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PATH COMPONENTS OF G,-MODULI SPACES MAY BE
NON-ASPHERICAL

DIARMUID CROWLEY, SEBASTIAN GOETTE, AND THORSTEN HERTL

ABSTRACT. Starting from Joyce’s generalised Kummer construction, we exhibit non-trivial
families of Go-manifolds over the two dimensional sphere by resolving singularities with a twisted
family of Eguchi-Hanson spaces. We establish that the comparison map G5 (M) /Diff(M)o —

(M) /Diff (M) is a fibration over each path component with Eilenberg Mac Lane spaces as
fibres, which allows us to show that these families remain non-trivial in G (M) /Diff(M)o. In
addition, we construct a new invariant based on characteristic classes that allows us to show
that different resolutions give rise to different elements in the moduli space.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the article [19], Dominic Joyce not only presented the first example of a closed manifold with
holonomy group Go, but also provided a structural result regarding the deformation behaviour
of Go-holonomy metrics on any closed, seven-dimensional manifold. Joyce showed that the
moduli space, which he defines as the quotient G (M) /Diff(M)q of all parallel or torsion-free
Go-structures by the group of diffeomorphisms isotopic to the identity, is a smooth manifold of
dimension b3(M) by proving that the tautological map G (M) /Diff (M )y — H3(M;R) that sends
an equivalence class of a parallel Ga-structure to its cohomology class is a local diffeomorphism.

This theorem is local in nature, and results about the global topological properties of
G (M) /Diff (M) remain scarce. Indeed, so far, it is only known by work of [8] and [35] that
certain Gg-manifolds have disconnected moduli spaces; the question whether all path components
are contractible has remained open.

The first main result of this article shows that the moduli space of Joyce’s first example, the
one presented in [19], has a non-contractible path component.

Theorem A. If (M, pjoyce) denotes Joyce’s first example of a closed Ga-manifold, then the
second homotopy group contains at least 32 elements:

‘m (8 (M) /i (M), [ngoyce])\ > 312 — 531 441.

Besides the challenges of constructing examples of torsion-free Go-forms on closed manifolds,
a principal obstacle in finding non-trivial elements in homotopy groups of Gs-moduli spaces
stems from its very definition: From a categorical perspective, a quotient Gif (M) /Diff(M)g is
determined by Diff(M)g-invariant maps out of G&f (M), while elements in the homotopy groups
are represented by maps from spheres into this quotient, and these maps do not lift to ggf(M )
automatically.

To overcome this difficulty, we make use of the homotopy quotient G5 (M) J/Diff (Mg instead.
The universal property of this topological space relates maps into Gif (M) JDiff(M)y to M-
fibre bundles over the domain with a fibrewise torsion-free Ga-structure on it, see Section 3
for details. The homotopy moduli space may be explicitly defined as a quotient (ggf(M ) X
EDiff(M)o)/Diff (M), where EDiff(M)y is a contractible space on which Diff (M) acts freely,
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and we consider the diagonal action. The product projections induce two maps

GSH (M) JDiff (M) — G5 (M) /Diff (M )

l

BDiff (M ).

A priori, the homotopy moduli space and the actual moduli space might be very different
spaces. However, our second main result, the following comparison theorem, implies that these
two spaces carry almost the same information.

Theorem B (Orbit Comparison Theorem). If G§(M), denotes the path component of ¢ in
G (M) and if Stab, (Diff(M)g) denotes the subgroup of elements of Diff(M)o that preserve ¢,
then the canonical comparison map

p: G5'(M), Diff(M)o — G5 (M), /Diff (M)o
is a fibration with fibre BStab,(Diff(M)g).

Since Stab,, (Diff(M)g) is a finite group if the holonomy group of the induced Riemannian
metric g, is the entire group Gz, we have the following consequence for the homotopy groups of
these spaces.

Corollary C. If M is a manifold that carries a Riemannian metric whose holonomy group is Ga,
then the canonical comparison map p: GSE (M) JDiff(M)o — G (M) /Diff(M)g is 2-coconnected,
which means its induced homomorphism between the k-th homotopy groups is injective if k = 2
and bijective if k > 3.

The important consequence of the Orbit Comparison Theorem and Corollary C is that it
allows us to construct non-trivial elements in higher homotopy groups that can be detected
using metric-independent methods from differential topology. In fact, the Orbit Comparison
Theorem is a consequence of general fact about special group actions, see Theorem 3.5, so there
are corresponding statements for the moduli space of torsion-free Spin(7)-structures and the
moduli space for torsion-free Calabi-Yau structures.

We expect that the Orbit Comparison Theorem will be useful in constructing elements in
the homotopy groups of the moduli spaces of torsion-free Ga-structures on closed manifolds. To
our knowledge, all examples of closed Go-manifolds were explicitly constructed, using various
recipes, and these constructions often involve choices. As an illustration, let us sketch how we
use Orbit Comparison Theorem to prove Theorem A:

We start with the construction of bundles of Go-manifolds whose fibre is Joyce’s first example
M by resolving each singularity of the flat orbifold 77/T" from which M arises with either a
twisted family of Eguchi-Hanson spaces £H over S? or with an untwisted family EH x S2. Using
the first Pontryagin class of the vertical tangent bundle on E and the fact that the singularity
set of this flat orbifold has 12 connected components, we are able to prove the following result.

Theorem D. The group m (ggf(M)//Diff(M)o, [gpjoyce]) has at least 531441 = 3'2 elements.

The Orbit Comparison Theorem now implies that the image of (G (M) /Diff(M)g) in
72 (GSE (M) /Diff (M )g) also contains at least 3'2 elements.

To get a better intuition of what happens geometrically, let us compare our main result
with the description of hyperkéhler structures on K3 surfaces. Let ¢ be a nondegenerate, even,
unimodular quadratic form of signature (3,19) on A = Z?? =~ H?(K3,Z), then (A, q) is unique
up to isomorphism. Let Agp = A®zR, and let (-, -) denote the indefinite scalar product induced
by g. Consider

Q = { (a1, a2,a3) € A} | (i, ) = adyj for some a >0},

¥ = U {(041,042,0(3)6[\% | (a1, A) = (a2, A) = (a3, \) =0},
AEAG(N)=—2
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then the hyperkihler moduli space of a K3 surface is diffeomorphic to Q"™ = Q \ ¥, see [21,
Theorem 7.3.16]. Note that Q = 0(3,19)/0(19) x RT, and ¥ N Q is the union of subspaces of
codimension 3 of the form O(3,18)/0(18) x R*. If we are only interested in the space M of
Riemannian metrics induced by the hyperkéahler structures, we divide by the action of O(3) on
3-frames in AR, obtaining the symmetric space O(3,19)/(0(3) x O(19)) x R™ of noncompact
type. Now, the singular set is a union of totally geodesic subspaces of codimension 3. Hence, each
of these subspaces introduces nontrivial elements of (M) and 72(Q") in their complement.

Geometrically, the Poincaré dual of each cohomology class A € A with g(A) = —2 can be realised
by a unique minimal CP! with self-intersection —2. The volume of this minimal submanifold is
given by Z?:ﬂai, A2, so its volume collapses as one approaches the corresponding component
of the singular set. In the Kummer construction, one resolves the 16 singularities of T*/Zy by
Eguchi-Hanson spaces. Each of these contains one copy of CP! with self-intersection —2, and
these degenerate if the neck-size of the Eguchi-Hanson space approaches zero.

In our examples, the geometric situation is similar. The non-trivial elements we find in
72 (G (M) /Diff (M )g) locally wind around “holes” in G (M) /Diff (M )g of codimension 3 where a
T3-family of CP!s collapses. It is also possible to describe nontrivial homology classes a € Hz(M)
such that (p,a) — 0 if (M, ¢) approaches the singularity. In [11], Dwivedi, Platt and Walpuski
have constructed associative submanifolds that are contained within a small neighbourhood of
the neck of a single T3-family of Eguchi-Hanson spaces inside M. Let a € H3(M) denote the
homology class they represent. Then (¢, a) describes their volume, which approaches 0 as the
Go-structure becomes singular. There are similar constructions of coassociative submanifolds
and Go-instantons that degenerate together with the Ga-structure in [15].

However, the above is insufficient to detect non-trivial elements of m2(GSf (M) /Diff(M)). First
of all, those associative submanifolds are only guaranteed to exist over a certain subset of the
moduli space and, secondly, the tautological map G (M) /Diff(M)y — H?(M) is only a local
diffeomorphism. So, even if one can detect a nontrivial S? family inside G§f (M) /Diff(M)q close
to a singularity using associative or coassociative submanifolds, there is no obvious argument
that prevents this family from being globally trivial. We therefore follow a different approach.

We now digress briefly to discuss the full quotient Gif (M) /Diff(M), which is a priori only
an orbifold, and it’s homotopy orbit space Gif (M) /Diff(M). The latter space is of indepen-
dent interest, since it is the classifying space for smooth fibre bundles with fibre a torsion
free Go-manifold. The results of [8] and [35] detect different path components in the full
quotient G (M)/Diff(M) and not just the moduli space, and in that case the natural map
7o G (M) ) Diff (M) — 7o G5 (M) /Diff (M) is a bijection. There are canonical comparison maps
between the involved objects that form the commutative diagram

G5 (M) JDiff (M ) G3' (M) /Diff (M )o
g :
G3' (M) Dift (M) G3' (M) /Diff (M).

The map hk is a fibration with fibre BI', the classifying space of the mapping class group
I := Diff (M) /Diff (M ). As T is discrete, all higher homotopy groups of BI" vanish and hence
mo(hk) is an injective homomorphism. In particular, Theorem D remains true for the full
homotopy quotient.

Corollary E. The group m (ggf(M)//Diff(M), [cpJoyce]) has at least 531441 = 3'2 elements.

In general, we expect that neither the map & is a fibration, nor that our Orbit Comparison
Theorem remains true for the map Gt (M) J/Diff (M) — G (M) /Diff (M) because the action of
Diff (M) on G (M) may have fixpoints, see Remark 3.7 below for further details. In particular,
we cannot guarantee that the elements in Theorem A survive under w2 (k). A definitive answer
would involve a thorough understanding of the fixpoint set of the pullback action of I" on
GSE (M) /Diff (M), which we do not have at the moment.
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All singularities we consider in this article can be resolved with Eguchi-Hanson spaces and
quotients of it. It is an interesting question whether other crepant resolutions of ADE-singularities
may allow us to construct non-trivial elements in homotopy groups beyond degree 2, and we
plan to address this question a in future paper.

Finally, we would like to remark that the non-trivial bundle EH of Eguchi-Hanson spaces was
used by Jiafeng Lin in [25] in an entirely different context.

Outline of the Paper: In Section 2, we recall the necessary background of Ge-geometry. We
will then prove the Orbit Comparison Theorem (Theorem B) in Section 3 in a fairly general setup.
Section 4 outlines two different (but equivalent) constructions of a bundle of Eguchi-Hanson
spaces. We will mostly use the second definition (4.8) in the remaining text, in particular, we
will use it in Section 6 to construct bundles of Go-manifolds with fibrewise Go-structures on
them. As a preparation, we recall in Section 5 Joyce’s generalised Kummer construction in a
specific setup and prove a divisibility result of their first Pontryagin classes. Finally, in Section 7
we prove that our constructed examples give rise to non-trivial in the (homotopy) moduli spaces,
which in particular, implies Theorem A and D. Furthermore, in Table 1, we list the analogous
results for the other examples of Joyce presented [20].

