group is
G ={g+hz|ge Lgy(g(/\ON@(C), ze S g+ hz| = 1}.

The map 0 : G — S1, given by 0 (g + hz) = g is the value at infinity. We often write g for
g+ hz, and 05(9) = goo. The infinity-based cylindrical end gauge group is G° = ker(dw).
The corresponding quotients are B = G\C and £ = G\E. The framed spaces are the
corresponding quotients by the based gauge transformations: B = GO\C and £ = GO\E.

The second approach adds all gauge transformations over S® to the gauge group. This
requires one to also add Seiberg-Witten configurations over S® to the space of gauge and
spinor fields.

Definition 9.2. The cylindrical end gauge group is
G={g+hu|(g,u) € Lg,é(/\ON@(C) x LZAN’S3®C), |u| =1,|g + hu| = 1}.
The cylindrical end configuration space is
C = {(A+ia+ihb,,0)|(ia,¥) € L3 ;(iN'N) @ ST), beker(d* : L3(A'S%) — LT(A\°S?), 0 e E}.
We will omit ‘cylindrical end’ when there is no chance of confusion.

In both approaches the Seiberg-Witten equations take values in L% s spinor fields and
imaginary-valued self-dual 2-forms. It is not difficult to see that the two approaches to
the cylindrical end moduli spaces are equivalent. There is a natural map from the moduli
space defined in the restricted setting to the cylindrical end moduli space taking a restricted
equivalence class to a gauge equivalence class. To see that the map is surjective, one just
needs to note that any configuration may be put into coulomb gauge at infinity. To see
that the map is injective, just notice that two gauge equivalent configurations that are in
coulomb gauge at infinity are related by a gauge transformation that is constant at infinity.

Definition 9.3. A configuration or gauge orbit of a configuration is called parameterized
reqular if the vertical component of the derivative of SW = 1s surjective at that point. A set
of data is called good if all solutions are parameterized regular and irreducible. The space
of framed configurations where SW » vanishes is the framed parameterized moduli space
M ({ww}). The space of configurations where SW = vanishes is the parameterized moduli
space M({w}).

Remark 9.4.
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(1) Nicolaescu uses M for moduli spaces over 4-manifolds and M for moduli spaces on 3-
manifolds. He appends a star as in M (%) to represent framed moduli spaces |[Nic00].
Since we do not need to consider other 3-manifolds, we return to a standard, older
notation.

(2) A configuration is regular if the vertical component of the derivative restricted to
variations that are trivial in the parameter direction is surjective. Regular implies
parameterized regular. For family invariants the typical situation will be parame-
terized solutions that are parameterized regular but not regular.

(3) There is also a notion of strongly parameterized regular to describe the situation
when the vertical component of the derivative of the Seiberg-Witten map is surjec-
tive when restricted to variations that do not change the limiting value. See the
discussion following [Nic00, Lemma 4.3.18]. In all of the situations we consider the
cylindrical end will be modeled on (0, 0) x S? with the standard metric, so the two
notions coincide.

(4) If the parameter space is not contractible the configuration spaces of forms and
connections will be replaced by bundle analogues. See [Kon21]. We will minimize
the use of bundles in the gluing argument.

(5) When v-dim(Mx ) + dim(Z) < 0 and dim(Z) < b (X) generic data is good.

For good data the parameterized moduli space is a manifold of the expected dimension,
which in turn is v-dim(Mx ¢) + dim(E).

9.2. Special Data. In this section we specify the assumptions on the data that we use in
the proof of our gluing theorem. We also prove that such data may always be chosen for
the numerical invariants that we consider.

9.2.1. Locally constant metrics. In this short section, we sketch the proof that for a 0-
dimensional family moduli space, we may assume that, after a small deformation, we have
locally metric independent data as in Definition

Proposition 9.5. Let w : = — II(X) be good data, so that v-dim Mx ;({wwg}) = 0 and
Mx s({wg}) consists of finitely many irreducible solutions sitting over exceptional points

in top simplices of Z. There exists another set of good locally metric independent data
w' : E - II(X) so that

Mx s({wg}) = Mxs({wp}).

Proof of Proposition[9.5. A version of this proposition is proved in [MRS11, Appendix A]
for 1-parameter families. The proof adapts readily to the setting where the parameter space
E is a k-dimensional complex; compare also [BK20, Proposition 7.2].

The argument in [MRS11] is given in terms of the framework explained in [KMO0S8] for
finding good perturbations as in Proposition[2.4] We briefly explain the setup and sketch the
adaptations of the proof to the higher-parameter case. At the outset, we note one important
difference; whereas [MRS11] is concerned with reducible configurations, we are dealing only
with irreducible ones. Hence in [MRS11| the proposition is proved for configurations in the
boundary of the blown-up configuration space B° and moduli space M? from [KMO8| but
for us there is no need for the blown-up configuration space.

