arXiv:2411.00517v1 [math.GT] 1 Nov 2024

STABILIZATIONS OF s-COBORDISMS OF DIMENSION 5

JINZHOU HUANG

ABSTRACT. It has long been known that the s-cobordism theorem fails for 5-dimensional
s-cobordisms. In this article we study how many times of "stabilizations" are needed to turn
a b-dimensional s-cobordism to a product cobordism. The question is analogous to asking
how many times of stabilizations are needed to turn an exotic pair of four manifolds into
diffeomorphic ones. The main tools in this article are Gabai’s 4D light bulb theorem and
its applications, and we also use a refinement of 4D light bulb theorem by Freedman Quinn
invariant.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we will study the "stabilization" of a 5-dimensional s-cobordism. First let
us focus on h-cobordisms. Wall ’s result concerning the stabilizations of exotic 4-manifolds
has been well known to us [I4]: Any two exotic simply-connected four manifolds become
diffeomorphic after finite many times of stabilizations. Wall’s strategy to prove this is to
construct an h-cobordism between the two exotic four manifolds. Given Wall’s result, people
have been wondering how many times of stabilizations are needed to turn two exotic closed 4-
manifolds into diffeomorphic ones. However, we still don’t know if one time is enough for this
sake. Similar to the closed case, Gompf proved in [6] that any two homeomorphic, compact,
smooth orientable four manifolds become diffeomrophic after sufficiently many stabilizations.
Lately Sungkyung Kang found example that there exist homeomorphic smooth contractible
4-manifolds W;, Wy, with diffeomorphic boundaries, such that W;#5? x S? and Wy#S5? x S?
are not diffeomorphic[8, Corollary 1.2]. We will not touch these questions in this article.
Similar to the existence of exotic 4-manifolds, Donaldson proved in [3] that five dimensional h-
cobordism is not necessarily a product cobordism , so we can ask a similar question regarding
h-cobordisms:

Question 1.

How many times of "stabilizations" do we need to turn an h-cobordism into a trivial one?
Here a stabilization of an h-cobordism is to make connected sum with a copy of S? x S? at
each level of the original cobordism(if we are given a compatible Morse function). For more
detailed definition the reader can refer to Definition [.0.1]

As a related topic we introduce the complexity of an h-cobordism: Given an h-cobordism
(W3 My, M;) between smooth simply-connected four manifolds, we define the complexity
C(W; My, My) following [11] by:

C(W; My, My) =min{C(f)|f is a compatible Morse function for W with only critical
points of index 2,3}

Here C(f) is the number of flow lines from index 3 points to index 2 points minus the

number of index 2 points.
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For a partial answer to the Question , an exercise [4, Page 107] in Freedman and Quinn’s
book implies that finite times are enough, however the number implied in their book is the
total number of intersections among the Whitney disks which pair all the extra intersections
of descending spheres and ascending spheres, which is no less than C(W; My, M;).

There is another formulation of the complexity of an h-cobordism, that is the minimal
number of pairs of 2,3 critical points for a compatible Morse function f with only 2,3
index points, which we denote by C'(W, My, M;). The main result of this article is that
C"(W; My, M) times of stabilizations are enough for Question , that is:

Theorem 1.0.1.

Given an oriented 5-dimensional s-cobordism W = W?® between oriented, closed 4-dimensional
manifolds My and My and a Morse function f : W — R satisfying that f has only critical
points of index 2, 3.

Assume f has k pairs of critical points of index 2, 3, then W becomes a product cobordism
after k times of stabilizations.

The key ingredient of the proof of Theorem [1.0.1] is the following theorem [1.0.2 The
key strategy of Smale’s proof of h-cobordism theorem in higher dimensions is to isotope
the descending spheres to a position where it intersects the corresponding ascending spheres
in exactly one point via Whitney moves. Although we can not do the same thing in an
h-cobordism between four manifolds, we prove that such a "good position" still exists(under
certain assumptions), and many topoloical invariants obstructing an isotopy between the
original sphere and the good position vanish. Moreover, the good position is unique up to
isotopy.

Here we make a remark about the above definitions of complexity of an A-cobordism: As
mentioned by John W. Morgan and Zoltan Szab6 in [11], there is a family of h-cobordisms
with arbitrary large C' while with ¢’ = 1. As an result of the main theorem [1.0.1} an h-
cobordism between simply-connected diffeomorphic 4 manifolds with indefinite intersection
forms becomes a product cobordism after a single stabilization (we do not really need
to prove this actually, see Remark . This can be seen as a partial answer to the "one is
enough" question concerning h-cobordisms rather than exotic 4 manifolds.

Theorem 1.0.2.
Given an oriented 4-dimensional manifold M and smoothly embedded spheres Sy and

Si(i =1,...,n) satisfying for everyi,j =1,--- ,n:

C1 Mo(Si, S7) = +6: (1], where 1 represents the trivial element in .

C2 5§ has triwial normal bundle.

C3S:NS)=2,5NS = fori#j.

C4 m(M\ UL, S§) — m(M) and m (M\ U, S%) — w1 (M) are both injective.
Then there is another family of spheres Si(i = 1,...,n) satisfying for i,7 =1,--- ,n:

R1 Si(i=1,...,n) are disjointly embedded.

R2 S intersects Sj transversely and #S55 N S% = 6.

R3 S5 is homotopic to SY.

R4 The Freedman-Quinn invariant fq(S}, Ss) =0 for each i =1,... n.
Moreover the resulted family Sz is unique up to isotopy, that is if S¥(i = 1,...,n) is another
family of spheres satisfying the above four conditions, then there exists an isotopy from U, S}
to U, S
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The main ingredient of the proof of above two theorems is Gabai’s 4-D light bulb theorem
[5, Theorem 1.2|, which is enough for us to prove the main theorem in the simply-connected
situation. However, when the fundamental group is non-trivial, we must use a refinement
of Gabai’s 4-D light bulb theorem by Freedman Quinn invariant in Rob Schneiderman and
Peter Teichner’s article[13]. Dave Auckly, Hee Jung Kim, Paul Melvin, Daniel Ruberman
and Hannah Schwartz proved in [1] that under certain assumptions two homotopic embedded
spheres in a four manifold become isotopic in the once-stabilized manifold, we will also borrow
a lot of techniques in their article.

