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FAMILY BAUER-FURUTA INVARIANT, EXOTIC SURFACES AND SMALE
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ABSTRACT. We establish the existence of a pair of exotic surfaces in a punctured K3 which re-
mains exotic after one external stabilization and have diffeomorphic complements. A key ingredi-
ent in the proof is a vanishing theorem of the family Bauer-Furuta invariant for diffeomorphisms
on a large family of spin 4-manifolds, which is proved using the tom Dieck splitting theorem in
equivariant stable homotopy theory. In particular, we prove that the S 1—eq[uivariant family Bauer—
Furuta invariant of any orientation-preserving diffeomorphism on S* is trivial and that the Pin(2)-
equivariant family Bauer-Furuta invariant for a diffeomorphism on S* x S? is trivial if the dif-
feomorphism acts trivially on the homology. Therefore, these invariants do not detect exotic self-
diffeomorphisms on S* or S? x S2. Furthermore, our theorem also applies to certain exotic loops of
diffeomorphisms on S* (as recently discovered by Watanabe) and show that these loops have trivial
family Bauer-Furuta invariants. En route, we observe a curious element in the Pin(2)-equivariant
stable homotopy group of spheres which could potentially be used to detect an exotic diffeomor-
phism on S*.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Bauer-Furuta invariant of smooth 4-manifolds is a stable homotopy refinement of the
classical Seiberg-Witten invariant [11]. It contains subtle but important information about the
underlying 4-manifolds which is invisible from other invariants. In particular, the Bauer-Furuta
invariant can detect new exotic smooth structures (for example, on K3# K3) and its family ver-
sion [47,153] is a powerful tool in detecting exotic diffeomorphisms [31} 35]. For this reason, this
invariant has been actively studied in recent years [8, 9, (13} 26, 29, 131} 41, 46, 148]. While the
classical Seiberg-Witten invariant is an integer, the Bauer—Furuta invariant is an element in the
(equivariant) stable homotopy group of spheres. This allows one to apply powerful techniques
in equivariant topology (e.g. equivariant K-theory and equivariant homology) to extract infor-
mation on the Bauer—Furuta invairiant and to study 4-manifolds. This idea has resulted in many
remarkable theorems including Furuta’s %—theorem [18] (see also [19,25]) and Manolescu’s dis-
proof of the triangulation conjecture [36] (see also [34]). In this paper, we follow this line of
thought and use the equivariant stable homotopy theory to to prove a general vanishing result
for the family Bauer-Furuta invariant of diffeomorphism on a large family of spin 4-manifolds
(Theorem [1.9). This vanishing theorem has several applications, which we discuss first.

1.1. Exotic surfaces. The first application concerns exotic surfaces in 4-manifolds. Recall that a

pair of compact surfaces 3, ¥’ in a 4-manifold X with 0¥ = 9%’ C 90X are called exotic surfaces if

there exists a topological isotopy of X relative to the boundary that takes ¥ to ¥’ but there is no

such smooth isotopy. Understanding exotic surfaces in 4-manifolds is of great interest since they

are closely related to exotic smooth structures on 4-manifolds. In recent years, various methods

have been used to detect examples of exotic surfaces (e.g., the Donaldson’s invariants [15], the
1
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Seiberg-Witten invariants [16], Heegaard-Floer homology [27], symplectic & contact geometry
[23] and Khovanov homology [24]). In this paper, we add the family Bauer-Furuta invariant
to this list. As we will see, this method reveals a new phenomenon : some exotic surfaces can
survive a stabilization.

To further explain this, we mention an important principle in 4-dimensional topology, discov-
ered by Wall in the 1960s [51]. This principle says that exotic phenomena are all eliminated by
sufficiently many stabilizations, i.e., taking connected sum with 52 % S?’s. Since then, it has been
a fundamental problem to search for exotic phenomena that survives one stabilization. In the
case of exotic surfaces, work of Perron [38] and Quinn [39] showed that exotic surfaces always
become smoothly isotopic after taking sufficiently many stabilizations (away from the surfaces).
It is a long standing open-question, whether a single stabilization is enough for this purpose? (See [2,5]
for studies of this problem.) Using the 4-dimensional light bulb theorem (proved by Gabai [20]
and Scheniderman-Teichner [42]), Auckly-Kim-Melvin—-Ruberman-Schwartz [6] proves a sur-
prising result in the positive direction: They showed that for exotic pairs of connected surfaces in
non-characteristic homology classes with simply-connected complements, a single stabilization
is enough. In this paper, we prove a result in the negative direction by producing the first pair
of orientable exotic surfaces that remain non-isotopic after a single stabilization.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a link L on the boundary S® of punctured K3 that bounds a pair of slice disks
Dy, and D', which are topologically isotopic relative to the boundary but not smoothly so. Moreover, they

remain exotic after a single stabilization, i.e. connected sum with S?* x S?, and their complements are
diffeomorphic.

Remark 1.2. As mentioned in Theorem [I.1} another interesting feature of our example is that the
complements of Dy, and D’ are diffeomorphic. Examples with this feature was produced by
Schwartz [44] (for closed manifolds, using non-triviallity of an h-cobordism) and Akbulut [3]
(for embedded disks in the 4-ball, using corks). Note that recent work of Juhasz-Miller-Zemke
[27] and Hayden [23] give some fascinating examples of knots in S3 that bounds exotic surfaces
in 4-ball. In those examples it is not clear if the complements of the surfaces are diffeomorphic
or not.

We sketch the proof of Theorem [1.1] as follows (see Section [3| for details). Let Dy = | |,, D?
be the disjoint union of the cores of 2-handles in the punctured K3 and let D, be the image of
Dy, under the Dehn twist on the punctured K3 along its boundary. By a result in [30] and [37],
this Dehn twist is topologically isotopic to the identity map relative to the boundary. Hence
Dy, and D’ are topologically isotopic relative to the boundary. However, D, and D’ are not
smoothly isotopic relative to the boundary even after a stabilization. Suppose they were. Then
we show that there is a smooth isotopy between d#idg2, g2 and idx34x3# f, where § denote the
Dehn twist on K3#K3 and f is a diffeomorphism S? x S2. By the connected sum formula of
the Bauer-Furuta invariant and our vanishing theorem (Theorem in the case of S? x S?, the
Pin(2)-equivariant family Bauer—Furuta invariant of id k34 x3# f is trivial. This contradicts with
a result of the first author [35], which states that the corresponding invariant of §#idg2 g2 is
nontrivial.

It is worth noting that the argument in the current paper is essentially different from the ar-
gument in [35] by the first author. In [35], there is a specific diffeomorphism §#idg2,g2. By
partially computing it’s family Bauer-Furuta invariant, one can show that the invariant is non
vanishing. However, in the current paper, we just have a map of the form idgsz4x3#f with f
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being a hypothetical diffeomorphism on 52 x 82. Since we don’t have much control over f, we
have to prove a general vanishing theorem for the family Bauer-Furuta invariant that works for
arbitrary f that acts trivially on homology. This is where extra arguments in equivariant stable
homotopy theory have to get involved.

We also emphasize that in the proof of Theorem 1.1} the Pin(2)-equvariance is essentially used
multiple times for different purposes. First, the Pin(2)-symmetry is included in the definition
of the equivariant Bauer—Furuta invariant, so that this invariant can be nonzero even after a sta-
bilization. This special feature, which is different from many other gauge theoretic invariants
(e.g., the Seiberg-Witten invariant, Donaldson’s polynomial invariant, the S*-equivariant and
the non-equivariant Bauer-Furuta invariant), makes the Pin(2)-equivariant Bauer-Furuta invari-
ant particularly suitable for detecting exotic phenomena under stabilizations. Second, because
of this Pin(2)-symmetry, the map between spheres which underlies the Bauer-Furuta invariant
must be a Pin(2)-equivariant map. This actually imposes a very strong constraint on the possi-
ble values of the Bauer—Furuta invariant. This constrain is crucial in the proof of our vanishing
theorem.

Remark 1.3. From the construction of Dy, and D/, we see that L can be taken to be the attach-
ing link in any Kirby diagram of K3 (without 1-handles and 3-handles). Different choices of
L will give different exotic surfaces. The following proposition gives an upper bound of the
stabilizations needed to make these surfaces smoothly isotopic. It is proved by combining the
argument in [6] with the recent work of Schwartz [43], which generalizes the light bulb theorem
to embedded disks.

Proposition 1.4. (1) Let Lo C L be a sublink and let Dy, C Dy, and D}~ C D7 be the subsurfaces that
contain all the components with boundary in Lo. Suppose Lg is an unlink. Then Dy, is smoothly isotopic
to Dy, relative to the boundary (without any stabilizations).

(2) Suppose L contains an m-component unlink (m > 0). Then after 22 — m stabilizations, Dy, and
D', are smoothly isotopic relative to the boundary. In particular, for any L, Dy, and D', are smoothly
isotopic after 22 stabilizations.

In Section 3| we give an example of L with all components being the unknot. By Proposition
each component of Dy, is smoothly isotopic to the corresponding component of D’ . There-
fore, in this example, the exotica that persists a stabilization is the knotting between different
components. Proposition |1.4{also motivates the following question,

Question 1. Given L, what is the minimal number of stablizations that can make Dy, and D', smoothly
isotopic?