Consider the space Z < Met(X) x B consisting of triples (g, A, ) with D% (4) =0
where D%Jr is the Dirac operator for the metric g. (This is an extension of the notation
from [KMOS|, where Z denotes the fiber over a particular metric g.) The proof of [KMOS,
Lemma 27.1.1] shows this to be a Hilbert submanifold of Met(X ) x BB for which the projection
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to Met(X) is a submersion. The function
1 _
SWay = (9, V2(Fy — 3¢ (@(®)))

(asin Equation takes its values in yjeq(x), the subspace of Met(X) x 02%(X;iR) consisting
of pairs (g,w) with w being g-self dual. Projection onto the first factor makes Oet(x) into
a bundle over Met(X), which can be trivialized by parameterizing Met(X) in terms of
automorphisms of the tangent bundle as in [FU84, Chapter 3].

For a single metric, as in [KMO8, Lemma 27.1.1], the generic-data argument is com-
pleted by choosing 7 so that —iv/2n™ is a regular value for the restriction of SW(y to Z.
In the family setting, one perturbs the data so that the map @ : & — Qypeq(x) 18 trans-

verse to SWqy: Z > M\et(x); this establishes Proposition By our hypotheses that
v-dim M x s({wp}) = 0 and that bJ (X) > k we can assume that and all of our metrics lie in
Met(X) and that there are no solutions over the k — 1 skeleton. Moreover, the parameter-
ized moduli space consists of isolated points each lying over § = 0 for 6 in a ball U in the
interior of a top-dimensional cell of =. We will change the metric component of the map w
on the interior of U, so that near 0, the metric is independent of 6.

Write @y = (g(6),n(0)) and note that Q% and the projection from Q? — Q% depend
continuously on the metric g. Hence there are C,e > 0 such that for all ¢’ defined on a
ball of radius € with |¢/(8) — g(0)| < C the data @’'(0) = (¢'(0),n(#) is still transverse to
SWy: Z - Ontet(x)- Choose € small enough so that |g(€) — g(0)] < C for all § € B(0).
Then it is easy to construct an extension g’ of g|sp, (o) such that ¢'(6) = g(0) for |0] < /2
and |g(0) — g(6)] < C. Then w’ is the desired good locally metric independent data. O

9.3. Proof of the gluing theorem. We now proceed through the approximation, lin-
earization, and contraction mapping portions of the proof.

9.3.1. Approxzimate gluing. The structure of the gluing procedure can be illuminated by
considering the disjoint union Ny 1L Ny. The space of framed configurations on the disjoint
union is just the product of the spaces of framed configurations from the components. The
gauge group on the disjoint union that corresponds to one on the connected sum is the
following hybrid:
Gxum, =19, 1) € Gy x Gg, | 00g = Oh}.
. . o, . . 1 . 0 0

There is a well defined limiting value map 0w : G AN, S+ with kernel gN1 x g X It
follows that

Gy 1\ (ST 21(0) x SW_2(0))
= ((98, % G%,) s, i) \ (93, * 9%\ (SW1(0) x SW_2(0)))
= SN (Mg, o, (@) X Mg, o, (27) = My, o, (&) xo1 Mg, . (7).

To define the approximate gluing map, we use something called temporal gauge. Recall
that a connection, A, on a cylinder I x N is in temporal gauge when ¢y, A = 0. By definition
of our configuration spaces A € L2 6 SO e’"A € L3. Here 7 is a function equal to one
on the cylindrical end. By a suitable trace-style embedding, [AF03, Theorem 7.58], the
restriction of A to any ray [0,00) X pt is integrable. Define a based gauge transformation
equal to exp ( 5 St o, A ds) extended arbitrarily into the rest of Nj. One checks that
g-A=A—-2¢g"dgis in temporal gauge. Restricted to [0, 00) x S this is the unique based
gauge transformation making A temporal. Denote it by g4.
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Let x,: [0,00) — [0, 1] be a smooth mollification of the characteristic function of [0, + 3]

so that x, has support in [r,r + 1]. Use x. to denote the natural extension of this to Ni.
Define x? similarly.

Definition 9.6. The approximate sum of a pair of configurations is given by

(61, A1, 1) #r (02, Ag,1h2) = (01,02, 9% - (Xp94, - A1) + gas - (Xp 94, - A2), Xoth1 + Xot2).

The basic result about the approximate sum is that it is a well-defined embedding of
the fibered product of the framed moduli spaces into the space of configurations on the
connected sum mod the full gauge group.

—

Proposition 9.7. The map #,: Mg, 51(wl) X g1 M\NQ 52(wg) = BN(r)si#,5, 15 @ well-
defined embedding.