In Appendix A, we recall properties of the actions of diffeomorphisms on the space of Ga-
structures and outline a proof of Joyce’s slice theorem in a formulation that is more suitable for
our needs.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We will recollect the basic facts about the group Go and manifold with Ga-holonomy metrics
we need. Nothing presented in this section is original and further details may be found in [6],
[21], [22], and [23], although some of our conventions may differ from these sources.

Write 2 for the standard coordinates of R” and abbreviate da’ A dad A --- A dz! to dx¥-,
Our standard model® for a Go-structure is the following three form on R:

oS — Ax123 _ qx 15— 4x 167 _ qx?16 1 qxT — dx317T — dx3,

Under the decomposition R” = R3 @ H and R” = R @ C? this 3-forms splits into

3
(2.1) ¥ = volgs + > dz® A Wi = Re % 4 dt A W,
a=1
where
(2.2) witd = dyt A dy® + dyd A dy?, Wit = dy? A dy® — dy3 A dyt,

wgtd =dy? A dy° + dy? A dyt,

under the identification y® = 24, and

.3
(2.3) Wit = % Z dz® A dz?, Ot = dzt A d2? A d2?
a=1

IThis form corresponds to the one considered in [5] and [21] under the coordinate change x1 — —z1, T2 — —x2.
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+

under the identification 2® = 2® 4 iz®** and t = 2*. For later, we recall that

1
(2.4) *wstd@Std = §w§td A wﬁtd + wﬁtd Adxzo A dzs + wgtd Adzs Adzy + wgtd Adxy A dxg
— dxAT6T G5 2367 | 152345 _ 151857 | 151346 _ 111256 . 1247

We define the group Gz to be the stabiliser of ¢ inside GL7(R):
Gg := {A € GL7(R) : A%t = goStd}.

From the splitting (2.1), we see that Sp(1) and SU(3) are subgroups of Gs.
The elements of the orbit A>*R™Y = GL7(R) - ¢4 = GL7(R)/ Go are called positive 3-forms.
One can prove by direct computation that

6(v, w)stqvolgr = (o™ ) A (Lw™d) A 34 = Gopsta (V, W) VOl jeta

and that this formula is equivariant with respect to the pullback action of GL7(R) on 3-forms
and symmetric bilinear forms. Hence, G2 < SO(7) and we get an equivariant (non-linear) map

(2.5) ASTRDY — Sz’+(R7’V), O g,

which can be identified with the canonical projection GL7(R)/ G2 — GL7(R)/SO(7).
The space of all Ga-structures on M, denoted by

Go(M) =T(A>TTVM) C Q3(M),

is an open subspace of Q23(M) endowed with the smooth Fréchet topology. This space is
non-empty if and only if M has a spin structure, that is, if M is orientable and its second Stiefel-
Whitney class wa(M) € H?(M;Zs) vanishes. In this case, a choice of ¢ € Go(M) determines
a unique spin structure on M. The map (2.5) induces a smooth map Go(M) — Riem(M) into
the Fréchet space of all Riemannian metrics on M. It is surjective, whenever the domain is
non-empty.

If V¥ denotes the Levi-Civita connection of g,, then we call T'(p) := V¥ the torsion tensor
of ¢. It is proved in [31, Lemma 11.5] that

T(p)=0 <= dp=0 and d*p =0,

where x, is the Hodge-* operator of the underlying metric g, and d*¢ is the codifferential
with respect to the metric g,, which acts on k-forms by d*¢ = (—1)* *;1 dx,. If VP9 =0,
then Hol(g,) < Gg, and conversely, by the holonomy principle, if Hol(g) < Ga, then there is a
torsion-free 3-form ¢ such that g, = g. In this case, we call (M, g) (often just M) a Go-manifold.
A Riemannian metric with Hol(g) < Gg is always Ricci-flat: Ric(g) = 0, see [31, Proposition
11.8].

For a closed, connected Go-manifold, the condition to have full holonomy is a purely topological
one, namely Hol(g) = Gq if and only if 71 (M) is finite [21, Proposition 10.2.2]. Thus, in this
case, if

G5 (M) := {p € Go(M) : dp = d**p =0}
denotes the space of all torsion-free Go-structures and if Riem“2 (M) is the space of Riemannian
metric whose holonomy group is Geg, then we have the following commutative diagram

(2.6) G5 (M) = Go(M)
2;1i¢H9¢ lwﬁgw
Riem“2 (M) — Riem (M),

in which the elements of the fibre of the left vertical map are distinguished by the orientation
they induce on M.

We close this section with a lemma that is folklore, but we failed to find a proof in the
literature.

Lemma 2.1. If (M, g) is a closed Riemannian manifold with Hol(g) = Ga, then its isometry
group I is finite.
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Proof. The isometry group of a closed Riemannian manifold is a compact Lie group. Thus, if
I" were not finite, we would find a non-trivial infinitesimal isometry, in other words, a Killing
vector field X # 0. The following Bochner formula for vector fields derived in [36],

/ Ric(X, X) + tr((V(.X)2) + tr(V(.,X)?dvol = 0
M

together with tr((V(.)X)?) = —tr (V(_)X*V(_)X) < 0 and Ric(X, X) = 0 implies that X is
a parallel vector field. By the holonomy principle, Hol,(g) < Stabg, (X (p)) = SU(3) for some
p € M (and hence for each point in the path component of p), which is a contradiction. O

3. COMPARING THE HOMOTOPY MODULI SPACE AND THE MODULI SPACE

The aim of this section is to compare the homotopy quotient Gt (M) J/Diff(M)g to the actual
quotient G (M) /Diff(M)g and to give a proof of Orbit Comparison Theorem (Theorem B). It
will turn out that this Orbit Comparison Theorem is a consequence of a general principle of
continuous action of topological groups on toplogical spaces, so it is worthwhile to establish the
machinery in full generality and then apply it to Ga-geometry.

Assume that a topological group G acts on a topological space X, not necessarily freely. We
can turn this action into a free one without changing the homotopy type of X as follows: Let
G — EG — BG be the universal G-principal bundle over the classifying space as constructed,
for example, by Milnor [27], see also [9, Chapter 14.4] for a very clear account. It is a numerable?
G-principal bundle with contractible total space. We define the homotopy quotient of the action
G ~ X to be the Borel construction

X)G :=EGxg X = (EG x X)/G,

where G acts diagonally on the product. The homotopy quotient is again the total space of a
numerable fibre bundle X — X//G LA BG@G, so it induces a long exact sequence of homotopy
groups. By [26, Proposition 7.9] this sequence of maps can be extended by the orbit map to a
sequence of quasi-fibrations. This observation immediately implies the next result.

Lemma 3.1. Under the identification mp,(BG) = 7,_1(Q2BG) = m,—1(G) via fibre transportation,
the boundary operators in the induced long exact sequence of homotopy groups agree with the
homomorphism induced by the orbit map. In other words, we have the following commutative
diagram

Tn-1(G, ) == mp(BG, %) O Tn—1(X, xo).

(9]~ [gex0]

Recall that BG classifies the homotopy-invariant contravariant functor Top — Set that assigns
to a topological space the set of isomorphism classes of numerable G-principal bundles over that
space.

In the same spirit, X /G also classifies a homotopy invariant functor: If f: B — X//G is a
continuous map, we denote the composition of f with pr;: X/G — BG by bs(f). Essentially
by definition, f induces a section into the pullback bundle bs(f)*X /G — B, which we denote
with oy.

Proposition 3.2. Let B be a topological space. The map that assigns to a homotopy class
[f] € [B, X)/G] the homotopy class [o¢] yields a bijection

[B,X/))G] — | |0 (T(P x¢ X))/ ~iso,
[P]

where [P] runs over set of all isomorphism classes of numerable G-principal bundles over B
and two homotopy classes of sections satisfy [og] ~1so [01] if and only if there is a bundle
automorphism of P that maps a representative of o] to a representative of [o1].

2A bundle is called numerable if the base space has an open covering of trivialising domains and a partition of
unity subordinated to that cover.
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Proof. Tt is fairly easy to see, cf. [9, Section 5.6, that two maps f1, fo: B — E into the total
space of a fibration p: E — Y are homotopic if and only if there is a homotopy h: B x [0,1] = Y
relating pf; and pfy such that the fibre transport hf(f1) is fibre-homotopic to fo.

Continuous maps f: B — E are in one to one correspondence with sections into the pullback
fibration (pf)*E — X, so f1, fo are homotopic if and only if h#(f;) and f» are homotopic sections
in (pfo)*E.

We now deduce the stated claim by applying the previous observations to the fibre bundle
X//G — BG and using the fact that numerable fibre bundles are fibrations [9, Theorem 13.4.1]
and that the pullback of the universal G-principal bundle with a homotopy class induces a
bijection between [B, BG| and the set of isomorphism classes of numerable G-principal bundles
over B. O

Finally, the projection to the second component induces a comparison map X/G — X/G. In
general, it is hard to determine the connectivity of this comparison map. However, in two special
cases we can say something about this map. The first case is classical: If the action G ~ X we
started with is already free, then the comparison map is a weak homotopy equivalence.

The second case, in which we are more interested in, requires the notion of slices.

Definition 3.3. Let G ~ X be a continuous group action. A pair (S,I") consisting of a subspace
S C X and a subgroup I' < G is called a slice if the following conditions are satisfied:
(SL1) S is invariant under the restricted action to I', that is g-.S C S for all g € T.
(SL2) If g- SNS #0, then g € T.
(SL3) G — G/T is a principal I-bundle and there exists a local section x: U — G around the
identity coset such that the map

pUXS =X, (uls) = x(lu]) - s
is an open embedding.

We equivalently write that S is a I'-slice if we wish to emphasise the group I'. A slice (S,T) is
called constant if I' acts on S trivially.

Remark 3.4. Note that the three axioms imply that the map S/T" — X/G induced by the
inclusion S < X is an open embedding. Note further that if (S,I") is a constant slice, then I" is
the stabiliser of each s € S by (SL2), hence S — X /G is an open embedding.

The general version of Theorem B is the following result that compares the homotopy quotient
to the quotient of a group action if each point has a constant slice.

Theorem 3.5. Let G ~ X be a continuous group action such that X/G is connected. If every
x € X is contained in a constant slice (S, Stab,(G)), then the conjugacy class of T' := Stab,(G)
is independent of © and the comparison map X )/G — X/G is a fibre bundle with fibre BT .

Proof. Since Staby,,(G) = gStab,(G)g~!, the map that assigns to a point € X the conjugacy
class of its stabiliser is a G-invariant map from X into the set of all conjugacy classes of subgroups
of G. Thus, this map will factor through the quotient X/G.