1.2. Smale Conjecture. Our second motivation comes from a famous conjecture by Smale. In
dimension 4, this conjecture states that the natural inclusion O(5) — Diff(S%) is a homotopy
equivalence [Kirby’s Problem List [28], Problem 4.34, 4.126]. Recently, Watanabe [52] disproved
Smale Conjecture by showing that the induced maps on higher homotopy groups are not surjec-
tive. Here we state a special case of his result which is most relevant to our discussion:

Theorem 1.5 (Watanabe, [52]). There is a non-torsion element v, € m(Diff(S*)) such that for any
nonzero integer d, one has

dy1 ¢ image(m(O(5)) — m (Diff (5))).
Furthermore, 1 is an exotic loop of diffeomorphisms. Namely, ~, is null-homotopic in the homeomorphism
group of S*.
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We note that the following important case is still open:

Conjecture 1 (Smale). Any orientation preserving self-diffeomorphism of S* is smoothly isotopic to
Identity.

Watanabe’s proof is not gauge theoretic. Instead, he used Kontsevich’s characteristic classes
to detect ;. Note that gauge theory has also been very successful in detecting exotic diffeomor-
phisms on 4-manifolds [2, 5, 10, 31} 35, 40]. In an upcoming paper by Auckly-Ruberman [7],
they succeeded in using gauge theory to detect exotic loops (and elements in higher homotopy
groups) in the space of diffeomorphisms of a 4-manifold. Given these developments, one may
ask the following two general questions:

Question 2. Can vy and its multiples be detected by gauge theoretic invariants?

Question 3. Can we use gauge theoretic invariants to attack Conjecture[I? (One can see Akbulut’s recent
work [4] towards this conjecture.)

Note that a negative answer to Question |2 would also be very interesting because it implies
that even on S, there exist exotic phenomena that are invisible from gauge theory.

Since the family Bauer-Furuta invariant is a homotopy refinment of the family Seiberg—-Witten
invariant [9, [11], it is natural to specialize these questions to the the family Bauer-Furuta in-
variants. Our results (Theorem [1.6|and Theorem provide partial negative answers to these
questions.

Theorem 1.6. Let f be an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism of S*. Let fbea lift of f to an auto-
morphism of the spin structure of S*. Then we have

FBFS'(S%, f,f) =0 and FBF(SY f F) =0.
Theorem 1.7. Let -y be an exotic loop in Diff(S*) then one has
FBF®' (S%,y) =0 and FBF{($* ~) =0.
If we further assume that ~ is divisible by 2 in 7y (Diff (S4)) (e.g., v = 2k1), then
FBFPn(2) (54 4) = 0.

Theorem and Theorem together imply that the S'-equivariant version and the non-
equivariant version of the family Bauer-Furuta invariant do not detect exotic (loops of) diffeo-
morphisms on S*. In particular, Theorem [1.6] rules out the possibility that the non-equivariant
Bauer-Furuta invariant of a diffeomorphism (which is an element in 75(5)) equals the Hopf
map. And Theorem|[I.7]rules out the possibility that the non-equivariant Bauer-Furuta invariant
of an exotic loop of diffeomorphisms (which is an element in 75(SY)) equals the square of the
Hopf map.

Note that Theorem [1.6| has a generalization (Theorem that applies to a large family of
spin 4-manifolds. However, we do not have a vanishing result for the Pin(2)-equivariant family
Bauer-Furuta invariants that applies to all diffeomorphisms on S%. Actually, we discovered
a curious 2-torsion element in the Pin(2)-equivariant stable homotopy group of spheres. This
element satisfies a basic requirement, called “BF-type”, of being realizable as FBFY ") (54, f, )
for some exotic diffeomorphism f. Roughly speaking, this condition means that the equivariant
homotopy class is trivial when restricted to the S*-fixed points. We refer to Definition 5.1 for a
precise definition.
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Theorem 1.8. There is an unique nonzero element oy € Wizl{l@) (SY) that is of BF-type.

Theorem [1.8suggests that the Pin(2)-equivariant family Bauer—Furuta invariant could poten-
tially be useful to detect a counter example of Conjecture (1} It would be extremely interesting
to calculate the Pin(2)-equivariant family Bauer-Furuta invariant of existing potential counter
examples [14} 21]]. Furthermore, Theorem [1.6|and Theorem [I.§together provide strong evidence
indicating that the j-symmetry is an indispensable ingredient if Seiberg—Witten theory can be
used to attack Conjecture For this reason, it is natural to try to detect this element o by
studying the induced map on the G-equivariant Borel (co)homology for various subgroups G of
Pin(2), because they correspond to various versions of monopole Floer homology. However, we
will give an explicit space level description of o in Section [5|and prove that this method does
not detect «.

1.3. The vanishing theorem. Now we state the vanishing theorem for the family Bauer-Furuta
invariant of a diffeomorphism. As we mentioned, this theorem generalizes Theorem [1.6]and it
plays an essential role in the proof of Theorem 1.1}

Theorem 1.9. Let X be an oriented spin 4-manifold with by (X) = 0. We fix a homology orientation and
a spin structure on X. Let f : X — X be a diffeomorphism which preserves the spin structure and acts
trivially on H*(X;R). Then for any lift f of f to an automorphism on the spin structure, we have the
following results:

(1) Suppose 2x(X) + 30(X) = 4. Then the invariants
FBFY (X, /. f) and FBF}(X, /. )

are both vanishing.
(2) Suppose 2x(X) + 30(X) > 4. Then the invariants

FBF'™®)(X, f,f), FBF(X,f,f) and FBF(X,f,f)
are all vanishing.

We note that for any spin 4-manifold, we have 4 | 2x(X) + 30(X). We also note that the
quantity 2x(X) + 30(X), which equals ¢;(TX)?[X] when X is equipped with an almost com-
plex structure, plays an important role in the geography problem of irreducible and symplectic
4-manifolds (see, for example, [17]). Actually, all known examples of simply-connected, irre-
ducible 4-manifolds satisfies the inequality

(1) 2x(X) +30(X) > 0.

Moreover, by a result of Taubes [49], the inequality (1) holds for any irreducible symplectic 4-
manifolds. In particular, this implies that Theorem [1.9| applies to any simply-connected, spin,
symplectic 4-manifold that is not homeomorphic to an elliptic surface E(2k). And it also applies
to many reducible 4-manifolds (e.g. K3#(5? x 5?)). We refers to Remarkfor examples where
2x(X) + 30(X) = —4,0 or 4 but FBF'™?)(X f, ) £ 0.

Theorem[I.9]is proved using tools from equivariant stable homotopy theory (in particular, the
tom Dieck splitting theorem and the Adams’ isomorphism). The geometric input from gauge
theory is the following observation: When restricted to the S!-fixed points, the family Bauer—
Furuta invariant can be defined via the linear operator d* & d*, which only records the induced
map on H?(X;R) and hence can not distinguish f with the identity map on X. As a result,



6 JIANFENG LIN, ANUBHAV MUKHERJEE

the family Bauer-Furuta invariant becomes trivial once we restrict it to the S!'-fixed points. In a
certain range of dimensions, this is enough to show that the family Bauer-Furuta invariant itself
is trivial even before passing to the S!-fixed points. So we can prove Theorem

As a final remark, we mention that Theorem [1.9/doesn’t say anything about those spin® struc-
tures not coming from a spin structure. Actually, the family Bauer-Furuta invariants and the
family Seiberg-Witten invariants for these spin® structures do detect exotic diffeomorphisms
(see [10,40]). Note that when defining the family Bauer—Furuta invariant in the absence of a spin
structure, there are some extra complications in choosing the framing of the moduli space (see
[31], Section 3]).

Organization of the paper: In Section [2| we recall the definition of the Pin(2)-equivariant
family Bauer-Furuta invariant. Then in Section [3 we prove Theorem (existence of exotic
surfaces under a stabilization) by assuming that Theorem (the vanishing theorem for the
family Bauer-Furuta invariant) holds for S? x S2. We also prove Proposition in this section.
The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of the vanishing results Theorem Theorem
and Theorem In Section [, we first review some standard constructions and results in
equivariant stable homotopy theory. Then we prove several algebraic vanishing results for the
Pin(2)-equivariant stable homotopy groups (Proposition 4.8 ~ Proposition 4.11). These vanish-
ing results will be used in Section f|to finish the proof of Theorem 1.7, Theorem|1.8land Theorem
Section[d]and 5| mainly consist of algebraic topology.
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also thankful to Selman Akbulut, Sander Kupers and Markus Szymik for giving helpful com-
ments on an earlier version of the paper. The second author is partially supported by the NSF
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2. THE FAMILY BAUER-FURUTA INVARIANT.

Our proof of Theorem [I.1|heavily uses the family Bauer-Furuta invariant, which was defined
by Bauer—-Furuta [11] (for a single 4-manifold), Szymik [47] and Xu [53] (for families). So for
completeness, we first recall its definition following the expositions in [31} 35]. We start by intro-
ducing some notations. Consider the 1-dimensional Lie group

Pin(2) = {e’} U {j- e’} C H.
We are mainly interested in the following three representations of Pin(2):

e H: the 4-dimensional representation, where Pin(2) acts as the left multiplication.

e R: the 1-dimensional representation, where the unique component S!' C Pin(2) acts triv-
ially and the other component acts as multiplication by —1. Note that this is also the
adjoint representation of Pin(2) on its Lie algebra.

e R: the 1-dimensional trivial representation.
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For a finite dimensional Pin(2)-representation V, we use SV to denote the one point compactifi-
cation of V and use S(V) to denote the unit sphere in V. The space SV is called the “represen-
tation sphere” and it admits a Pin(2)-action that fixes the point co, which we choose as the base
point.

