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We prove that homological stability fails for the moduli space of any simply connected closed smooth
4-manifold in any degree of homology, unlike what happens in all even dimensions # 4. We detect also
the homological discrepancy between various moduli spaces, such as topological and smooth moduli
spaces of 4-manifolds, and moduli spaces of 4-manifolds with positive scalar curvature metrics. Some
of these discrepancies are special to dimension 4. To prove these results, we use the Seiberg—Witten
equations to construct a new characteristic class of families of 4-manifolds, which is unstable and detects
the difference between the smooth and topological categories in dimension 4.
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1 Introduction
1.1 Background and setup

Given a smooth manifold M, the classifying space BDiff(M) (also called the moduli space of M)
classifies smooth fiber bundles with fiber M. Cohomology classes of BDiff(M ) one-to-one correspond
to characteristic classes for such bundles. For this reason, understanding the (co)homology group of
BDiff(M) has been an important topic in manifold theory. A celebrated result of Harer [1985] proved
homological stability for mapping class groups of oriented surfaces. This result can be interpreted in terms
of moduli spaces of Riemann surfaces. More recently, Galatius and Randal-Williams [2018] established
analogous homological stability for moduli spaces of manifolds of even dimension > 6. This result is one
of the highlights in manifold theory in the last decade. It is the key ingredient in many recent breakthroughs
including the work on rational Pontryagin classes by Weiss [2021] and calculation 7, (Diffy(D")) ® Q
by Kupers and Randal-Williams [2025] and Krannich and Randal-Williams [2021]. (Similar homological
stability results have also been established for moduli spaces of manifolds of odd dimension [Perlmutter
2016a; 2018; 2016b; Krannich 2019; Lam 2015; Hatcher and Wahl 2010].) On the other hand, even in
the only unresolved even dimension 4, stabilization is an important operation. In particular, an important
MSC2020: 57K41, 57S05.
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2994 Hokuto Konno and Jianfeng Lin

principle in 4-dimensional topology is that most exotic phenomena are eliminated by sufficiently many
stabilizations [Wall 1964b; 1964a; Kreck 1999; Gompf 1984; Quinn 1986]. Therefore, it is natural to ask
whether homological stability holds in dimension 4. The main purpose of this paper is to develop new
gauge-theoretic techniques and use them to study moduli space of 4-manifolds. In particular, we discover
new cohomology classes of moduli spaces. And we establish a phenomenon in the opposite direction
of homological stability, which we call homological instability, in broad generality. Furthermore, we
obtain comparison results between various moduli spaces of 4-manifolds and 4-manifolds with metrics.
In particular, we will establish certain exotic phenomena that only appear in dimension 4.

We state the applications before discussing the gauge-theoretic techniques. Let us describe the standard
setup to discuss homological stability for moduli spaces of manifolds. Let W be a compact smooth
2n-dimensional manifold with nonempty boundary. Let Diff3(¥) denote the group of diffeomorphisms
that are the identity near dW. We equip Diffy(W) with the C *°-topology. Define the stabilization map

s : Diffy(W) — Diffy(W #S" x S™)

as follows. Form the connected sum of W with §” x S” by letting K = ([0, 1] x dW) # 5" x S" be
the inner connected sum, and setting W # S” x §" = W Uyw —¢o1xow K. Then the map s is defined by
extending diffeomorphisms lying in Diff5(W') by the identity of S x S”. This induces the map, called
the stabilization map, between homologies of moduli spaces

s« . Hy (BDiffy(W); Z) — Hy (BDiffy(W #S" x S™): Z)
for every k > 0. If W is obvious from the context, for N > 0, we use
SN,% : Hk(BDiffa(W#NSn X Sn); Z) — Hk(BDiffa(W#(N + I)Sn % Sn); Z)

to denote the stabilization map for W # NS” x S,

The aforementioned results of Harer [1985] for 2n = 2 and of Galatius and Randal-Williams [2018] for
2n > 6 state that, for any simply connected W and any k, the stabilization map su « is an isomorphism
for any N > 0 large enough relative to k. As a consequence, the direct system

{(Hy(BDIffy(W # NS" x §™): 7). s3v.4)}% =

stabilizes after finitely many terms. This stability phenomenon is fundamental in the study of the homology
group of moduli spaces. It provides a stable range in which one can identify Hy (BDiffy(W #NS" x S"))
with the stable homology group
lim Hy (BDiffy(W # NS™ x §™)),
N—>+o0

which can be computed purely in terms of homotopy theory [Madsen and Weiss 2007; Galatius and
Randal-Williams 2017]. (Note that this method of computing stable homology group is valid in all even
dimensions including 4.)

A closely related object of interest is the diffeomorphism group with the discrete topology, denoted
by Diff5(W)?. The Eilenberg—Mac Lane space BDiffy(W )% classifies smooth fiber bundles with flat

Geometry & Topology, Volume 30 (2026)



Homological instability for moduli spaces of smooth 4-manifolds 2995

structures. Homology of BDiffy(W)? is the group homology of Diffy(W) and it reflects the purely
algebraic (rather than topological) structure of Diffy(W).
One can similarly define the stabilization map

s%.x : Hx (BDIffy(W # NS™ x §™): Z) — Hy (BDiffy(W # (N + 1)S" x S")°; 7).

When W is a punctured g(S" x §™) for g > 0 with 2n # 4, Nariman [2017a; 2017b] proved that sf\, L 18
an isomorphism for any N large enough relative to k.

1.2 Homological instability

Now we present the first main result of this paper. Let us focus on when 2n = 4 and W is a punctured 4-
manifold. For a closed smooth 4-manifold X, choose an embedded 4-disk D* in X and set X=X \Int(D*%).
We begin with a concise version of the theorem, which implies that, unlike dimensions # 4, homological
stability fails for the diffeomorphism group of any simply connected closed 4-manifolds, with either the
C°°-topology or the discrete topology, in any positive degree of homology:

Theorem 1.1 (homological instability: concise version) Let X be a simply connected closed smooth
4-manifold and let k > 0. Then there are infinitely many positive integers N such that the stabilization
maps

SN.x : Hy (BDiffy(X # NS2 x §2): Z) — Hy (BDiffy(X # (N + 1)S2 x §2): Z)

are not isomorphisms. An analogous result holds also for sfv .

In fact, we shall prove a much more precise result. To state it, we let Homeoy ()? ) denote the group of
homeomorphisms restricting to the identity near X and let i : Diffy(X) — Homeoy(X) be the inclusion
maps. We call an element of

ker(ix : Hx(BDIiffy(X); Z) — H.(BHomeoy(X); Z))

a topologically trivial homology class. The following is a more precise version of the main result of
this paper. It establishes a sequence of 2-torsion, topologically trivial unstable homology classes. Also,
the “nonisomorphic” result for infinitely many stabilization maps in Theorem 1.1 will be refined to
noninjectivity and nonsurjectivity results for infinitely many stabilization maps:

Theorem 1.2 (homological instability: precise version) Let X be a simply connected closed smooth
4-manifold and let k > 0. Then there is a sequence of positive integers Ny < N < --- — +o00 and a
sequence of nonzero, 2-torsion elements

a; € Hy (BDiffy(X # N; S x §2); 7)
that satisty the following properties.

(a) Topologically trivial: «; is topologically trivial.

(b) Noninjective: a; belongs to the kernel of the stabilization map sy, «. In particular, the map sy, « is
not injective.
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2996 Hokuto Konno and Jianfeng Lin
(c) Nonsurjective: «; does not belong to the image of the composition

SN,'—I,* 0:-+0 SN,'—k—l,*'
In particular, sy, _; x is not surjective for some [ € {1,....k + 1}.

(d) Discrete: «; equals the image of a 2-torsion element
of € Hy (BDiffy(X # N; S% x §2)%. 7)
under the forgetful map
H,, (BDiffy(X # N; S2 x §2)%: Z) — Hy (BDiffy(X # N; S2 x §2): 7).

Furthermore, al‘s belongs to the kernel of sfvi , and does not belong to the image of the composition

§ 8
SN,'—I,*O OSN,‘—k—l,*'

The above instability result shall be proven by using a new characteristic class of families of 4-manifolds,
explained in Section 1.6. This characteristic class shall turn out to detect subtle differences between
various moduli spaces of 4-manifolds, which is of independent interest. From now on, we shall describe
comparisons between moduli spaces derived from this characteristic class.

1.3 Smooth and topological moduli spaces

Theorem 1.2(a) reflects the homological discrepancy of the smooth and topological moduli spaces. In fact,
we prove a refinement which reflects an exotic phenomenon that is special to dimension 4. The result
holds both for a closed 4-manifold X and the punctured manifold X. For simplicity, we focus on the
former. We let Diff* (X) and Homeo™ (X) denote the groups of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms
and homeomorphisms. As we mentioned, the spaces BHomeo™ (X) and BDiff (X) classify topological
bundles and smooth bundles with fiber X respectively. Hence we call BDiff T (X) the moduli space of
smooth manifold X and call BHomeo™ (X) the moduli space of topological manifold X. There is actually
a third moduli space BHomeoiF (X) as defined in Definition 4.11. To explain the geometric meaning
of this moduli space, we recall that a microbundle is a generalization of a vector bundle, as defined by
Milnor [1964]. A lift of a microbundle to an actual vector bundle is called a linear structure. Following
Knudsen and Kupers [2024], a formally smooth bundle means a topological bundle X — E — B equipped
with a linear structure on its vertical tangent microbundle .7 (E/B); see Definition 4.2. The moduli space
BHomeoZ‘ (X) classifies formally smooth bundles X < E — B so is called the moduli space of formally
smooth manifold X. We have canonical forgetful maps

BDiff " (X) — BHomeo} (X) — BHomeo™ (X).

The composition 7 o ¢ is homotopic to the map induced by the natural inclusion i : Difft(X) <
Homeo™ (X).
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For any manifold X of dim # 4, it follows from a celebrated theorem of Kirby and Siebenmann [1977]
that the map ¢ : BDifft (X) — BHomeozr (X) is a weak homotopy equivalence to a path component of
BHomeoZ’ (X); see Corollary 4.14. This implies, of course, that ¢ induces an isomorphism on homology
of positive degree. In contrast, an analogous statement in dimension 4 shall turn out to fail in any degree
of homology. We shall prove:

Theorem 1.3 (BDiff vs BHomeoy, ) Let X be a simply connected closed oriented smooth 4-manifold and
let k > 0. Then there exists a sequence of positive integers Ny < N, < --- — +o00 such that, for all i,
none of the maps

t : Hy(BDIfft (X # N; S* x §?); Z) — Hy(BHomeo, (X # N; S? x §?); Z)
are injective, and none of the maps
'* . H*(BHomeo} (X # N; S? x §2);Z/2) — H* (BDiff (X # N; S? x §2); Z,/2)
are surjective.

Theorem 1.3 illustrates the special nature of moduli theory of manifolds in dimension 4, as well as the
instability theorem (Theorem 1.2).

Remark 1.4 (BDiff vs BHomeo) Theorem 1.3 immediately implies that the induced map
ix 1 Hi (BDIfft (X # N; S? x §?); Z) — Hy (BHomeo™ (X # N; S% x §2);Z)

is not injective. This gives the first result that, in any degree k > 0, there is a 4-manifold M such that the map
ix 1 Hp(BDifft (M)) — Hy(BHomeo™ (M)) is not an isomorphism. We also prove an analogous state-
ment for the corresponding map i f with the discrete topologies on the diffeomorphism/homeomorphism
groups; see Corollary 3.12.

Remark 1.5 (two types of exotic phenomena) The failure of ¢ and t to be weak homotopy equivalences
reflects two types of exotic phenomena in dimension 4. As suggested in [Knudsen and Kupers 2024], it
may be fruitful to study them separately. Theorem 1.3 fits into this direction. It is expected that the formally
smooth moduli space BHomeo}JL (X) behaves much like the smooth moduli space of a higher-dimensional
manifold. While Theorem 1.2 shows that homological stability fails for the smooth moduli space, it may
still be possible to prove homological stability for BHomeoZ’ (X). Note that the unstable element o; we
established in Theorem 1.2 becomes trivial when being mapped to the formally smooth moduli space.
Also note that Watanabe [2018] established exotic elements in 7; (BDiff ™ (S#)) ® Q using configuration
space integrals. By [Lin and Xie 2023, Theorem 1.4], these elements survive in 5; (BHomeozL (S*))®Q.