By Remark 3.4 the map S — X/G is an open embedding. Since the stabiliser is constant on
S, it follows that conjugacy class of the stabiliser is a locally constant map, hence constant as
X/G is connected.

Recall that X /G = (EG x X)/G. Fix a model for EG. Since I" acts freely on EG, we can
use EG/T" as a model for BI'. We regard the G-invariant open subset

V={gs|seSgeG}cCcX

as the preimage of S C X/G under the quotient map.

The map ®: BI' x S — EG x¢ V C X//G that sends ([e], s) for s € S, e € EG to [(e, s)] is
well-defined, continuous?®, bijective, and compatible with the obvious maps to S C X /G.

By (SL3), the set V' is covered by open subsets of X of the form g (U x S) for g € G. For each g,
the inverse of @ pulls back to EG x g u(U x S) to a continuous map that sends (e, g x([u]) - s)

3Since T acts trivially on S, the obvious map (EG x S)/T' — (EG/T) x § = BT x § is a homeomorphism.
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to (s,[e - gx([u])]). Hence ® is a homeomorphism, hence, a local trivialisation of X /G —
X/G. O

Returning to Go-geometry: We apply the just established theory to Ge-manifolds by setting
X =GY¥(M) or X = G§(M),,, where the latter denotes the path component of g inside G (M),
and G = Diff(M)g. We call G§f (M) JDiff(M)o the homotopy moduli space.

Example 3.6. To get a better feeling for the homotopy moduli spaces, let us consider the example
B = {pt} in Proposition 3.2. In this special case, we have

w0 (G5 (M) JDiff(M)o ) = w0 (G5 (M) /mo(Dift(M)o) = mo (G5(M)),
which of course agrees with m (ggf(M )/Diff (M )0) as the pullback action of Diff (M) preserves

path components.
In case of the full homotopy quotient Gif (M) JDiff(M) we get

mo (G5 (M) /DIE(M) ) = mo (G5 (M) ) /mo(DiF (M) = mo (G5 (M) /Diff (M),

where the last identity is follows from the path-lifting property of G&f (M) — G (M) /Diff(M):
From Joyce’s slice theorem for the full diffeomorphism group, see the footnote above Theorem
A.3, we get that every element [¢] € G (M)/Diff(M) can be covered by open sets of the form
S’ /Stab(¢). For every path v: [0,1] — G (M)/Diff (M), we find a finite partition 0 = ap <
-+ < ap, =1 and open set S./Stab(y) such that v([a;,a;+1]) C S}/Stab(¢;). By [4, Theorem
6.2], all these restrictions |, 4,,,) can be lifted to S;, therefore v has a lift to G (M).

With the established machinery at hand, the proof of Theorem B, the Orbit Comparison
Theorem, is now rather straightforward.

Proof of Theorem B. By Corollary A.4, the pullback action of Diff(M)y on G (M) has a
Stab, (Diff (M)g)-slice S, for each ¢. As explained in the proof of [21, Theorem 10.4.4],
Stab, (Diff (M)g) acts trivially on S,, so the slices are constant. Theorem 3.5 now implies
the result because fibre bundles over paracompact Hausdorff spaces are fibrations. O

Remark 3.7. Our proof of Theorem B fails for the analogous comparison map for the full quotients
G (M) JDiff (M) — G (M) /Diff (M), which can already be observed for Joyce’s first example
Mjoyce- Essentially, this manifold is constructed from a flat orbifold T° 7/T, where I = Z3, by
desingularising 12 connected components of the form T3, by replacing the local neighbourhood
of the form T3 x R*/Zy by T° x TVCP! with a special metric on it, see Section 5 below, [19]
or [21, §12.2] for details. It is not hard to write down elements A € GL7(R) that descend to
¢**_preserving diffeomorphisms on 77 /T, which permute the components of the singularity set
in a non-trivial manner.

In the case that all "core spheres" CP! C TVCP! have the same radius, then the element
A extends to a diffeomorphism on M that still preserves the torsion-free Go-form @, but acts
non-trivial Ho(M;R) because the "core spheres" are getting permuted in a non-trivial fashion.
However, if we slightly perturb the radii such that they are all different, then the (new) resulting
torsion-free @pew is not preserved by A. Hence, ¢ is not contained in a constant slice and the
assumptions of Theorem 3.5 are not satisfied.

If the closed Gg-manifold M has finite fundamental group, then the holonomy group of
underlying metric g, is the entire group Gg, so by Lemma 2.1 Stab, (Diff (M )o) is finite. Theorem
B applied to these manifolds gives the following slight strengthening of Corollary C.

Corollary 3.8. If M is a closed Go-manifold with finite fundamental group, then the comparison
map p: GSE(M) JDiff(M)g — G (M) /Diff(M)g induces on homotopy groups based at [¢] the
following homomorphisms:

e i(p) is an isomorphism for all k > 3,

e ma(p) is injective and every element in the cokernel has order at most [Stabpig(an), (¢)],

e 71(p) is surjective and every element in the kernel has order at most [Stabpig(ar, (¢)|-



NON-ASPHERICAL MODULI SPACES 9

Since the boundary operator in the long exact sequence of homotopy groups associated to
the fibration G§' (M), — Gi(M), J/Diff (M) — BDiff (M), agrees with the orbit map under the
canonical identification, see Lemma 3.1, the previous corollary implies the following comparison
result.

Corollary 3.9. If M is a closed Go-manifold with finite fundamental group, then the canonical
homomorphism

i (G5 (M), ) /mr(Diff (M)o, id) — . (8 (M) /Diff (M), [¢])
is injective if k > 2.

4. THE EGUCHI-HANSON BUNDLE

We begin with a short reminder of the Eguchi-Hanson metric. On H, we use the H-valued
inner product (hi, he)g := h1 hs, which is left-linear in the first component and right anti-linear
in the second component. In this way, the inner product is invariant under right multiplication
and realises the diffeomorphism $* = Sp(1) via (¢ — (h — hq)). If we decompose this inner
product into real and imaginary part, we get

<'7 >H: <'7 '>R41+iwi+jwj +kwk7
which are expressed as (2.2) in standard coordinates.
To express these forms in polar coordinates, we define, for each ¢ € S3NIm H, the right-invariant
1-forms o, on H\ {0} via 04.(-) = Re(gz~)/||z||>. If we set r = ||z||, then (dr), = Re(z~)/||z||.
An easy calculation now shows

(4.1) (-, Ve = dr? 412 (012 + Jj2 + 012() , Wit = S = roy A dr 4+ 120y A a,
witd = ijtd = roj Adr — r?oy A oy, Wi = it = roy Adr + 120y Aoy

Eguchi and Hanson in [14, p. 91ff] showed that the Riemannian metrics on H/Zs \ {0} given
by

(4.2) JEHa = (1 4 (a/r)4>_l/2 (dr2 n T2012) n (1 n (a/r)4)1/2 (r20j2 N 7“20'1%)

parametrised by a > 0, extends, under the identification TVCP! \ CP! = H/Z, \ {0}, to a
Riemannian metric on

TVCP' = 8% x51 (.2 C = (S* x C)/ ~,
where (p, ) ~ (ep,e™29)). More precisely, the desingularisation map o: TVCP' — H/Zy
given by [p, A] = [\/A[A] p] restricts on the complement of CP! = 671(0) to a diffemorphism, and
0*gEH,« extends to a hyperkéhler metric that we also denote with ggp,. We wish to emphasise
here that we used the maximal torus {e® : # € R} whose infinitesimal generator corresponds
to the distinguished direction oj. Since fo(r) := (1 + (a/r)*)"* =14 O(r—*) for r — oo, this
metric is asymptotically, locally Euclidean, in particular, complete.

Eguchi and Hanson further showed that the Levi-Civita connection 1-form expressed in the
orthonormal coframe (e*)o<a<3 = (f5 'dr, folrow, 7 fu0j, 7 fa0)) is self-dual® turning 7VCP! into
a complete hyperkédhler manifold.

The forms defined on H/Zs \ {0} via

(4.3) leH’a = wiEH’a =l nel + e Ae?, Wit = ijH =2 AN —eBnel = ijtd7
EH EH
wi = =B Al et At = Wit

are parallel with respect to the Levi-Civita connection of the Eguchi-Hanson metric and satisfy
|wFH® — witd|| eyt = O(r~*). Furthermore, wf' — witd = dr{* with 7 = 1/2- r2f2(r)o;, which
obviously satisfies ||V#7{|| = O(r~3+k) for 7 — oo because loillgpm., = O(r™1) for r — oco. It
follows by uniqueness that these forms also extend to 7VCP! and form the hyperkéhler structure

there.

4 [14], the authors require the forms to be anti-self dual due to their opposite orientation convention.
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Fibre-multiplication with a induces an isometry (TVCP?, anEH7a71) — (TVCPY, ggm1), so
we will drop the index a from the notation, unless we wish to particularly emphasise it, and we
abbreviate the Eguchi-Hanson space (TV(CPl,gEH, EH D GFH WEH) simply to EH.

In complete analogy to (2.2), the hyperkéahler- structure on FH induces a Ga-structure on
T3 x EH as follows: We use the interpretation 7% = {diag(e!!, ei%2 k%) : 6, € R}, so that
TiqT? = ImH. The corresponding right-invariant 1-forms are denotes by §9 = (g, - )gs = Re(q- ~).

The Ga-structure is now given by

(4.4) P =SNG NS+ Y 8 AWl
ac{i,jk}

4.1. Variation of the Complex Structure. Equation (4.2) shows that the Eguchi-Hanson
metric is less symmetric than the euclidean metric. Indeed, the group of all orientation preserving
isometries of ggp is given by O(2)-Sp(1)/Zy = O( )>< SO(3) where O(2) is realised by quaternionic
left multiplication with elements of the form el or ¢!j and Sp(1) = {(-)g : ¢ € S} as explained
above, while the isometry group of H/Zs is SO(4)/Zy = S - Sp(1)/Z2 = SO(3) x SO(3). We
write an element of SO(4) = S2 - Sp(1) as ¢1 - ¢2. The group holomorphic isometries of EH, i.e.
Stab(gFf, wFH) is the subgroup S' - Sp(1)/Zy = S' x SO(3), see, for example, [29] for the two
statements.

The choice of i as the distinguished direction is completely arbitrary. In fact, Eguchi and
Hanson in [14] chose k to be the distinguished one. To eliminate these choices, we will consider
all possible choices at once. This leads to the following bundle:

.5 $H = X §1.8p(1 — : pl = 5
4 €6 =804 o) BEH 25 80(4)/8"-S cpt

where S! - Sp(1) acts diagonally from the left on the two factors. The desingularisation map
o: EH — H/Z; given by [p, A] — [\/A|A| p] extends to a map of fibre bundles

(4.6) o: ¢H — H/Zy x CP, [q1 - g2, [p, Al = ([@\/ A paz), [a1])

and is a diffeomorphism on the complement of the fibrewise zero section : CP! x CP! — ¢§
that is given by «([p], [¢]) = [g - 1, [p,0]]. We wish to emphasise for later purpose that the target
of o is a trivial bundle while the domain is not.