2.1. The invariant of a single diffeomorphism. Now we start the construction of the family
Bauer-Furuta invariant of a self-diffeomorphism. Let X be an oriented 4-manifold with b;(X) =
0. We equip X with a cohomological orientation (i.e. an orientation of H?(X;R)) and a spin
structure. We use P to denote the corresponding Spin(4)-bundle. Let f be a self-diffeomorphism
on X such that f* acts trivially on H*(X;R). Then we form the mapping torus

Tf=([0,1] x X)/(0,2) ~ (1, f(x))

and treat it as a fiber bundle over S! with fiber X. Next, let f : P — P be abundle automorphism
of P which lifts f. (There are two choices of f and we pick one.) Then we form the Spin(4)-bundle

([0, 1] x P)/(0,2) ~ (1, f(x)),

which gives a family spin structure on 7'f. This family spin structure allows us to define the
family Seiberg—Witten equations on 7'f. By doing the finite dimensional approximation on these
equations, we obtain a Pin(2)-equivariant map

) sw:U—>V

, where V is finite dimensional representation space of Pin(2) and U is a fiber bundle over S!
whose fibers are finite dimensional representations spaces of Pin(2). Moreover, because of the
compactness property of the Seiberg-Witten moduli space, by choosing U, V' large enough, one
can ensure that sw satisfies the following nice property: There exists a large R and a small ¢, such
that

sw(Sr(U)) N B(V) = 0.
Here Sr(U) C U denotes the sphere bundle with radius R and B.(V') C V denotes the disk with
radius e. As a consequence, we get an induced map

swh Ut = Br(U)/Sp(U) — V/(V \int(B(V))) = V*

between one-point compactifications. Furthermore, as explained in [31} 35]], by using the homol-
ogy orientation on X and the Pin(2)-actions on U, V, one can choose canonical (up to homotopy)
identifications

(3) U=Slx R @ H™ "), VRV gE

for some m’, n' > 0. Using these trivilizations, we can rewrite swhasa map
st . S A SO - TEDHAWR _, gm/HA(n' 45 (X))R

4) swm Sy AS - S .

Here S} denotes union of S! with a disjoint base point. To obtain a map between two spheres,
we embed S! as the unit sphere S(2R) in R? and let ¢y : S?® — S® A S(2R); be the Pontragin-
Thom collapsing map which collapses all the points outside a tubular neighborhood of S(2R).
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Consider the composition

_ coAid o(X) ~
s et

o(X)

SE A (S(2R)4) A §m' =55 JH+n'R

)

id R/\:S-TUJr ’ 7+ ™
S SR A ST H+(n'4b3 (X))R

It is a Pin(2)-equivariant map between two spheres and thus it defines an element in the Pin(2)-
equivariant stable homotopy of spheres. This element is exactly the Pin(2)-equivariant family

Bauer—Furuta invariant of f, denoted by FBF'™(?) (X, f, f). More precisely, we have

X

{SR+(— T )H’ SbJr(X)]E}Zm@) if O'(X) <0
{SR, Sb+(X)R+%H}Zin(2) if O'(X) >0 '
(See Definition [4.1] for a precise description of these groups.)

The S'-equivariant Bauer-Furuta invariant FBF* ' (X, f,f) and the non-equivariant Bauer—

Furuta invariant FBF{¢} (X, f, f) are defined to be the restriction of FBFY"(2) (X f, f) to the sub-
groups S1, {e} C Pin(2) respectively. Therefore, we have

FBFPRO)(X, £, ) =0 — FBFS (X, f,f) =0 — FBFE (X, f, ) = 0.

All these invariants are unchanged under smooth isotopy. In particular, when f is smoothly

FBF"™®)(X, f, f) € {

isotopic to idx and f is the lift that corresponding to the identity map on the spin bundle, all of
them are zero. To get an invariant of f, we can consider the unordered pair

{FBFP) (X, f, f1), FBFY™?)(X, £, f2)}

for two possible lifts fi, fo. If fis smoothly isotopic to id x, then at least one element in this pair
must be vanishing.

Remark 2.1. We briefly explain the motivation of the composition . Since S1 is stably homo-
topy equivalent to SV SY, the map sw™ admits a splitting into swg Vsw; in the stable homotopy
category. The component 5w, represent the Bauer-Furuta invariant of the fiber X and the com-
ponent sw; captures information about f. Since we are studying exotic diffeomorphisms on a
fixed smooth manifold X, our main interest is 5w . The effect of composing with a suspension
of ¢p in @ is exactly keeping sw; and ignoring swg . This also explains why the family Bauer—
Furuta invariant can be trivial even when the Bauer-Furuta invariant of the fiber is nontrivial.

2.2. The invariant of a loop of diffeomorphisms. Let X be as before. Now we construct the
family Bauer-Furuta invariant of a loop of diffeomorphisms on X. Let v : S — Diff(X) be a
loop based at idx. We use v as a clutching function and form a smooth fiber bundle

X — Ty — S%
Definition 2.2. v is spin-liftable if the second Stiefel-Whitney class w2 (7*y) vanishes.

Note that this condition is always satisfied if v is null-homotopic in the homeomorphism
group of X. Because in this case, 7%y is homeomorphic to X x S2. By Wu’s formula, the Seiefel-
Whitney class is independent of the smooth structure, we have wy(T7) = wa(X x S%) = 0.

From now on, we assume 7 is spin-liftable. Then 7'y carries a family spin structure. Since
the inclusion X < T induces an isomorphism on H!(—;Z/2), such a family spin structure is
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unique if we require that its restriction the fiber is the given spin structure on X. (This is different
from the previous case of a single diffeomorphism.)
Now we repeat the same construction as before and get a map

(6) st 52 A ST EER Ly gm/He (' +b] (X)R,

for some m/,n' > 0. We embed S? as the unit sphere in S®® and form the composition between
(suspensions of) sw™ and the Pontryagin-Thom collapsing map S°F — S® A S(3R). This gives
us a map

SSR—&-(m/—%}G{))H—Fn’@ N SR—l—m’H—f—(n'—&-b;— (X))]ﬁ

The Pin(2)-equivariant family Bauer—Furuta invariant FBFF™(2) (X, ~) is defined as the equivari-
ant stable homotopy class of this map. More precisely, we have

(SZEHTEE gbt (ORI i () <
{S2R Sb*(X)]RF—i-%H}ZiH(?) if 0(X) >0 '
The invariants FBFS' (X,~) and FBF{¢}(X, ) are defined by restricting FBF'™2)(X ) to the

subgroups {e}, S! respectively. Again, these invariants are unchanged under any smooth iso-
topies.

FBFF"(2) (X ~) e {

Remark 2.3. As noted in [31], there are extra complications if one tries to generalize this construc-
tion and define invariants of elements in 7 (Diff (X)) with k£ > 2. Because the symplectic group
Sp(n) is 2-connected, every quaternion bundle over S¥*! has a trivialization which is unique up
to homotopy when k£ < 1. This allows us to define the canonical trivilizations of the bundles
involved in construction (see ). However, this argument breaks down when k > 2.

3. EXOTIC SURFACES AND STABILIZATION

3.1. Exotic surfaces that survive a stabilization. We will now prove Theorem [1.1} which shows
the existence of exotic surfaces that remains exotic after a single stabilization. The proof here
relies on Theorem in the case of S? x S2. Theorem [1.9| will be proved in Section [5|in full
generality.

We start with the following technical lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let D = | | D? < X be a smooth, proper embedding of a finite disjoint union of disks into
a 4-manifold X with boundary. Consider a self-diffeomorphism f : X — X that fixes all points in a
neighborhood of 0X and all points on D. Then f is smoothly isotopic (relative to 0X) to some f’ which
fixes all points in a neighborhood of (0X) U D.

Proof. Let N be the normal bundle of D in X. By choosing a trivialization of this bundle, we
get an identification N = D x R Since f fixes D pointwisely, its differential induces a bundle
automorphism !’ : N — N. Let p : N — v(D) be a diffeomorphism to a tubular neighborhood of
D. We use | to denote the composition

pol'op™t:v(D)— v(D).
For € > 0, we use v.(D) to denote p(D x D.), where D, C R? is the the ball centered at the origin

with radius e. We pick e small enough such that f(v.(D)) C v(D). We first construct a smooth
isotopy hi : [0, 1] X ve(D) — v(D) between the maps

f ‘VE(D): VE(D> — I/(D) and ! ‘VE(D): VE(D> — I/(D)
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(Isotopy here means that for any ¢, the map hi (¢, —) is a diffeomorphism onto its image.) This
is done via the standard rescaling trick: For any ¢t > 0, we use ¢; : v(D) — v(D) to denote the
self-diffeomorphism defined by

¢e(p(x,¥)) = pla, t¥) Vo € D7 € R
Then the isotopy h; is given by

_Jotofoaty) ifte(0,1]
)= {l(y) ift=0

Next, we construct an smooth isotopy hs : [0,1] x v (D) — v(D) from the map [ |, p) to the
inclusion map ¢ : v¢(D) — v(D). This is done via a simple obstruction argument: The map !’ is
linear on each fiber so it has the form

I'(z,0) = (z,7(x) - V)

for some 7 : D — GLT(R?) that equals 1 near dD. Since GL ™ (R?) is homotopy equivalent to S!
and 2(S1) = 0, there exists a smooth homotopy (relative to D)

7:00,1] x D — GLT(R?)

from 7 to the constant map 1. we define I’ : [0,1] x N — N by

U'(t,x,7) = (z,7(t,z) - 7) forte[0,1],z € D,7eR>

Then we define ha(t,y) := p(I'(t,p~1(y))). By compositing h; with hy, we obtain a smooth iso-
topy between the maps

I |z/s(D)3 ve(D) = v(D) and i:v.(D)— v(D).