All manifolds in this article are smooth.

Acknowledgment. I would like to thank Professor Jianfeng Lin for telling me this
problem, who had some very inspirational conversations with me, offered many valuable
advises on this paper and provided a lot of useful materials for me to study and refer to.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Tools In 4-Dimensional Topology.

In this subsection M denotes a 2n-dimensional smooth oriented manifold(possibly with
boundaries) with a chosen basepoint, and A, B are properly immersed oriented simply-
connected manifolds(possibly with boundaries). We further assume all intersections of A
and B are transverse and are double points. The main source of this subsection is [4],
Chapter 1].

We have already been familiar with algebraic numbers with values in Z. In case where A,
B, M are all closed manifolds, the algebraic intersection number of A and B in M is:

([A] = [B],[M]) = > )

peEANB

where €(p) € {1, —1} is the local intersection number, and [M] is the fundamental class.
When the fundamental group of M is non-trivial, we get more information about the
intersections of two properly immersed surfaces.

Definition 2.1.1 (intersection number with values in Zm (M)).

We pick two arcs connecting the base point z € M to w € A and w’' € B respectively, and
we will call them whiskers.

We define the intersection number A, (A, B) € Zm; (M) by adding up the elements o(p)g(p)
for each intersection point p, where o(p) € {1,—1} and g(p) € m(M). o(p) is the local
intersection number at p. The element g(p) is represented by a loop going along first the
whisker from z to w , then a path in A(crossing no self-intersection points of A) from w to
p, then a path in B from p to w'(crossing no self-intersection points of B) and finally the
whisker from w’ to z. Since A and B are simply-connected, g(p) € m (M) does not depend
on the choices of the paths in A and B .

We can also define self-intersection number. Now for a self intersection p of A, g(p) is
represented by the juxtaposition of the image of two paths in the domain of A and B, where
the first goes from w to one of the preimage of p, and the second goes from another preimage
to w, and we make g(p) to be a loop based at z via the whisker for A. In this case we can not
order the two sheets at an intersection in a canonical way, so the self-intersection number

pin(A) defined in the above procedure takes values in Zm /(g—(—1)"¢g~!')(Here (¢g—(—1)"g™ ")
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denotes the abelian subgroup generated by elements of the form g—(—1)"g~! for g € m(M)).
We can further define fi,(A) € Zm1 /(g — (—1)"g~*, 1) which is the equivalent class of y,(A)

in Zm /(g — (=1)"g~ 1, 1).

Remark 2.1.2.

1. (—1)™ in the definition of self-intersection number comes from the change of intersection
number ¢ when we switch the order of two sheets.

2. We can easily see that A\, and p, are invariants under regular homotopy (if we keep
track of the whiskers): A regular homotopy can always be factored as isotopies, Whitney
moves and finger moves [4, §1.6], and both of the latter operations do not change A of u
since they eliminate or create a canceling pair g and —g respectively. fi,, is a invariant under
homotopy, since a homotopy may result in a "cusp".

3. The intersection numbers defined above depend on the choices of whiskers. For example
a different choice of whisker lead to a self-intersection number differing by a conjugation of
an element in 7y (M).

P

oD S2
£(5%) N5
o b C::D
G G
(a) before tubing (b) after tubing
FIGURE 1.

Construction 1 (tubing).

We introduce the well known technique of tubing in 4-dimensional topology. Assume
f:S%? 9 M is an immersed sphere in M with only transverse double self-intersections. G is
an embedded sphere which is a geometric dual of f, that is G' has trivial normal bundle and
intersects f(S?) transversely in exactly one point zg.

For a self-intersection p of f, by tubing off p along a path v to a copy cq of G we mean
the operation indicated in Figure [l When we do multiple tubings the guiding paths may
intersect, and in this situation we assign different radius for the tubes and take disjoint copies
of G so that the tubings do not produce extra intersections. For more details the reader can
refer to [12] or |4 §1.9].

Here we mention a proposition about Whitehead torsion. Although Whitehead torsion

has rich properties, we will only use an easy property concerning s-cobordisms here.
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In this article an h-cobordism is an oriented cobordism (W; My, M;) where the inclusions
My — W and M; — W are both homotopy equivalences. An s-cobordism is an h-cobordism
with vanishing Whitehead torsion 7(W, M).

The following is indicated in the proof of [4, Theorem 7.1D| in Freedman and Quinn’s
book. For more information about Whitehead torsion the reader can refer to [10] or [2].

Proposition 2.1.3.

If (W; My, My) is an h-cobordism between 4-dimensional manifolds My and My, and f :
W — R is a compatible Morse function with only critical points of index 2, 3, and & 1is
a gradient-like vector field for f(see [9, Definition 3.1]). Then 7(W, My) = 0 is equivalent
to that we can choose another compatible Morse function f'(still with only critical points
of index 2 and 3) and a corresponding gradient-like vector field &', and orientations and
whiskers of the new descending and ascending spheres, so that the intersection numbers of
new descending spheres S; and ascending spheres T; satisfy

o f0 (i #7)
)\2(5177})—{1€7T1 (=)

2.2. The Geometric Action and Freedman-Quinn Invariant.
In this subsection M denotes an oriented smooth 4-dimensional manifold without bound-
ary. By the notation of [I3], we denote

R[Gf] ={embedding R : S*> — M|R is homotopic to f and has G as a geometric dual}
/isotopies of R

We define the 2-torsions of M by Ty = {g € m(M)|g*> = 1 # g}, and FoT) the Fy-linear
space generated by T);.

In this subsection we will describe a transitive action of FoThs on R[Gf] with known stabi-
lizers us(m3(M)), and we will describe the connections between Freedman-Quinn invariant
and this action. Although the action described in [2]is sufficient for usage in this article, we
will still introduce Freedman-Quinn invariant for completion.