Remark 1.6 (nontopological characteristic class) The cohomological part of the statement of Theorem 1.3
implies that, in any positive degree k, there exists a nontopological characteristic class which is defined for
all orientable smooth fiber bundle whose fiber X satisfies b (X) > k. It appears that characteristic classes
with such properties were unknown before. (See Remarks 2.30 and 3.11.) This also gives an explicit
construction of a new unstable characteristic class for smooth 4-manifolds bundles; see Section 1.6.
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Remark 1.7 The results up to here (Theorems 1.2 and 1.3) are closely related to work by Auckly and
Ruberman [2025], which generalizes Ruberman’s work [1998; 1999]. A significant difference between
[Auckly and Ruberman 2025] and this paper is which group of diffeomorphisms is considered. While we
consider Diff™ (X) in this paper, Auckly and Ruberman treat certain classes of proper subgroups G(X)
of Diff ™ (X), including (subgroups of) the Torelli group

TDiff(X) := { f € Diff(X) | fx =id on H«(X;Z)}.

Also, for G(X) C TDiff(X), they detect torsion-free elements in the kernels of the stabilization maps
H«(BG(X);Z) — H«(BG(X #5? x §?);Z) for some X, while we detected 2-torsions for the whole
diffeomorphism group Diff™ (X).

It is worth noting that the choice of group of diffeomorphisms can make essential differences in the
homology groups of moduli spaces. For instance, there is an example of a 4-manifold X for which the
kernel of the natural map

H,(BTDIff(X); Z) — H«(BDiff " (X); Z)

contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z*° = @, Z (Proposition 5.4).

1.4 Abelianizations of diffeomorphism groups

Next, we focus on homological instability in degree kK = 1, which is closely related to the abelianized
mapping class group. Given X, we consider the smooth mapping class group MCG™ (X) = 7o (Difft (X))

and the topological mapping class group MCG{{)p(X ) = mo(Homeo™ (X)). We use Gy, to denote the

abelianization of a group G. Then by definition, we have
Hy (BDiff* (X); Z) = MCG" (X)y, and  Hy(BHomeo™ (X); Z) = MCG{ (X )ap.

By a series of deep results of Edwards and Kirby [1971] and Thurston [1974], the unit components of
Diff(X) and Homeo(X) are both simple. Therefore, we also have

H(BDiff"(X); Z) = Diff" (X)s and H;(BHomeo™ (X);Z) = Homeo™ (X ).

Also note that when X is simply connected, the work of Freedman [1982] and work of Quinn [1986] and
Perron [1986] give the isomorphism

(1) MCGH,,(X) = Aut(Qx).

Here Aut(Qy) denotes the group of automorphism on H?(X; Z) that preserves the intersection form Qyx.
Combining this isomorphism with a result of Wall [1964a, Theorem 2], we see that the forgetful map

) MCG™ (X # NS? x §?) - MCGY, (X # NS? x §2).

is always surjective when N > 2.
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Regarding the stabilization map for a closed manifold X, there is no well-defined stabilization map
from BDiff ™ (X) to BDifft (X #52 x S2) as there is no fixed ball to form connected sums. But as proved
in [Auckly et al. 2015, Theorem 5.3], there is indeed a well-defined stabilization map

MCGH(X) > MCGT (X #S52 x S?).
With these results in mind, we can restate the kK = 1 case of Theorems 1.3 and 1.2 as follows.

Theorem 1.8 (abelianizations of Diff and MCG) Let X be a simply connected closed oriented smooth
4-manifold. Then there exists a sequence of positive integers N1 < N» < --- — +00 and a sequence of
nonzero, 2-torsion elements

Bi € Diff " (X # N; S% x §%)p = MCGT (X # N; S% x §%)ap
such that the following properties hold for all i .

(1) Each B; can be represented by an exotic diffeomorphism (i.e., a diffeomorphism which is topolog-
ically isotopic to the identity but not smoothly so). In particular, B; belongs to the kernel of the
map

Diff ™ (X # N; S% x §2), — Homeo T (X #N; S? x $%) .
(ii) Each B; belongs to the kernel of the map
MCG™ (X # N; S? x $%)a — MCG™T (X #(N; + 1)S? x §2)p.
(iii) Each B; does not belong to the image of the map
MCGT (X #(N; —2)S? x §2) — MCGH (X # N; S? x §2)p.

Theorem 1.8 also implies that for all simply connected 4-manifolds, the degree-1 homological stability
of the smooth mapping class group fails.

Example 1.9 In dimension # 4, there are various tools to compute the mapping class groups and their
abelianizations. In particular, let Wg2” = g(8" x §™). Then Wg2 is just a closed surface of genus g and it
is proved by Mumford [1967] and Powell [1978] that

7/12 ifg=1,
MCGT (W) = {Z/10 if g =2,
0 otherwise.

For n > 3, Kreck [1979] described the group MCG+(Wg2”) up to extensional problems. These extension
problems have been solved in many cases [Galatius and Randal-Williams 2016; Krannich 2020]. As for the
abelianization, Galatius and Randal-Williams [2016] and Krannich [2020] computed MCG+(Wg2”)ab for
alln >3 and g > 0. As proved in [Galatius and Randal-Williams 2016], one has Aut(Q Wé)ab ~7/207Z/2
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whenever g > 2. Theorem 1.8 applied to X = S* shows that MCG"’(W; ) is strictly larger than Z. /2 Z. /2
for infinitely many g. For such g, the kernel of the surjective map

fao :MCGY (W — Z/2®Z/2
contains a 2-torsion element that is represented by an exotic diffeomorphism on Wg4 and is not stabilized
from a mapping class on W;_z.

Remark 1.10 All of our results also hold for twisted stabilizations (i.e., taking connected sum with
CP2#CP? instead of S2x S2). If one replaces S%x S2 with CP2#CP? in the statements of Theorems 1.1,
1.2, 1.3 and 1.8, the conclusions of these results still hold. See Remark 5.3 for a detailed explanation.

1.5 Moduli spaces of manifolds with metrics

Up to here we considered moduli spaces of manifolds. Now we discuss moduli spaces of pairs of
manifolds and metrics, in particular with positive scalar curvature. Given an oriented smooth manifold X,
let Z(X) and #Z* (X) denote the space of Riemannian metrics and the space of metrics with positive
scalar curvature, respectively. The group Diff* (X) acts on Z(X) by pullback, and this action preserves
Z7 (X). Define .#(X) and .# " (X) by

M(X) = EDIff " (X) Xpyet () Z(X)  and .7 (X) = EDiff " (X) Xpyget (5 27 (X).

As we shall see in Section 2.10, .# (X) classifies oriented fiber bundles with fiber X equipped with
fiberwise metrics, and similarly . (X) classifies fiber bundles with fiberwise positive scalar curvature
metrics. Let ¢ : .# 1 (X) < .#(X) denote the injection induced from the inclusion 2 (X) < %(X). The
moduli space .#(X) gives a model of BDiff* (X), and ¢ is the same as the projection map .#(X) —
BDiff ™ (X). We shall prove the following comparison result:

Theorem 1.11 (moduli spaces of manifolds with metrics vs with psc metrics) Let X be a simply
connected closed oriented smooth 4-manifold and let k > 0. Then there exists a sequence of positive
integers N1 < N < -+ — 400 such that the induced maps

et He (T (X #N; S? x §2);Z) — Hy (# (X #N;S? x S?): Z)
are not surjective for all i .

In Theorem 2.43 we shall also prove analogous results for pointed 4-manifolds and punctured 4-
manifolds, which are described in terms of observer moduli spaces ///;(') (X) and relative versions
///gr ()? ). See Section 2.10 for the definition of these moduli spaces.

Theorem 1.11 gives the first result that in any degree k there is a 4-manifold X such that the map
e Hy (#F(X)) — Hy((X)) is not an isomorphism. Compared with higher dimensions, it is difficult
to study the space of/moduli space of positive scalar curvature metrics on a 4-manifold because of the
failure of surgery techniques. As one of few known results, Ruberman [2001] proved that 2+ (X are not
connected for some 4-manifolds X. In fact, the above nonsurjectivity result (Theorem 1.11) for k =1
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implies that 2+ (X # N; S? x §?) is disconnected (Lemma 2.42). Thus Theorem 1.11 can be regarded as
a higher-degree generalization of Ruberman’s result.

It is also worth noting that a recent work by Botvinnik and Watanabe [2023] combined with the work
of Watanabe [2018] on the Kontsevich characteristic class implies a result for D# in a complementary
direction to the above, detection of the image of (a relative version of) 4.

Remark 1.12 If X is spin and sign(X) # 0, then X # NS? x S? do not admit positive scalar curvature
metrics for all N > 0. In this case, the claim of Theorem 2.43 is equivalent to the nonvanishing result
Hy (4 (X #N;S? x §?);Z) # 0. On the other hand, if X is either nonspin or sign(X) = 0, it follows
from Wall’s theorem [1964b] that X # N.S? x S2 admit positive scalar curvature metrics for all N >> 0.

1.6 Tool: characteristic classes from Seiberg—Witten theory

To derive the results explained until the last subsection, we shall construct and calculate a new characteristic
class, which is based on Seiberg—Witten theory. The setup is as follows. For k > 0, let X be a closed
oriented smooth 4-manifold with 5+ (X) > k + 1. We shall construct characteristic classes

SWk (X) e H*BDiff*(X): Z

tot

Epifr+(x)) and SW o (X) € H¥(BDIff T (X): Z/2),

where ZEDiff+( x) 18 a certain local coefficient system with fiber Z, determined by the monodromy action
on what is called the homology orientation. We call SWX (X) and SWE .. (X) the k-th total Seiberg—
Witten characteristic class and the k-th half-total Seiberg—Witten characteristic class, respectively.

For some computational reason explained later, SW{falf_tot(X ) will be used rather than SW{&(X ) in
our applications. Here are notable properties of SWﬁalf_mt(X ). (Similar results hold also for SW{&(X )s
but we omit them here.)

. SWﬁalf_mt(X ) is a cohomology class of the whole moduli space BDiff ™ (X), rather than BG for a
proper subgroup G C Diff ™ (X). So this characteristic class can be defined for all oriented smooth
bundles with fiber X, with no constraint on the monodromy. This is a major difference from known
gauge-theoretic characteristic classes [Konno 2021].

. SW{falf_tot(X ) is unstable under stabilizations by S? x S2 (Corollary 2.37). The nonsurjectivity result
in Theorem 1.2 is a consequence of this property.

* Just as the Seiberg—Witten invariant detects exotic structures of 4-manifolds, SWl’falf_tot(X ) detects
subtle differences between smooth families of 4-manifolds. This yields the noninjectivity result in
Theorem 1.2 and the comparison results on the smooth and topological categories (Theorem 1.2(a),
Theorem 1.3).

o SWEK ....(X) can be nontrivial on BDiff*(X)%. Stated precisely, the pullback of SWF .. (X)
to H*(BDifft(X)?;7Z/2) under the map induced from the identity Difft(X)? — Diff*(X) is
nonzero for some X. This makes it useful in the study of the algebraic structure of the discrete group
Difft(X)% and yields homological instability for BDiff* (X)? (Theorem 1.2(d)).
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. SWﬁalf_tot(X ) vanishes for families that admit fiberwise positive scalar curvature metrics (Theorem
2.39 and Corollary 2.40). This yields a comparison result on moduli spaces of Riemannian metrics
and of positive scalar curvature metrics (Theorems 1.11 and 2.43).

. SWﬁalf_tot(X ) is capable of detecting several specialities of dimension 4: not only homological
instability discussed in this paper, but also the following infiniteness. In a subsequent paper [Konno
2024], SWﬁalf_tot(X ) and its generalization are used to prove that there exist simply connected closed
4-manifolds X where Hy (BDiff(X); Z) are infinitely generated for given k > 1 (for k = 1, this follows
also from a result by Baraglia [2026]). In particular, this implies that the mapping class group of a
simply connected closed 4-manifold can be infinitely generated. In contrast, every simply connected
closed manifold of dim 5 4 is known to have finitely generated mapping class group, which is a cele-
brated result by Sullivan [1977] in high dimensions. More generally, in dim # 4, there are established
and expected finiteness results for Hy (BDiff(X); Z) [Kupers 2019; Bustamante et al. 2024]. Thus
infinite generation of Hy (BDiff(X); Z) for 4-manifolds X is a special phenomenon in dimension 4.

From a technical point of view, the upshot of the characteristic classes SW {f)t(X ) and SW}]falf_tot(X )
is that they are free from a choice of spin® structure, despite the dependence of the Seiberg—Witten
equations on a spin® structure. The construction is modeled on a characteristic class defined by the first
author [Konno 2021] based on the Seiberg—Witten equations, but the characteristic class in [Konno 2021]
does depend on the choice of a spin® structure. To get rid of such a constraint, we use an idea due to
Ruberman [2001] to define a numerical Seiberg—Witten-type invariant of a diffeomorphism that does not
necessarily preserve a given spin¢ structure. See Remark 2.30 for a detailed comparison of this work
with [Konno 2021] and [Ruberman 2001].