Furthermore, this isotopy is trivial near 0.X. Therefore, we can apply the isotopy extension
theorem to produce an isotopy of f to some f’ that fixed all points in a neighborhood of (0X) U
D. u

Next, we briefly recall the construction of the Dehn twist on the punctured K3. We pick an
essential loop

) 7 :[0,1] = 50(4)
such that v(¢) = 1 for ¢ near 0, 1. Then we define the self-diffeomorphism
7:00,1] x 8% —[0,1] x §3

by 7(t,x) = (t,y(t)x). Let K3° be the punctured K3. We fix a diffeomorphism from [0, 1] x S to
a collar neighborhood of K3° and define the Dehn twist as follows

(8) (5[{30 = :yU idKSO\([O,l]XS3) : K3o — K3o.

Now we are ready to show the existence of exotic surfaces that survive even after a single
stabilization.
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Proof of Theorem Recall that one can construct K3° by starting with 3 x I and then adding
a bunch of 2-handles along S* x {1} and cap it off with a 4-ball. Let L be the set of attaching
spheres on S3. Then L is a link with 22 components. Let D, be the union

(L x I) U1y {cores of the two handles}.

Then Dy, is a slice disk bounded by L C 9(K3°).

Consider the Dehn-twist dx3- defined in (§). In [31], Kronheimer-Mrowka showed that dx 30
is not smoothly isotopic to idgso relative to the boundary. Let D} = dk3o(Dy), then D} and
Dy, are topologically isotopic relative to the boundary, since the result of Krannich—-Kupers [30,
Remark 6] and Orson-Powell [37] implies dx3- is indeed topologically isotopic to idx3- relative
to the boundary. Also it is obvious now that their complements are diffeomorphic.

The claim is that Dy, and D’ are not smoothly isotopic even after a single stabilization. Sup-
pose this were not true. Denote d#idgzy g2 by dx304(52x52). By the isotopy extension theorem,
there exists a self-diffeomorphism g; : K3°#(S5? x S%) — K3°#(S? x S?) that is smoothly iso-
topic to the identity relative to the boundary and sends Dy, to D7 . Then g1 o dj304(52x52) fixes
all points on Dy, and is smoothly isotopic to dx 304 (52 s2) relative to the boundary. By Lemma
we can further isotope g1 0 0x30.4(52x g2) relative to the boundary to a diffeomorphism

g« K3°#(S? x §%) — K3°#(5% x §?)

that is identity on the neighbourhood of Dy U S3 x {0}. Notice that the complement of this
set in K3°#(S? x S?) is a punctured S? x S?. Thus g, can be decompose as idg3o#f for some
f € Diff(S? x S?) which acts trivially on the cohomology. Furthermore, let B be the small disk
in 52 x S? that we apply the connected sum construction. Then f fixes B pointwisely.

So we have shown that 030442 g2 is smoothly isotopic to id k30 # f. This further implies that
the Dehn twist

Orcapian(s2xs?) : K3H#K3H#(S? x S?) — K3#K3#(5% x 5?)

along the neck between the two K3's is smoothly isotopic to (idxs4x3)#f -
Let ids ., -, be the identity map on the spin bundle over K3# K 3. There are two lifts of f to

the spin bundle over S? x S2. We set f to be the one that is identity on all the fibers over B. Then

we can form the connected sum ids, ., K3#]?, which is a lift of idg34x3#f to an automorphism
on the spin bundle.
It follows the connected sum formula [35, Proposition 2.26] that

FBEP) (K34 K 3457 x S2, idksp st fridscyy xat )
_ BFPin(2) (Kg#Kg) A FBFPin(2) (52 X 527 f’ f)

But Theorem [1.9/implies that FBFY™2) (52 x §2, f, f) = 0, and hence
FBFVN®) (K34 K345% x 5%, idpaprcs#tfsids s st f) = 0.
But in [35, Proof of Theorem 1.2], the first author proves that

FBEY®) (K34 K 3#5% % S, S caprcss(s2xs2),0) # 0
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for any lift § of O3 Ka(52x52) to the spin structure of K3#K3#5% x S2.['|Since 0 cs k3.(52x 52)
is smoothly isotopic to idxs4K3# f, this contracts the isotopy invariance of the family Bauer—
Furuta invariant. Thus Dy, and D/, are not smoothly isotopic relative to the boundary in K 3°#.5% x
52 O

3.2. An upper bound on the number of stabilizations. Now we move on to the proof of Propo-
sition[1.4] which gives an upper bound on the stabilizations needed to make Dy, and D’ smoothly
isotopic. We start with part (1).

Proof of Proposition[T.4(1). Since Lo is an unlink, there is a diffeomorphism f : S% — S that is
smoothly isotopic to idgs and sends L to the standard unlink

6 ={(cosf,sinh,i) | 0 €[0,2n],i=1,---m} C R3U {oco0} = 3.

By taking the rotations along the z-axis, we can construct an essential loop +' : [0,1] — SO(4)
such that 7/(¢) fixes L{, as a subset for any ¢. Then we consider the self-diffeomorphism

7' 00,1 x §% = [0,1] x S?
defined by
V(t,x) = (t, f o/ (t) o f(2)).

By extending 7’ with the identity map on K3° \ ([0, 1] x S?), we obtain a self-diffeomorphism
8750 on K3°. Since 7/ is homotopic to the loop v in (7), and f is smoothly isotopic to idgs, we see
that 0730 is smoothly isotopic to d 3o relative to the boundary. Therefore, 073, (Dy,) and D} are
smoothly isotopic relative to the boundary. Furthermore, since f =1 o+/(t) o f fixes L as a subset,
the embedded surfaces 0% 3. (D, ) and Dy, differ from each other by a Dehn twist on the domain

L, D?. Since this Dehn twist is smoothly isotopic the identity map relative to the boundary, the
surfaces Dy, and 4. (D, ) are also smoothly isotopic relative to the boundary. O

Figurel|is a Kirby diagram of K3 [22, Page 305]. The attaching link has 21 unknotted com-
ponents and a single knotted component (which is a trefoil). By doing a handle slide of this
knotted component along one of the unknoted components, we can change the middle crossing
and make it into the unknot. This gives an example of L whose all components are unknots. By
Proposition[1.4(1), all components of Dy, are smoothly isotopic to the corresponding components
of D/ relative to the boundary.

Now we move on to the proof of Proposition|1.4{(2). We start by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Given a sublink L' of L, let v(Dy,) be an open tubular neighborhood of Dy, in K3°. Then
we have the following results.
(i) K3°\ v(Dys)and K3°\ v(D7},) are simply connected.
(ii) For any n > 0, the inclusion (K3° \ v(Dp/)#n(S? x S?) — K3°#n(S? x S?) induces an
injection on the second homotopy group ma(—).

IThere is a subtle difference between the setting of the current paper and [35]. Here we are using an incomplete
universe H® @ R™ @ R™ to set up an equivariant stable homotopy category, while in [35], a complete universe
is used. (See Section E] for further explanations.) This difference does not cause a problem because by definition,
FBFP ) (K3#K3#5% x 52, O K34 K3#(S2x 52)> §)#0ina complete universe implies the same result in any universe.
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U 4-handle

FIGURE 1. A Kirby Diagram of K3.

Proof. (i) We prove the case of D, and the other case is similar. For each component K of L/, let
my C O(K3°\v(Dy)) be the meridian of the embedded disk D . Since K 3° is simply-connected,
we see that m (K3° \ v(Dy/)) is normally generated by {mg}. So it suffices to show that my is
null-homotopic in K3° \ v(Dy/). To prove this, we consider the cocore of the 2-handle attached
to K. This cocore becomes a cylinder in K3° \ v(Dy/) and it provides a homotopy between m g
and a knot on the boundary of the 4-handle D* (which doesn’t intersect v(Dj/)). Since D* is
contractible, this knot (and hence m ) is null-homotopic.
(ii) By the Mayer-Vietoris sequence, the map

Hy((K3°\ v(Dp))#n(S? x S?);Z) — Hy(K3°#n(S? x S?);Z)

induced by the inclusion is injective. By the Hurewicz theorem, this map is also the induced map
on ma(—). O

The next proposition is a variation of the main theorem in [6].

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a simply-connected, smooth 4-manifold with boundary. Let Dy and D' be
two smoothly embedded disks bounded by the same knot K C 0X. Suppose the following conditions are
all satisfied:
(i) X \ Dk and X \ D are simply-connected.
(ii) Dg and D' are homotopic relative to the boundary.
(i) [Dk] € Ha(X,0X;7Z/2) is ordinary (i.e. it is not the Poincaré dual of wo(X)).
Then in X#(S? x S?), Dg and D' are smoothly isotopic relative to the boundary.