The next task is to find all solutions close to an approximate configuration
Cr = (Ox, Ax, 17[)%) = (01, A1,¢1) #, (02, A2,19). This is split into two steps, capturing the
linear behavior, and then the non-linear behavior. Nearby configurations may be expressed
as Cx + (¥,1a,¢). To address the gauge symmetry, introduce the gauge-fixing operator
[Nic00, Section 2.2.2]:

Gauge-fixed solutions to the parameterized Seiberg-Witten equations close to Cy are just
the zeros of the non-linear bundle map given by

(20) N (@i, 0) = (SWe(Cx + (9, ia,9)), L& (ia,¢))

Call this the local, gauge-fixed, Seiberg Witten map.

When analyzing the equations on one fixed manifold one may pick a specific metric and
thus fix the codomain of the local, gauge-fixed, Seiberg-Witten map. Even though this is
not generally possible in families, Baraglia and Konno are able to reduce to this case on
the reducible side by restricting to small neighborhoods of the parameter values where the
perturbation crosses a wall, see |BK20, Proposition 7.2]. In fact, one may reduce to the
case when the metric is independent of the parameter in sufficiently small neighborhoods of
parameter values associated with elements of the parameterized moduli space whenever the
parameterized moduli space is zero dimensional. This result is established in Proposition (9.5
for irreducible configurations.

In general, the domain of the gauge-fixed Seiberg-Witten map, N is the bundle over
= with fiber x§ = L3(X,iA' ® S*), and the codomain is the bundle with fibers x; =
L%(X ,i/\2+ @S~ (—Bi/\o). The point of the local metric independent condition is that the
domain and codomain will be trivial bundles. The domain is a trivial bundle so it is just
X5 = Exxj. Similarly the codomain is just X{” = Zxx{. When working on manifolds with
cylindrical ends, we use weighted spaces and add a factor of R capturing the infinitesimal
gauge transformations to Xf. We suppress the weight from the notation.

9.3.2. Linearized equations. Let F: X — Y be a G-equivariant map between linear spaces,
and assume that 0 € Y is fixed by the action. Given a point zg € F~'(0), one has a map
R:G — X given by multiplication. In this case, one may take the derivatives and obtain a
short complex:

Dy,

f
0 76 28 1, X 200 Ty —— 0.

(def)
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This complex is called the deformation complex and is denoted def. The cohomology
HO(def) represents the tangent space to Stab(zg). The cohomology H?(def) is called the
obstruction space. When the obstruction space vanishes the point [zo] € G\F~1(0) has a
neighborhood isomorphic to Stab(zo)\H'!(def).

We now work in the setting of Theorem where the data is assumed to be irreducible-
reducible good as in Definition This means that we know the cohomology of the
deformation complexes associated to the Seiberg-Witten moduli spaces over Nk, for k =
1,2. Our task is to compute the cohomology of the deformation complex associated to the
Seiberg-Witten moduli space over N (r). In the case without parameters |[Nic00, Proposition
4.3.17] the deformation complex associated to the moduli space is denoted by IG@O. We will
simplify notation and simply use C' for this deformation complex, even in the presence of
parameters. The deformation complex, F', associated to the framed moduli space is defined
just below [Nic00, Lemma 4.3.18]. Since the framed moduli space arises by restricting to
the based gauge group, F' is a subcomplex of C.

Notice that Nicolaescu defines various gauge groups in the setting where the 3-manifold
on the end has non-trivial H! [Nic00, Lemma 4.3.4]. In general, there are many cases
to consider when analyzing the relationship between F' and C. However when the end
s [0,00) x S3, the relation becomes particularly simple. The cohomology of the quotient
complex is simply a copy of R concentrated in degree zero. This represents the tangent
space to the stabilizer of the trivial connection on S* which is the limiting value of the
connections considered in these moduli spaces. Note that even though the infinitesimal
parameter space TZ appears in both F! and C!, it cancels in the quotient. The long
exact sequence associated to 0 — F — C — C/F — 0 implies that H?(F) = H?(C).
Furthermore, H°(F) = 0 because the action of the based gauge group is always free, and
the cohomology of C/F is a copy of R concentrated in degree zero. We will show that
for sufficiently large r, H°(C) = H?(C) = 0. The index computation and the long exact
sequence will then imply that H'(C) = 0 and H'(F) =~ R. This corresponds to the fact that
My (r),s(@) is a disjoint collection of points and ./(/l\N(r)ﬁ(w) is a disjoint union of circles.

We now continue the analysis for N and N, separately. Any parameterized monopoles on
N is irreducible, isolated, and non-degenerate. This implies that H(C) = 0, H'(C) = 0,
and H?(C) = 0. It follows that HY(F) = 0, H'(F) = R, and H?(F) = 0. This corresponds
perfectly with the fact that the moduli space is a finite set of points and the framed moduli
space is the disjoint union of a finite collection of circles with a free S'-action.

For Ny every monopole is reducible (H(C) =~ R), and by assumption H'(C) = 0. By
the index condition of irreducible-reducible good data (Definition , we have H?(C') = 0.

This implies that HY(F) = 0, HY(F) = 0, and H?(F) = 0.