We now define Freedman-Quinn invariant following [13, Definition 4.5].

Definition 2.2.1 (Freedman-Quinn invariant).

Given two embedded spheres R, R’ that are based homotopic in M, we choose a generic
based homotopy H : S2xI — M xR from Rx {0} to R'x{0}. Denote H : §2x T — M xRxT
the track of H, that is H(x,t) = (H(x,t),t). We define the Freedman Quinn invariant of R

A

and R’ to be fQ(R, R/) = [/Lg(H)] S FQTMXRX[//Lg(ﬂ'g(M X R x ])) = FQTM/,U3(7T3(M))(SinC6
S? x I is simply-connected, we can define the self-intersection number of S? x I following

Definition [2.1.1)).
Remark 2.2.2.

1) The definition of Freedman Quinn invariant is irreverent to geometric dual.

2) Intuitively Freedman-Quinn invariant counts how many times self-intersections occur
in some time slice when we perform a generic homotopy from R to R'.

3) Although generally ji3 takes values in Zmy(M)/(g + g~'), we can prove that jus(H)

actually takes value in FoTy < Zm (M) /(g + g~ *)[13, Lemma 4.1].
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4) For a pair of oriented four manifold M, N where N is simply-connected, R, R’ two
homotopic spheres in M, then fq(R, R') is the same when calculated either in M or
M+#N (the connected sum is made away from R, R'): If we denote B C M the ball
where the connected sum is made, then by dimension argument the homotopy H
used to define Freedman Quinn invariant in Definition can be made to be in
(M\B) x R.

We can justify that fq does not depend on the choice of the based homotopy in Definition
by the following lemma from [I3, Lemma 4.4].

Lemma 2.2.3.

If J: S?x T — M xRx I is a generic track of a based self-homotopy of R : S* — M x {0},
then us(J) € FoTyy lies in the image of the homomorphism ps : m3(M XRX 1) — FoThrxrur =
Fo T

In presence of geometric dual, Freedman Quinn invariant can be used to distinguish isotopy
classes. The following in from [13, Corollary 1.6].

Theorem 2.2.4. Two elements are the same in R[CJ’;} if and only if thewr Freedman Quinn
invariant vanishes.

The following theorem is from [I3], §5.C].

Theorem 2.2.5 (The geometric action of FoT), on R[%).

There is a transitive action of abelian group FoTy on R[% (which we will denote by -),
and R[Gf] = & if and only if the reduced self-intersection number fis(f) does not vanish. The
stabilizer of any R € R[Cjc] is the subgroup uz(msM) < FoTy. If R, R : S* — M represent
the same element in R[Cjc] and agree near G then they are isotopic by an ambient isotopy
supported away from G.

Remark 2.2.6.
We can derive Freedman-Quinn invariant from the above action: For R and R’ in R%,

the Freedman-Quinn invariant fq(R, R') is [t| € FoT/us(ms(M)), where ¢ is any element in
FyTy such that t - R=R' € R[C}].

The following part of this subsection is devoted to describing explicit ways to calculate
Freedman Quinn invariant and construct the action described in Theorem [2.2.5] From now
on we fix f: 8% & M with uy(f) = 0, and f has a geometric dual G. We denote the
self-intersection points of f by p1, ..., pa.. Take 2z the intersection of f(S?) with G to be the
basepoint, and the constant path at z to be the whisker. The following definitions are from
I13],

Definition 2.2.7 (choice of sheets).

A choice of sheets x = {x1,...,29,} € for f consists of choices z; € f~1(p;) C S? for each
i(it can also be thought as a piece f(D) for D a small disk neighborhood of z; in S?). Each
x; orients a loop g4(p;) based at p; which is the image of the juxtaposition of two path in S,
the first is the path from z to z;, the second is the path from f~!(p;) to z, and via a path

composed of first the chosen whisker and then a path connecting w and p; in f(S?).
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Definition 2.2.8.

A clean collection of Whitney disks for f is a set of Whitney disks {W3,..., W, } which
are framed, disjointly embedded, having interiors disjoint from f, disjoint from G, and pair
all the self-intersection points of f.

We say a clean collection of Whitney disks {W;,..., W, } are compatible with the choice
of sheets x if for every Whitney disk W;, there is ¢ Whitney arc o of W, such that « is the
image of some arc in S? linking two elements in x.

Remark 2.2.9.

Every clean collection of Whitney disks induces some choices of sheets compatible with
the clean collection of Whitney disks(pick a component of the preimage of a Whitney arc
for each Whitney disk and put its endpoints in x).

Observation 1 (The effect of tubing on the homotopy type of an immersed sphere).

At this point we make an observation about how tubing at a self-intersection p to the
geometric dual G affects the homotopy class of the original immersed sphere f. We will also
use this observation in Section [3l

We orient S? and its geometric dual G so that the intersection number at z is +1. Recall
the tubing operation in Construction [1}

Proposition 2.2.10.

For a choice of sheets x, we pick x € x and p = f(z). We tube along a path which is the
image of a path in S* from f~1(p)\z to the preimage of zo(the blue dashed line in (a) of
Figure . Then with the notation in Definition the homotopy class of the result of
tubing is f + €(p)g«(p) - [G] € ma(M), where €(p) is the intersection number at p.

Proof: We indicate the proof in Figure 2l First it is easy to see that the change of
homology class is €(p)[G] from (a) of Figure . We move the tube along g !(p) as indicated
in (b) of Figure . Finally when we move the tube to the position in (c) of Figure [2f we easily
see that the homotopy class is f + ¢(p)g«(p) - [G]. O

If we do not want to change the homotopy class of f after tubings, then our choice of
sheets is required to satisfy
2n
(%) 0="> ep)-gulps) € Z[mM]
i=1

where €(p;) € {£1} is the local intersection number at p;. Such a choice of sheets exists since
0= po(f) € Z[mM]/(g = g7").