Here is a rough idea of the definition of SW{;(X ). Let d(s) denote the formal dimension of the
Seiberg—Witten moduli space for s, and let Spin®(X, k) denote the set of spin® structures on X with
d(s) = —k. The diffeomorphism group Diff™ (X) naturally acts on Spin® (X, k). Once we fix a pair o of
a fiberwise metric and perturbation for the universal bundle EDiff " (X) — BDiff* (X), we have a family
over BDiff (X)) of “collection (indexed by elements of Spin (X, k)) of the moduli spaces” of solutions to
the Seiberg—Witten equations. We define a k-cochain EfW{f)t(X ,0') on BDiff " (X) by counting this family
of collections of moduli spaces over each k-cell of BDiff™ (X). This cochain shall be shown to be a cocycle
and the cohomology class SW{&(X )= [Sf“W{gt(X ,0)] will turn out to be independent of the choice of o.

The other characteristic class SWﬁalf_mt(X ) is a variant of SW{‘Ot(X ), corresponding to the quotient of
all Seiberg—Witten moduli spaces divided by the charge conjugation on spin® structures. For our purpose

to prove the homological instability, SWﬁalf_tot(X ) shall be effectively used because the conjugation

k

symmetry annihilates SW{

introducing SWE . (X).

(X) in a lot of situations. See Section 2.1 for more detailed motivation for

1.7 Some open questions

We end this introductory section by discussing some open questions that naturally arise from our results.
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First, we let Jl(Mg) = BDiff, ()? #g(S? x 5?)). Then we have a sequence of stabilization maps
M(X) = M(X1) = M(X2) oo
which includes an inverse system of abelian groups
3) H*(U(X); Z) < H*(U(X1); Z) < H* (U(X2); Z) < ---.
Let M(Xoo) be the homotopy colimit of AL(Xg). Then we have the Milnor exact sequence [1962]
(4) 0 — lim' H* "' (MU(Xg): Z) - H¥ (M(Xo0): Z) — lim H* (M(Xg): Z) — 0.

Here lim denotes the inverse limit and 1(i£11 denotes its 1st derived functor. Note that the stable cohomology
group H k(M(Xo0); Z) can be computed using [Galatius and Randal-Williams 2017, Theorem 1.5]. Our
Theorem 1.1 implies that the sequence (3) does not stabilize, so the term l(iLnl H*1((x ¢)) is not
necessarily zero (unlike in other dimensions). It is a natural question to compute the other two terms
in (4).

Second, it is an open question whether Theorem 1.1 can be generalized to rational coefficients.
Since our unstable classes are 2-torsion, they disappear in Hy(—; Q). Note that there are many exotic
diffeomorphisms of infinite order [Ruberman 1998; Auckly and Ruberman 2025], which are detected by
Seiberg—Witten theory. So one may generalize the constructions to find unstable classes in Hy (M(X); Q).
To detect such classes, one needs a rational refinement of SW{‘Ot(X ). A major difficulty is controlling
the orientation of the family Seiberg—Witten moduli space (i.e., the homological orientation for smooth
families).

Third, it would be interesting to explore more applications of the Seiberg—Witten characteristic
class SWﬁalf_tot(X ) € H*(M(X);Z/2), especially for irreducible X. For example, in a subsequent
paper [Konno 2024] by the second author (also independently by Baraglia [2026]), a variation of
SWﬁalf_mt(X ) € H*(M(X);Z/2) is used to prove that the mapping class groups of some reducible,
simply connected 4-manifolds are infinitely generated. It is still open whether such phenomena can
occur for simply connected, irreducible 4-manifolds. Note that families Seiberg—Witten theory has been
successfully used to detect exotic diffeomorphisms on irreducible 4-manifolds [Baraglia and Konno 2026]
and to deduce nontrivial results about symplectic mapping class groups [Smirnov 2022; Konno et al.
2025]. One may try to approach this problem by computing SWﬁalf_tot(E ) for families E of irreducible
4-manifolds.

1.8 Outline

The remaining sections of this paper are as follows. In Section 2, we construct characteristic classes
SWe (X)), SW} 160 (X), and study some of the basic properties. The definition is given in Section 2.7,
and subsections preceding that are devoted to giving technical preliminaries. We prove the vanishing of
these characteristic classes under stabilizations and positive scalar curvatures in Sections 2.9 and 2.10,
respectively. In Section 3 we calculate the characteristic class SWpqt.tot. A key computational result is
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Theorem 3.10. In Section 4, we define the moduli space BHorneozr (X) using simplicial sets. The main
results of this paper, Theorems 1.2, 1.3, 1.8 and 1.11, are proven in Section 5. The main ingredients
of their proofs are the key computation (Theorem 3.10) and a result on geography involving the usual
(i.e., unparametrized) Seiberg—Witten invariant, which is given as Theorem 5.1. Section 6 is devoted to
proving Theorem 5.1.

2 The Seiberg—Witten characteristic classes
2.1 Motivation

In Section 2, given k > 0 and a 4-manifold X with 5 (X) > k + 1, we define characteristic classes
SW&(X ), SWﬁalf_tot(X ) mentioned in Section 1.6. As the construction of SWﬁalf_tot(X ) is rather more
complicated than that of SW¥ (X), here we clarify why we need the characteristic class SW¥ . (X) to
motivate readers. First we describe why we adopt (twisted) Z-coefficient for SW . If one tries to define
a characteristic class using the Seiberg—Witten equations in full generality, it would be natural to define a
refinement

SWK (X) e H*(BDifft (X: ZS)

of SW{‘N(X ), where Z%o is a local system with fiber @sesmn“ (x k) Z determined by the monodromy
action for EDiff ™ (X) on Spin® (X, k) and on the homology orientation. The class SW  can be recovered
from SW tot Via @ homomorphism @5€Spinc (x,k) Z — Z defined by summing up entries. However, the
action of Diff™ (X) on Spin° (X, k) may be quite complicated, and we do not have control of the local
system ZOEO Thus we eventually pass to SWy for a computational reason.

Moreover, even after passing to SW, one still has to work with the local system Zg = ZEDifer( X)
because the action of Diff T (X) on the homology orientation is nontrivial in general. Since our main
interest is the homology of moduli spaces for untwisted coefficient, we may hope to study SW after
the mod 2 reduction.

However, SW,, corresponds to summing up the counts of the moduli spaces over Spin®(X, k), so
almost every time the charge conjugation symmetry of the Seiberg—Witten equations kills the Z/2-
coefficient SW,. Now we arrive at the reason we need to take the “half” of Spin°(X, k), namely
Spin® (X, k)/Conj, to get interesting results for a broad class of 4-manifolds.

Nevertheless, in this paper we shall also describe the construction of SW (o, not only SW pi¢.¢or, because
the construction of SW is a good guide in the construction of the more complicated object SW p,f.¢ot-

2.2 Virtual neighborhoods for families

To define the characteristic classes SW¢  (X) and SW¢ ¢, . (X) for a 4-manifold X, we need to treat the

issue of transversality in counting parametrized moduli spaces over BDiff (X), which is not a finite-
dimensional smooth manifold. This may cause a complication, in particular, in proving that cochains

we construct to define SW¢, (X) and SWp ... (X) are cocycles (corresponding to Proposition 2.27).
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Since we are studying the (co)homology group of BDiff* (X), we may assume that BDifft(X) is a
CW complex by passing to its CW approximation. Then we shall adopt the virtual neighborhood technique
of Ruan [1998] to bypass this transversality issue. This technique is easily generalized to a parametrized
setup [Konno 2021, Section 5.2]. Further, in Section 2.3, we need to introduce a slight generalization of
virtual neighborhoods for families. For the reader’s convenience, in Section 2.2, we summarize necessary
facts on and constructions of virtual neighborhoods for families following [Konno 2021, Section 5.2].

Remark 2.1 Another potential way to handle the transversality issue could be taking a particular model
of BDiff ™ (X) that is an infinite-dimensional manifold, such as the space of embeddings of X into R>®
divided by Difft (X) as in, e.g., [Galatius and Randal-Williams 2018], but we never checked details along
this line.

Convention 2.2 In this paper, unless otherwise stated, a section of a continuous fiber bundle over a
topological space means a continuous section.

We first fix our notation. Recall that the Seiberg—Witten equations give rise to a Fredholm section of a
certain Hilbert bundle over a certain Hilbert manifold. We shall consider a parametrized version of this
setup, and abstract it as follows; see [Konno 2021, Subsection 5.2] for the precise setup. The objects we
are going to introduce are summarized in the diagram

&

Y

B

First, B is a Hausdorff normal space, which is used as the base space or parameter space in this section.
In the construction of the Seiberg—Witten characteristic classes, the family to which we apply the virtual
neighborhood technique is the pullback of the universal bundle of 4-manifolds over BDiff™ (X) under the
characteristic map D¥ — BDiff™ (X) of a cell of BDiff*(X), equipped with a CW complex structure
(after a cellular approximation). We also consider the restriction of such a family to certain subspaces
of D¥. Concretely, we take B to be the disks D¥ (Definition 2.26) and the skeleta (Ak )(i ) of the standard
simplices A¥, which are used in the proof of a cocycle property (Proposition 2.27).

Next, 2" = Jpcp Zp is a continuous locally trivial family of Hilbert manifolds over B with the
projection 7 : 2° — B, and & is a parametrized Hilbert bundle over B. Namely, & = | J,cp &p is a
continuous locally trivial family of Hilbert bundles &3, — £} with typical fiber a Hilbert space .73,. By a
Hilbert bundle, we mean a bundle whose structure group is the unitary group of the (typical) fiber Hilbert
space. A proof of local triviality in our Seiberg—Witten setup is given later in Remark 2.10. Finally,
s : Z — & is a parametrized Fredholm section. Namely, s is a continuous map commuting with the
projections onto B such that, at each b € B, the restriction s : 23 — & of s is a smooth Fredholm
section.
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Set Mp = sb_1 (0) for each b € B, called the unparametrized moduli space at b. Let Jl denote the union

M= J M.

beB

of the unparametrized moduli space:

We call M the parametrized moduli space over B.
Assumption 2.3 Throughout this section, suppose that .l is compact.

Suppose also that the index of d(sz(x))x is independent of x € .M. We denote by ind s the index. Let
detds — 2 denote the parametrized determinant line bundle of the parametrized linearized Fredholm
sections ds. Let & be the local system on 2" with fiber Z given as the orientation local system of det ds.
Pick a point b € B, and suppose that the monodromy action of 71 (.23) on a fiber of detdsy, is trivial. In
this case, & is isomorphic to the pullback of a local system over B, denoted also by &, along 2" — B.

An output from virtual neighborhood techniques we need can be summarized as follows. Let Hc";)t(—)
denote the compactly supported cohomology group.

Proposition 2.4 Under the above assumptions, we obtain a cohomology class

M(s) € Hoy"* (B: F)

with the following properties:
e If Ml = &, then M(s) = 0.

* Suppose that ind s < 0. If B is a smooth oriented closed manifold of dimension —ind s and & is a

trivial local system, and further if s is generic so that M is a (O-dimensional) smooth manifold, then
#M = (M(s). [B]).

Moreover, if the section s is nowhere vanishing over a subset B’ C B, we may obtain a relative
cohomology class
M(s: B') € Hyy"* (B, B': )
with properties analogous to the above.

We shall use the following naturality result, which was given in [Konno 2021, Corollary 5.19] (there is
an obvious typographical error in [Konno 2021, Corollary 5.19], corrected below):

Lemma25 Let 2 — B, & — 2 — B,s: 2 — & be as above, described at the beginning of Section 2.2.
Let A be a normal space and f : A — B be a continuous map. Suppose that, for the pullback section
f*s: f*2 — f*&, the parametrized zero set ( f*s)~1(0) is compact as well as s~ (0). Then we have

FEM(s) = M(f*s)  in HG™S (A f*D).

Similarly, for subsets A" C A, B' C B with f(A’) C B/, if s is nowhere vanishing over B’, we have
F*M(s; B ) =M(f*s; A") in HZM5(A, A; f*9).

cpt
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In the rest of this section, we sketch the construction of the cohomology classes M(s) and M(s; B').
First, under the above assumptions, we shall construct a (typically nonlocally trivial) family of smooth

a= (),

over B such that .l is embedded in the interior of AU for a natural topology on AU. This space U is called
a families virtual neighborhood for A (or for s) [Konno 2021, Definition 5.10].
The first step to construct AU is to find a natural number N and a fiberwise smooth map

manifolds

w:%xRN—nf

that satisfies that 2" x {0} C ¢~1(0) and the following property: set § = s + ¢. Then, for each x € ., the
differential

dGr).0)  Tx Zn) ®RY — A0
is surjective.