The linear gluing theory from |CLM96,Nic02] describes how the linearized equations
over Nl, Ny, and N (r) relate in the non-parameterized case. The same paper states that
it works for families of Dirac operators as well. However our situation adds the derivative
of the perturbation in(f#)*. The linearization of this is not a Dirac operator. Thus we
need a slight modification of this theory. We review this theory before providing a slight
generalization.

Let E=ET@®E bea cylindrical bundle over a cylindrical manifold N with limiting
bundle E — N. Define the extended L? norm on L2(E)e, = L*(E) ® L?(E) by

[ 0)ee = Nl gy + 1072y

Given a positive smooth cut-off function h : N — [0,1] with h([0,0) x N) {1} and
h(N\[-1,0) x N) = {0}, one may view elements of L2(E)., as sections of E via (u,v) —
u + hv. In this context it is natural to write u for the first component and Jd,u for the

48



EXOTIC HOMOTOPY CLASSES OF DIFFEOMORPHISMS

second component. Consider I : L2(E*) — L?(E~) a generalized Dirac operator (viewed
as a densely defined unbounded operator), and set

~ 0 D*

p-[0 7]
On the neck use the symbol to define an almost complex structure by J = o (dt) so that
D has the form J(é; — D) on the neck. The main theorem of [Nic02] considers a pair of
such operators defined over the cylindrical manifolds N; and Ny that agree on the neck.
These define an operator D(r) over the associated closed manifolds N(r). In [Nic02] the
span of the eigenfunctions of D(r) having small eigenvalues is denoted by K, (c) and small
means in the range (—c(r),c(r)) for suitable function c¢. In [BK20], H, is used to denote
the span of eigenfunctions of D(r) in the range (—r~2,r~2). We use K(r) to denote this
space. Since eigenfunctions are smooth, there are many ways to spit an eigenfunction w
defined over N(r) into functions defined over Ny and Ny. In [Nic02] this map S is defined
by setting S}u(t,y) = u(r,y) for (t,y) in the neck with ¢t > r and equal to u elsewhere with
a similar formula for the component S?u. In [Nic00| an averaging procedure is employed.
The main conclusion is that there is an R so that for all » > R the following is an exact
sequence.

0 — K(r) "5 kerex(D1) @ ketex(Da) -2 dupkerex(D1) + dpkerex (D) — 0,

where p, is orthogonal projection to the image, kerex(D;) = ker(Dy) n L2 (E* @ E~), and
A(u,v) = dpu — dppv. That this sequence is exact follows by applying [Nic02, Lemma 2.2]
to [Nic02, Remark 4.3].

We need a generalization of this to cover the case of the sum of a finite rank linear
operator with a generalized Dirac operator. In particular, let n;, ¢ = 1,...,n be a finite
collection of smooth compactly supported sections of E~, and for 6 € R" set n(9) = 0'n;.
We now consider the operator D : R" @ L2 (E* @ E~) — R* @ L2 (E+ @ E~) given by
D(6,u,v) = (n*(v), D*v, Du + n(6)).

Lemma 9.8 (Pararneterlzed linear gluing). If l~)1 and ﬁg are parameterized, cylindrical,
Dirac operators over N;, and D( ) is the corresponding operator defined over N (r), there
is an R so that for all r > R following is an exact sequence:

0— K(r) prSy kerex(ﬁl) @ k:erex(f)g) A, 6001667“%(51) —+ ﬁookerem(ﬁl) — 0.

Proof. Following the proof from [Nic02| one starts with a bounded sequence in the image
of the splitting map and assumes that it is bounded away from the sum of the kernels.
Establishing the existence of a convergent subsequence gives a contradiction and allows one
to conclude that the image of the splitting map approaches the sum of the kernels. The
norm is given by | (6, V)|? = [|0]?+]||V|2;. Thus the corresponding sequence of fs is bounded
implying that there is a convergent subsequence. One notices that a bound on || S, (6, V,)|
gives a bound on |[(6,, V,)|. It is casy to see that one has D = D away from the neck (define
the neck to start after the support of 7;), uniform bounds ||n(9)\|Li < Cl9], In*v| < C|v| 2,
and the inequality

1D, DIV 2 < € (ID, DIVl 2nr ety + 110 DIV 22 v aeet ) -

One quickly obtains the bounds

P
|1DPVIE < C Y IDM VP,
k=0
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with the constant independent of r. The splitting part of the proof then follows the argument
from [Nic02|, which is a bootstrapping argument to obtain a convergent subsequence which
is show to converge to an element of ker(A). We remark that it is in this first step that
the eigenvalue bound is required as one of the terms that is required to vanish in the
limit is 7A where \ is one of the eigenvalues corresponding to an element of IC(r). The

second step is to define an approximate gluing Vi #, Vs so that sup% < r~2. Since
D(Vi#,Va) vanishes outside of the neck and n(6) vanishes inside the neck, the argument
here is unchanged from [Nic02]. O

Since the operator D maps R*@® L2, (E+) to L2, (E~) and vice-versa, one may decompose
K(r) = KT (r) ® K~ (r). The abstract linear gluing result uses information about kerey
as input, but we only currently understand the cohomology of the C' and F' complexes
associated to Nk, k = 1,2. Tt is useful to collapse a general Hilbert complex (C7,d’) into a
single map d + d* : C* = ® 7 — C*. One obtains ker(d + d*) = ®@H’ (C).