[13] offers us a good way to compute and manipulate Freedman-Quinn invariant:

Computation 1 (Compute Freedman-Quinn invariant).

Choose a based regular homotopy H from R to R’ supported away from G, which begins
with n finger moves, following n Whitney moves. Denote the stage after n finger moves to
be h=H 1 then both R and R’ can be obtained from h by applying n Whitney moves. The

: : : B L ,
two Whitney moves induce two choices of sheets x = {1, ...,x9,} and X' = {2, ..., 25,,} as
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another sheet another sheet

= 9« (p) G)%’
p\:x_,’,lgx(p) P E\“',

the chosen sheet of F at p the chosen sheet of f at p

(:G; 20® CGG “°
(a) (b) moving along g (p)

the chosen sheet of f at p

FIGURE 2.

in Remark 2.2.9, Each 2 # z; gives an element g¢,(p;) € 7 (M), and we have the following
proposition from [I3], §4.C].

Proposition 2.2.11.
The Freedman Quinn invariant between R and R’ can be calculated as

(%) fq(R, R) = gu(pi) € FaTur/ps(ms(M))

Proof: We sketch the proof for the validity of the above computation. For more details
the reader can refer to [13, §4.C].

h is obtained from R and R’ by n finger moves. Following Definition 2.2.1] we put the
finger moves in M x R, and when a finger move in M starts to generate self-intersections
at a time, we use a bump function from S? to R to make the intersection to have different

R-coordinates. Finger moves(or their inverse Whitney moves) induce a compatible choice
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of sheets x, and we make the bump function positive in a neighborhood of elements of x,
negative at elements in f~'({p1,...,p2n})\x. We denote the result by h, : S* < M x R.
Now Rx {0} and R’ x {0} are isotopic in M XR to h, and h, for some x and X', respectively.
When we homotope hy, to hy in M x R, we only need to scale the bump function for any
element which is only in one of x and x’ by ¢ from 1 to —1, and this induces a self-intersection.
Examine the elements in 7y (M) which the self-intersection represents, and we complete the
proof. O

/1\ /\ R/ (isotopic to R)
Wi
Pi 4di
oF \ €; L .
R
5 ts Ni
0 CGU tubing to another copy of G
(a) finger move along t; (b) tube along arcs indicated by 4, 7;

FIGURE 3.

Construction 2 (FyT), action on R[C}]).

Now we realize the transitive action mentioned in Theorem [2.2.5 by a concrete geometric
construction:

For [R] € Rﬁc] and t € FyTyr, we define R’ as follows. Write t = t; + ...+, with t; € Th.
For each i = 1,...,n, we perform finger moves along mutually disjoint arcs representing t; to
create n pairs of intersection points p;, ¢; and Whitney disk W; as in the first picture of Figure
and Figure[d] and we denote the resulted immersion by h. We tube along mutually disjoint
arcs 0;, 1; to different copies of G as in Figure {| for each pair of intersections p;, ¢;(since
we are on an immersed sphere, we can always arrange the arcs to be disjoint), and we get
an embedded sphere R'.(If we tube along arcs as in Figure , we get an embedded sphere
isotopic to R).

Proposition 2.2.12.
The sphere R constructed in the above procedure satisfies fq(R, R') = [t] € FoTn/ps(ms(M)),
so we can writet - R = R'.
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(a) finger move along t; (b) tube along arcs indicated by §;, €;

FIGURE 4.

Proof: We sketch the proof of fq(R, R') = [t]. For more details the reader can refer to
[13, §5.A, §3.C].

For a general choice of sheets y for h, for every x € y we tube along the arcs at each
self-intersection point p = h(x) to a copy of G, where the arc is the image of a path starting
from h~'(p)\{z} to the preimage of zy in S? as before (see the blue dashed line in (a) of
Figure [2| for example). We use three facts:

1) The result of the above tubings is independent of the choices of the arcs used to guide
the tubings. (see [13] Lemma 3.5]).

2) If a clean collection of Whitney disks is compatible with y, then there exists a choice
of the arcs as above such that the result of tubing along these arcs is isotopic to
the result of doing Whitney moves along such a clean collection of Whitney disks
compatible with y.(see [I3, Lemma 3.3])(the authors required in [I3], §3.C| that the
arcs used for tubings are disjointly embedded, which has been satisfied).

3) If y satisfies , then there exists a clean collection of Whitney disks compatible with
y.(see [13, Lemma 3.1])

We must remark that the presence of a geometric dual is vital for the above facts to be
true.

Now R is obtained from h by Whitney moves which are inverses of the finger moves along
t;, and the Whitney moves induce a choice of sheets x' as in Remark 2.2.9

We take a choice of sheets x” by taking out from x' the element in h~'(¢g;) and putting
back another element in h~!(g;) for each 7. x” still satisfies since t;(i = 1,...,n) are
2-torsions. R’ is obtained from tubings as in Figure |4} which is isotopic to the result of doing
Whitney moves along a clean collection of Whitney disks compatible with x”(the existence

is guaranteed by Fact3)) by Fact 1)2).
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Now Compare the two choices of sheets of h and compute using Proposition [2.2.11] and
we prove the result. 0

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Recall that an h-cobordism is an oriented cobordism (W; My, M;) where the inclusions
My — W and M; — W are both homotopy equivalences. An s-cobordism is an h-cobordism
with vanishing Whitehead torsion 7(W, M).

Definition 3.0.1 (stabilization of an h cobordism).

W is a 5-dimensional h-cobordism between M, and M;. For v a properly smoothly em-
bedded arc from My to M, and a tubular neighborhood N of ~, we define the stabilization
of W along v to be

(W\N) UahNganI (SQ X 32 — D) x I
where O, N = ON\ int((N N (MyUM;))), and D is a smoothly embedded 4-dimensional ball
in S% x S2. O,N = 0D x [ is induced from a trivialization N = D x I.