Such N and ¢ can be found by using the compactness of Jl: at each point x € L, one can easily find a
natural number N, and a linear map fy : RVx — Hy(xy such that dsp ey + fx : T 2 (x) ®RNx — M (x)
is surjective. Since the surjectivity is an open condition, we may take an open neighborhood Uy of x
in 2" so that, for all y € Uy N, dsx(y) + fx are surjective. By the compactness of .Il, we may cover Jil
with finitely many U,. Let N be the sum of N for such x, and then we may obtain ¢ above by summing
the pullback of fy to 2" x RN with multiplying cut-off functions on U,.

Again since the surjectivity is an open condition, we may find an open neighborhood .4 of Jl x {0}
in 2 x RN such that the differential of S(x(x),0) along the fiber-direction is surjective at any point
xes L0)n.r.

Definition 2.6 Set
WU =U(s, N, @, /) :=5"10)n.A.

We call U a families virtual neighborhood for M.

Denote by AU the fiber of U over b € B under the obvious map U — B. By the implicit function
theorem, AUy, is a smooth manifold of dimension ind(dsp) + N for each b. Clearly, AU is a neighborhood
of M x {0} in 2 x R¥, and A, is a neighborhood of .y, in 23 x R¥ for each b € B.

Remark 2.7 U is not uniquely determined by s: there are various choices of N, ¢ and .4". Also, U is not
necessarily a locally trivial family over B. For example, AU is supported only over 7 (M) C B: if we have
My = @ for b € B, then (a small neighborhood of il in) AUy is also empty.

Next, we consider a certain relative Euler class. Let hg : AU — RY denote the “height” function,
defined as the restriction of the second projection 2" x RY — RN to U ¢ 2" x RN . The parametrized
moduli space .l is the level set for hq, of height zero: M x {0} = hq_Ll (0). The map hq : U — RV defines
a section of the trivial bundle U x RN — A by u +> (u, hay (1)), which we denote by ha, t U — U x RN
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Consider the relative Euler class for héu, namely
e = (o) T(UxRY - ) € HY (U; Z),

where 7(U x RY — A1) denotes the Thom class of the trivial bundle AU x RY — . Note that ey is
compactly supported since A was supposed to be compact.

As the last input, we have the integration along fibers for the family U — B, while U — B is not
necessarily locally trivial (see [Konno 2021, explanations below equation (21)]):

7 H (W Z) — Hi (B ).

cpt
Note that ind s + N coincides with the dimension of Uy for any b € B.

Definition 2.8 We define a cohomology class 2Mi(s) € Hc_p{nds (B; %) by M(s) = m(eq).

Now, suppose that the section s is nowhere vanishing over a subset B’ C B. Then 21(s) is supported
outside B’, and thus the following definition makes sense:

Definition 2.9 We define a cohomology class 9(s; B’) € HZ"$(B, B’; £) by M(s; B') = m (eq)).

cpt
As proven in [Konno 2021, Lemma 5.15], M(s) and 9N (s; B’) are independent of the choice of .

2.3 Family of collections of Hilbert bundles

For the purpose of this paper, it is important to note that all constructions in Section 2.2 can be generalized
to a Fredholm section of a “family of collections” of Hilbert bundles, defined below. To avoid confusion,
throughout we shall use the word “family” for the case that the parameter space is not discrete, and the
word “collection” for the case that the parameter space is discrete.

Let A be a set equipped with the discrete topology. (In our application to Seiberg—Witten theory, we
shall finally take A to be the set of spin® structures on a 4-manifold with a fixed formal dimension.)
Suppose that we are given a collection of (unparametrized) Hilbert bundles over Hilbert manifolds:

(&) = 20 sen-

(The superscript 0 indicates that the object is unparametrized.) An automorphism of the collection
(éaf - Z AO) », consists of a bijection o : A — A and a collection of isomorphisms of Hilbert bundles

0 0
éa)c éaa (A)

|

0 0
‘%A "gga (L)

Let Aut((é”f) )L) denote the set of all automorphisms of (é”)? — X AO) »» which forms a group under
composition. We call an Aut((£);)-bundle a family of collections of Hilbert bundles modeled on
(&) — I

Let & — 2" — B be a family over a normal space B of collections of Hilbert bundles modeled
on (é"f) 2. For each b € B, let 2}, denote the fiber of 2~ — B over b, and similarly define &,. Then,
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on each b € B, we have a pair of noncanonical identifications

(5) 2p= | | 20 and =] |&)
AEA AeA

and the set of choices of identification is given by Aut( (5’/{) ) A). Note that we have a natural map & — 2~
induced from the collection of the projections é"/{) — Z. AO. Thus we have the notions of a (parametrized)
section s : & — &, which is a family of sections s : £p — &p. Similarly, we have the notion that
s is (fiberwise) Fredholm. This is equivalent to saying that, for each b € B, once we fix a pair of
identifications (5), the induced sections (sg) b X AO — é"/{’ are Fredholm for all A.

Let s : 2" — & be a parametrized Fredholm section. For each b € B, set Jl, = s;l (0). Again, if we
fix a pair of identifications (5) and use the induced sections, there is a homeomorphism

My = | |3t (0).
AEA
Define

M= U My C 2.
beB
Suppose that Jl is compact, and the Fredholm indices of the linearizations of s, to the fiber-direction
are independent of A. Then we may repeat the constructions of a virtual neighborhood AU for s and the
cohomology class 91(s) in Section 2.2 word for word, and claims analogous to Proposition 2.4 and
Lemma 2.5 hold without any essential changes.

2.4 Collection of Seiberg—Witten equations

We shall apply the abstract machinery explained before Section 2.3 to the Seiberg—Witten equations. First
we fix our notation for the Seiberg—Witten equations. Let X be a closed oriented smooth 4-manifold.
As in [Konno 2021, Section 2], we define a spin® structure on X using the double covering of SL(4, R)
instead of Spin(4) to avoid using a Riemannian metric on X. Once we take a metric on X, then a spin®
structure in our sense gives rise to a spin® structure in the usual sense, and the isomorphism classes of
spin¢ structures in our sense bijectively correspond to those of spin® structures in the usual sense. Let
Spin¢(X) denote the set of isomorphism classes of spin® structures on X.

Given a Riemannian metric g and a spin® structure s on X, let L denote the determinant line bundle
of sand let ST(X,s, g) and S™(X,s, g) denote the positive and negative spinor bundles respectively.
Let A;,"(X ) denote the self-dual part of A%(X) for the metric g. Fix [ > 1, and let &/ (X, s, g) L2 and
le(S +(X,s, g)) denote the space of U(1)-connections of L and sections of S*(X,s, g) completed by
the le—norms. Set

C(X.s.8) = o/(X.5,8),2 % L}(ST(X,s,9)),
%*(X’S? g) = %(X,S, g)le X (LIZ(S+(X’ S, g)) \ {O})’
2(X,s,8):=L]_|(iAf (X)) xL}_(S7(X.s,2)).

Geometry & Topology, Volume 30 (2026)



3010 Hokuto Konno and Jianfeng Lin

Let Z(X) denote the space of Riemannian metrics on X. Here we work with C *°-class metrics. Although
one often considers C¥-class metrics with k < oo in order to make Z(X) a Hilbert manifold, with
the C *°-topology Z(X) remains a Fréchet manifold. Indeed, we do not need Z(X) to carry a Hilbert
manifold structure for our arguments.

Remark 2.10 Varying the metric g € Z(X), we obtain locally trivial families over Z(X) with fibers
F(X,s, g) L2 and le(S T(X,s,g)). We explain how to prove local triviality for the family with fiber
LIZ(S+(X ,S, g)), making this family into a Hilbert bundle. (In fact, it follows directly from the argument
below that this family is globally trivial, without using the contractibility of % (X) or Kuiper’s theorem.)
An analogous argument shows the local triviality of other families of functional spaces as well.

Set Hy = le(S T(X,s, g)) for g € Z(X). To prove local triviality, for g, g’ € Z(X) sufficiently close
to each other in the C *°-topology, we need to give a unitary isomorphism between the Hilbert spaces Hg
and H, that depends continuously on g and g’. We construct such an isomorphism without assuming
that g and g’ are close.

As a first step, we construct an isomorphism between the frame bundles corresponding to g and g’.
Let Frg — X denote the oriented orthonormal frame bundle of X with respect to the metric g. We obtain
an isomorphism of SO(4)-bundles between Frg and Frg/ as follows. First, for each x € X, we can find a
linear isomorphism Ay : Ty X — Ty X that satisfies gx (v, w) = g (Axv, w) for all v, w € Ty X. If we
use local expressions g = Zi,j gijdx;dxj and g’ = Zi,j glfj dx; dx; and set g(x) = (gi;j(x));,; and
g'x)= (glfj (x));,j, then Ay is given by

Ax = (g () g(x).

Thus, A, depends smoothly on x. Moreover, under the metric g, Ax is symmetric and positive definite
since g’ is also a Riemannian metric. Hence, Ax has a uniquely determined square root 4 )16/ 2. Tx X = Tx X,
which depends smoothly on x as well. We regard an element of the fiber Frg (x) of Frg — X over x € X

as an orientation-preserving isometry u : R* — T, X. We define a map ®: Frg — Frgr by ®(u) = A)lc/ 2

ou.
It is straightforward to check that ® is an isomorphism of principal SO(4)-bundles over X.

Using the spinor representation, the isomorphism @ induces an isomorphism between the spinor bundles
ST(X,s, g) and ST(X,s, g’), which gives rise to an invertible, bounded operator T = Ty o : He — Hyg,
whose inverse is also bounded. Functional analysis allows us to define the operator (T*7T)~'/2: Hy — H,,
since T*T : Hg — H, is a self-adjoint, positive-definite operator. It follows that 7' (7 * Ty V/2:H g —> Hg
is a unitary isomorphism that depends continuously on g and g’. This argument proves the local triviality
of the family U, epx) Hg = Z(X).

Define

M(X)= | J L7 GAF(X)).
g€ (X)

which is a Hilbert bundle over Z(X). (We shall consider a subspace of IT«(X) with a boundedness
condition, which will be denoted by I1(X), dropping *.) Let 7 : [14(X) — Z(X) denote the natural
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projection. Set

M (X) = U L7 (G AF (X)) \Im(d) : L7 AN (X)) > L] (i A (X))).
gEX(X)

This space 191* (X) is a subspace of IT,(X) of codimension-b™ (X). Since IT4(X) is contractible, 121* (X)
is (b™(X)—2)-connected.
For each u € [T« (X), let
SuiC(X,s,m(p) = 2(X,s, w(n))

be the map corresponding to the u-perturbed Seiberg—Witten equations
5u(A, @) = (F, ™" — =0 (P, ®), D4®),

where o (P, @) denotes the quadratic term for spinors in the Seiberg—Witten equations and D4 is the
spin‘ Dirac operator. Set ¥ = L12+1(X’ U(1)) and

#(X,s,g) =¢(X.s.8)/9,
#*(X.5.8) =¢"(X.5.8)/9,
E(X,s,8)=(¢*(X,s,2) x2(X,s,2))/9.

Then &(X,s, g) — #*(X,s, g) is a Hilbert bundle with fiber Z(X,s, g). Since 5, is ¥-equivariant, it
gives rise to a section

su B (X s.m() — E(X.s, 71 ().
which is a Fredholm section of index
d(s) = t(c1(s)*> —2x(X) — 3sign(X)),

which is the formal dimension of the Seiberg—Witten moduli space for s.
Now we discuss isomorphisms of spin® structures. Let Aut(X, s) denote the automorphism group of a
spin® 4-manifold (X, s), and let s denote the isomorphism class of s. Then we have an exact sequence

1 — Map(X, U(1)) — Aut(X, s) — Diff " (X).

The image of the last map is given as Diff(X, s), the group of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms
that preserve the isomorphism class s. Let g be a metric on X and let s’ be a spin® structure on X that is
isomorphic to s. Once we choose an isomorphism from s to s’, we have an isomorphism

(6) €(X,s,g) > €(X.,s.g)
of Hilbert manifolds, and it gives rise to an isomorphism
@) B*(X,s,8) > B*(X.5.g)
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of Hilbert manifolds. While the isomorphism (6) depends on the choice of isomorphism from s to s/,
the isomorphism (7) between quotients by ¢ is canonically determined by s and s/, since the choice of
isomorphism from s to s’ is in . The same remark also applies to &(X, s, g). For this reason, we write
PB*(X,s,g)and &(X, s, g) for *(X,s, g) and £(X,s, g), respectively.