Recall that

Ff=TpE@ L (N o N o A))N @ 5)
Cf =To2@ L3N o N @ NN @ ) @ iR
(Ce)f =ToE2@ L2 5N @ N o NN, @ 5) o L2((N @ NS @ 9).

Since we are collapsing the complexes, the notation here does not include the number of
derivatives used in each summand. The collapsed differential in each case is just D =
DoN + DoN* restricted to the relevant space. These complexes are defined and studied in
the unparameterized setting in detail in |[Nic00, Chapter 4]. Notice that the last summand
of the extended complex C¥, is just the deformation complex of the configuration at infinity.
When the configuration at infinity is non-degenerate, ker(&‘oof)) projects to a subspace of
L2(iA°S?) and a subspace of L?(iA'S3 @ S) where S is the spinor bundle on S3. The map
taking values at infinity has a corresponding decomposition 0, = 0% + 0% described just
before [Nic00, Remark 4.3.27].

This leads to [Nic00, Proposition 4.3.28] which asserts the existence of the exact sequence

0 — H'(C) — kere, (D + n) — Ty (Stab(d5,C)/05Stab(C))) — 0.

The proof takes place on the neck. Since the perturbation vanishes on the neck, the same
result holds in the parameterized case. The same decomposition leads to

0 — H?(F) — kerey(D* + n*) — im(T3Stab(C) — TyStab(d,C)) — 0.
The proof is based on an analysis of the relation between gauge fixing conditions arising

from different weights. Since the gauge fixing conditions do not depend on the perturbation,
the proof carries over to the parameterized case. It is useful to set

BF = T1 (Stab(0C)/0Stab(C))) and &~ = im(T};Stab(C) — TiStab(dC)).

The conclusion is that in the obstructed case, the tangent space diagram and obstruc-
tion space diagram (O] from before Theorem 4.5.7 in [Nic00] both continue to commute
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and have exact rows and columns.

0 — ker(A%) —— HYC1)® HY(Cy) ——— 05 HY(Ch) ® 0, H (C1) —— 0

| I l

(T) 0 — K@)* 2% kert (Dy) @ kerk (Da) 2 0y ket (Dy) + 8o ker,(Ds) —s 0

| | |

0 ker(A)) — &7 ® & N o g

0 — ker(A®) —— HY(F)® H (Fy) —— 0 HY () ® 0 HY (F) —— 0

J | !

0) 0 — k()™ 2% kero (Dy) @ kerm(D2) 2 0o ker (Dy) + 8 ker (Do) — 0

| | l

0 — ker(AY) ——— &7 @65 G, +6, ———— 0

Since H'(C},) and H?(Fy) are all zero, the first row of each diagram is zero. Furthermore,
as 0 Cy, is reducible for each k, C is irreducible and Cj is reducible we have &7 =~ R,
B3 =0, ] =0, and &, =~ R. This implies that K(r) = 0. Thus once r is larger than
some threshold, Ry, the operator Do\ is an isomorphism and D = DoN + DoN* has
no eigenvalues in (—r~2,772). It follows that DoN : L2 — L? has a bounded inverse,
S: L3 — L2, with operator norm satisfying || S|sp < 2.

9.3.3. Contraction Mapping. Now that the linearized equations are understood, we can
apply the standard contraction mapping argument to show that approximate solutions may
be converted into actual solutions. This follows the argument from [Nic00] as presented
in [BK20| exactly. Recall that the gauge-fixed Seiberg-Witten map from Equation [20]is a
map
N:XT - X",

We will often write the argument (1, ia, ¢) as x or y. In this notation, our task is to show
that there is a unique solution to N'(z) = 0 in a sufficiently small neighborhood of 0. The
Taylor expansion with error reads

0 =N(0) + DoN(z) + Q(z).
Applying the operator S transforms this to
x = F(z) = -=SN(0) — SQ(x).

We will show that once r is larger than a threshold R., the map F' is a contraction on
Dy ={ze L| |z <r~*}.