Intuitively we want our definition of stabilization to be a connected sum with S? x S? at
each level of the h-cobordism, however this definition relies on an auxiliary Morse function.
We must justify that the diffeomorphism type of the result of a stabilization is independent
of the various choices made in the above definition.

Lemma 3.0.2. Given a 5-dimensional h-cobordism W between My and My and a properly
smoothly embedded arc from My to My, the diffeomorphism type of the stabilization of W
along ~v 1s independent of the choices of v, v’s tubular neighborhood N, smoothly embedded
D C S? x S? and trivialization N = D x 1.

Proof: We first prove that any two properly embedded arcs v and ' from M, to M; are
ambient isotopic.

Assume that v and 7/ have the same boundary points xg and x; in My and M respectively.
We have an exact sequence below:

7T1(M0 U Ml,xo) — 7T1(I/V, 230) — 7T1(VV, Mo U M1,$0) — ’/To(Mo U Ml,ﬂfg)

Since my(My U My, x9) — w1 (W, x0) is an isomorphism, and v,~" € w1 (W, My U My, x,) are
mapped to the same element in mo(My U My, ), v and « are homotopic with boundary
points in My and M, respectively.

Now in five dimension they are ambient isotopic with boundary points in My and M;
respectively by Whitney’s embedding lemma.

All smoothly embedded balls in S? x S? are ambient isotopic by the famous theorem of
Cerf and Palais.

So we may choose an arbitrary ~ satisfying the conditions in lemma. By the uniqueness of
tubular neighborhood, we may choose an arbitrary tubular neighborhood and a trivialization
up to a level-preserving diffeomorphism of D*x I. It is easily seen that such a diffeomorphism
is isotopic to identity(via level-preserving diffeomorphisms).

Eventually we prove that the different choices made in Definition [3.0.1] give us the same
diffeomorphism type of results of stabilizations. ([l

Here we need a technical lemma about an s-cobordism:
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Lemma 3.0.3. For (W; My, My) a five dimensional s-cobordism. For f a compatible Morse
function of W with only critical points of index 2,3, with the images of index 2,3 critical
points to be %, g respectively, we denote pi,...,Pr, qi,---,qr ts index 2,3 critical points,
M% = f‘l(%), and Sa(pi), Sp(q;) C M% its ascending spheres and descending spheres. Then

the inclusions M%\ Uk Sa(pi) = M, M%\ U, Sp(q) = M both induce isomorphisms on
fundamental groups.

Proof:
For critical point p of index 2, we further denote Dp(p), Da(p) the descending and as-
cending disks of p with boundaries in My and M 1 respectively. For critical point ¢ of index

3, we further denote Dp(q), Da(q) the descending and ascending disks of ¢ with boundaries
in M 1 and M, respectively.

Note that the inclusion M U, Dp(q:) UF_; Da(p;) = W is a homotopy equivalence, so
we have 7T1(M% U, Dp(q;) UE_, Da(p;)) =2 m(W). By Van Kampen’s theorem the inclusion
My — M U, Dp(g:) UF_; Da(p;) induces an isomorphism on 7y, since the attached regions
are S? x D?, which is simply-connected. So the inclusion M 1 W induces isomorphism on
1.
1Since Sa(g;) is diffeomorphic to S, we deduce the inclusions M;\UF_| Sa(q;) <= My — W
induce isomorphisms on ;. Note that the natural inclusions M%\ Uk, Sp(q;) — W and
M\ UE_| Sa(q;) = W differ by an isotopy induced by a gradient-like flow, so the inclusion
M\ U¥_, Sp(q:) = W also induces isomorphism on 7.

Now with the above isomorphisms we deduce that the inclusion M} \ UL, Sp(g) — M.
induces isomorphisms on 7;. The proof for ascending spheres is the same.

Dm\

The technical theorem we need is Theorem [1.0.2] and to prove which we need a lemma
before:

Lemma 3.0.4. M is a four manifold, and R and S are two embedded spheres with trivial
normal bundles which intersect transversely in exactly one point z. Then the inclusion in-
duces isomorphisms m (M\(RUS)) — w1 (M) and 7 (M\R) — m (M), as well as injections
mo(M\(RUS)) — ma(M) and ma( M\R) — mo(M).

Proof: The injectivity of m; is indeed [5, Lemma 2.2]. Assume ~ is a loop in M\(R U S5)
bounding a immersed disk D in M. Assume D intersect RUS transversely in some points(all
not z). We use R(or S) to tube off the intersections between D and S(or R), then we get a
disk bounding v in M\ (RUS), and this proves injectivity of 7. By general position argument
we easily see that m (M\(RUS)) — 7 (M) is surjective. The proof of w1 (M\R) — (M)
is an isomorphism is the same as above. s s

Denote M the universal cover of M, and N = M\(U,(Ry U S,)) € M the universal
cover of M\(RU S), where « is indexed by 71, and #R, NS, = 1. Denote N, the tubular

neighborhood of R, U S, in M , then 9(V,) is diffeomorphic to S®. We have exact sequence:
Ho(UaON,) — Hy(N) @ Hy(N) — Hao(M)

Since Hy(S?) = {0}, Ho(N) — Hy(M) is injective. By Hurwicz’s theorem we have that
mo(M\(RUS)) — m(M) is an injection.
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For mo(M\R) — mo(M) case we run the exact sequence:
Hy(UpdT,) — Ho(UaTh) & Hy(M\UaRy) — Ha(M)

where T}, is a tubular neighborhood of R,,. Then Hy(U,0T,) — H3(U,T,) is an isomorphism,
so Hy(M\U,R,) — Ho(M) is again an injection, and the injectivity on my follows. O

Theorem 3.0.5.
Given an oriented 4-dimensional manifold M and smoothly embedded spheres S§ and

Si(i =1,...,n) satisfying for every i, =1,--- ,n:

C1 Mo(Si, S7) = +6; (1], where 1 represents the trivial element in .

C2 S} has trivial normal bundle.

C38:NS=2,5NnS8 = fori#j.