Now we consider the collection of the above objects indexed by s. Set

#X)= || | #*(X.s.g) and c()= || ) ¢(x.s.9).
s€Spin‘ (X) geZ(X) s€Spin (X) ge#(X)
Here | gen(X) PB*(X, s, g) is regarded as a locally trivial family of Hilbert manifolds over Z(X), and
%*(X) is a disjoint union of such families of Hilbert manifolds. We note that Diff* (X) acts on %*(X)
and on &(X) in a natural way. To see this, let f € Diff"(X), s € Spin®(X) and g € Z(X). If we take a
representative s of s and an isomorphism f : f*s— sthat covers f : X — X, we obtain an isomorphism

®) ST B (X.s.8) > B(X, fTs. f78)

of Hilbert manifolds. However, for the same reason that the isomorphism (7) is canonically determined
by s and s, the isomorphism (8) is independent of the choice of s and f . Thus we obtain a canonical
isomorphism (8) determined only by f', and hence f yields a canonical isomorphism of 2*(X), a disjoint
union of families of Hilbert manifolds. Thus Diff* (X) acts on %*(X), and similarly also on &(X) so
that the projection &(X) — #*(X) is Diff™ (X )-equivariant.

Also, we note that the above action of Diff ™ (X) is compatible with the Fredholm section corresponding
to the Seiberg—Witten equations. Notice that we have a natural map &(X) — %£*(X), and the sections
Sy B*(X,s,m(n)) = &(X, s, w(n)) yield a section

s B (X)— EX)

of this natural map. Since s, was induced from a ¢-equivariant map, again for the same reason as the
canonicality of (8), s is Diff™ (X )-equivariant under the above actions on #*(X), &(X).

For the isomorphism class s of a spin® structure s on X, we set d(s) = d(s). Given an integer k, let
Spin® (X, k) denote the set of isomorphism classes s of spin® structures on X with d(s) = —k. We define
subsets Z*(X, k), &(X, k) of *(X),&(X) to be

# X k= || ) Z*(x.s.9).

5€Spin (X,k) gez(X)

cx.b= || ) ¢(x.s.9).
s5€Spin° (X,k) gez(X)
Then Diff* (X) acts on Z*(X, k), &(X, k) as well, and the section s : 2*(X, k) — &(X, k) obtained
as the restriction of the above s is Difft (X)-equivariant.
From now on, we shall consider a parametrized setup. Let X — E — B be a fiber bundle with fiber X,
with structure group Diff ™ (X).
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Notation 2.11 Let A(X, a) be an object determined by X and a datum a, and suppose that A(X, a) is
acted by Diff T (X). We denote by

A(X,a) —> A(E,a) — B
the bundle with fiber A(X, @) associated with E.

For example, all the objects above, which are acted by Diff™ (X), give rise to fiber bundles associated
with E:

#* (X, k) — #*(E,k) — B,

(X, k)~ &(E k) — B,

M«(X) - [I«(E) —> B,

M+(X) — I1.(E) — B,

Z(X)—> Z(E)— B.
Remark 2.12 The notation Z(E) does not mean “the space of metrics on the total space E”. (Even the
total space of E does not have a natural manifold structure if B is not a manifold.) Instead, a section of

Z(E) — B corresponds to a fiberwise metric on E. Similar remarks apply to many families over B that
shall appear later.

We denote the fiber of each bundle, say %™ (E, k), over a point b € B by #*(E}, k). Note that, since
k. *(X,k) — &(X, k) is Diff " (X)-equivariant, this induces a section

k. #*(E k) — &(E, k)

that commutes with the projections #*(E, k) — B and &(E,k) — B.
To get some compactness of moduli spaces later, we consider bounded perturbations. Note that the
fiber of I14(E) — B over a point b € B is of the form

(Mu(ENp = | L7 1GAF(Ep)).

g€%#(Ep)

Let D(z A+(E »)) denote the open ball centered at the origin of radius 1 with respect to the L? j_,-norm.
Define a subset T1(E) of I1.(E) by

mE) =) |J DGAS(E).
beB ge#(Ep)
We also set

TI(E) = T1.(E) N TI(E).

Now we choose a fiberwise metric and self-dual 2-forms on E. Recall that we denoted by 7 the
projection [Ty (X) — Z(X). This glves rise to a map (denoted by the same symbol) 7w« (E)—> Z(FE).
Restricting this, we have a map 7 : H(E ) — Z(E). Taking a section o : B — H(E ) corresponds to taking
a fiberwise metric and a fiberwise self-dual 2-form (with fiberwise boundedness) on E that continuously
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vary over B. Let us consider the projections Z*(X, k) — #(X) and &(X, k) — %Z(X). For example, the
fiber of the projection #*(X, k) — %Z(X) over a metric g € Z(X) is the collection (over Spin® (X, k))
of all configurations for the common metric g. These projections give rise to natural maps

Dy B(E. k) — R(E), ps:EE, k) — 2(E).
We set
B*(E,k,0):=p,l(moc(B)), &*(E.k,0):=p;'(woac(B)).

The above section s¥ : #*(E, k) — &(E, k) corresponds to a union of families over B of Seiberg—
Witten equations over all fiberwise metrics and fiberwise self-dual 2-forms. Restricting this to the image
of o, we obtain a section

sk B*(E.k,0) —> &(E.k,0).

k

The resulting section s

is a parametrized Fredholm section of a family of collections of Hilbert bundles,
in the sense of Section 2.3.

Definition 2.13 Set

) Mo =) (s5)51(0).

beB

We call My the family of total collections of moduli spaces associated with o.
Lemma 2.14 If B is compact, M is also compact.

Proof Recalling that we use a common fiberwise metric 7 o o for all spin® structures to define My,
and IEI(E ) consists of bounded perturbations, the claim follows from the standard compactness of the
Seiberg—Witten moduli space: the compactness of the moduli space for a fixed spin structure and the
finiteness of the numbers of spin® structures for which the Seiberg—Witten moduli spaces are nonempty. O

Thanks to Lemma 2.14, we may apply the virtual neighborhood technique in Sections 2.2 and 2.3
to s¢. In particular, as described in Definition 2.8, we obtain a cohomology class

(10) M(sX) e H*(B; ZE)

for compact B. Here Z g is a local system over B with fiber Z that is determined by the monodromy
action for E on the homology orientation, the orientation of H!(X;R)@® H ¥ (X), where H T (X) denotes

a maximal-dimensional positive-definite subspace of H2(X;R) with respect to the intersection form.

k

& is nowhere vanishing over a subset B’ C B, we have a

Similarly, as in Definition 2.9, if the section s
relative cohomology class

(11) M(sk: B') e H*(B, B"; Zg)
for compact B.
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2.5 Charge conjugation

In this section, we shall consider the charge conjugation on the Seiberg—Witten equations in our context,
which is a preliminary to the half-total characteristic class SWy, ... (X). Henceforth, when there is no
risk of confusion, we call an isomorphism class s € Spin(X) just a spin® structure.

Let X be a closed oriented smooth 4-manifold. Recall that, for each s € Spin®(X), there is a unique
spin structure 5 on X called the charge conjugation of s, which satisfies ¢1(s) = —c1(s). The group
7/2 acts on Spin®(X) by the charge conjugation. Let Spin®(X)/Conj denote the quotient.

Let s € Spin®(X), and take a metric g on X and a representative s of the isomorphism class s. Let
s denote the charge conjugation of s. The charge conjugation induces isomorphisms between Hilbert
(affine) spaces,

c:d(X,s, g)le — d(X,?,g)le,

¢ LA(SE(X,s, ) — LA(SE(X,5,9)).

Let (—1) : Q;," (X) —» Q; (X) be the (—1)-multiplication. Then the Seiberg—Witten equations are
compatible with these maps in the sense that the following diagram commutes for each y € L12—1 @i A; (X)):

¢(X,s,g) S—Mr@(X,s, g)

cxc/l l(—l)xc’
S_

¢(X,5,8) — 2(X5,g)
This implies that the diagram

B*(X,s,8) L E(X,s, g)

Lo

(X3, 8) 5 £(X,5,9)

commutes, where the vertical maps are the isomorphisms induced from the charge conjugation.
Now we consider collections over spin® structures. Fix k € Z henceforth. To avoid unnecessary
complications, let us make the following assumption for a while:

Assumption 2.15 Spin®(X, k) does not contain a spin® structure that comes from a spin structure.

Under this assumption, Z /2 acts freely on Spin®(X). In Remark 2.19 we describe how to remove this
assumption.

Then the charge conjugation (together with the (—1)-multiplication) makes &(X) — #*(X) a Z/2-
equivariant bundle, and the above observation implies that s : Z*(X) — &(X) is a Z/2-equivariant
section. Similarly, for k > 0, s* : #*(X, k) — &(X, k) is also a Z/2-equivariant section. We let Z /2 act
on Spin€ (X, k) x IEI(X ) via the diagonal action given by the charge conjugation action on Spin® (X, k)
and multiplication by —1 on IO'I(X ).
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Set
B (X, k) = (B*(X,k))/(Z]2),

E(X. k) = (8(X.k))/(Z)2),

TI(X, k) := (Spin®(X. k) x [1(X))/(Z/2).
The diffeomorphism group Diff™ (X) acts on these three spaces via the pullback, since the pullback
commutes with both of the charge conjugation and the (—1)-multiplication. Note that all of these
spaces are equipped with the natural forgetful map onto Spin¢ (X, k)/Conj. Also, Difft(X) acts on
Spin (X, k)/Conj via the pullback. Thus we obtain fiber bundles associated with E whose fibers are

these objects, denoted by
#B*(X, k) — #*(E.k) — B,

&(X, k) — &(E k) — B,
(X, k) — TI(E, k) — B,
Spin¢(X, k)/Conj — Spin®(E, k)/Conj — B.

Now, the forgetful map %2* (X, k)’ — Spin®(X, k)/Conj gives rise to a surjection
#*(E,k) — Spin°(E, k)/Conj,
and similarly, we have surjections
(12) &(E, k)Y — Spin(E, k)/Conj and TI(E,k) — Spin‘(E, k)/Conj.

Evidently, all of these maps commute with the projections onto B.
Since the natural map & (X, k) — %*(X, k) is Diff " (X )-equivariant and Z /2-equivariant, this induces
a map
E(E k) — B*(E, k)

that commutes both with the projections onto B and projections onto Spin®(E, k)/Conj. Moreover, since
sk is Diff* (X)-equivariant too, and also Z /2-equivariant as seen above, it induces a section

sk o B*(E k) — &(E. k)

that commutes both with the projections onto B and projections onto Spin‘(E, k)/Conj.
In Section 2.4, we considered a families perturbation o. Here we consider a counterpart ¢’ which takes
into account the charge conjugation. Just like 7, pg, ps, we have natural maps

7' T(E. k) — Z(E). ply:B*(E.k) — Z(E), p.:&E k) — %(E).
Let g : B — Z(FE) be a section and let
o’ : Spin°(E, k)/Conj — (E, kY
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be a section that fits into the diagram

Spin®(E, k)/Conj —— TI(E, k)’

o

p—% Z(E)
We set
B (E k,0") = (p) 7 (&), E(E k,0):=(p)7 (@
Then the restriction of s}]falf gives rise to a section
(skupor : B*(E k,0") — E(E ko'
The section (st]falf)g/ constructed now corresponds to the collection of the families Seiberg—Witten
equations for the “half” of Spin® (X, k), namely Spin€ (X, k)/Conj.

Definition 2.16 Set

Mo nat = |_J (sfur)or)y (0).
beB

Just as in Lemma 2.14, we have:
Lemma 2.17 If B is compact, My’ phat is also compact.

We call Mg’ nar the family of half collections of moduli spaces associated with ¢’. Thus, as described
in Definition 2.8, we obtain a cohomology class

(14) M((sKyp)or) € H¥ (B 2,/2)

through the virtual neighborhood technique. If the section (st’falf)gf is nowhere vanishing over a subset
B’ C B, we have also a relative cohomology class

(15) M((sk1)or: B') € H*(B, B'; 7./2)
as in Definition 2.9. Note that we exclude g in our notation since it is determined by o”.

Remark 2.18 The pullback of Z g to Spin®(E, k)/Conj along a natural map Spin¢(E, k)/Conj — B
does not necessarily give an appropriate local system over Spin°(E, k)/Conj that coherently takes into
account the collection of the orientations of the moduli spaces, essentially by the same reason that
the Seiberg—Witten invariant for s equals that for s only up to sign in general. Thus here we consider
7./ 2-coefficient cohomology rather than Z g -coefficients.