The Eguchi-Hanson metric easily extends to a fibre metric g*% = {gﬁ?}[q]ec p1 on &9, ie.
to a section of S2(TVe"V¢§). Indeed, under the canonical identification S?(7Ve"V &) with
SO(4) xg1.5p(1) S°TVEH, the fibre metric can be written as gﬁﬁ = (q-q,g"").

This expression is well defined because two different elements of [¢] € CP! in SO(4) differ by
an isometry of ¢g®H. In fact, g®? is even a fibrewise Kéhler metric with fibrewise Kéahler form

wf’?} = (q- g2, wFM). Away from the fibrewise zero section, the metric takes the form

~1/2 1/2
a'[q}*(g%[ql) = (1 + (a/r)4) (dr2 + 7'20'2711(]) + (1 + (a/r)4> ( 202 ¢t 2 a 1kq)
and the Kahler form takes the form
O[q] (wl [q]) fa ( Og—1ig N dT) + f3r2 (Uq—lkq VAN Uq—qu>

from which we see that we’f’] Crwst =1/2r2(1 + (a/r) Hl/24 ¢tig = A5
On the other hand, the hyperkahler structures on each fibre do not assemble to global object
although g[ } is a hyperkahler metric on each fibre. Indeed, we will see in Lemma 4.3 below that

o1 (T €5) # 0.
Nevertheless, we still can define on T2 x &§) a fibrewise torsion-free Go-structure @655 =
{go[i’f }glecpr generalising construction (4.4) by

(4.7) P2 =g g AT A+ Y 8T A WEH,
ae{i,jk}

where we used again the identification ASTV""V€&§H = SO(4) x g1.g5(1) A*TV""VEH.
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To see that this definition is well defined, recall that ijH = ijtd and wEH = wf;td, which
implies

(@ go) (A AG S g AWEH)

ae{i,j k}
=0 NI A+ S 80 At W
ae{ijk}
=6 AS A+ At ST g e A gt
ae{jk}
=8 ASAK+ DT AWl
ae{i,j.k}

In complete similarity to the fibre metric and the fibre Kéhler form, the fibrewise Go-form
away from the fibrewise zero section takes the form

i j e’ *
g« (Ph]) = 6" A S AGE + {Zk}dq N
ac i7j’

and since the standard Ga-structure is SO(4)-invariant we deduce that

Z 5 A std) — ‘

ac{i,jk}
away from a compact neighbourhood of the fibrewise zero section.

std

Ha *ga[q} — 51/\dﬁH < C/rt,

eucl

eucl

4.2. Topological Properties. To read off topological properties of the Eguchi-Hanson family
€9, in particular the characteristic classes of its vertical tangent bundle, another description of
€9 turns out to be more convenient. To this end, we define

(4.8) EH = (S° x CP') xg1(.2C=(5° x CP' x C)/ ~
where (p, [q], \) ~ (¢ eqp, [q],e"%9\). The projection given by
EMH — CP! x CP!, [P, [a], Al = (lap], [q])

turns £H into a C-vector bundle over CP! x CP!, while the projection to the second component
turns EH into a fibre bundle over CP! with fibre TVCP!. This fibre bundle also comes with a
family of resolution maps that is given by

o: EH — H/Zy x CP?, D, [q], \] = ([ay/ MM gp)s [g])
We wish to emphasise for later purpose that target is a trivial bundle while the domain is not.

Lemma 4.1. The two definitions of the Equchi-Hanson family agree. More precisely, there is a
fibre diffeomorphism that is compatible with the resolution maps.

Proof. We denote the family of resolution maps of with &§) with o®. It is readily verified that
the map

@57—[—>Q§5§, [ ,[q},A]H[Q'l,[qp,AH
is well-defined, smooth, compatible with the bundle projections, and invertible with smooth
inverse

U: ¢ — EH, lq1 - g2, [p, Al] = [q1pg2, [q1], Al

EH _ €9

An explicit calculation now shows that o o ® and the claim is proved. U

Corollary 4.2. The bundle T? x EH — CP' carries a fibre-wise torsion-free Gao-structure
Pt = {(p[q] }gecp such that Ha[q]*(p‘[‘:q?]" — | eua = O(r™) on the complement of B, (0)/Zs.

Proof. Set @™ = &*p®9 then the result follows from Lemma 4.1 and the results of the previous
subsection. 0

Let us now use the just established second description of the Eguchi-Hanson family to study
its characteristic classes.
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Lemma 4.3. Under the identification H*(CP' x CPY) = Z[x,y]/(2?,y?), we have that

(i) the first Chern class of the complex vector bundle EH — CP! x CP! is given by
c1(EH) =2(z —y), and that
(i) the first Pontryagin class of the vertical tangent bundle satisfies p1(TV""EH) = —8xy.

Proof. Clearly, under the inclusion ¢1: CP! = CP! x {[1]} < CP! x CP!, the bundle £H pulls
back to TVCP! = O(-2). On the other hand, if A: CP! — CP! x CP! denotes the diagonal
map, then the map

C:=CP'xC—A"¢H,  givenby  ([g],)) ~ ([L,[a], A, (la], [a]))

is a vector bundle isomorphism.

Under the identification H?(CP! x CP') = spang{x,y} and H?(CP') = spang{c}, the
induced homomorphism H?(11) sends x to ¢ and y to zero, while H?(A) sends the two generators
x and y to ¢. Hence, we deduce from naturality of Chern classes and

c1(iEH) = ¢ (TVCPY) = 2¢ and (A*EH) =c1(C) =0
that ¢;(EH) = 2(z — y), which proves (7).

Since the zero section
1:CP'xCP' = &1 givenby  ([p],[a]) = ([¢"'p. [q],0])

is a homotopy equivalence, the first Pontryagin class of TV'*€H is completely determined by
the first Pontryagin class of the restricted bundle EH|cpiycpr. The vertical tangent bundle of
this restriction can be decomposed into the fibrewise tangent bundle of the zero-section and its
normal bundle:

Tvertg}l’(cplx(cpl = prl*T(CPl P®EH.

Since H*(CP! x CP') & Z is torsion-free, the first Pontryagin class is additive under Whitney
sums of vector bundles, so we deduce the claimed formula by

pi(T " EH|cprucpt) = pi(priT CPY) + pi(EH) = 0+ e1(EH)? = —8ay. O

5. GENERALISED KUMMER CONSTRUCTION

In this section, we will recall the generalised Kummer construction following Joyce [20] and
Platt [30], which gives us the opportunity to fix some notation and conventions. Most of the
presented results here are not new, except the result on the divisibility of the Pontryagin class
in Theorem 5.5.

The initial data of a generalised Kummer construction is given by a finite group I' that acts
on (T7, ™) in p**9-preserving manner. The Ga-structure then descends to the quotient 77 /T'
turning it into a flat orbifold. The singularity set of this orbifold is generated by the fix points
of the action of I.

In the following, we will restrict ourselves to those group actions I' ~ T that additionally
satisfy the following conditions.

Conditions 5.1.

(1) 7 (T7/T) is finite.

(2) Each component of the singular set of 77 /T can be resolved by Eguchi-Hanson spaces in
the following sense: For each component a of the singularity set S in T7/T, there is an
open neighbourhood around it that is isometrically isomorphic to (7% x Bé(O) /Z3)] Fa,
where ¢ > 0 is a sufficiently small, F, < SO(4)/Zs is a finite subgroup of order prime to 3.
We require that F, acts diagonally on the product. On 7% = T3 x {[0]}, it shall act freely
and isometrically, while it shall act on H/Zs in the tautological fashion. Furthermore,
we require that there is a subgroup F, < O(2) x SO(3) = Iso"(EH, ggp) isomorphic to
F, that consists of orientation preserving isometries, and that there exists an equivariant
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diffeomorphism ®,: EH\CP' — H/Zy\ {[0]} that decomposes into o and an orientation
preserving isometry I, € SO(4):

Oy: EH 2> H/Zy — 2~ H/Z.
(3) For at least one component, we have F' = {1}.

We wish to remark that if F, < U(2)/Zy = Stab(EH, ggg,wf!), then we can choose F, = F,
and @, = o because o is U(2)/Zs-equivariant. However, we are not bound to make this particular
choice®, as the next example, which is a regular theme in [18] and [20], illustrates.

Example 5.2. Assume F = Zy acts on C?/Zs via [21, 23] + [21, —22]. Under the identification
C?2 > H via (21, 22) — 21 + 23], this involution corresponds to the conjugation with i.
There are essentially two ways to regularise this singularity:

(i) Since F < U(2)/Zs, it extends immediately to EH, that is, we can choose F' = F and
® = ¢. This approach corresponds to what [18] refers to as using a 'crepant resolution’
for desingularisation.

(ii) We choose F' = {id,j}, where j acts on EH as

[ >)‘] = [_.]p.]75\}7
then F is a subgroup of Iso™ (EH, ggg) \ Stab(gpm,w:). In this case, the map ®: EH —
H/Zsy given by

[ Al = [F 1/2- (i+ )/ AA (i + )]
satisfies the required equivariance property, and it is a diffeomorphism away from the
singularity and its preimage.
Note that ¢ is equivariant with respect to the conjugation with j, but on H/Zs the
conjugation with j corresponds to the action (z1,22) — (21, 22). Thus, this approach
corresponds to what Joyce in [18] calls ’smoothing’

Of course, since the singularity set consists of finitely many components, we may assume
that ¢ < 1 was chosen uniformly over all components and is small enough such that these open
subset are pairwise disjoint. Condition 5.1 yields, for each component of the singular set S, an
R-datum in the sense of Joyce [21], so this orbifold can be resolved by the generalised Kummer
construction to a manifold M that carries a parallel Go-structure. Since we will modify this
construction in the next section, we are going to recall the necessary parts here.

On the topological side, the generalised Kummer construction produces a manifold M that is
obtained by the following pushout

(5.1) U 1%
Unens(s) (T2 % BH0)/Za \ {[0]})/Fs —— 2 | (TS x EH )/
T7)T\ S M,

were FH_ denotes the preimage of Bg(O) under o.

Next, we are going to recall the construction of the torsion-free Go-form. We restrict our
presentation to the construction of the pre-perturbed Ga-structure for the singularities with
F, = {1}, so that we have ®, = o by assumption, because we will only resolve these kinds of
singularities in a parametrised manner in Section 6. For more details and the general case, we
refer to [30] or the original [20] and its generalisation in [21].

By the pushout property, there is a unique map ¢: M — T7 /T, the resolving map, that is the
canonical inclusion on 77/T"\ S and the map id xo on S x EH_¢. This map is even smooth.

SWe will always choose o as the resolution map if F = {1}, though.
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The pushout property further implies that there is a unique continuous function 7: M — R>q
such that it restricts to (s,v) — |o(v)] on S x EH¢ and, on T7/T'\ S, it restricts to the map

|.CC’, if [y] = (Tv [1‘]) € U7
i {c, it [y] ¢ U.