Proof. The proof is adapted from the corresponding proof in [6]. For completeness, we sketch
the argument, with an emphasize on the adaptions needed here. First, since X \ Dk is simply
connected, we can find an immersed sphere X that intersects Dy transversely at a single point.
Using condition (iii), one can modify ¥ so that it has an even self-intersection number. Since D’
is homotopic to D relative to the boundary, the algebraic intersection number ¥ - D equals 1.
After suitable finger moves and the (immersed) Whitney moves, we can isotope D and ¥ so
that X intersects both D and D/ transversely at a single point. To arrange for X to be embed-
ded, we take a connected sum with S2 x 52 away from D U D' U X. Take coordinate 2-spheres
S = 5?2 x {pt} and T = {pt} x S?. By replacing ¥ with its connected sum with S along a tube,
we may assume that ¥ has a geometric dual 7" (i.e., T" intersects transverse X at a single point).
Then we can eliminate the double points of ¥ by the Norman trick, tubing to parallel copies of
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T. This gives us an embedded ¥ with even self-intersection number. After tubing additional
copies of T, we can arrange the self-intersection number of ¥ to be zero. Therefore, Dy and D’
have a common geometric dual ¥ in X #(S? x S?). No essential changes are necessary until step.
Then we apply the light bulb theorem for embedded disks [43, Corollary 3.3], which states that
Dk and D, are smoothly isotopic relative to the boundary if the following three conditions are
verified:

(1) Dk and D’ are homotopic in X#(S? x S?) relative to the boundary.

(2) The Dax invariant Dax(Dy, D) vanishes.

(3) The map m ((X#(S? x §%)) \ ) — m(X#(S? x S?)) induced by the inclusion is an

isomorphism. (Le. (X#(S? x §?)) \ ¥ is simply connected.)

(1) follows from our assumption (ii). (2) is trivial since any surfaces in a simply connected 4-
manifold have trivial Dax invariant. (3) is satisfied because ¥ has an geometric dual 7" (so the
meridian of ¥ bounds a disk in X \ ¥). This finishes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition[1.4)(2). Let Ly C L be the m-component unlink. Denote the components of
L\ Lyby K1, Ka,- -, Koa_p,. For 1 <n < 22 —m, we set

Lyp=Lo| |Ki| |--+| |[Kn for 1<n<22-m.
We will prove the following claim by induction.

Claim 1. Foranyall 0 <n <22 —m, Dy, and D’Ln are smoothly isotopic relative to the boundary in
K3°4#n (5% x §?).

The case n = 0 is implied by Proposition[1.4(1). Now suppose the case n = i has been proved.
Denote K3°#i(S? x S?) by X;. Then by our induction hypothesis, there exists a diffeomorphism
f+ X; — X; which is smoothly isotopic to idy, relative to the boundary and satisfies f (D’LZ) =
Dy,. Note that Dg,,, and f (D/Kz-+1) are disks embedded in X; \ v(Dy,) bounded by the same
knot K; 1. To prove the case n = i + 1, it suffices to show that Dy, , and f (D}QH) are smoothly
isotopic relative to the boundary in (X; \ v(Dy,))#(S? x S?). (The connected sum is taken near
0X; so that the isotopy between f and idx, can be trivially extended.) By Proposition[3.3} we just
need to check the following three conditions:
(1) Xi\v(Dr,), Xi \v(Dr, U Dk,,,) and X; \ v(Dr, || f(Dk,,,)) are all simply connected.
(2) The homology class [Dg;,.,] € Ha(X; \ v(Dr,); Z/2) is ordinary.
() Dk,,, and f(Dl,, ) are homotopic in X; \ v(Dy,) relative to the boundary.

Note that

Xi \ V(DL«; |_|DK¢+1) = (K?’O \ V(DL¢+1))#i(S2 X 52)7

X\ (DL || F(Di,,,)) = (K3 \ u(Df,, ) #i(S? x 5.

Therefore, (1) is directly implied by Lemma 3.2|(i).

To prove (2), we consider the cocore of the two-handle hé“ attached to K. The boundary of
this cocore (i.e., the belt sphere) is a knot on the boundary of the 4-handle D*. Hence it bounds a
properly embedded surface F in D*. We consider the surface

F' = {cocore of hs™'} U F — K3°\ v(Dr,) C K3°.
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Since K 3° has an even intersection form, the self-intersection number of F” is even. Note that

Dr,

i+1

F'=1#£F - F mod 2.

So [Dg,,,] is ordinary.

To prove (3), we note that D, , and D/IQ+1 are topologically isotopic relative to the boundary
in K'3°. Hence they are also topologically isotopic relative to the boundary in X;. Since Dy
is smoothly isotopic to f (D’Kiﬂ) relative to the boundary, we see that Dy, , and f (D/I(Prl) are
topologically isotopic relative to the boundary in X;. In particular, they are homotopic to each
other relative to the boundary in X;. Consider the map 7 : S* — X; which sends the upper
hemisphere and the lower hemisphere to Dg,,, and f(D, ) respectively. Since D,,, and
f(Dk,,,) are homotopic in X; relative to the boundary, (5 2) is null-homotopic in X;. By Lemma
(2), 7(5?) is also null-homotopicin X; \v(Dy,). Therefore, Dk, , and f (D/IQH) are homotopic
in X; \ v(Dy,) relative to the boundary. This proves (3). O

4. EQUIVARIANT STABLE HOMOTOPY THEORY

In this section, we briefly recall the definitions of equivariant stable homotopy groups and
state some important properties about them. In particular, we state a version of the tom Dieck
splitting theorem for an incomplete universe, which turns the computation of the equivariant sta-
ble group of a G-space into the computation of certain non-equivariant stable homotopy groups.
Then we use this theorem to prove some algebraic propositions about the Pin(2)-equivariant
stable homotopy groups of spheres. These results will be essentially used in Section [5|to prove
the vanishing theorem for the family Bauer-Furuta invariant. Our exposition here follows the
classical method of Adams [1]] (which assumes G is finite). We refer to [45, [32] for the general
case of compact Lie groups and more complete discussions using the language of equivariant
spectra.

4.1. The tom Dieck splitting theorem. Let G be a compact Lie group. We consider an infinite
dimensional G-representation U that satisfies the following two properties:

e There is a canonical embedding from the infinite dimensional trivial representation € R

o
tol.
e For any finite dimensional subrepresentation V' of U/, there exists an embedding from
PVitol.
o0

We call such ¢/ a “G-universe”. If all finite dimensional representation of G can embedded into
U, then we call f a complete universe. Otherwise, we say U is incomplete. For our topological
applications, it is necessary to consider incomplete universes.

We equip U with an G-invariant inner product. For any pointed G-spaces X,Y and any finite
dimensional subrepresentations V' C W C U, there is a map

i SW—V A=
EE—

d
SV AX, SV AY]Y [SW A X, 8™ AY]Y,

where idgw-v denotes the identity map on the representation sphere of the orthogonal comple-
ment of Vin W.
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Definition 4.1. For any pointed spaces X, Y, the equivariant stable homotopy group is defined
as
{(X,Y}§ = 1lm [V A X, SV AY]C,
vcu
where the limit is taken over all finite dimensional G-invariant subspace V' C U. (Just like the
non-equivariant setting, {X, Y }{] has a abelian group structure.) For k € N, we use {;,(X) to

denote {S*, X}&.

When G is the trivial group, there is essentially a unique choice of /. In this case, we denote
{X,Y}5 by {X,Y} and denote Wgu(X) by 7} (X).
Given a closed subgroup H of G, we use res% (i) to denote the same space U, regarded it as
an H-representation space. Then there is a well-defined restriction map
res% : {X, YV} = {X,V}2

resG (U)
defined by only remembering the H-action.

Also, let N H be the normalizer of H in G and let W H = NgH/H be the Weyl group. Then
the H-fixed point of ¢/, which we denote by UH , is an W H-universe. There is a well-defined
map

) (MW xe Y, XM — (Y, xHer,

which sends a maps to its restriction to the H-fixed points. In the special case Y = S*, we have
the map

WeH
(_)gfv,x,c : chG,u(X) — Wk,zf,;H (XH)~

When X, Y, G are obvious from the context, we will suppress them from our notations and sim-
ply write (—)%.
Next, for any pointed G-space X, we introduce a map

(10) ¢ - wggfj (EWeHy AXT) — 7 (X)

which is crucial in the tom Dieck splitting theorem. The precise definition of (& can be found
in [45, Page 60]. For our purpose, it suffices to consider the case that I is a normal subgroup of
G. In this case, we have No¢H = G,WgH = G/H and the map Cg has a simple description: We

,?Z,Ifz ((EG/H)+ A X1, represented by a G/ H-equivariant map

g: SV ASk 5 SV AN(EG/H) L AXT
for some G/ H-representation V C U C U. We regard f as a G-equivariant map and consider
the composition

have taken an element [f] € 7

A1) §:8V AS* L SV A (BG/H). A XH LN, GV A g0 xH — gV A xH N gV 4y
Here py : (EG/H); — S is the map that preserves the base point and collapses the whole
EG/H to the other point in S°, and the map i : X — X is the inclusion map. Note that both p
and i are G-equivariant because H is normal. We define ($[g] := [g].
Now we state the tom Dieck splitting theorem for an incomplete universe. This theorem was
originally proved in [50] for a complete universe. The version given below is a special case of
[33, Theorem 3.3]. See [12,32] for various generalizations to equivariant spectra.
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Theorem 4.2. Let X be a pointed G-space. Then the map
(12) > i P el (EWeH A XY = 7l (X)
[H] [H]
is an isomorphism for any k > 0. Here the direct sum is taken over all conjugacy classes of subgroups H
that arises as the isotropy group of some point in U.

Note that the W H-action on (EW¢g H); A X! is free away from the base point. By the Adams’
isomorphism theorem [32, Corollary 7.2], we have an isomorphism

(13) mp((§AWV) N (EWGH) . A XT) [ WoH) = w8 (EWH) ¢ A X ).

Here Ad(W¢H ) denotes the adjoint representation of W H on its Lie algebra. Note this isomor-
phism relies on the fact that W H can be embedded into U because H is an isotropy group.
(See [33, Theorem 12.2].) Using (13), we can rewrite the isomorphism as the isomorphism
(14) P (AW A (EWGH) . A XT)WeH) = 76, (X).