C4 m (M\ UL, S§) — mi (M) is injective.
Then there is another family of spheres Si(i = 1,...,n) satisfying fori,j =1,--- ,n:

R1 Si(i =1,...,n) are disjointly embedded.

R2 S intersects Sj transversely and #5450 S = ;.

R3 S% is homotopic to Si.

R4 The Freedman-Quinn invariant fq(S}, Si) =0 for each i =1,... n.
Moreover the resulted family S is unique up to isotopy, that is if S§(i = 1,...,n) is another
family of spheres satisfying the above four conditions, then there exists an isotopy from U, S}
to U, SY.

Proof of Theorem [3.0.5k
Stepl: We pick a pair of extra intersections p, g of Sj, S{ for some i, j, and «, 8 connecting
p, ¢ in S}, S{ respectively such that:
1) o and B8 do not pass other intersection points of (U;S§) N (U;S%) other than their
endpoints.
2) aU (8 is null homotopic in M.
The second condition can be satisfied because we can find p,q with opposite intersection

number with coefficient in fundamental group given C1.
Step2: We find Whitney disk D satisfying:
1) 9D =aUp.
2) D is transverse to S} and Si on boundary.
3) int(D)N(Y;S5) = @.
The third condition can be achieved because of CA4.
Step3: Notice that a boundary twist (see, for example, [4, §1.3] change the framing of
a Whitney disk by 2. Since the algebraic intersections at p, ¢ are of opposite signs, we can
perform boundary twist of D on 8 to make the Whitney disks framed. The resulted Whitney
disks still have interior disjoint from U;S} because 8 C 5.
Step4: We perform Whitney moves to Si along immersed D to produce immersed spheres
94, then # * S§ N (U1_,5]) decreases by 2.
Step5: Repeat Stepl-Step4 for other extra intersections we obtain immersed spheres
Si(i =1,...n) satisfying:
1) S¥ are immersed spheres.
2) #S5 N S) = by
13



Step5: For every j, we view Sg as geometric dual of Séj , and we use Sg to tube off:

1) the self-intersection points of Séj )
2) the intersection points of S5 and Sg for i < j.
to get disjointly embedded spheres Si(i = 1,...,n).

For j = 1,--- ,n, we have already known that S{ and Séj are homotopic, to make S;j
and S} homotopic, we investigate the effect of tubing the self-intersections of S§ to SJ. As
we have noted in Proposition [2.2.10| of Observation , for a choice of sheets x for S;j , at a
self-intersection p, if we tube along an arc as in Proposition [2.2.10] then the tubings change
the homotopy class of S5 by e(p)g.(p) - [S3]. Now the total change from S5 to Sj after we
tube off the all self-intersections is:

(% * ) Z €(p)gx(p) - [Sg]

p is a self-intersection of S;j

Since S;j is obtained from Sf by a regular homotopy, ,ug(S;j ) = 0, and this means that we
can choose the sheets appropriately so that > : €(p)gx(p) is zero. So we

p is a self-intersection of S.
can tube the self-intersections appropriately so that the homotopy class of S;j remains the
same. '

For a similar reason we can tube the intersections of Sy with S¥ for i < j appropri-
ately(with S¢ as a geometric dual) so that the homotopy class of S5 remains the same.

Now R1, R2, R3 are already satisfied and we adjust the Freedman-Quinn invariant fq(S%, S%)
for each ¢ = 1...,n to achieve R4. Assume for some 4, fq(S},S%) = [t1 + ... + ts], where
t; € FoTh. We choose disjointly embedded arcs 74, ... 75 representing ¢1, ... %5 in FoTy, with

endpoints in S, which are disjoint from S5 ..., S ..., S? and intersect S% only at endpoints.
We modify S% into S as in Construction [2| by arcs 7, .. .7, with S§ as geometric dual, so
that fq(S%, St) = [t], and S} is supported in a tubular neighborhood of S§ U~y ... U~ U S},
thus S: still satisfies R1, R2, R3.

Proof of uniqueness: Without loss of generality, we assume for each i, S coincidence
with S% in a small neighborhood of z; the intersection of S% and Sj. We adopt the procedure
of the proof of lightbulb theorem for multiple spheres in [5, Theorem 10.1]. If S is another
family of spheres satisfying R1-R4, then S3' is homotopic to S in M. By Lemma m, if
we denote N = M\ (U™,S%), then Si and S5 are homotopic in N. Since we can calculate
fq(S5,S3) in N € M, and 7 (N) — 71 (M) is an isomorphism(by Lemma again), we
have that fq(Si,S4') = 0 with N as the ambient manifold. Now by lightbulb theorem in
non-simply connected case and the last sentence of Theorem , we have that S%'
is ambient isotopic to S3 in N C M, and such an isotopy can be chosen to be compactly
supported and be supported away from a neighborhood of Sj. If we view such an isotopy
to be an isotopy of U ;S% in M, then the isotopy is supported in a compact subset of
M\ (U™, (S%)). Now we can verify that the new S¥ still satisfy R1, R2 with S5 homotopic
to S% and fq(S%, S%) = 0, with the new S%" coincident with S3.

If we have arranged that S, ..., S5™ are coincident with S5, ... S5 respectively and the
resulted S5(i = 1,...n) still satisfy R1, R2 with S¥ homotopic to S} and fq(S%,S) = 0,
then we apply the argument before to Sy with M’ = M\ (U7, (S5US)). By Lemmam
71 (M) — 7 (M) is an isomorphism, and my(M') — mo(M) is injective, so both Sy, S3(j =
m+1...,n) and SY,S85(j = m + 1,...n) satisfy R1, R2 with S5 homotopic to S and
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fq(S%,S4) = 0, with M’ as the ambient manifold. Now by the same argument for m = 1
case, we work in the ambient manifold M’ with Séj,Sg,Sg (j =m+1,...n), then we can
prove the m + 1 case and the resulted n spheres still satisfy R1, R2 with Séj homotopic
to 5§ and fq(Sy,S%) = 0. Finally we get a new family S¥(i = 1,...,7n) coincident to
Si(i=1,...,n). O

We state the definition of gradient-like vector field following [9, Definition 3.1] here.