Fix a smooth, monotonically increasing function y: [0, ¢?] — [0, 1] such that x(s) = 0 if s < ¢?/4
and x(s) = 1 if s > 3¢?/4. Using the more convenient index set {i,j,k} for {1,2,3}, we define
on FH_; the hyperkéhler triple (@f,@!, &f) with

ir%jo

N EH y - EH - EH
o= w —dx (),  at=w™, af=wl ™

This hyperkéhler triple agrees with the hyperkéhler triple of the Eguchi-Hanson space EH in
a neighbourhood of the zero section CP! and with the Euclidean hyperkéhler triple near the
boundary T2 x (RP3. These forms are obviously closed.

Together with a parallel orthonormal coframe &', 89, 6% on T3, we define, for each connected
component S, = T of the singularity set S with F, = {1}, the forms on T3 x EH_ via

(5.2) = AT NS+ Y 6T @ =P =8 A d(x()T)
ac{i,jk}
1 . ) L
(5.3) 9t = 5 O AD+BENT AT+ D NSNS +Df ASTA S
= s om0 — WA A( (7)) + 1/2 - d(x (7)7) A d(x (7)7)

—d(x(F)T{) A& A K
(5.4) Yhi= b — x

The form ¢! agrees with the standard Go-structure ¢**¢ near the boundary 72 x (RP? and
9t agrees with *pstdSOStd near the boundary. Thus, the forms (5.2) - (5.4) can be extended by
©** on the rest of T7/T'\ U. Note that ¢! is closed, while ¥ and 1" are not.

By [18, Theorem 7.1], see also [21, Chapter 11.5], the forms ¢ and ¢! have following properties:

Theorem 5.3. There are positive constants A1, A, A3, and € such that the one-parameter family
of forms ¢t and Yt satisfy, for all t € (0,€], the following identities:
(0) d*etpt = d%etpt.
(1) W2 < At [[W!]lco < Art? and [|d"¢" ¢he|p1a < At
ii) The injectivity radius inj(g,:) satisfies inj(g,t) > Aot.
(iii) The Riemannian curvature tensor R(g,t) satisfies ||R(gyt)|| < Ast™2.
Here, the norms || - [|co, || - ||12, and || - || 14 depend on the metric gy .

By [21, Theorem 11.6.1], which in turn relies on Theorem G1 and Theorem G2 in [21], there
is a torsion-free Go-form @' such that ||@" — ¢'||coer) = O(tY/2). In particular, Hol(gh) < Go.

Let us now turn our attention to the topological properties of M.

Lemma 5.4. The resolution map q: M — T7 /T induces an isomorphism on their fundamental
groups.

Proof. The map id x®,: T° x EH — T3 x H/Zs is Fa—Fa—equivariant and it induces an iso-
morphism between the corresponding fundamental groups. The groups F, and F, act freely
and properly discontinuously, so that the fundamental groups of the quotients are given by a
semidirect product of Z? x F, and Z3 x F,, respectively. The Five Lemma now implies that the
descent of id x®, to the quotients induces an isomorphism between their fundamental groups.
An iterative application of Seifert—van Kampen to the pushout diagram (5.1) now implies that
71(q): m (M) — m (T7/T) is an isomorphism. O

Thus, if T7/T has a finite fundamental group, its resolution M has a finite fundamental group,
too, which implies Hol(g;t) = Ga.
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To prove Theorem A, we require information about the divisibility of the integral Pontryagin
class (or rather its image in the integral lattice). To this end, recall that the universal coefficient
theorem implies that the evaluation homomorphism H*(M;R) — Homgz(Hy(M;Z),R) is an
isomorphism. Using this isomorphism, we define the integral lattice H k(M ;Z C R) as the
subgroup that corresponds to Homy(Hy(M;Z),Z) under the evaluation homomorphism.

Theorem 5.5. If pi(M) is the first Pontryagin class of a generalised Kummer construction
from above, then py(M) € H*(M;3Z C R). In particular, for all smooth maps from each closed,
oriented four manifold f: N* — M, we have

e (M): £.(ND) = [ () € 32

The Pontryagin class inside the integral lattice of the real cohomology groups can be described
using Chern-Weil theory. If we use the pre-perturbed Gs-form on M, then the curvature of its
induced metric vanishes in the "interior" 77/T'\ U = M \ V of the resolved manifold M, so that
the Pontryagin 4-form obtained by Chern-Weil theory is supported within V. We can therefore
deduce Theorem 5.5 from local considerations.

Proof. The Ga-form ¢! induces a product metric got =5 )13 @ ht, where the first factor is
the flat metric on 72 and the second factor is a Riemannian metric on EH that is flat outside
of EH<gg¢. This metric is F,-invariant, so it descends to the quotient, too.

As a consequence, the 4-form obtained from the Chern-Weil construction applied to the
Levi-Civita connection of g, provides a lift p1(T°® x EH) € HYT? x EH<¢,T? x 0EH<().
Since the metric is of product form, this lift satisfies (7% x EH) = prhpi(EH), where
p1(EH) € HY(EH<;,0EH<) is defined analogously using the metric h'.

To determine p;(EH), we recall that the K3 surface can be obtained by resolving a flat torus
T* /74 along its singular set consisting of 16 points, see, for example, [21, Example 7.3.14]. As
the metric h! is flat near the boundary, it can be extended with the flat metric to the "interior"
of the K3 surface. Thus, the differential form that represents p;(K3) obtained by applying
Chern-Weil theory to that metric is again supported in the 16 copies of FH_.. Hirzebruch’s
signature theorem now yields

. 1 -
~16 = sign(63) = 5 [ pi(3) =3 [ 5 (BH<).
<¢

which implies that py(EH) = —3 - gengy, where genpy € HY(EH<;,0EH<;;Z) = Z is
represented by any four form (supported in EH) that integrates to 1.

Next consider a smooth map f: (N4, dN*) — T3 x (EH<¢,0EH<.), where N* a compact,
oriented manifold with (possibly empty) boundary. Since Fj, acts on T% x EH <¢ in an orientation
preserving manner, it does so, too, on the total space of the pullback

N4 T% x EH<;

’ l

N4 (T3 x EH<()/Fy,

which is again an compact, oriented manifolds with boundary. Thus, the fundamental classes of
these two manifolds are related by g.[N*4, ON*| = |F,| - [N4, ON4].
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Using naturality of the Chern-Weil construction with respect to local isometries, it follows
that

<ﬁ1((T3 X EH)/FG),f*[N4,8N4]> = ~a -1

€L

Finally, each smooth map f: N* — M7 can be homotopied to a map that intersects the
smooth submanifold OV = | |,(T® x RP3)/F, transversely for the space of these maps is an open
and dense subspace of C*(N*, M), see [17, Theorem 3.2.1]. It follows that f~1(V) C N%is a
manifold with boundary of codimension zero. From the previous discussion, we deduce

(M), f:[N']) = > (51 ((T° x EH)/F,), f[N"])

aeﬂo(S)

= > (0((T° x EH)/F,),
aemo(S)

FLTH(T® x EH<o) [ Fo), f7H((T° x OEH<() [ Fo)))

1
=-3 ) =X
a€mo(S) ’Fa‘

Since (p1 (M), f.[N*]) € Z and since |F,| is prime to 3, we deduce that (p;(M), f.[N*]) has
to be divisible by 3.

By Thom’s work [34], every class in Hy(M;Z) is realised by an embedded, closed, oriented
submanifold of dimension 4, hence p; (M) € H*(M,3Z C R), as claimed. O

6. BUNDLES OF JOYCE’S RESOLUTIONS

We use the results of Section 4 to carry out the construction of the previous section in families.
We first begin with the construction of the fibre bundle Ey; — CP! together with forms ¢? and
1! on its vertical tangent bundle, which are parametrised versions of (5.2) and (5.4). We will
then generalise Joyce’s perturbation procedure, namely Theorem 11.6.1 in [21], to deform ¢! a
fibrewise torsion-free Go-form on FE)y.

6.1. Construction of the Bundles. Let M be a generalised Kummer construction from
Section 5 and EH — CP! be the Eguchi-Hanson bundle, which comes with a family of blow-up
maps o : EH — H/Zo x CP. In complete analogy to the unparametrised case, we define EH g
to be the preimage of the open balls B%(0)/Z2 x CP! under o.

Using the notation of Condition 5.1, we define A C 7y(S) to be the subset of path components
for which F, = {1}. For each subset B C A, we define a bundle Ej; g as the following pushout:

(6.1) Uses (7% x T&PB) X CPL T TP x
(M \ UbGB T3 X EH<C) X CPI EM7B.

By the pushout property, the projections (M \ Upeg 7% x EH-¢) x CP — CP! and T3 x
EH<e — CP! yield a map p: Eyp — CP!.

The set B parametrises the singularities of the orbifold that we resolve with the twisted family
EH. The remaining path components are resolved with the untwisted family EH x CP!.

Lemma 6.1. The map p: Eyg — CP! turns En g into a smooth fibre bundle over CP"' with
fibre M .
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Proof. To avoid notational clutter, we assume that B consists of a single element, which we drop
from the notation. Since all constructions are carried out in a neighborhood of the singularities,
this assumption is without restriction.

We first provide convenient local trivialisations of EH over the open subsets U; := {[z0 : z1] :
zj # 0} C CP. On these subsets, we define s;: U; — S° via

. 1+ 21/20 J

11+ 21/20 -]
The local trivialisations are now given by:
Zj: EMlo; = EH x Uy via Ej([p, [q), A) = ([s(0)p; AL, [4)-

Since U; is contractible, we find homotopies H;: U; x [1,2] — S$3 such that H;(-,1) = s; and
H;(-,2) = 1. If we choose ( in the construction of M sufficiently small, we may assume that
the canonical embedding of T3 x EH <¢ into M extends to T3 x EH <2¢-

We now define the maps ©;: (M \ T3 x EH.¢) x Uj = (M \T? x EH¢) x U; via

) (U (il /O AL [a))s iy = (. [p, ) € T2 x (EHeoc \ EH<(),
O ) = {<y, ), iy ¢ M\ T% x EHoy.

By the construction of ©; the following diagram commutes:

20/71 + ]

and s1:lz0: 21| —» ———.
oAl L

so: 20 ¢ #1]

idxo~1!

(M\ T3 x EH_¢) x Uj <—T3 x (RP? x U; T% x EH<clu,
l@j J/(T,[xL[q])H(ﬂ[Sj([q])w]{q]) lﬁj
(M\T3x EH.¢) x Uj =<—T3 x (RP3 x Uj; dxo”! T% x EH<¢|y,,

so the pushout property yields a local trivialisations W;: Ey|y, — M x U;. The trivialisations
are smooth if the homotopies H; are smooth and stationary near the boundaries. O

The definition of 7 from the previous section readily adapts to the parametrised case by using
o instead of 0 = o1, so we get a map I: Ey — R>g. We define parametrised versions of (5.2) -
(5.4), using once more the index set {i,j,k} instead of {1, 2,3}, as follows:

(6.2) <p'[5q} = *wﬁl?,tcpﬁ]?’t - d(X(f‘Q)T;—liq)a

EH, EH,q i . 1 . .
(6.3) 19’[5(1} = *(pﬁ]’]}{,t(p[q} b (w1 M)A d(X(rz)Té,liq) + id(X(rQ)chfliQ A d(X(r2)T;,1iq)

1

— d(x(F)rio,) A 6T A TR
t . .t
(6.4) ¥y =y — *qu]ﬂ[q}'

The form 19'[5(]} is well defined, because an explicit calculation shows that 897139 A 597k does not

depend on the choice of the representative q of [¢] € CP!.