[H]

4.2. Some additional lemmas. We introduce a few additional lemmas that will be useful in our
later computations.

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a pointed space and Y be a pointed G-space. Then {G A X, Y }5 =2 {X,Y}.

Proof. This comes from the standard adjunction (G4 A —) = res?e}(—). (See [32, Theorem 4.7]
and [1, Theorem 5.1]). O

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a d-dimensional G-CW complex and let Y a pointed G-space. Suppose the G-
action on X is free away from the base ponint and that the non-equivariant stable homotopy group 75, (V')
is trivial for any 0 < m < d. Then we have { X, Y}g >,

Proof. This follows from a standard induction argument. Recall that a G-CW complex is obtained
by attaching the G-cells (G/H) x D* for various closed subgroups H inductively over k. Since
the G-action on X is free away from the base point, all cells (except the base point) are of the
form G x DF. Let X}, be the k-skeleton of X. Then

Xi/Xp—1 =G4 A (A\(/k) SHEY

where A(k) denotes the set of k-cells in X. For any k£ < d, by Lemma 4.3} we have
GyA(V S Y= { v ¥ v}=o.
{ + (A(k) )7 }Z/{ {A(k) ) }

Therefore, we can inductively prove that { X}, Y}$ = 0 using the long exact sequence
o (X X1, Y o X Y3 o X, Y —
induced by the cofiber sequence X;_; — Xy — Xi/Xk_1. O

Lemma 4.5. Let X be a space with a free G-action and let V be a n-dimensional G-representation.
Consider the vector bundle V := (V x X)/G over the space X /G. Suppose V is a trivial bundle. Then
there is a base-point preserving, G-equivariant homeomorphism from SV A Xy to S™ A X .
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Proof. Since V is a trivial bundle, there exists a map po : (V x X)/G — R™ which restricts to
a linear isomorphism on any fiber. We compose this map with the quotient map V" x X —
(V x X)/G to get an G-equivariant map p; : V x X — R". Then we consider the G-equivariant
homeomorphism

p:VxX->R"x X
defined by p(7, x) := (p1(¥, z), z). After adding the base point at infinity, p induces the homeo-
morphism from SV A X to S™ A X, O

4.3. Pin(2)-equivariant stable homotopy groups. From now on, we set &/ to be the incom-
plete Pin(2)-universe H>* & R> ¢ R*°. From this universe, we can define four other universes

resgiln@) U, resf:}lm o), u’ " and P2 | We denote them by Uy, Us, Uz and Uy respectively. The

corresponding Lie groups are S, {e}, C2 and {e} respectively. Here Cy = Pin(2)/S! denotes the
cyclic group of order 2.

We will use S(H™) as a specific model for EPin(2). Then BPin(2) is the quotient of BS! =
CP®° under the involution

[(20, 21, 22, 23, - - )] = [(—Z1,20, — 23, 22, - * )]-
We start with the following lemma:

Lemma 4.6. Let X be a Pin(2)-CW complex. Then for any k > 0 the kernel of the map
1 Pin(2
(15) <—>§kxpm( ) P (X) = s (X)

is exactly the image of the injective map o ( } . In particular, the kernel of the map (l) is isomorphic to
the non-equivariant stable homotopy group 7rk,((S]R A EPin(2)4+ A X)/Pin(2)).

Proof. We consider the following diagram

CPin(2)EBCPm(Q)@CPin@)

o (EPin(2)4 A X) @ 783, (BCo)4 A X5') @ mpgy, (XP)) —E g (X)
lﬂ' l()gi X,Pin(2)

Pin(2) ng EBC{CEQ} gl

Wku (BCo) 1 AXS") @ mpgy, (XPRO)) Wku;(X )

where 7 is the projection to the second and third summand. By checking the explicit description
of (fl in , it is straightforward to see that this diagram commutes. Therefore, the kernel of

1

—)%k + e ron is exactly the image of ¢&,. We then apply (13) to finish the proof. O
Sk, X,Pin(2) y & {e} PPy p
Using the same argument, one can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let X be an S'-CW complex. Then the kernel of the map
1 1 s 1
(—)gk,;w : Wifug(X) — (X))

equals the image of the injective map ¢ fel} : 7rk, s (ESLAX) — 7rk 1, (X). In particular, the kernel is
isomorphic to mi_ ((ESL A X)/Sh).
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The following propositions (Proposition Proposition 4.10) are the key results in this sec-
tion. They are the homotopy theoretic version of Theorem

Proposition 4.8. Suppose m,n > 0 and are not both zero. Then the map

g1 __Pin(2 H+nR C R
(_)Sl,SmH‘*‘”@,Pin(Z) . Wl,;/lll( )(Sm o ) — 7T1,Z2/{3(Sn )

is injective.
Proposition 4.9. Suppose n > 4m > 0. Then the map

1 m. n~ Pin(2 7’L~
(_)§R+MH’SnE~§7Pin(2) : {SR+ HJS R}Z/l ( ) - 7'('16:22/{3(5 R)

is injective.
Proposition 4.10. Suppose n = 4m > 0. Then the map

1 R+ Pin(2 C R
(_)§R+WH,S”D§,Pin(2) : {SR+mH’ SnR}um( ) N 7.(1722/{3 (SnR)
has a kernel isomorphic to Z/2. Furthermore, let o be the nonzero element in this kernel. Then we have

res g,

Proposition 4.11. The map
()32 50 pin(z) * Taat - (87) = w53, (5°)
has a kernel isomorphic to Z/2. Furthermore, let o be the nonzero element in this kernel. Then we have
resgiln@)(o/) =0.
Proof of Proposition By Lemmma 4.6, we have

1 s m n+1)R : :
(16) Ker()5) 5 s puny = (™05 0R 4 EPin2),) /Pin(2)).

Let &z (resp. &m) the be bundle associated to the universal bundle Pin(2) — FEPin(2) —
BPin(2) and the representation R (resp. H). Then we have

(STEHEHDE A EPin(2),)/Pin(2) = Th(BPin(2), méa @ (n + 1)&z).

Here Th(—) denotes the Thom space.

Suppose m,n > 0 are not both zero. Then m&y @ (n + 1)&; is a vector bundle of dimension
> 2. Therefore, other than the base point, the space Th(BPin(2), mén @ (n + 1){z) has no cells in
dimension 0 and 1. By the skeletal approximation theorem, we have

1 . ~
Ker(_)gl’srﬂ[ﬂ+n]§7pin(2) = Wf(Th(BPln(2)7 mgH D (n + 1)6@)) =0.

O

Proof of Proposition The case m = 0 has been covered by Proposition[4.8/so we assume m > 1,
which implies that n > 5. Take

1
B € Ker((=) facmit g0 pin(ay )
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Take the inclusion ig : S® — SR+mH We also use iy to denote the corresponding element in
{SR, SR+mH}5ln(2). Then we have
1

1 1 .
(17) ( )EIR Sn]R Pm (5 ZO) ( )§R+MH,S"]§,PH1(2) (ﬁ) ' (_)§R7SR+mH7Pin(2) (10) = O

But Ker((—), ek pin2)

Next, we consider the long exact sequence
N {SQ]R A (S(mH) ) SnR}PIH {SRerH SnR}Pln —io {S]R SnR}PID
induced by the cofiber sequence S° — S™ — SR A S(mH),. Note that Pin(2) acts freely on
SZ® A (S(mH);) away from the base point, and the quotient is a CW complex of dimension 4m.

Since n > 4m, by Lemma 4.4}, we see that {SZ® A (S(mH)), S"]ﬁ}gin@) = (). Hence the map — - ig
is injective. Since (3 - iy = 0, we get 5 = 0. O]

) is trivial by (1). Hence we see that 5 - iy = 0.

We need some preparations in order to prove Proposition

Lemma 4.12. (1) For m > 0, we have {S?* A S(mH) ., S*™%} "% = 7,/2. (2) Let  be the unique
nonzero element in {S2% A S(mH),, S™E}. Then resglln@)( ) =0.
Proof. (1) The Pin(2)-action on S A S((m — 1)H); is free away from the base point and the
quotient is a CW-complex of dimension 4m — 4. By Lemma 4.4} we have
{S7% AS((m = 1)H)4, 5%} 2 (5 A S((m — D), SRR =0,
Consider the cofiber sequence
S((m —1)H),. — S(mH), — S(mH)/S((m — 1)H).