Finally, we discuss how to remove Assumption 2.15:

Remark 2.19 Let us suppose that there are spin structures on X with formal dimension —k. In this case,
let us decompose Spin® (X, k) into two parts,

Spin(X, k) = Sping (X, k) L Spin{ (X, k).
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Here Sping (X, k) denotes the subset of Spin°(X, k) consisting of spin® structures coming from spin
structures, and Spin{ (X, k) is the complement of Sping (X, k) in Spin®(X, k). Note that the Z /2-action
on Spin®(X, k) preserves this decomposition, and Z /2 acts trivially on Sping (X, k). Thus we can carry
out the construction of Section 2.4 for collections over Spin(c) (X, k), and the construction of this section,
Section 2.5, for collections over Spin{ (X, k). Thus we may define the moduli space g’ har and the
cohomology classes (14) and (15) as well.

2.6 Inductive families perturbations

In the constructions of the Seiberg—Witten characteristic classes, we shall use a specific way to construct
families perturbations. We summarize it in this section with basic examples.

Throughout Section 2.6, we fix k > 0 and let X be a closed oriented smooth 4-manifold with
bt (X) > k + 2. Let B be a CW complex, and let X — E — B be a fiber bundle with structure
group Diff ™ (X). For an i-cell e C B, let @, : Dé — e C B denote the characteristic map of e, where D i,
is the standard i-dimensional disk indexed by e.

First, as in [Konno 2021, Subsection 6.1], we inductively construct a section

o® .0 IQI(E)|B(1')

for i <k + 1 as follows. Choosing a generic point in lgl(Eb) for each b € B, we have 0@ : B(®)
ﬁ(E)|B(0). Assume that we have constructed o= : B=1 _, IQI(E)|B(;71> for i <k + 1 such that
Myi—1 = &, where M i—1) is the family of total collections of moduli spaces associated with O'(i_l),
introduced in (9). (Note that (9) is a collection of moduli spaces for spin€ structures s with d(s) = —k <0.)
Let e be an i-cell of B. Since the pullback bundle ¢ 121(E )—D é under the characteristic map is trivial,
there is a trivialization R .
Ve 1 X TI(E) — D x T1(X).

Let p: 9D, x TT1(X) — IT(X) denote the projection. Since b¥(X) > k + 2, we can extend the continuous
map . . o .o o
Poveo (elypi) o™V 0D} — (¢elyp) *TI(E) — D} x TI(X) — TI(X)

to a map from Dé into ﬁ(X ), rather than IT(X), which corresponds to choosing a family of self-dual
2-forms avoiding the wall. This extended map gives rise to a section of IEI(E )|z — e. We may choose the
extension generically so that My, = & for i <k; see Remark 2.20 below. Thus we obtain a section
oW : B®  TI(E)|gu) for i <k + 1, which satisfies that M, = @ if i < k. We call such 0® an

inductive families perturbation (called an inductive section in [Konno 2021]).

Remark 2.20 Let us explain why one can extend a continuous map
®:=poyeo ((pe|3Dé)*a(i_1) :dD! — ﬁ(X)
to a generic map
Dl — TI(X)
so that the parametrized moduli space over D é is empty for i < k. First, recall that the parametrized
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moduli space over 0D é was supposed to be empty. Take a smooth map @’ : E)DiZ — lgl(X ) that is close
enough to ®. Since @’ is smooth, by a standard argument one can find a smooth and generic extension of
@’ to a map P’ Dé — IEI(X ) for which the parametrized moduli space is empty.

On the other hand, since the emptiness of the moduli space is an open condition, we may suppose that
there is a continuous homotopy ®; between ® and @’ such that the moduli space is empty for all ®,.
Pick a collar neighborhood N(dD.) of dD. in D! and define a continuous extension of @ to a map
d:N (aDé) — ﬁ(X ) using ®; by assigning ¢ to the radial coordinate. Gluing ® with (rescaled) &', we
may obtain an extension of ® to D é for which the parametrized moduli space over D é is empty fori < k.

The above way to construct an inductive section shall be used to define the total characteristic class

SW .. We also describe a similar construction to define the half-total characteristic class SWp ¢, In
this case, we need to construct a section

o'® - (Spin® (E. k)/Conj) " — T1(E. kY
for i < k + 1 inductively. First, note that Spin®(E, k)/Conj is a covering space of B with fiber
Spin‘ (X, k)/Conj, with the natural projection Spin®(E, k)/Conj — B. We equip Spin°(E, k)/Conj
with the CW complex structure induced from that of B: the lifted CW complex structure along the map
Spin®(E, k)/Conj — B. For an i-cell e C B with the characteristic map @, : Dé — B, let

(e[s])[s]espin® (X,k)/Con;
be the corresponding lifted i-cells of Spin®(E, k)/Conj with the characteristic maps
ety : D, — Spin°(E. k)/Conj,

which are lifts of ¢.. Note that the fiber of the natural map IO'I(E, k)" — Spin°(E, k)/Conj is given
by IT1(X). Also, a trivialization ¥ : ¢ I1(E) — Dé‘ x IT(X) induces trivializations

Very : Par TI(E. k) — DE x TI(X).
Thus we may repeat the above construction of an inductive families perturbation using (e[s], @e(,,» 1/76[5])
in place of (e, @, ¥.), and obtain a section 0’"") : Spin®(E, k)/Conj — II(E, k)’ with the property that
Merir pag = D i i < k. We call this o'W an inductive half-total families perturbation.

We give a few examples of (inductive) half-total families perturbations.

Example 2.21 Let X and k be as above, and let X — E — B be a Diff" (X)-bundle with trivial
monodromy on Spin® (X, k). Then the covering space Spin°(E, k)/Conj — B is just the product with an
obvious projection: B x Spin(X, k)/Conj — B. Therefore a section ¢’ : Spin(E, k) /Conj — IEI(E, k)Y
corresponds to a collection of sections

(0[5] ‘B — l_[(E))[5]€SpinC(X)/C0nj'

There is no constraint on this collection of sections; for example, we may take all o[;) to be a common
o
section 0 : B — I1(E).
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Example 2.22 Let X and k be as above, and let f € Difft(X). Let X — X =S ! denote the mapping
torus of f with fiber X. Then a continuous section

o’ : Spin (X, k)/Conj — (X, kY
corresponds to a family of continuous sections

(0, : (Spin® (X, k)/Conj) — 19[(X’ k)/)te[o,l]

that satisfies the condition f* oog = 010 f*.
We can describe such ¢’ in terms of maps to IT(X), once we fix a section
7 : Spin®(X, k)/Conj — Spin® (X, k)
of the surjection Spin€ (X, k) — Spin®(X, k)/Conj. Let

(U[ﬁ] . [O’ 1] - l_[(X))[5]eSpinC(X,k)/C0nj

be a collection of continuous maps which satisfies that, for [s] € Spin® (X, k)/Conj,

orxs1(1) if f*([s]) € ©(Spin° (X, k)/Conj),
—op+[s)(1) if f*z([s]) ¢ ©(Spin®(X, k)/Conj).

Here —of+«[;)(1) means keeping the metric unchanged and multiplying the perturbation by —1. Then it is

f * O[s] 0) =

easy to check that the collection (0[s))[s] gives rise to a half-total families perturbation
o’ Spin®(Xs, k)/Conj — T1(X/, k)’

for the mapping torus Xr. Not as in the above Example 2.21, we may not take all o[ to be a common
map [0, 1] — IT(X) in general.

Example 2.23 Let X and k > 0 be as above, and let f1,..., f; € Diff"(X) and suppose that they

mutually commute. Let X — E — T* denote the multiple mapping torus of fi,..., f; with fiber X.
Example 2.22 can be easily generalized to the multiple mapping torus as follows.

Foriy,...,ije{l,..., k}withi; <---<ij, let fl’lk o denote the composition of pullbacks fl’l", e f”*
Fort = (f1,....1) € [0, 1]F with ;) =---=1;, =0, define 7711 € [0, 1]F by T70+11 = (¢],....1]),
where

VR /B R PR /73
J 1 ifjelir,....i}

Fix a section t : Spin‘(X, k)/Conj — Spin® (X, k). Let
. k =
(051 2 [0, 1% = TI(X)) g cspine (X ) /Coni
be a collection of continuous maps. Suppose that, for all
e [s] € Spin®(X, k)/Conj,

U il,...,ilE{l,...,k}withil<---<il,and
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ot =(t1,....1) € [0, 1] witht;, =---=1;, =0,
we have _ .
_____ i,[s](il.l,m’l.l) if £}, 7([s]) € ©(Spin®(X, k)/Conj),
—0px T @y Af fF o ((s]) # T(Spin® (X, k) /Conyj).

..........

(16) S O () =

Then the collection (0[s])[s] gives rise to a half-total families perturbation
o' : Spin°(E, k)/Conj — lgl(E, k)

for the multiple mapping torus E.
If we equip Tk with the standard cell structure, we may construct such a collection (0[,])[s] inductively
from 0-cells, and it gives rise to an inductive half-total families perturbation o’.

2.7 The characteristic classes SW,; and SWyait.tot

In this Section 2.7, we shall define the characteristic classes SW o and SW it ot
To help our intuition, first we define the 0-th degree part SW? (X) and SWgalf_tot(X ), which are

tot
numerical invariants.

Definition 2.24 Let X be a closed oriented smooth 4-manifold with 5 (X) > 2. Fix a homology
orientation of X. Let 7 : Spin®(X, k)/Conj — Spin(X, k) be a section. We define

SWo(X)= > SW(X.s)€Z,
5€Spin‘ (X,0)
SW g0 (X) = > SW(X,s) € Z/2.
s€t(Spin©(X,0)/Conj)

Here SW(X, 5) denotes the Seiberg—Witten invariant or its mod 2 reduction.

Note that the Z /2-valued invariant SW{ . . (X) is independent of  because of the formula SW(X, 5) =
+SW(X,5s) in Z.

Example 2.25 A typical example of a 4-manifold X with SWgalf—tot(X ) # 0 is a minimal algebraic
surface of general type, since it has a unique Seiberg—Witten basic class up to conjugation. One may
produce more examples by the fiber sum operation, which shall be discussed in Section 6. (See, for
example, Proposition 6.2.)

Now we define cohomological generalizations of the above numerical invariants, which are the
characteristic classes SW¢  and SW¢ ¢, with ¢ > 0. Henceforth, throughout this subsection, let k > 0
and let X be a closed oriented smooth 4-manifold with ™ (X) > k + 2 and with a fixed homology
orientation. Let B be a CW complex, and let X — E — B be a fiber bundle with structure group Diff* (X).
We shall define cohomology classes SW&(E) € H*(B,Z ) and SW{falf_tot(E) e H*(B; 7./2), where
Z g is the local system with fiber Z defined in Section 2.4, which is determined by the monodromy action
for E on the homology orientation.
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Let

denote the cellular chain and cochain complexes with local coefficients Z g, and the cellular chain and
cochain complexes with coefficient Z /2, respectively. The boundary operator and coboundary operator
are denoted by d and § for any (co)chain complex. Here we adopt the following classical model due to
Steenrod [1943] as the definition of (co)chain complex with local coefficients: For each cell e, we choose
areference point x(e) in e. Let Z g (e) denote the fiber of Z g over x(e). The i-th chain group C;(B; ZE)
is defined be the set of formal finite sums X.a.e, where e runs over i-cells of B and a, € ZEg(e). The
cochain group C’(B;Zg) is defined to be the set of functions that send each i-cell e to an element
of Z g (e). The (co)boundary operator is defined by twisting the ordinal definition by the automorphism
of Z corresponding to the paths connecting the respective reference points.

The first step of the construction of SW{f)t(E ) is to define a k-cochain of B, which will be shown to
be a cocycle and whose cohomology class is SWk (E). Let e be a k-cell of B, and let @, : Df — B®

tot
be the characteristic map of e. Take an inductive families perturbation

oc=0c®.p® _, ﬁ(E)|B(k)
over the k-skeleton of B, explained in Section 2.6. Consider the pullback section
0o : D — ¢;TI(E).