These three forms further agree with their stationary counterparts (5.2) - (5.4) in a neigh-
bourhood of Upeg (T x (RP3), so they extend to well defined forms on the entire bundle Ep g.
Furthermore, cp’[fq] and ¢fq} satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 5.3 because they were constructed
as their counterparts in Section 5, we just use different admissible choices when we vary the
base parameter [q].

6.2. A Perturbation Result for Families. We would like to apply a family version of [21,
Theorem 11.6.1] in the sense that if we start with a family of closed Ga-forms cpfq} that depends
continuously on the parameter, then we get a family of torsion-free Go-forms géfq} that also
depends continuously on the parameter.

More abstractly, assume that we have a fibre bundle Fj; — B over a compact base space
B that carries a fibrewise closed Go-structure {@y}yep, that is, an element p € Q3Vr(E) =
[(E, 3TV %V E). Of course, this yields a family of fibre-metrics {gy, }oeB-

The family version of [21, Theorem 11.6.1] reads as follows:
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Theorem 6.2. Let Ay, As, A3 be positive constants. Then there exists positive constants k, K
such that, whenever 0 < t < k, the following is true:

Let Eyy — B be a smooth fibre bundle over a compact base space B and let {¢}rcp be a
fibrewise Ga-form on Ey; with dey = 0 for all b € B. Suppose that ¥ = {1y }rep is a fibrewise
smooth 3-form on Ey; with d*#va)y = d*#v oy, and

(i) l[oll2 < Aut?, [[vplloo < Art'/2, and ||d*evqpy|| < A,
(1) the injectivity radius 6(g,,) satisfies 6(gy,) > Aat, and

(i4i) the Riemannian curvature tensor R(gy,) satisfies ||R(gy,)||co < Ast™2,
where the norms || - ||p2, || - ||co, and || - ||p14 arise from gy, . Then there is a fibrewise Go-form
@ = {@}ven that depends continuously on the parameter and that satisfies ||@y — @p||co < Kt'/2.

The proof of this theorem is little original. Once we know that the two major ingredients of
the proof of [21, Theorem 11.6.1], namely Theorem G1 and G2 in loc. cit., generalises to the
family set up, then the proof of Joyce straightforwardly generalises, too.

Theorem G1 in [21] generalises by its very formulation to the family setting, because one
simply has to replace the injectivity radius and the curvature bound of a single metric by the
minimum of all injectivity radii and the maximum of all curvatures over the parameter space,
respectively.

Theorem G2 in [21] generalises to the family setting as follows:

Theorem 6.3 (Theorem G2). Let A\, C1, and Cy be positive constants. Then there exist positive
constants k, K such that whenever 0 < t < kK, the following is true:

Let E — B a fibre bundle over a compact base space B with smooth, closed fibre M and a
fibrewise closed Go-structure on it. Suppose that 1 = {1y }pep € Q3V(E) = ['(E, A3TV"VE)
fibrewise 3-form with d*» = d*¢p and

(i) |[ll2 < A [[9n]lco < AEY2, and ||d*evpy|| 10 < A,
(i) if x € LYN(APTVEy), then [|[V¥x|| < Cr([]dx s + [Id*xl[ g1 +¢741x]]22).°

(iii) if x € LY*(A*TV Ey), then [[x|lco < Ca(t'/2|[V#0x|| 10 +t772(|x]|2).

Let €1 be the universal constant from [21, Definition 10.3.3] and F as in [21, Proposition 10.3.5].
Then there exists n € T°(E, A>TV E) and a function f € C°(E), both smooth in fibre direction,
such that

(65) Mgy =d®ey +d°e(fy) + +dF(dn)  and  fo= im(dy)

Proof. The existence of such a section 17 and a function f follows from a pointwise application of
the proof of Theorem G2 in Joyce, which relies on a Banach fixpoint iteration of equation (6.5)
as described in the proof of [21, Proposition 11.8.1]. We claim that if we use in each iteration
step the unique solution that is perpendicular to the kernel A, then the resulting section 7
will depend continuously on the base parameter. Since continuity is a local property, we may
assume that the bundle is trivial, so that ¢, ¢, and all i’s will be maps.

The iteration step begins with g = 0 and fy = 0, which are certainly continuous sections.
Thus, it suffices to prove that if n; and f; are continuous in the base parameter b, then 7;4 is
s0, too, and hence fj;11 as well.

By construction, the forms d*#v¢ + d*#(fy) + *dF'(dn;) lie in the image of d*¢, which is
perpendicular to the harmonic forms by Hodge theory. Theorem 6.5 below now implies that 741
is continuous because the restriction of the invertible operator pry, A, T A, which depends
continuously on ¢, to the orthogonal complement of ker A, (with respect to the inner product
induced by g,) is just A. O

We will need to study the dependency of solutions of Hodge-Laplace equations under the
underlying metric. To this end, recall from [12, Observation 3.6] that, for any two Riemannian
metrics g1, g2 € Riem(M), there is a vector bundle homomorphism” G, 4, € End(A3TV M) that
induces a unitary isomorphism L?(A3TY M; g1) — L*(A3TV M, g2), where these Hilbert spaces

6That means that (#¢) in Joyces theorem holds true for all fibres. We require the same for (7i7).
"In notation of [12], we would write Gy, 4, = Tg1,A3Y g1),(g2,A3Y g3) -
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carry the canonical L?-inner products arising from the Riemannian metrics. Moreover, for
each metric go, one can construct these homomorphisms such that the map G. 4 : Riem (M) —
End(A3TY M) is smooth.

The first ingredient is a technical lemma that the kernel of a self-adjoint operator depends
continuously on the operator as long as the dimension does not change. The proof is quite
similar to the proof of [24, Lemma II1.7.2].

Lemma 6.4. Let H be a Hilbert space and denote by Fred(H)>® the space of all self-adjoint
Fredholm operators on H equipped with the operator norm topology. Define F; C Fred®®(H) to
be the closed subspace of all operators A satisfying dimker A > j.

Then the map induced by the projection to the first component yields a vector bundle

kerj = {(T,’U,) s Tu = 0} - Fj \Fj+1 x H & Fj\Fj_H.

In particular, the map F; \ Fj1 — B(H) that assigns to an operator the orthogonal projection
onto its kernel is continuous.

Proof. Pick Ty € F; \ Fj+1 and define, for each T' € F}j \ Fj;1, the map
Er,(T): ker Ty ® ker T3~ — H (w,v) = w+T(w) +T(v).

For each Ty, the map B(H)%* — B(ker Ty @ ker Ty-, H) given by Ty + E7,(T) is continuous
with respect to the norm topologies, and, furthermore, E7, (7)) is an isomorphism.

Since invertibility is an open condition, we find an open neighbourhood U of Ty such that
the restriction of Er, to U takes values in the subspace of all isomorphisms. By construction,
we have Eg (T')(ker T') C ker Ty. For degree reasons, we even have Er, (T)(ker T') = ker Ty. The
local trivialisation around 7Tg is now given by

pr; X Eg, : ker; — U x ker T,

so ker; is vector bundle of rank j.

For the second statement, we use that ker; is locally trivial to pick a local orthonormal frame
(fi,..., fj): U — kerj. The map that assigns to T' € F}j \ Fj;1 the orthogonal projection onto
its kernel can be written on U as

J
U s 3 (fall), ) falU),
a=1

which is clearly continuous. ]

We denote by LZ(A3TV M) the Sobolev space of regularity k (and Hélder power 2). Each
Riemannian metric g induces a canonical Hilbert space structure on L2(A3TVM). While the
specific inner product depends crucially on the chosen Riemannian metric g, the underlying
topological vector space does not because M is closed. In other words, two different choices of
Riemannian metrics, give rise to equivalent norms, so we abbreviate the underlying topological
vector space simply with Li.

Theorem 6.5. For each k € R, the following map is well defined and continuous:
Riem(M) — Isom(L3, L?_,) € Hom(L3, L7 _,),
g PTker A, + Ag-

Here, pri, n, denotes the orthogonal projection to the kernel with respect to the L3 = L*-inner
product induced by g.

Proof. We start with the proof that the map Riem(M) — Hom(L?,L?_,) is continuous. Ex-
pressing the Hodge-Laplace operator on 3-forms in local coordinates shows that the map
Riem(M) — ¥DO?(A3TY M) is continuous, where the target carries the Fréchet structure of [1,
p. 123f]. Furthermore, the realisation map WDO™(A3TVM) — Hom(L2, L7 ) that interprets a
pseudo differential operator as a bounded operator between the corresponding Sobolev spaces is
continuous for all k¥ € R and n € Z if the domain carries the Fréchet topology and the target the
norm topology. It follows that the map A: Riem(M) — Hom(L2, L7 ,) is continuous.
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The map g — Gg g, 0 Ay 0 Q;;O takes values in unbounded operators on L?(A3TV M, go) that

are self-adjoint with respect to (-, - )4, and whose domain is L3. By [28, Proposition 1.7] the
map

g oA,0G ]
Riem(M) — B(L*(M, go)) given by g —2%0 9 20— —: B
L+ Gy.g0 ©Bg 0 YGg.g0

is continuous.

Each B, is a bounded, self-adjoint operator that has the same kernel as G, 4, 0 Ay 0 gg_’;o.
By Hodge theory, the dimension of ker B, & ker A, & H3(M) is independent of the underlying
Riemannian metric. Lemma 6.4 implies that the map g — pri, g, = Gg,g0 © Pliera, © Yg, glo is
continuous, so the assignment g — prie, o, yields a continuous map Riem(M) — Hom(L3, L3).

We will prove inductively that prye A Riem(M) — Hom(L3, L?) is continuous by showing
that it is continuous at each point gg € Riem (M) using a boot-strapping argument. To this end,
first observe that elliptic regularity implies that ker A, consists of smooth sections only, so that
Plier A, 1S an infinite smoothing operator.

Pick another metric g; € Riem(M) and abbreviate pry,, Aq to prj. Gérdings inequality
together with some triangle inequalities yield

[1pry () = pro(u)l k4
< C(g0) (11(Ag: = Ago) (or: (1) = pro(u))
+[1(Ag, = Agg)pro(u)l [ + [[pry (w) = pro(w)]lx)

< C(g0) (<(a1, 90)lIory (w) — pro(w)l -2 + (g1, 60)] [Pro ()12 + (g1, 90) ).

Since A(.y: Riem(M) — Hom(L,,, L) and Pler Ay Riem(M) — End(L3) are continuous,
we can find a small neighbourhood of gy to make £(g1,go) and €(g1, go) as small as we want so
that the previous inequality can be rewritten as

e(g1, 90)||pro(u)!lr+2 + £(g1, g0)|[ullx
1—C(g0) - (g1, 90) ’

from which we can deduce that g — pry, 5, is continuous at go.