Here is is useful to divide N (9, ia, ) = Ny(ia, ) + in(@ + 9)*. The function Ny was
analyzed in the unparameterized case. Since 7 is a smooth function with a compact param-
eter space, it is not difficult to estimate terms associated to n. This decomposition leads to
a corresponding decomposition of the quadratic error term

Q(ea A, ¢) = QO(A¢ ¢) + QW(Q)‘

We use the following standard calculus lemma.
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Lemma 9.9. Let f: R"™ — H, H a Hilbert space, have bounded second derivatives, and let
R(0) = f(0) —[f(0) + f'(0)0] be the error in the linear approximation. There is a constant
C to that

|R(0) — R()| < C(6] + [o])l6 — .-

In this case, the Hilbert space depends on the parameter r. However, this is really not an
issue because the support of 7 is disjoint from the neck which is the only part that depends
upon r. It follows that

|San(61) — San(02) Lz < gy (61) — an(02)| 2
< Cr2(|0y] + |62))|61 — 62|
< Cr?([[(01, A1, v01)| + (62, Az, 1b2)])|01 — O2].

The estimate

|Qo(Ar, 1) — Qo(Az, 4ha) 12 < Cr¥2(| (A, 1)l r2 + [ (A2, ) 22) [ (Ar, ¢br) — (Av, 1)
is established in |[Nic00, Lemma 4.5.6]. It follows that

|5Qo(@) — SQo(y)l 2 < Cr™2(|(Ar, 1)l 13 + (A2, ¥2)12) (A1, 1) — (A1, 1) 3.

Combining these gives
|F(2) = F)l 3 < Ol 3 + Iyl ) le — ol 3

Using @,y € D, then implies the contraction property |F(z) — F(y)|z < Cr=12|z — ylzz
with say Cr—1/2 < % once r is larger than a suitable threshold. Substituting y = 0 gives
|F(z) = F(O)3 < Or V2]

The expression A/ (0) just measures the failure of the approximate solution Cy #, Co from
being an actual solution to the gauge-fixed Seiberg-Witten equations. This failure only
takes place in the neck where the perturbation vanishes. [NicOO, Theorem 4.2.33] states
that for any A < § there is a constant C' so that any solution to the unperturbed perturbed
gauge-fixed Seiberg-Witten equations satisfies |z (¢)] 2 < Ce~*. This gives a bound.

ISN(0)] 3 < Crie .
Thus for z € D, we have
|F(@)| < [FO)] + [F(z) — F(O)]
< Orfe™ + CT_1/2H$HL§ < C(TGG_)\T + r_1/2)1"_4.

For r larger than a suitable threshold this implies that |F(z)| < r~* so that F is a con-
traction mapping and we conclude that it has a unique fixed point.

9.3.4. Checking that the gluing map is an isomorphism.

Definition 9.10. The gluing map #: M\Nl o (w!) x g1 M\NQ o (w?) — MN () 51450 (! #w?)
is given by

(01, A1, Y1) # (02, Az, h2) = (01, A1, 1) #4 (02, A2, 2) + 2,

where

F(91,A17¢1)#r(92,A2,¢2)($) = .
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Our work here is simplified by the fact that the parameterized moduli spaces that we
are considering are all finite, thus each solution to the family equations has a specific
parameter. Furthermore, the I x S neck that we consider does not admit tunnel solutions;
compare [Nic00, §4.5.4]. The construction of a local slice to the gauge group so that each
gauge orbit in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the solution hits the slice in exactly one
point proceeds exactly as in the unparameterized case.

The assumption that

(01, Av,h1) # (02, Az, ho) = (01, Ay, 9b1) # (03, Ay, 5)
implies that (01, A1, ¥1)# (02, A2, o) and (6, AL, 4) # (05, Ay, 1b4) are close (within 2r—%).
This in turn implies that (0, Ag,vy) and (0}, A}, v;,) are close. This follows because the
size of the solution on the end [a, c0) x S? is bounded by the size of the solution of the rest of
Ny, and decays exponentially in a. Once we conclude that (8, Ax, 1) and ( i Aj, ) are
sufficiently close, it follows that they must be equal since the parameterized moduli spaces
are discrete. It follows that the gluing map is injective for all sufficiently large 7.

To prove that the the gluing map is surjective is to make a cut-off to turn any solution
on N(r) into a pair of approximate solutions on Nj. There are two main points. The size
of a solution in the center of the neck is bounded by a factor that decays exponentially in
the length of the neck times the size on the of the solution on the ends of the neck. Up to
gauge, there is a unique solution on I x S2. Thus once r is sufficiently large, a solution,
C on N(r) gives rise to an approximate solution C7° on Nl, which may be turned into an
actual solution C7. This is done so that C is within a distance of 7~ of C} #, Cy and hence

is in the image of the gluing map. Since the gluing map is a bijection, we have established
Theorem [5.4]

9.4. Applications of the irreducible-reducible gluing theorem. With Theorem
proved, in hand, we deduce several applications that have been used earlier in the paper.
When family invariants are well-defined for a family of manifolds N; with cylindrical ends,
Proposition [9.5]establishes that there is data on the family satisfying the conditions required
for Ny in Theorem Thus the main items to establish before applying the theorem are
the conditions associated with the manifold Ns. Generally, when the parameter space is
compact, the usual arguments in Seiberg-Witten theory will imply that the parameterized
moduli space is compact. If the virtual dimension of the parameterized moduli space is
negative and the data is generic, the parameterized moduli space will contain only reducible
solutions. In the negative virtual dimension case with reducibles, the natural restriction to
impose is that the first cohomology of the deformation complex vanishes at a reducible point.
Establishing this is the most delicate part of applying this theorem. In many applications,
one may take positive scalar curvature metrics on Ny to establish many of the properties
of an irreducible-reducible good pair associated with Ns.