Definition 3.0.6.

Given a cobordism W™ between M~ ! and M}"', and a Morse function f compatible with
W. Assume further that W is endowed a Riemannian metric. We say that a vector field &
over W is a gradient-like vector field for f if it satisfies the following conditions:

1) £(f) > 0 holds everywhere except the critical points of f.
2) Given any critical point w of index 4, there is a coordinate system in a neighborhood
U of w which maps w to 0:

(fu g) - (xla ceey Liy Y1y - e 7yn—i)
so that f = f(w) — |Z> + |7]* and & has coordinates (—x1,...,—Ti, Y1, .., Yn_i)
throughout U.

We need a technical lemma concerning adjusting Morse function without changing a
gradient-like vector field.

Lemma 3.0.7.

Given a (Riemannian) cobordism W™ between MJ~' and M and a Morse function f
of W, and a gradient-like vector field & for f. For an index i critical point p of f, we can
find another Morse function f'(w) = f(w) + e(w), where € is a non-negative function that
can chosen to be supported in any small neighborhood of p, so that f' and f has the same
collection of critical points, and & is still a gradient-like vector field for f'.

Proof: Denote B(z,r) the ball centered at x € R™ with radius r. Fix a cut off function
p on R™ such that p(z) € [0,1], p(z) = 1 for x € B(0,1), |Vp| < 1 and p is supported in
B(0,3). Choose a neighborhood U and a coordinate (Z, %) as in Definition [3.0.6] Assume U
is compact and contains only critical point p. For r small enough denote d, the minimum
value of £(f) on f(U)\B(0,r). Fix such an r, define €,(w) = 38,p(w/r), then €, is supported
in B(0,3r), and [{(w)(e,)] = [§(w) - Ve (w)] < [§(w)||[Ve (w)] < r-(50,/r) = 30, over
f(U)\B(0,r), which means £(f +¢,) > %6, over f(U)\B(0,r). Set f. = f +e¢,, then p is still

the only critical point of f,. on U, and £ is still a gradient-like vector field on of f,. U

Proof of The Main Theorem [1.0.1k

We give W a Riemannian metric. For Morse function f as in Theorem [I.0.1 We further
assume that for a critical point a of index i, f(a) = % Denote the index-2 points of f by
Pi,- .., Pk, index-3 points of f by qi,...,qx. Denote M, = f~(c).

For critical point p of index 2, denote Dp(p), Da(p) the descending and ascending disks

of p with boundaries in M, and M% respectively. Denote Sp(p) and S4(p) the intersection
of Dp(p) with My and D(p) with M% respectively. For critical point ¢ of index 3, denote

Dp(q), Da(q) the descending and ascending disks of ¢ with boundaries in M) and M,
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respectively. Denote Sp(gq) and Sa(g) the intersection of Dp(q) with M, and D A(q) with
M respectively.

Step 1:
By Proposition [2.1.3] since the Whitehead torsion 7(W, M) = 0, we adjust f and £ so
that Ay(Sa(pi), Sp(g;)) = 91]-

Step2:

Now we verify that M%, Sp(q1), Sa(py) satisfy the conditions in Lemma .

After Step 1 condition 1) of Lemma is already satisfied.

Condition 2) and 3) are properties of a general cobordism.

By Lemma condition 4) is also satisfied.

Now we can apply Theorem to M 1 that is we can choose a different family of spheres

Sh(q;) satisfying for 4,5 =1,... k:

1) Sh(q:) are disjointly embedded.

2) #S55(q¢;) N Sa(pj) = 6;; and the intersections are transverse.
3) Sp(g;) and S7,(g;) are homotopic.

4) fq(Sp(4:), Sp(a:)) = 0.

Step3:

Choose a pair of geometric dual spheres in M, say Sh(q1) and Sa(p1). We work in the
following substeps to turn S4(p;) into a geometric dual of both Sp(q1) and Sh(q1) in the
stabilized middle level. The proof is essentially part of the proof in [I].

After Step 1, as is the proof of Lemma [3.0.5] we pick out a canceling intersection pair(if
any) u, v of Sp(q1) and Sa(p1), so that there are Whitney arcs o and  connecting v and v in
Sp(q1) and S4(p1) respectively, and we can find immersed Whitney disks D with boundary
a U S, and int(D) are disjoint from Sp(q;). We perform boundary twists(see, for example
[4, §1.3]) at 8 so D are all framed.

We want to perform Whitney moves on S4(p;) to cancel the extra intersections u,v of
Sa(p1) and Sp(qi), however this may create new intersections between S4(p1) and Sp(q1).
To mend this, for each intersection between D and S,(q1), we perform finger moves on
Sh(q1) across D towards « to obtain embedded *S7(q1). The finger move is indicated in
Figure 5| We must do the finger moves appropriately:

(% * %)
All guiding curves of the finger moves are mutually disjoint, which are disjoint from Sa(p1)

and intersects xS, (q1)(or Sp(q1) when we are canceling the first pair of u,v) in a single

endpoint.

Then *57,(q1) is isotopic to S,(¢1) and is disjoint from D and still intersects Sa(p:)
transversely in exactly one point.

We perform Whitney moves on S4(p;) along D to obtain an immersed sphere S so that
S intersects *S7 (q1) transversely in exactly one point and intersects Sp(q;) in two points
less. Repeat the above procedures we find an immersed sphere S, as well as S7)(q;) which
is isotopic to S(q1), and S intersects both Sp(q1) and S7(¢;) in exactly one point, and by

b x|, S7)(g1) intersects Sa(p1) in exactly one point.
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Sp(q1)

FIGURE 5.