Since S(mH)/S((m — 1)H) = Sm=DH A (S(H), ), we have the induced long exact sequence of
homotopy groups

{S2R A S(mH), S4ml§}5m(2) ~ {S2R+(m—1)H A (S(H)4), S4ml§}5m(2)‘
To compute this group, we consider the vector bundles ¢y (resp. 5:1 fR) associated to the principal

bundle
Pin(2) < S(H) — RP?

for the representations H (resp. 4R). Since the structure group of both bundles can be lifted to
SU(2) and any SU(2) bundles is trivial on a 2-dimensional CW complex. We see that &j; and 511 %

are both trivial. By Lemma 4.5, we have the following Pin(2)-equivariant homeomorphisms
Yy & q 1%
SIRHM-DE A (§(H)) 2 ST A (S(H)L) 2 S A (S(H)-).
They give the following isomorphism
{S2R+(mfl)H A (S(H)+)7S4mﬂ§}§[in(2) ~ {S4R+(mfl)lﬂl A (S(H).), S4mR+2R}Pm(2
~ {S4m]§ (S( ) ) S4mR+2R}P1n
= {S(H)., 57"
~ (RP?, 5%}
=7/2.
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(2) The element resgiln@) () belongs to the group

{S™% A S(mH)y, S™RYE, = {S(H), SUmDRYE

(4m—2)R

Since S! acts freely on S(mH) and trivially on S , we have

S(mH),, SUm=2DEYS! & ((§(mH), ) /5", SUm-2RY & (Cp2m-l gim—21 > 7
u3 +

Since v is 2-torsion, resg; () must be zero. g

Lemma 4.13. For m > 0, the map
(18) g { 2R A (S(mH),), S4mR}P1H(2 —{ SR+mH S4mR}P1H
induced by the quotient map q : S™ — S™H /G0 = SR A (S(mH), ) is injective.
Proof. We consider the long exact sequence
s {S2R S4mR}P1H LN P, (97R A (S(mH). ), S4mR}P1H { [ gRAmE S4mR}P1H

induced by the cofiber sequence S(mH), 2 50 & L, §mH, where 4 is the inclusion map and
p1 : S(mH)y — S is the map that collapses the whole S(mH) to the non-base point in S°. It

suffices to show that the map pj is trivial. By (14), we have

{S%K, S4mR}Pm ~ {52, (SUmHDR A BPin(2),)/Pin(2)} @ {S2, (S*™E A (BCy).)/Ca} @ {S2, SO}

Since m > 0, the first two summands vanishes by the skeletal approximation theorem. Hence
we have

{SQR, S4mﬂ§}Zin(2) ~ {527 SO} o 2/2’

and it generated by 51};112(2)( ). (Here n € m(S°) is the Hopf map.) We need to show that
(EPP;? (n%)) = 0. By the definition of 5512 in . SPPL? ) is equal to the following compo-

sition of stable maps
52 _> SO S4mR

where i1 : S© — S*"R is the inclusion. Therefore, in order to show that pj is zero, it suffices to
show that the composition

(19) S(mH), 2y §0 i1, gimE
is stably null-homotopic. By the exact sequence
(20) RN {SmH S4mR}P1n N {SO S4mR}Pln _*> {S(mH) S4m}R}P1n(2) .

the composition (19) is trivial if i; : S© — $4"E can be extended to a map i : S™H — S4mE Note
that there is a Pin(2)-equivariant map ¢ : S — 53R defined by

oz +wyj) = (\z\2 - \w\Q,Re(zu_J),Im(zw)).

By smashing m copies of ¢ and the inclusion map S° — S™E we get the desired extensioni. [J
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Proof of Proposition We first consider the case m = n = 0. By (16), we get

Ker(— )SR 0 Pin(2) = = 11 (Th(BPin(2),&g))-

Note that the 3-skeleton of BPin(2) is RP? and the restriction of & to the 3-skeleton is exactly the
tautalogical line bundle over it. Therefore, the 4-skeleton of Th(BPin(2), {z) is RP?. This implies
that

Ker(—): 50 pin(2) = T (RP?) = Z/2.

Let a be the nonzero element in this kernel. By definition, resgiln@) () belongs to the kernel of
the map

1 1 s
(_)gl’ng,Sl : 71—IS,Z/IQ(SO) — 771(‘50)‘
By Lemmaf4.7] we have
Ker( )Sl SR Sl g 7T(S]((C]P)f) g Z

Since « is 2-torsion, we must have resg1 n(2) (o) =0.
Now we consider the case n = 4m > 0. We take a element

B € Ker(— )1

SR+mH SnR Pm( )

Similar to the proof of Proposition 4.9 we can show that § belongs to the image of the map
mRy Pin Py mR+ Pin(2
(SR g4 ]R} (2) 1 Pi, 162 A (S(mH), ), S ]R}

By Lemma {S2R, S4mR}Zm = {0,7}. So f is either 0 or pj(v). By Lemma pi(y) #0
Also note that (=)' () = 0 because the $*-action on its domain S2* A S(mH),. is free away from

the base point. This implies that pj () actually belongs to Ker((—):g]; +mit_gnF pin (2)). To this end,

we see that )
Ker<<—>§R+mH s pingay) = 10,910} = Z/2.

Since resgiln@) (7) = 0 by Lemma4.12, we have resP "3 (pr () = 0. a
Proof of Proposition[4.11, By Lemma [4.6 E we have
Ker(—)3 Sm 50 pin(2) = T5(Th(BPin(2),&5)) 2 w5 (RP?).
Stably, RP? splits into S v RP%. Note that RP? fits in to the cofiber sequence
st 2 5! RP?
Using the induced long exact sequence of stable homotopy groups, we get an isomorphism
Ker(— )z g0 pin(z) = 75 (RP?) ni_> m(RP?) = 7,/2,

where 7 € 75(S°) denotes the Hopf map. Let o’ be the nonzero element in this kernel. Then
since the smash product with 7 commutes with the Adams isomorphism (13), we have o/ =17-«,

1
where « € Ker(*)gRﬂO,Pin(Q)
we get

is the element established in Proposition 4.10l By that proposition,

resgiln@) (a')y=n- resglln(Q)( ) =0.
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5. PROPERTIES OF THE FAMILY BAUER-FURUTA INVARIANT

In this section, we use the homotopy theoretic results that we proved in Section [4to study the
family Bauer-Furuta invariant. We will start with proving the vanishing properties of the family
Bauer-Furuta invariant. Then we give a space level construction of the stable homotopy class ag
given in Theorem which provides a potential tool to detect exotic diffeomorphisms on S*.

5.1. Proof of the vanishing results. To prove Theorem we give the following definition,
which is motivated by the construction of the family Bauer-Furuta map defined in Section 2}

Definition 5.1. Let a be an element in one of the following stable homotopy groups:
o {SFR A GmH S"@}Zin(z) for some integers k,m,n > 0, or
o {SHR S”RH*m)H}Zm@) for some integers k,n > 0 and m < 0.

We say « is an element of BF-type if it satisfies the following condition
(=) (@) = 0 € {5", 5"}z,

Namely, the restriction of « to the S!-fixed points is trivial as a C»-equivariant stable homotopy
class.

Lemma 5.2. Let X be a spin 4-manifold with by (X) = 0. Then we have the following results:
(i) Let f be a orientation preserving self-diffeomorphism on X that preserves the spin structure and
acts trivially on H*(X;R). Let f be an auotomorphism of the spin structure on X that lifts f.
Then FBFF(2) (X, f, f) is an element of BF-type.
(ii) Let~ : S — Diff(X) be a loop based at idx. Suppose  is spin-liftable (see Definition . Then
FBFY"(?) (X ~) is an element of BF-type.

Proof. We focus on the proof of (i) since (ii) is similar. Consider the approximated Seiberg—Witten
map sw : U — V (see equation (2)). Recall that both the domain and the target of this map con-
sists of pairs (a, ¢), where « is a differential form on X and ¢ is a spinor on X. The symmetry
group S' is the constant gauge group. Hence it acts trivially on « and acts as the scalar multipli-
cation on ¢. From this description, we see that («, ¢) is an S'-fixed point if and only if ¢ = 0. As
a result, when restricted to the S!-fixed points, sw is a finite dimensional approximation of the
family of linear operators

{(d*, d+)s : Ql(Xs§ ZR) - (QO(XS§ ZR)/R) D Qi (Xs§ iR)}SGS(QR)‘
The trivilization (3) induce isomorphisms
UNQY (X, iR) 2R,
V N (Q0(X,;iR)/R) & Q2(X,;iR) = R +05 (Xs),
Furthermore, by checking the construction of these trivilizations (3) in [31}135], we see that under

the above isomorphisms, the operator (d*, d*), is exactly the inclusion R < R™'+5 (X) into the
first n’ components. From this discussion, we see that when we restrict the induced map

st : St A G’ —TENH R gm/ (5] (X))R

to the S!-fixed points, it is homotopic to the following map

(21) (S(2R);) A STE 2202, g0 )\ g(n+n")R
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where ps : S(2R); — S° preserves the base point and collapse S(2R) to the other point in SY,
and iy : S™ 'R _, g(n+n)R i5 the inclusion into the first n’ components.

Recall that FBFY ") (X, £, f) is defined via the composition . From our discussion above,
the element (—)5' (FBFF™() (X, f, f)) can be represented by the following composition

R co /\d =i i N
52 p gn'E DR GR \(groRy, ) A s E SRR G g0 ) gntn)E

Note that cg o (idge A pa) : S?® — S® is null-homotopic. Thus (=)' (FBFF™@)(X, f, f)) =0. O
The following proposition is just a restatement of Proposition [4.8| ~ Proposition [£.11]

Proposition 5.3. (i) Suppose m,n > 0 and are not both zero. Then me( )(SmHJF”R) doesn’t con-
tain any nonzero element of BF-type.

(ii) Suppose n > 4m > 0. Then {S®+mH, S”@}Zin@) doesn’t contain any nonzero element of BF-
type.
(iii) Supposen = 4m > 0. Then {S*+mH SRYPINE) contains a unique nonzero element of BF-type,
denoted by . Furthermore, we have resgl (2)( 0) = 0.
(iv) m Pm (SO) contains an unique nonzero element of BF-type, denoted by ;. Furthermore, we have
respm( )(a )=0
S1 1) — Y.

Proof of Theorem[1.7} Let v an exotic loop in Diff(S*). Then + is spin-liftable. By Lemma [5.2] .