A priori, the above argument would only prove the statement for the case that k is a non-
negative even integer, but if k£ € (—2,0), we can use ||pr;(u) — pro(uw)||x < ||pr;(uw) — pro(w)||o,
so that we may replace || - ||[x by || - ||o in (6.6). Hence we get continuity of Priera ., in the

(6.6) [Ipr1(u) = pro(w)|lk+2 < C(go)

range (0,2) and by induction for all non-negative real numbers.
The statement for negative k now follows from duality L7 = (L% ,)". O

Applying Theorem 6.2 to the forms ¢ and 1! we deduce that Ej; has a section of fibrewise
torsion-free Go-forms.

Theorem 6.6. There are constants €, K > 0 such that, for all t < ¢ and all @' from (6.2), there
exists @' € TO(Ey, A3TTVNV Ey) that is

e smooth in fibre direction, in other words, each cﬁfq] is smooth,
e cach gb’[fq} is torsion-free, and

o satisfies ||@' — pt]|co < Kt/2.
Moreover, the forms @' can be chosen such that they depend continuously on t.

7. TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF THE BUNDLES

We will now show that the bundles Ej;g — CP! constructed in the previous section are pair-
wise different and then derive consequences for the moduli spaces of torsion-free Go-structures
from that. To this end, for each component of the singularity set of 77 /T that belongs to A, the
set that parametrises all components a € m(S) of the fixpoint set with F, = {1}, fix a point
b € T3 inside that component. These singularities have a local neighbourhood isometrically
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isomorphic to T3 x Bé(O)/Zg C T3 x H/Zs. For the components that belong to the subset B, the
subset that parametrises those singularities that are resolved with the twisted Eguchi-Hanson
family, we consider the following embeddings induced by the fibrewise zero sections

(1) w: CP' X CP' — EHo = T° x EHec = Byp,  ([p)[a)) = (0. [a”'p. [a), 0)).

If the component does not belong to B, we use the trivial Eguchi-Hanson bundle EH x CP!
instead, in which case the map is then given by

(7.2) 1p: CP*xCP' — EH xCP' — T*x EH_xCP* < Eyg,  ([pl, [q]) = (b, [p,0], [q]).

These four dimensional submanifolds will be used in an essential way in the proof of our key
results.

Lemma 7.1. The fibre-wise zero sections v,: CP! x CP! — Ey g satisfy

-8, ifbe B,

TVt B Np+|CPY x CPY =
P 1) Ny [CP7 X CP] 0, ifbeB.

Proof. Since T° x EH<¢ is an open subset of Ky p that contains Lb((CPl X (CPl) if b € B,
Lemma 4.3 implies that the integral of the first Pontryagin class of the vertical tangent bundle
p1(TV"*Eyg) over CP! x CP! is given by

(p1 (T Engg); 154 [CPT x CPY]) = (p1(T¥" Eaglcprxepr ); [CP x CPY)
= (1R’ & T EH|cpixcp ); [CP' x CPY))
= (—8zy; [CP' x CP']) = -8

If b ¢ B, then ¢,(CP! x CP) is contained in the open neighbourhood 7% x EH x CP! C Ey .
Hence, the restriction of TV''E); g to this neighbourhood is isomorphic to the tangent bundle
of the fibre T3 x EH, which has a trivial Pontryagin class. A similar calculation as before now
implies the second result. O

Lemma 7.2. Let Ey g = Ey be a bundle of generalised Kummer constructions as defined in
diagram 6.1. Then each fibre inclusion M — Ep; induces a monomorphism between their third
integral homology groups. Furthermore, the images Hy(1q)([CP! x CP]) for all a € A form a
free subgroup in Ha(Ep, 7).

Proof. Because we will swap the order between the fibre CP! and the base CP! in this proof,
we will denote the latter by S? for the sake of clarity.

Let T7/T be a flat orbifold from which M is obtained by resolving all singularities. Let N be
the orbifold that is obtained by resolving only those components of the singular set that do not
have a tubular neighbourhood of the form 7' x Bé(O) /Zs, in other words, those components that
do not belong to A. Note that M is obtained from N by resolving the remaining singularities in
the usual manner and that 71 (M) = 71 (V) by an iterated application of Seifert—van-Kampen.
Let further N be the manifold with boundary that is obtained from N by cutting out tubular
neighbourhoods of the singular set components that belong to A. By construction, we get a
pushout as in 6.1.

The resolving map o: EH — H/Zy x S?, 0: EH — H/Zs, and the identity of N produce
a fibre map ¢q: Ejy — N x S2. This map of pushout diagrams induces maps between the
corresponding Mayer-Vietoris sequences of integral homology groups, in which we refer to the
trivial fibre bundles over S? by underlining the fibres:

Hy(e1) &

Hy(T3 x RP3)IA s M) @ (i (1% x EM)PIBl @ Hy(T° x BEH)PABl) —— Hy(Ey)
k(l2

Hy (T3 x RP3)

lHk(id ><0') lHk(ld ><O'><id) Hk(q)

A % H(N) & (Hi(T? x H/25)® & Hy(T? x H/Z5)®A8) — Hy(N).
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The Kiinneth formula implies that, for each component, the kernel of Hy(id xo) or Hy(id xo x
id) is isomorphic to Hy_o(T3 x S?) @ Hy(CP?).

The Kiinneth formula further implies that the image of Hy(t2) intersects the kernel of
Hy(id xo)®Bl @ Hy(id xo x id)®IA~Bl in a trivial fashion. Indeed, the only elements that have
a chance to get mapped to the kernel are of the form z x [RP3] x [1], where z € Hj_3(T?),
because the restriction of (idps xo) o 15 and (idgps xo X idg2) 0 15 to T3 x S? are the identity.
But [RP3] x [1] gets mapped to zero by Hsz(o) or H3(o x idg2) for the target has trivial third
integral homology.

This observation has the following two consequences: First, with slight abuse of nota-
tion, Hy(id xo)®Bl @ Hy,(id xo x id)®A~Bl maps the image of (Hy(t1), Hix(12)) to the image
of (Hy(t1), Hi(t2)) in an isomorphic fashion. In particular, these two homomorphisms have
the same kernel, so, equivalently, the boundary operators have the same image. Secondly, the
kernel of Hj,(id xo)®/Bl @ Hy,(id xo xid)®IA~Bl is mapped to Hy(E)s) in an injective manner. A
diagram chase implies that its image is precisely ker(Hy(q)), and this observation implies the
second part of the statement.

The same line of reasoning applies to each fibre, so the fibre inclusion i,: M — Ej; (over
r € S?) induces a map between two short exact sequences

Hy(gqz)

ker(Hy(id x o)) ®Bl @ ker(Hy (id x0))®IA-BlC——~ Hy (M) H(N)

Hk(iz)@BlHk(’L’z)@A_B lHk(Zr) Hk(Lr)
H
ker(H(id x o)) ®IBl & ker(Hy(id xo x id))2A—BIC—— 7, (Ey) — S m, (N x 52).

By the explicit description of the kernels, we deduce that H3(i,) is an isomorphism between
them. The Kiinneth formula implies that the fibre inclusion N — N x S? also induces a
monomorphism between the homology groups in degree 3, so the first part of the statement
follows from the Five Lemma. O

Any M-fibre bundle E — S? can be represented by a continuous map fg: S? — BDiff(M),
that is unique up to homotopy. Since BDiff(M)( is simply connected, the classifying map gives
rise to a unique® element [fg] € m2(BDiff(M)o).

Let S C mo(BDiff(M)g) be the subset whose elements classify those bundles E — S? whose
fibre inclusion induces a monomorphism between the third integral homology groups.

Proposition 7.3. The set S is a subgroup of mo(BDiff(M)g). Moreover, if M is a manifold
whose first Pontryagin class gives rise to a homomorphism py (M) N - : Hy(M;Z) — mZ for
some m € N, then the map that assigns to an M-fibre bundle E — S? the homomorphism
p1(TVEYN - : Hy(E;Z) = Ly, gives rise to a homomorphism S — Hom(Ho(M,Z), Zu,).

Proof. Pick a bundle E — S? whose classifying map is contained in S and consider the associated
(homological) Leray-Serre spectral sequence
2 2
E, .= Hp(S% Hy(M;Z)) = Hpy(E;Z).
As this spectral sequence converges to the homology of the total space, there is an ascending

filtration F), ; := FpHpq(E) of Hyyq(F) that satisfies F_1 piq11 = {0}, Fpiqo = Hptq(E), and
Foo/Fp-14+1 = E[?f;. We therefore have the following short exact sequence

(7.3) 0 Fou 2% ESS 0

im(Hy(incl)) H,(E;Z), kerds ,

where incl: M — F is the fibre inclusion. We deduce that the fibre inclusion is a monomorphism
between the third homology groups if and only if d%Q =0.

8Since BDiff (M) is simply connected, pointed and unpointed homotopy classes are the same.
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Recall that the addition [fg,] + [fE,] represents the bundle E; + Ey := ¢*Ej 2 — S? where
Eio— 52§82 is the unique bundle that restricts to E; on the j-th sphere, and c: 5?2 — §%v 52
is the map that collapses the equator of S? to the basepoint.

Let A be an abelian group. The map ¢ induces the identity on the level of Hy(-; A) and,

under the isomorphism Hy(S?; A)®? = Hy(S5?% v §?; A) that comes from the canonical inclusions
Lj: S? — 8% v 52?2, the homomorphism Hs(c) corresponds to the diagonal map.

With these observations, naturality of the Leray-Serre spectral sequence with respect to fibre
maps implies that dSQE 1+ dg:gl + d§2EQ Thus, we conclude that if two of the three bundles
FEq, E5 and Eq + E»s are classified by elements of S, then so is the third. Since the constant map
classifies the product M x S2, the zero element is contained in S, hence it is a subgroup.

To prove the stament about the Pontryagin classes, we argue as follows. Bundles, whose
classifying maps lie in S, satisfy d%@ = 0, so the short exact sequence (7.3) becomes

0—— 1m(H4(1ncl)) I H4(E; Z) I H2 (52; HQ(M; Z)) — 0.

By assumption, the restriction of pi (TV*" E) to M is divisible by m, so the composition
p1(TY™E)N - : H(E;Z) = Z — Ty

descends to a homomorphism Hy (S?; Ho(M;7Z)) = Hy(M;Z) — L.
To verify additivity, we derive for all z € Ho(S?%; Ho(M;Z)) the identity

Ca (p1 (Tvert(El + E2)) N z) = (TvertELg) Necx(2)
= pu(T™" E12) N (11.(2) + 124(2))
= 11 (1T Br2) N0 2) + 12, (1301 (T Er2) 1 2)
= 11, (p1 (T E1) N 2) + 19, (p1(TV" E3) N 2).
Since Ha(c), Ha(e1), and Ha(t2) are injective, additivity follows, and the claim is proved. O

With all these preparations, we are finally in the position to prove the following generalisation
of Theorem A and Theorem D.

Theorem 7.4. Let M be a manifold obtained by a generalised Kummer constructions from
a flat orbifolds satisfying Assumption 5.1. Let A be the set of path components of the singu-
larity set of this orbifold for which F, = {1} hold. Then my(Gs(M)Diff(M)o), and hence
7o (GS (M) /Diff(M)g) as well, contains at least 31A elements.