From now on we work in the stabilized cobordism W’ (along an appropriately chosen arc 7,
see Definition [3.0.1)) with extended Morse function and gradient-like vector field, which we
still denote by f and £. We denoted the new middle level manifold by M} = M %#S 2 x S%

2

We tube S along an arc to the first component of S? x S?, say S? x {a} to obtain S’. We
can use {b} x S? as a geometrical dual to S’ to tube off the self-intersections of S’ to obtain
an embedded S”. Notice that by Proposition [2.2.10} the homology class of S” in M can be
calculated as (if we orient S? x S?, S x {a} and {b} x S? so that [S? x {a}]- [{b} x S?| = 1)
[S"] = [S] + [S? x {a}] + n[{b} x S?] , where n is the self intersection number of S(or
S") counted with sign. Since S is obtained from S4(p;) by regular homotopies, we have
[S]> = [Sa(p1)]? = 0 and n = 0. With above equalities we calculate that [S”]> = 0, so S”
has trivial normal bundle.

Now Sp(q1) and S, (¢q1) has a common geometric dual S” in M1 , and as a result of Lemma

3.0.5, Sp(q1), Sp(q1) and S} (q1) are mutually homotopic.

Step 5: Now 0 = fq(Sp(q1), Sp(q1)) = fa(Sp(q1), Sh(q1))(the first equality holds because
of Step 2 and 4) of Remark [2.2.2(the second equality holds because S7,(q1) is isotopic to
S%(q1) by Step 3. By Theorem [2.2.4] Sp(q1) and S%(q1) are isotopic in M} .

Step 6: Cancel a pair of critical points in the once-stabilized cobordism.
Now Sp(q1) is isotopic to S}h(q1) is MY, by [9, Lemma 4.6], we can alter £ by &', which

is still a gradient-like vector field of f, such that the new descending sphere of ¢ is exactly
S (q1) and the ascending sphere of p; is still S4(p1).

Now by Lemma we can increase f’ in a small neighborhood of p; and decrease f’
in a small neighborhood of ¢; to get f”, so that £ is still a gradient-like vector field for f”.
Now f” decomposes W' into a composition of cobordisms ¢, o co ¢_, where ¢ is the middle

cobordism with only critical points p;, g1, and their ascending sphere and descending sphere
17



have only one intersection. Now by the cancellation theorem of Milnor [9, Theorem 5.4|, we
can adjust f” and &’ so that by ¢g and n so that g has k — 1 pairs of critical points, and 7 is
a gradient-like vector field for g.

Apply the above procedures to other pairs of critical points, and finally we get a trivial
cobordism after k times of stabilizations. U

4. REMARKS OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section we simplify the proof of the main theorem in the case where W is simply-
connected, however this approach will only prove that after k£ + 1 times of stabilizations we
can get a product cobordism. In this section we will use a different notation of cobordism:

Definition 4.0.1.

A five dimensional cobordism between oriented four manifolds My and M; consists of
a five dimensional manifold W, and inclusions i : My — W and 41 : My — W with
OW = io(Mo) Uiy (M), which we will denote by (W; My, M;;ig,41). An equivalence between
h-cobordisms (W' M}, M4l i3) and (W2 Mg, M?;42,4%) is a triple (¢, ¢1, ¢2),where ¢ :
Wt — W2, ¢g: Mg — MZ, ¢y : M} — M? are all diffeomorphisms, and they commute with
i, 11,492,412 in the obvious way.

Remark 4.0.2.

Notice that an h-cobordism (W; My, Mj;ig,i1) between My and M; induces an isometry

between Q(My) and (Q(M,)) via iy : Hy(W) — Hjy(My) and i} : Hy(W) — Hj(M;).

We state two lemmas needed in this section. The following lemma from [15] is well-known.

Theorem 4.0.3. Let N be a simply-connected, closed, smooth four manifold. Suppose that
either

1) Q(N) is indefinite, or

2) rank(H?(N)) < 8.
Then every isometry of Q(N#S? x S?) is realized by a diffeomorphism of N#S5? x S2.

We also need the classification theorem of simply-connected h-cobordisms in [7].

Theorem 4.0.4. Let My and M be fized closed oriented smooth simply connected four man-
ifolds. Then the set {h-cobordisms between My and M}/ equivalences of the form (¢,id,id)
is isomorphic to the set of morphisms between the intersection forms of Q(My) and Q(My).

An alternative proof of the Main Theorem in the simply-connected case:

Assume W is non-trivial, so k > 1. Since W is an h-cobordism between M, and M; with
k pairs of critical points of index 2,3, it is well-known that My#*S? x S? is diffeomorphic
to Mi#%S? x S%. After k times of stabilizations of W, we get an h-cobordism between
My#*5% x S% and M;#"%S? x S2. Denote the new h-cobordism by (W'; M}, M;;if, ;) under
the notation of Definition [£.0.1, where M/ and M are regarded as submanifolds of W', and
ip and ¢; are inclusions.

Denote the one time stabilization of (W'; M{, M{;ig,41) by (W"; MY, M{';i5,1]). We prove
that W” is a product cobordism.

18



Since k > 1, Mj and M, both has indefinite intersection forms. By Remark [1.0.2]
(W", My, MY';iy,4]) induces an isometry ¢ between H?(M[) and H?(M]). Now we can
pick a diffeomorphism f : M{ — M realizing ¢ by Theorem [£.0.3] Now consider the h-
cobordism (M7 x I; MY, M}'; f x {0},1d x{0}), which induces exactly ¢ between H?(M})
and H?(M7). By Theorem [4.0.4) W" is diffeomorphic to M’ x I. By construction W” is the
k + 1 times stabilizations of W, and this ends the proof. O

Remark 4.0.5.

John W. Morgan and Zoltan Szabo pointed out in [I1] that the family of h-cobordisms they
constructed in [I1, Theorem 1.1] has C” = 1(see Section [l for definition of C’), so they can
be stabilized to product cobordism after one stabilization by Theorem [1.0.1} Actually any
non-trivial h-cobordism between two simply connected, closed, diffeomorphic four manifolds
with indefinite intersection forms or rank(H?) < 8 has C’ = 1, which can be proved by the
same technique used above.
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