Note that <p;‘191(E) C Igl(gojE), and hence ¢Jo gives a section of ﬁ((p:E) — Dk, Applying the
construction in Section 2.4 to this pullback section ¢ o, we obtain a collection of Fredholm sections

szgg:ﬂ*(ij,k,wjo) — &  E k,¢0)

and the parametrized moduli space Jl,*, parametrized over D 5 Since any inductive families perturbation

was constructed to satisty JM i) = & fori <k, we have Jl/t(o* ol = . Thus, as explained in Section 2.4,
. . ¢%lop§

we obtain a relative cohomology class

M(sk.,: 0DE) € HX(DY, 0Dk 02 7 ),

which is an application of equation (11) to (B, B,0) = (Dif, BDf, @3 0).
Note that there is a canonical isomorphism H k (Df, E)Df; ¢;ZE) = ZE (e) via e, without ambiguity
of Aut(Z) = Z /2. This isomorphism gives us a pairing

(——): H*(DE, D%, 02 7.5) ® Hy (DX, 0DF; 2) — 7k (e).
Instead of an inductive families perturbation o, if we take an inductive half-total families perturbation
o' = o'® : (Spin‘ (E, k)/Conj)® — TI(E, k),
the “half-total version” of the above argument works: For each k-cell e, the pullback under ¢, gives rise
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to a section

wlo’ @l (Spin® (E, k)/Conj) — ¢f (T1(EY).
Here we identified ¢ (Spin®(E, k)/Conj) with Spin®(¢; E, k)/Conj. Applying the construction of
Section 2.5 to this pullback section, we may obtain a relative cohomology class

M((sKyp)pzor: D) € HX(DE, 3DF; 2./2),
which is an application of equation (15) to (B, B',o”’) = (D¥, 9Dk, ¢} o).

Definition 2.26 For an inductive families perturbation o and an inductive half-total families perturbation o”,
we define cochains

W (E,0) € CX(B;Zg) and FWiye o (E,0') € C¥(B)

by
FWEAE. 0)(e) = (M(sk, - 9DF), [(DE, 9DF))) € Zk (o).

IWhato(E-0')(€) = (M(sa) o7 IDE). [(DE. IDE)]) € Z/2

for each k-cell e of B, respectively.

In Section 2.8, we shall prove:
Proposition 2.27 The cochains ¥Wk (E. o) and TWﬁalf_tot(E ,a') are cocycles.
Proposition 2.28 The cohomology classes

[FWE(E, o)l e H*(B;Zg) and [$Wfyeo(E o)) € HY(B;Z/2)

are independent of the choice of o and o', respectively.

Thus we arrive at the following definition:
Definition 2.29 Define

SWK (E)e H*(B;Zg) and SWE. (E)e H*(B;Z/2)

by
SW%(E) = [Wﬁ)t(E’ o)] and SWﬁalf—tot(E) = [Wﬁalf-tot(E’ o],

where o : B®) — IQI(E )| g is an inductive families perturbation, and
o' (Spin° (E, k)/Conj)® — TI(E, k)
is an inductive half-total families perturbation, respectively. We define also
SWk (X) e H*(BDiff* (X); Z d SWEpo(X) € HXBDIffT (X); Z/2
wi(X) € H* (BDIff" (X); Zgpig+ ()  an hair-ot (X) € H" (BDiff " (X); Z/2)
by
SWE (X) := SWK (EDiff" (X)) and SWEK . .(X):=SWE .  (EDifft(X)).

tot
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Remark 2.30 There are two preceding constructions deeply related to SWX (X) and SWE . (X).
Given (the isomorphism class of) a spin® structure s with d(s) = —k, let Diff* (X, 5) denote the group of
diffeomorphisms that preserve orientation and s. A characteristic class SW (X, s) € H*(BDiff (X, 5))
was constructed by the first author [Konno 2021], which is defined by counting moduli spaces for s over
k-cells. A significant difference between this paper and [Konno 2021] is that SWX (X) and SW}]falf_tot(X )
can be defined over the whole BDiff* (X); in other words, defined for all oriented fiber bundles with
fiber X. On the other hand, SW (X, s) in [Konno 2021] can be defined only for fiber bundles whose
monodromy preserve s.

The idea of the “total” construction is inspired by Ruberman’s construction [2001] of his total Seiberg—
Witten invariant of diffeomorphisms SWu( f, 5). The invariant SWy( f, 5) is a numerical invariant, and
our invariant SWK
SWiot( f,5) was defined by summing up the moduli spaces over the orbit {( f”)*s},cz, to define an

(X) is, roughly, a cohomological refinement of SW( f, ). More precisely, although

invariant SW{;(X ) independent of s, we shall use the sum over all spin€ structures s with d(s) = —k. This
is why we need to consider also SW}’falf_tot(X ), not as in Ruberman’s situation [2001]: in most cases, the
contribution from the orbit {( f”)*s},ez cancels out that from the conjugate orbit {( /")*s}, ez over Z/2.

2.8 Well-definedness

In this Section 2.8, we prove Proposition 2.27 (cocycle) and Proposition 2.28 (well-definedness). Some
parts of the proofs are simple adaptations of arguments in [Konno 2021, Subsection 6.2], and in such
cases we just indicate corresponding propositions of [Konno 2021].

First, we shall note naturality results. As in Section 2.7, let k > 0 and let X be a closed oriented smooth
4-manifold with b (X) > k 4 2. Let B be a CW complex, and let X — E — B be a fiber bundle with
structure group Diff ™ (X). The following is a straightforward consequence of Lemma 2.5:

Lemma 2.31 In the setup of Definition 2.26, suppose that B is compact. Then we have

M(sk: BE=D) = gwk

W(E.0) and M((sygp)or; BE™D) = SWhyp o (E, o)

in H¥(B®) B*k=1.7 1y = CK(B; ZE) and H*(B®), B*=1: 7 /2) = C*(B), respectively.

Proof We can adapt the proof of [Konno 2021, Lemma 6.13], described below. We give a proof for
S’W{gt(E ,0), as the proof for Ef’WﬁaIf_tot(E ,0") is similar.

Let e be a k-cell of B, and let ¢, : Df — B be its characteristic map. Because of the compactness
of B and Df, we can apply Lemma 2.5 to ¢, : Df — B, and thus we obtain

orm(sk: BED) = m(pysk: aDk).

o

Then, from the definition of FW" {;t(E , 0), the isomorphisms

C*B:Zg)=H"(B®,B*D;z5) &%, Y HK(DE oDF 9} ZE)
e : k-cell of B

imply the desired equality fm(sé‘; B&=1D) = g {f)t(E ,0). This completes the proof. |
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This Lemma 2.31 implies the naturality for cochains:

Proposition 2.32 Let B’ be a CW complex and f : B’ — B be a cellular map. Then we have
Wk (E o) =9WK (f*E, f*o) and  f*IWE o (E.0) = FWE oo (f¥E, f*0)
in C*(B; Zy+Eg) and in ck(B), respectively.

Proof Using Lemmas 2.5 and 2.31, We adapt the proof of [Konno 2021, Proposition 6.14], described
below. We give a proof for 9’°Wt0t(E ,0), as the proof for ffWﬁalf_tot(E ,0”) is similar.

Let e be a k-cell of B’, and let ¢, : Df — B’ be its characteristic map. Take a finite subcomplex K’
of B’ that contains ¢, (Df ), and also take a finite subcomplex K of B that contains f(K’). By applying
Lemma 2.31 to o|g«), we have

(17) m(sk P KED) =ik gk (E, o)

S0l k-1

in CK(K®:7Zr) = C¥(K;ZE), where ig : K < B is the inclusion. On the other hand, since
K®) g, D§ are compact, we can apply Lemma 2.5 to the restriction f : K'®) — K &) and Pes
and thus we obtain

(18) 0L fIMsly s KETD) = (e £ ;dD%).

olgk-1°
Since (p:f*sé‘ = s’(;:f*g, it follows from (17) and (18) that
07 frIWG(E, 0) = M(sks 1. :0DY),
which implies that
S*IWG(E 0)(e) = (f*FW(E.0).e) = (¢} [* W (E.0).[Df.dDF])
= (M(sks g D), [DE, ODL]) = (FW (S *E, [*0), e). =
It directly follows from Proposition 2.32 and the cellular approximation theorem that:

Corollary 2.33 Let B’ be a CW complex and f : B’ — B be a continuous map. Then

f* SW o(E) = kat(f E) and f* Sthlftot(E) =SW hdlftot(f E)
hold in HX(B’; f*Z ) (=~ H*(B’; Zs+E)) and in HK(B’:7./2), respectively.

Applying Corollary 2.33 to the identity map, we have that the cohomology class SWtot(E ) is indepen-
dent of the choice of CW structure of B. It also follows from a formal argument that SWM(E ) can be
defined for any oriented smooth fiber bundle with fiber X over an arbitrary topological space, not only
over a CW complex; see [Konno 2021, Lemma 6.8].

Proof of Proposition 2.27 This corresponds to [Konno 2021, Proof of Proposition 6.2]. As the statement
for Wt is proven by a rather direct adaptation of [Konno 2021], here we give a proof of the statement
for S Whait.tor for the reader’s convenience. As noted in Section 2.6, we can extend the construction of an
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inductive half-total families perturbation to the (k -+ 1)-skeleton, thanks to the condition that b T(X)>k+2.
Let

o' (Spinc(E,k)/Conj)(k+l) > TI(E, k)

be an extension of ¢’ to the (k+1)-skeleton.

Let e be a (k+1)-cell of B with the characteristic map ¢, : Df"'l — B. Fix a homeomorphism
between D¥*1 and A*¥*1, the standard (k+1)-simplex. Let DX+1 be equipped with a CW structure
using the standard CW structure on A*H1 via this homeomorphism. By cellular approximation, we can
suppose that ¢, is cellular.

We rewrite §FWhat.ot(E, 0”)(e) as follows. First, from a direct computation with Proposition 2.32 it
follows that

(19) 8 Whatt-tot(E. 07)(€) = P Whato (@) E, @i 0") QAFHT).
Next, it follows from Lemma 2.31 that
(20) m((sllfalf)wéka’kak-s-l)(k) ; (Ak+1)(k_l)) = Whalf—tot(‘ﬁ:E’ ‘P:U/),

where @0’ |( INZ) denotes the restricted section

. A (k o
¢:0/|(Ak+1)(k) : (Splnc(g():E,k)/ConJ)( +1)|(Ak+1)(k) — H((p:E,k)/|(Ak+l)(k).

As a last piece of the proof, because of the vanishing of the moduli space over the (k—1)-skeleton, we
may obtain a cohomology class

m((sllfalf)(pja’; (Ak-i-l)(k—l)) c Hk(Ak+1, (Ak-i-l)(k—l); Z/Z)
Let
i ((Ak+1)(k), (Ak+1)(k_1)) s (Ak+1, (Ak+1)(k_1))
denote the inclusion. Then we have
. k . k k— k . k k—

(2]) l*m((shalf)(péko” (A +1)( 1)) = m((shalf)(pé‘afl(Ak_,_l)(k)’(A +1)( 1))

Now, a straightforward calculation using (19)—(21) with i IAkHL =0 verifies SFW hatt-tot (E, 07)(e) =0,
which proves that W paso(E, 0”) is a cocycle. O

Proof of Proposition 2.28 This is an adaptation of [Konno 2021, Proof of Theorem 6.4]. Again we just
give a proof of the statement for ¥Wairtor. For j =0, 1, let

k . Ak o
o} = o]/.( ). (SplnC(E,k)/ConJ)( ) II(E, k)
be inductive half-total families perturbations. Set

k
W = IWhagio(E. (7//‘)~
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Let p : B x[0,1] = B be the projection. For each cell ¢ of B equipped with a characteristic map
Qe le — B, we fix a trivialization

Ve : (0o xid)* p*TI(E) — DM [0, 1] x T1(X).

As in Section 2.6, we regard Spin(E, k)/Conj as a covering space over B with fiber Spin° (X, k)/Conj.
Let p : (Spin€(E, k)/Conj) x [0, 1] — Spin®(E, k)/Conj be the projection. Recall that ¢, lifts to
characteristic maps S@e[ﬁ])[s]eSpin“( E.k)/Conj Of cells (e[s])[s]espin® (E,k)/Conj Of SPin‘(E, k)/Conj which
are lifts of e. Also, . induces trivializations

Ver : (Perg ¥ id)* p*TI(E, k) — DU™€ x [0, 1] x TI(X).

We inductively construct a section

5 =&® : (Spin°(E, k)/Conj)® x [0, 1] — p*TI(E, k)’

as follows. Assume that we have constructed a section '¢~1 for i < k such that
5D (spine (£, /con x5} = O}

for j =0, 1 and that Mz i—1) pr = D (This can be easily done for i = 0.) For an i-cell e of B, we take
a section

5/ : (Spin® (E.k)/Conj)lz x [0. 1] — p*TI(E. kY
so that
@ 5Olspine .o conplextjy = 07 lispine (£ 0 conple fO1 J = 0.1,

° 0 '(i)|(spmc (E k)/Conj)|a\(e3 x[0,1] = O -1 |(Spin® (E )/ Conj) |z (3 x[0,1]> and

e the composition

(Per,y xid)*5" @)

D}, x(0.1) (Geny xid)* P TU(E. kY L0 DI [0, 1] x H(X) 22 F1(X)

is generic for every [s] € Spin®(X, k)/Conj, where p, is the second projection.