There are various situations where one would like to apply Theorem One of the
most basic is when Ny is R* with scalar curvature bounded below by a positive constant,
a cylindrical end modeled on (0,0) x S3, =5 a point, and = 0. This allows one to pass
between a manifold or family of manifolds with cylindrical end modeled on S and a closed
manifold or family of closed manifolds. One can easily construct such a metric on R* for
example, working in spherical coordinates take a metric of the form

g = dr* + (pda')? + (psinalda?)? + (psina'sin a’da®)?,

where p is a function of r. A direct calculation shows that the scalar curvature of this
metric is given by s = 6(p~2 — p~2(p')? — p~1p"). The choices p = r, p = sin(r), and p = 1
correspond to R*, S§%, and R x S2 respectively. It is not difficult to pick a function that

interpolates between sin(r) near » = 0 and 1 for large values of r so that the scalar curvature
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is strictly positive. Nicolaescu [Nic00, Example 4.3.40] argues that H! = 0 in this situation.

This metric (and vanishing 2-form) will be called the standard data on S4. In this setting,
the closed/deleted correspondence is straightforward.

Corollary 9.11. With respect to a sufficiently stretched metric on N, the moduli space
My s(w@) is isomorphic to the cylindrical end moduli space M g (7).

A second situation arises when Ny is the Euler class —1 bundle over S? with a cylindrical
end modeled on (0,00) x S, a metric of scalar curvature bounded below by a positive
constant, =y is a point, and = 0. This leads to the usual blow-up formula (for manifolds
of simple type) in Seiberg-Witten theory. Nicolaescu [Nic0O0, Example 4.1.27] argues that
any complex line bundle over S? admits a PSC metric with cylindrical end modeled on a
ray times the standard metric lens space that is the boundary of the corresponding disk
bundle. That H! = 0 exactly for the Spin® structures with c;(s) = £[CP!] is proved
in [Nic00, Example 4.3.39] and this establishes the usual Selberg—Wltten blow-up formula.

A third application arises when Ny is a punctured copy of (CPQ#Z(CP Since CP? admits
a PSC metric independent of orientation and a once punctured CP? may be identified with
the Euler class one bundle over 52, we see that Ny admits a PSC metric with cylindrical
end modeled on R x S3, [GL80|. For a parameterized moduli space corresponding to a
path of metrics, one evaluates H° using the fact that the solution is reducible and H? with
the assistance of the PSC condition, and then applies the index theorem to conclude that
H!' = 0. This then gives the wall crossing formula from [Rub01] for the diffeomorphism
invariant. The application that is relevant to this paper arises when Ny is a punctured copy
of 8% x §% and it is very similar to the example in [Rub01] of the wall crossing formula.
Before describing the case of a punctured S? x S? we remark that the gluing result of
Baraglia-Konno [BK20| also fits into the framework of Theorem After reducing to the
situation of families defined over cells, their gluing theorem corresponds to the case with
=1 just a point.

Now we turn to the case of the punctured S? x S? that is relevant to this paper.

Lemma 9.12. There is data w: [0,1] — I1(S% x S?) for which w(1) = (RR')*w(0) that is
locally metric independent and such that the first homology of the deformation complex of
the unique Seiberg- Witten monopole associated with this data vanishes.

The explicit diffeomorphism RR’' on S? x S? is defined in Remark We call the data
constructed in the proof standard data on S? x S2.

Proof. The map RR’ is an isometry of S? x S$? with the standard metric. The steps used
to introduce a spherical cylindrical end in the constructions of a connected sum of positive
scalar curvature metrics from [GL80, RS01] are equivariant with respect to the RR’ sym-
metry when performed at a point on the fixed-point set. Denote the resulting metric by go.
When restricted to the cylindrical end of the punctured S? x S?, RR’ is just a rotation of
the S3-factor. In spherical coordinates (¢!, ¢?, 3) it just adds 7 to the ¢3 coordinate. Use
t as a coordinate on the R-factor of (0,0) x S3. To define the connected sum, we perform
a small isotopy to make it restrict to the identity on the end of the punctured S? x S2.
This may be accomplished by making the rotation a function of ¢, for instance via smooth
function h(t) that ramps from a constant value of 7 down to a constant value of zero. This
allows one to write an explicit family of metrics interpolating between go and g1 = RR*gg.
Since gg has positive scalar curvature, g; also has positive scalar curvature. Restricted to
the cylindrical end, the metric gs described below arises as the pull-back of a diffeomor-
phism that rotates one end of the cylinder by sm, while fixing the other. Actually we use a
smooth monotone increasing function, o:[0,1] — [0, 1], with ¢(s) = s on a neighborhood
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of {0,1} and o(s) =  in a neighborhood of 3. As a pull-back this is still PSC. Even though
rotations that are not multiples of m do not extend across S2 x S?\pt, the induced metrics

do match since rotation is an isometry of S3.
gs = (dt)? + (de")? + (sin pldp?)? + (sin @' sin ?dp® + o (s)h(t) dt)?.