Proof. Let B C A be a subset. For each b € A, we have an inclusion ¢, as constructed in (7.1) or
(7.2). By Lemma 7.1 and Theorem 5.5 the first Pontryagin class of the vertical tangent bundle
yields

-8, ifbeB,

pL(TY" Eprg) Ny, ([CPY x CPY) = (p1 (T Eprg) 5 i [CP! x CPY)) = ,
0, if b ¢ B.

Since we know by Proposition 7.3 that the assignment E — p(TV' Ey;) N - gives rise to a
homomorphism and since the images of CP! x CP! under the embeddings ¢ form a free subgroup
of rank |A| in Hy(M;Z), see Lemma 7.2, we deduce that the homomorphism

mo(BDIff(M)g) 2 8 — Hom(Hy(M; Z), Zg) —=HM L Hom(ZIAL; Z3)

is surjective.

All the bundles Ej;g we used carry a fibrewise torsion-free Go-structure on them, so we
find at least 3" many elements inside o (G4 (M) JDiff(M)g). By Corollary C, the non-trivial
elements we have found remain non-trivial in the moduli space, so mo (G (M) /Diff(M)g) has at
least 3Al elements. O
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Theorem 7.4 can be applied to all examples in §3.2 of [20] with the exception of item 5 and 6
in the table of example 5 for their corresponding orbifolds do not satisfy condition (3) of our
Conditions 5.1. In table (1) we list these examples with a lower bound of elements in the second
homotopy group of their moduli space.

Examples of Generalised Kummer Constructions from [20]
Example Number | 71(M) | b*(M) |A| |72 (G (M) /Diff (M))]
Example 03 {1} 43 12 > 531441
Example 04 {1} 39 -47 |8 > 6561
Example 05 (ii) Loy 27-35 |4 > 81
Example 05 (i) || Z2 21 - 29 |2 >9
Example 05 (iv) | Z3 14-22 |1 >3
Example 06 {1} 27 -35 |2 >9
Example 07 {1} 13 2 >9
Example 08 {1} 11 2 >9
Example 09 {1} 36 10 > 59049
Example 10 {1} 21 5 > 243
Example 11 {1} 17 4 > 81
Example 12 Zo 11 2 >9
Example 13 {1} 10 2 >9
Example 14 {1} 10 2 >9

FIGURE 1. List of Joyce’s Examples presented in §3.2 in [20] together with a
lower bound of elements in 72 of their moduli spaces. Here, |A] is the number of
components with F' = {1}.

APPENDIX A. THE ACTION OF THE DIFFEOMORPHIM GROUP

In this section, we provide a slight strengthening of Joyce’s slice theorem for torsion-free
Go-structures. We will prove that every torsion-free Go-structure g is contained in a slice
(S, Staby, (Diffg(M)). The reason is that the formulation as it appears in [21, Theorem 10.4.1]
does not imply (SL3) in Definition 3.3. In addition, our formulation is closer to the original slice
theorem due to Ebin [13], from which Joyce’s slice theorem was inspired.

We assume throughout that M7 is a closed, spin manifold, so that Go(M) is not empty. Let
Diff (M) be the topolgical group of all diffecomorphism of M. It is an open subset of C*°(M, M),
the space of all smooth self-maps of M endowed with the smooth Fréchet topology, see [17,
Theorem I1.1.7]. Furthermore, Diff(M) into a smooth Fréchet Lie group, which is tame in
the sense of [16], see especially Example 1.4.4.5 and 1.4.4.6 therein. Let Diff (M )g be the path
component of the identity in Diff (M). This subgroup is open, and therefore closed. Furthermore,
it inherits the structure of a tame Lie group from Diff(M).

The group Diff (M) acts smoothly from the right on Ga(M) via pullback pb: Diff (M) ~ Go(M)
and its differential at (F, ) is given by

D(ppypb: D(M, F*TM) x Q*(M) — Q*(M), (X,0) = F*Lpp-1(x)(0),
where £: T(M,TM) x Q3(M) — Q3(M) is the Lie-derivative.

Lemma A.1. The pullback action pb is proper, that is, preimages of compact sets under the
map

Diff (M) x Go(M) P2, G, (M) x Go(M)

are again compact.
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Proof. Consider the following commutative diagram:

(pb,id)

Diff (M) x Go(M) Ga(M) x Ga(M)

id x lf fx lf
Diff (M) x Riem(M) — Y Riem(M) x Riem (M),

where the vertical arrows are the maps ¢ — g,.

Let K C Ga(M) x Go(M) be a compact subset. We will show that every ultra filter on the
preimage converges.

Let F be an ultra filter on (pb,id)~!(K). As image filters of ultra filters are ultra filters again,
pb(F) is an ultra filter on K, and so it converges. Thus, the image filer pry(pb(F)) = pry(F)
converges to some element.

The diagram commutes, so id x f maps (pb,id)~}(K) into ((pb,id)~1((f x f)(K)). But the
target is compact, because the pullback action of Diff (M) on the space of Riemannian metrics is
proper, see for example [7] or the original [13]. Thus pr;(F) = pry ((id X f)(F)) converges, too.

By the universal property of the product topology, F converges if and only if the image filters
pry (F) and pry(F) converges, so (pb,id)~!(K) is compact. O

As Go(M) is an open subset of the Fréchet space Q3(M), its tangent bundle T'Go (M) is trivial.
It can be endowed with a family of Riemannian metrics (-, -))x, for each k € Ny, defined by

k
<<01, 02»/@@ = ;}/M<vo‘91, V092>g((pa,1)dvolgw

where gc(pa’l) is the Riemannian metric of TVM®* ® T'M induced by g, and

VY TM Y5 VM QTM — - — TYM® @ TM

is the composition of the corresponding Levi-Civita connections. It is evident, that (-, - ) is
diffeomorphism invariant, that is

(F 01, F 02k, rep = (01, 02k

for all F' € Diff (M), but see [2, Chap. 9] for quite general proof of this fact. The induced norms
[l| - |||x of these metrics form a Finsler structure in the sense of [32], which means that

(i) for each ¢ € Go(M), the norms ||| - |||r,, generate the Fréchet structure of Go(M), and
(ii) for all C' > 1, all ¢ € Go(M), and all k € Ny, there is an open neighbourhood U of ¢
such that, for all 1) € U, the norms satisfy

CHI - M < M- Ml < G- iy

The first point follows from the fact that all ||| - |||, are equivalent to "classical" Sobolev-norms
on manifolds obtained by patching Sobolev-norms on R” together with a partition of unity
(yielding a norm independent of ¢) and the Sobolev embedding theorem, see [3, Chapter 7] for
both. The second point follows from the fact that the integrand of the inner product depends
smoothly on ¢.

Lemma A.2. Set pb, = pb(-,¢0) for each po € Go(M). The pullback action pb is an elliptic
action, which means:
(i) The infinitesimal action Diapby, : TiaDiff (M) = I'(T'M) — T, Diff (M )po C Q3(M) is
an overdetermined elliptic differential operator”.
(ii) The map Go(M) — T'(Hom(J'TM,A3TVM)), in which J'TM denotes the bundle of
one-jets, given by ¢ — Diapb,, is also a differential operator.

9That means, its principal symbol is injective away from the zero section.
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Proof. Essentially by the definition of the Lie-derivative, we have Diapb,(X) = Lx¢. Hence,
(ii) follows from Cartan’s magic formula: Lx¢ = txdp + dix .
The commutator

[Diapby,, f] = Lixpo — fLxpo = df N ixpo
is C°°(M) linear, so Digpb,,, is a differential operator of order 1 with principal symbol
symb(Diapb,,, ) (€)(+) =& A vypo: TM — ATV M.

Since the verification of injectivity if £ # 0 € T;/ M is a point-wise calculation, we may assume
without loss of generality that g = dt A w'd + Re Q%4 is our model case on R” = R @ C? and

that & = &dt. If we decompose X (p) = X;(p)d; + (X (p) — Xi(p)dy) =: Xi(p)9, + X (p)*, then
X (p)*+ € C3 and a straight-forward computation yields that
26 At = &dt A (2X4(p)w™ + Qstd 4 Qi) £ 0
ENLxpypo =&t ( t(p)w LX (p) Lx (p) ) #
eALICs €A2.0C3 €A0.2C3

whenever & # 0 and X (p) # 0. O

If g is a torsion-free Go-structure, then the L?-orthogonal complement of Ty, Diff (M )opo =
T, Diff (M )p inside Q3(M) is given by

(T Diff (M)opo) ™ = {0 € Q3(M) : x2(d*0) = 0},

where 72: Q?(M) — Q%(M) is the projection induced by the projection m2: A’R” — A2 :=
{tppsta : v € R7} to the irreducible representation A% of Ga, see [21, p.252].

Applying Subramaniam’s slice theorem for elliptic actions, see [32], [33], and [10] for a
more general setup, to the pullback action pb: Diff(M)y ~ Go(M) yields the following slight
strengthening of Joyce’s slice theorem!® [21, Theorem 10.4.1]:

Theorem A.3 (Slice Theorem). Let o € GS(M) be a torsion-free Go-structure on a closed
manifold M and let 1, be the stabiliser of ¢q inside Diff (M )o. Then inside Ly, := {p € Go(M) :
n2(d*v0p) = 0} exists a small open neighbourhood Sy, such that the following statements hold
true:

(SL1) Sy, is Iyy-invariant: Sy, - Iny € Spy

(SL2) If F € Diff(M)g satisfies Sy, - F' N Spy # 0, then F € Iy,.

(SL3) Diff(M )y — Diff(M)o/1y, is a principal bundle and there is a local section x: U —
Diff (M )y around the identity coset such that the map

Ux Sy = Go(M),  ([Fl,p) = x([F])"¢

is an open embedding.

In particular, the canonical inclusion induces an open embedding Sy, /15, — Ga2(M)/Diff (M)o.

Intersecting the ’slice’ S, from the previous theorem (or an appropriately chosen invariant,
open subset of it) with Gif(M), we deduce the following corollary for torsion-free Ga-structures.

Corollary A.4. Let pg € GS(M) be a torsion-free Go-structure on a closed manifold M and
let 1, be the stabiliser of ¢o inside Diff(M)o. Then inside L, := GE(M) N {p € Go(M) :
m2(d*e0 ) = 0} exists a small open neighbourhood S:OO such that the following statements hold
true:

(SL1) S, is Iy, -invariant: S, - Iy, C S,

(SL2) If F' € Diff(M)g satisfies S, - F'N S, # 0, then F € Iy,.

10We can apply Subramaniam’s slice theorem to the pullback action of the full diffeomorphism group to get a
completely similar for the full diffeomorphism group.
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(SL3) Diff(M)o — Diff(M)o/1,, is a principal bundle and there is a local section x: U —

Diff (M)o around the identity coset such that the map
Ux Sy, =Gy (M), ([Fl.g) = x([F])"e

is an open embedding.

In particular, the canonical inclusion induces an open embedding S, /Iy, — G (M) /Diff (M ).
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