FBFF"(2)(5% 4) is an element in wpm(z) (S%) of BF-type. By Proposmon. 3{(iv), FBFF () (54 ~)
is either 0 or a1. So we have

FBFS (54,7) = resey ) (FBFP"(?) (5% 4)) = 0.

This further implies that FBF{} (54 ~) = 0.

Now suppose 7 is homotopic to 27’ for some loop 7' in Diff(S*). We may assume that 4/ is
also spin-liftable by compositing it with an essential loop in SO(5) C Diff(S*). By Proposition
(iv) again, FBFPn(®) (S%,4') is either 0 or ay. Since o is 2-torsion, we have

FBFP")(§4 y) = 2FBFY ™) (54 /) = 0.
U
Proof of Theorem This is a special case Proposition 5.3|(iii) for m = n = 0. O

Proof of Theorem Assume the intersection form of X is isomorphic to 2mE8 & n( ?Z(l) ) for some
m € Zand n € N. Then 2x(X) +30(X)=4+4-(n—4m).

Suppose 2x(X) + 30(X) = 4. Then m = 4n. By Lemma FBFP"?) (X, f, f) is an element
in {SR-i-mH’ Sn]ﬁ}gin@)

of BF-type. Therefore, by Proposition [5.3|(iii), we have

FBFY (X, f, f) = resg"® (FBF™)(X, 1, J)) =
This proves (1).
Suppose 2x(X) + 30(X) > 4. Then n > 4m. Again by Lemma E 2, FBFY ™) (X f, f) is an
element of BF-type in Wilb?(z)(S mH+nR) if 1y < 0 and element of BF-type in { SR™E, S"R}Pln(2)
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if m > 0. Then we apply Proposition (i) and (ii) to conclude that FBFF»(2) (X, f, f) = 0. This
proves (2). O

Remark 5.4. We mention various examples of nonvanishing family Bauer-Furuta invariants. These
examples show that various conditions in Theorem [1.9|are indeed necessary.
e Consider the Dehn twist 6 k34 k3 along the separating neck in K3# K 3. Then Kronheimer—
Mrowka [31] prove that
FBF{H(K3#K3,0x3uk3,0) =1° #0

for any spin bundle automorphism 5 which lifts & K343 Heren € m5(SY) denotes the
Hopf element. Note that 2y (K 3#K3) + 30(K3#K3) = —4.
e Consider the covering transformation on the spin bundle over K3. This is a lift of idx3,

denoted by id 3. Then Kronehimer-Mrowka [31]] proves that
FBF{}(K3,idks, idgs) = 1> # 0.

Note that 2x(K3) + 30(K3) = 0.
e Consider the covering transformation on the spin bundle over K3#(S? x S?), denoted

by id K3#(52x52)- Then by [35} Proof of Theorem 1.2], we have
FBFPin(Q) (KS#(SQ X 52), idK3#(S2><S2)7 ﬁKS#(52X52)) 7é 0

Note that 2y (K3#(S? x S?)) + 30(K3#(S? x S?)) = 4.

5.2. A space level description of ag. The element o € wiiﬁ(z) (SY) given in Theorem [1.8)is of

special interest because it could arises as the Pin(2)-equivariant family Bauer-Furuta invariant
of an exotic diffeomorphism on S*. In this section, we explicitly construct a map

12 §EHH 5 gH

which represents «y.
We treat Pin(2) as a submanifold of H, with the standard embedding

Pin(2) = {e} U {je’} — H.
Denote the tangent bundle and the normal bundle of Pin(2) by T.Pin(2) and N,Pin(2) respec-

tively. Both bundles are Pin(2)-bundles. Namely, there are Pin(2)-actions on both bundles that
cover the left-multiplication action of Pin(2) on itself. Furthermore, we have trivilizations

(22) T,Pin(2) = R x Pin(2),
(23) T,.Pin(2) & N,Pin(2) =2 H x Pin(2).

Here is induced by the Lie group structure on Pin(2) and is restricted from the trivial-
ization of T,H. These two trivializations induce equivariant homeomorphisms

o1+ S® A Th(Pin(2), N,Pin(2)) = Th(Pin(2), T.Pin(2) & N,Pin(2)),

@2 : Th(Pin(2), T.Pin(2) @ N,Pin(2)) = S% A (Pin(2),).
Let v(Pin(2)) be a Pin(2)-equivariant, closed tubular neighborhood of Pin(2) in H. Then there
exists an equivariant homeomorphism

s : v(Pin(2))/0v(Pin(2)) — Th(Pin(2), N,Pin(2)).
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Then we consider the following composition

[: SR A gH KB or A (v(Pin(2))/0v(Pin(2)))
id
571, GR A TL(Pin(2), N,Pin(2))
(24) L Th(Pin(2), T,Pin(2) ® N,Pin(2))
22, SH A (Pin(2)4)
id gm Ap3 SH
Here ¢; : S® — v(Pin(2))/0v(Pin(2)) is the Pontryagin-Thom collapsing map. The map ps :
Pin(2); — SY preserves the base point and collapses the whole Pin(2) into the other point in S°.

Proposition 5.5. «y is represented by the map l.
Proof. By the proof of Proposition ap = Cfei; @) (1), where
Gy s m ) (BPin(2) ) = w7 (5)

is the map defined in and oy is any generator of sz{l( )(EPin(2)+). We first give a space

level description of «;. Consider the following commutative diagram

(25) m %) (Pin(2).) i m 5 (EPin(2)4)

jT% j’T%
-/

75((S®E A Pin(2)4)/Pin(2)) —= 73((S® A EPin(2),)/Pin(2))

Here i, and ¢/ are both induced by the inclusion ¢ : Pin(2); < EPin(2),. And j, j' are the

Adams’ isomorphisms . By our discussion in the proof of Proposition the group wf((S@ A
EPin(2),4)/Pin(2)) is isomorphic to Z/2 and it is generated by the inclusion of the 1-skeleton:

S® = (S A Pin(2),)/Pin(2) < (S® A EPin(2),)/Pin(2).

Therefore, the map 4, is just the surjective map Z — Z/2.

By the diagram (25), we see that a; = i, o j(1). By the explicit description of the Adams’

isomorphism [32, Page 84], we see that j(1) € wfg;( )(Pin(2)+) is represented by the composition

(26) Iy = g0 10 (idgr A 3) o (idgr Acy) : SETH — SH A (Pin(2),).
(i.e., the composition of the first four maps in (24)). Hence «; is presented by the composition
id i Ad
L SRHE I G\ (pin(2),) 2 S A (EPin(2),).
By the construction of ¢ {;}If in 1) ap = Cg; @) (ay) is represented by the composition

idsH Apo
=

Iy : SBTH 2, GH A (EPin(2),) SH,

Since pg o i : Pin(2)+ — S is exactly the map p4, we see that the maps I3 and [ are the same. [J
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Remark 5.6. Tt is worth noting that [ actually represents an element in {5, S° }fjn , where U =
H> @ R> is a universe that  only contains the nontrivial representations R and H. Compared

to the universe Y = H™ @ R® @ R (which we have been working with so far), this smaller
universe actually fits better with our setting in gauge theory. This is because the trivializations

only involve R and H. However, since ' doesn’t contain the trivial representation R, the

corresponding stable homotopy category behaves badly. (For example, for general X, Y, the set

{X, Y}Zl,n does not even carry a group structure.) This is the main reason why we choose to

work with ¢/ instead of 2/’. We also note that when restricting to the subgroup S 1 the universes
U and U’ are isomorphic.

We end the paper with the following proposition. It states that ap cannot be detected by Borel
(co)homology, which corresponds to various versions of monopole Floer (co)homology.

Proposition 5.7. Let A be an abelian group and let G be a closed subgroup of Pin(2). Then the induced
maps
g s HI(SHHH; A) — HE(SY; A),
b Hy(S™; A) — HE(SHH; A).
between the G-equivariant reduced Borel (co)homology groups (with coefficient A) are both trivial.

Proof. ay is represented by the map [. Since I factors through the map [; in (26). It suffices to
show that the induced maps

ha: HE(S*TH A) - HE(SH A (Pin(2)4); A),

I HE((Pin(2) 1) A ST A) — HE (SR A).
are trivial. To prove this, we consider the fiber bundle

U(2)/G < BG — BSU(2),
which makes H*(BG; A) a module over
H*(BSU(2);Z) = H*(HP™;Z) = Z[v].
An elementary argument using the Serre spectral sequence shows that the map
—: H™(BG; A) — H™™(BG; A)

is an isomorphism for any m > 0. By the definition of Borel cohomology, H¢,(S®*; A) is module

over H*(BG;Z). Hence H,(S®+H; A) is also over Z[v]. By the Thom isomorphism theorem, we
have an isomorphism

H*(BG; A) = HZP (5% 4)
between two Z[v]-modules. Therefore, H, & (S®HH: 4) is supported in degrees greater or equal 5
and the map
- ﬁg(SR+H;A) — f[&”+4(SR+H;A)
is an isomorphism for any m > 5. Moreover, since the G-action on S® A (Pin(2).) is free away
from the base point, the group

HA(S¥ A (Pin(2)4); A) = H*((S™ A (Pin(2)1)/G: A)

is supported in degrees less or equal to 5 (less or equal to 4 is G is not a finite group).
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To this end, we see that [} can only be nontrivial in degree 5. However, suppose [} (z) # 0 for
some z € HJ,(S™ A (Pin(2)4); A). Then

0=1070)=0(v-x)=v-1j(x) #0.

This contradiction shows that [ = 0 is all degrees. Hence we have of = 0. The proof that
ap,« = 0 is essentially the same. O
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