This is the standard family of metrics on S? x S2. To complete this into a family of data,
we need to add suitable perturbations.

Following [DK90, Proposition 4.3.14] one may pick a 2-form ny with non-zero go-self-dual
part. It follows that the pullback 171 = RR*ng has non-zero g1-self-dual part. Since RR acts
as —1 on the one-dimensional positive part of the second homology any path joining 79 to 71
must pass the wall consisting of ASD perturbations. The argument of [DK90, Proposition
4.3.14] shows that this intersection may be taken to be transverse. Transversality to the
wall is an open condition [BK20, Lemma 7.3] and the space of compactly supported sections
is dense in the weighted Sobolev space, so we may assume that these perturbations have
support disjoint from the end. We then take the standard data on S?xS? to be wy = (gs,71s).
Without loss of generality, we will assume that this only crosses the wall at s = 1/2. Note
that by construction, it is locally metric independent.

For any Seiberg-Witten configuration (A, 1, s) in the parameterized moduli space the PSC
condition combined with the Weitzenbéck formula implies that ¢ = 0 and ker(DY}) = 0.

Thus the configuration is reducible so s = % and Hg 0l =
12

as in [Nic00, 4.3.4] one sees that the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer theorem gives index(D¥) = 0, so
that D7 has trivial cokernel. It follows that Hj 0.1 may be identified with the cokernel of
bl 72

R. Using the round metric on S3

Lpflsco: T 2[0,1] — Hi(SIZIX\SQ, g1/2) which vanishes since 7 is transverse to the wall.
Now the virtual dimension satisfies
v-dim M g, | ({@s}sefo,1) = dim(Hi}Oé) - dim(Hgﬁo?%) - dim(Hi’Oé)

=1+ v-dim Msﬁ%o (o)
1
=1+ (c1(50)%[S? x S?] — 2x(S? x §?) — 30(S% x §%)) = —1.
It follows that Hfll,o,o = 0 as required to use Theorem O

Proof of Corollary[5.6. Note that we are assuming that the data on Z is irreducible-reducible
good, and that by Proposition [9.5 we can assume further that it is locally metric indepen-
dent. Then the lemma is a direct consequence of Theorem [5.4, which shows that the
parameterized moduli space for Z # S? x S? for the given Spin® structure and data is the
product of the moduli space on Z and the 1-parameter moduli space for S? x S? with stan-
dard data. But we showed in Lemma that the moduli space for the standard data on
52 x S? has one point at which the data is locally metric independent. ([l

Remark 9.13. We close with a few comments on ideas related to the work in this paper.

(1) We have considered family invariants arising from O-dimensional family moduli
spaces, but it would certainly be possible to consider numerical invariants arising
from higher-dimensional. This would involve counting solutions on divisors corre-
sponding to the so-called p-map. Much of the theory here would apply, including
the proof of Theorem since the moduli spaces (intersected with those divisors)
involved are O-dimensional. This was explicitly discussed in the paper of Baraglia-
Konno [BK20].

The simple type [NicO0, Definition 2.3.6] conjecture for the usual Seiberg-Witten
invariants says that when bi > 1, only zero dimensional moduli spaces contribute
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to the Seiberg-Witten invariants. The analogous conjecture for family invariants
would be that when b2 > 1 + dim(E), only the zero dimensional parameterized
spaces contribute.

When b%r = 1, the space of metrics splits into chambers, and the Seiberg-Witten
invariant for a single manifold depends upon a choice of chamber. Furthermore,
higher-dimensional moduli spaces do contribute to the numerical invariants. There
should be a similar theory in the critical case when b2 = 1 + dim(Z) family case.
The case when dim(Z) = 1 applies to diffeomorphisms of manifolds with b2 = 2,
and has been worked out by Haochen Qiu |Qiu24]. An interesting feature is that
the wall-crossing term that appears when crossing the codimension one walls when
bi = 1 is replaced by a winding number around a codimension two set.
Higher-dimensional moduli spaces also apppear in an essential way in the Bauer-
Furuta invariant [BF04] and its family refinements [BK22|. To apply our methods,
one would need to abandon the local metric independence assumption and refine
the argument to take the bundle structure of the equations into account.
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