We may take the last composition map to be a map to IEI(X ) rather than to II(X) since we have
b*(X) > k + 2. Thus we obtain a section

5/(i) . (SpinC(E, k)/COIlj)(i) X [O, 1] — ﬁ*ﬁ(E, k)/

Equip [0, 1] with the standard CW structure and let / denote the unique 1-cell of [0, 1]. We define a
cochain ¥W € ck=1(B) by

FW =Wk o (p*E.&)ex1I) fora(k—1)-celle.
We claim that §9W = $W 1 + $Wp, which completes the proof. First, we note the isomorphisms
C*(Bx[0,1],Bx{0,1}) = C*(B)® C'([0,1]) = C*(B).
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Here the first isomorphism is the Kiinneth isomorphism and the second one is the map C*(B) —
C*(B)® C!([0,1]) given by u > u ® I. Let e be a k-cell of B. Using that H)W}’falf_tm is a cocycle
(Proposition 2.27) and the naturality (Proposition 2.32), we have

0=389WF o (p*E.G)e®1)=IWE o (p*E.5)0(e®I))
= W (de) + SWE o (P E.F)e@ 1) +FWE o (p*E.F)e®1)
= 5FW (e) + SW1(e) + FWole),

which verifies the claim. O

2.9 Vanishing under stabilizations

In this Section 2.9, we give vanishing theorems for SW o and SW g0 under stabilizations. Let M, N
be closed oriented smooth 4-manifolds. Choose smoothly embedded open 4-disks in M, N, and let 1\2 , ]ff
denote the manifolds obtained from M, N by removing the open disks. We denote by Diffy (A3[ ) the group
of diffeomorphisms that are the identities on collar neighborhoods of 9M . Consider the stabilization map

sm.man : Diffy(M) — Diff™ (M # N)
defined by extending elements in Diffy (1\04 ) with the identity of N.

Theorem 2.34 Letk > 0 and let M, N be closed oriented smooth 4-manifolds with b™ (M) > k + 1 and
b*(N) > 1. Then we have
sviman SWE(M #N) = 0.

Proof Set X = M # N, B = BDiffy(M) and E(M) = EDiffy(M). By gluing E(M) with the trivial
bundle B x N along B x S3, we obtain a bundle with fiber X, which we denote by E(X) — B. Let X,
denote the fiber of E(X) over b € B. We use similar notation also for other bundles.

By the construction of SWy, the claim of Theorem 2.34 follows once we construct an inductive
families perturbation ¢ : B®) — ﬁ(E (X))| g« with the following property: for every b € B®) and
every spin® structure sy, € Spin‘(Xp) with d(sx, ) = —k, the Seiberg—Witten equations for (Xp, sy, )
perturbed by o (b) do not have a solution.

To construct such o, we shall consider a fiberwise neck stretching argument. Let us describe a setup to
discuss it. Let E(M*) — B denote the bundle with fiber M* = M U ([0, 00) x S3) obtained by gluing
E (1\04 ) with B x ([0, 00) x S3). Fix the standard positive scalar curvature metric on the cylinder [0, co)x S 3.
By requiring the restriction to the cylinder to be given by this standard metric and the zero perturbation
2-form, one has straightforward variants, such as IQI(A;)I *), of spaces of perturbations introduced in
Section 2.4 for the cylindrical-end family M*. Whenever we consider the Seiberg—Witten equations on
a cylindrical-end 4-manifold, say M *, we impose the standard boundary condition: asymptotic to the
unique reducible solution on S3.

Similarly, we may also consider the space of perturbations, say 121(]\04 ), for a punctured 4-manifold by
imposing that the restriction to neighborhoods of M is given by the standard positive scalar curvature
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metric on [0, €) x S 3 with the zero perturbation 2-form for some € > 0. Whenever we consider the Seiberg—
Witten equations on a punctured 4-manifold, we impose the Atiyah—Patodi—Singer boundary condition.

By the assumption that b™ (M) > k + 1, as in Section 2.6, we can construct an inductive families
perturbation o7 : B®) 12[(]\31 ), with an underlying families metric, that satisfies the following property:
for every b € B®) and every spin® structure s M, € Spin®(Mp) with d(sp,) < —k, the Seiberg—Witten
equations for (1\04;, sy, ) perturbed by o7 (b) have neither reducible nor irreducible solutions.

On the other hand, by 5 (N) > 1, we can find a perturbation oy % e H(N ), with an underlymg metric,
that satisfies the following property: the Seiberg—Witten equatlons on N perturbed by oy % do not have
reducible solution for every spin® structure sy € Spin®(N), and have neither reducible nor irreducible
solution for every spin® structure sy € Spin®(N) with d(sy) < 0. We deﬁne oX :B® IEI(B x N )
to be the constant families metrlc/perturbatlon for the trivial family B X N glven by 09:

We equip Mb for b € B and N with the underlying metrics of 0,5 (b) and oy % For L > 0, define a
Riemannian manifold Mp #;, N by inserting a cylinder of length 2L between Mb and N

My#. N = My U([—L, L] x S>)UN,

where the cylinder [—-L, L] x S3 is equipped with the standard positive scalar curvature metric. By
zero extension, we obtain from 0,3 (b) and 01% a new perturbation o5 (b) #1, 01% e [T1(E(X)p), whose
underlying metric is given by the metric on My, #; N described above.

Now we define a function f : B®) — [0, 00) U {oo} by

J(b) = sup{L € [0, 00) | property (*),z}.

where property (*)p 1 is that My #7, N admits a solution to the Seiberg—Witten equations with respect
tooe (b) #, 01% for some spin® structure s on My, # N with d(s) = —k. (Here we adopt the convention
that sup @ = 0.)

Now we claim that f(b) < oo for any b € B®) so f is regarded as a function f : B®) — [0, c0),
and further f is upper semicontinuous. Once we verify this, it is straightforward to inductively construct
a continuous function ¥ : B®) — [0, 00) with £ > f over B®). Then the perturbations/metrics
057 (b) #o() 01% on My, #4) N yield the desired families perturbation o : B &) _ ﬁ(E (X)), which
completes the proof of Theorem 2.34.

To verify that f is finite-valued and is upper semicontinuous, it is enough to get a contradiction from
the following assumption: there are sequences {b; }72, C B®) and {L; 372, C R such that

o {b;} converges to some point boo € B&), and L; — +00 as i — oo,

e for each i, there exists a solution y; to the Seiberg—Witten equations for
0
(Mp, #1, N, 0 (bi)#L, O']\"])
and for some spin® structure 5; on M, # N with d(s;) = —k.
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To get a contradiction, first note that we have #{s; | i € N} < 0o, as in the proof of the finiteness of the
basic classes; see, for example, [Morgan 1996, Theorem 5.2.4]. Thus, after passing to a subsequence, we
may suppose that all s; coincide with a common spin structure, denoted by s. Then the solutions {y; }
converge to a [())air of sollltions Voo = (yoAg , )/olg) on (]\SI l;koo’ N *) for the pair of perturbations (05 (boo). G]%,),
extended to M* and N* by zero, and for the pair of spin® structures (s|as,$|n). The existence of the
solution yo]g and the choice of 01%, implies that d(s|ny) > 0. Now d(s|pr) < —k follows from this combined
with d(s) = —k and a general formula d(s|ps) + d(s|ny) + 1 = d(s). However, then the existence of the
solution y contradicts the choice of & a7- Thus we have proved the existence of the desired families

perturbation ¢, and this completes the proof of Theorem 2.34. |

For SW .01, @ statement analogous to Theorem 2.34 does not hold in general. The upshot is that, for
SWaif-tot, One may not take a constant families perturbation for N as in the proof of Theorem 2.34.

Example 2.35 To get a counterexample to a statement for SWp,¢ (ot analogous to Theorem 2.34, let us
take N to be S% x S2 and M to be a complete intersection of general type defined by real coefficient
polynomials so that M admits an involution f : M — M given by the complex conjugation. Then

(22) S]TJ,M#N (SWl'lla]f—tot(M # N)) 7é 0.

As (22) is not needed in the proofs of our results, we only sketch the argument and summarize the
upshot. By isotopy, we may assume that f fixes a 4-disk in M. Let My — S 1 denote the mapping
torus with fiber M defined by f. Let BMy : S 1 _ BDiffy(M) be the classifying map of M '+ and define
o= (BMf)*([Sl]) € H,(BDiff*(M); Z/2). The nonvanishing (22) follows from the fact that

(23) (SW e (M #N), (sp, 88 )+ (@) # 0,

which is derived by an argument similar to Theorem 3.10, which we shall prove. The point is, since f
sends the canonical class of M to its conjugate, one needs to take a families perturbation for N that
causes the wall-crossing in the calculation of the pairing (23).

However, we still have the following vanishing for SWp,f.ot:

Theorem 2.36 Let k > 0 and let M, N be closed oriented smooth 4-manifolds with b™(M),b™(N) >
k + 1. Then

k
Sh N SW it (M # N) = 0.

Proof The proof is quite similar to that of Theorem 2.34, so we describe only the upshot. We use the
notation in the proof of Theorem 2.34. Also, set E(N) = B x N and use the notation E (1€7 ), E (]el *)ina
similar manner to M.

First, note that the Z /2-actions induced by the charge conjugation make a natural bijection

(24) Spin(X, k)= X  (Spin(M, p) x Spin®(N, q))
k=p+g+1
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7/ 2-equivariant, where the Z /2-action on the right-hand side is the diagonal action. With this in mind,
we may modify the definition of (spaces of) half-total families perturbations in Sections 2.5 and 2.6 to a
pair of (punctured) 4-manifolds. We define

(M. N. k) = ( X ((Spin® (M. p) x T1(M)) x (Spin° (N. ) x ﬁ(ﬁ»)) /@),
k=p+q+1

where Z /2 acts as the diagonal action. Then, using the Z /2-equivariant bijection (24), E(M) and E(N)
induce a fiber bundle
(E(M), E(N), k) — Spin®(E(X), k)/Conj

o [e]

with fiber IO'I(M , N, k). A half-total families perturbation is formulated as a section
oy - SPIn®(E(X), k)/Conj — TI(E(M), E(N), k)

that covers, as in the diagram (13), a pair of families metrics (gas, gn) for E (]\(/)I ), E (Z\o] ) with cylindrical
metrics near boundary. We require that the self-dual 2-forms that appear in a half-total families perturbation
are zero near the boundaries of 1\3[;,, ]\olb. Then we may glue 01/\4, N hear 8]\2;,, azi’/b to get a half-total
families perturbation for £(X) in the sense of Section 2.6. We denote by

ol #1 % : Spin® (E(X), k)/Conj — H(E(X). k)’

the glued half-total families perturbation obtained by inserting the cylinder [-L, L] x S3. Note also that
0} y induces half-total families perturbations

ol : Spin®(E(M). p)/Conj — H(E(M). p)’ and o’ : Spin°(E(N).q)/Conj — TI(E(N).q)

for £ (]\04 ) and E (]Cf ) in the sense of Section 2.6, only with the modification that we allow punctured
4-manifolds, not just closed 4-manifolds.

Let ./I/La;\ol half,k and ./l/LUk/ half,k e the parametrized moduli spaces over B®) for 0;‘3 and 0]’5 defined
by considering collections over |_|;-; Spin®(M,[)/Conj and |_|;; Spin®(N, [)/Conj, respectively. By
the inequalities b (M), b™(N) > k + 1, one can take an inductive half-total families perturbation Oy N
so that JI/LG;& Jhalf,k and J‘/Lak/ half,k are empty. ,

Let 7 : Spin‘ (E(X), k) /Conj — B be the projection. Define a function 1’ : B®) — [0, co) U {oco} by

1'(b) = sup{L € [0, 00) | property (x);, 1 }.

where property (*)Z’ ;. 1s that My, #1, Np admits a solution to the Seiberg—Witten equations with respect
to some perturbation that lies in (01’\0/[ #1, 0;3)(71_1 (b)) and for some spin® structure s on My, # Nj, with
d(s) = —k.

Just as in the proof of Theorem 2.34, we have that f’ < 400 over B®) and £ is upper semicontinuous,
and there is a continuous function &' : B®) — [0, 00) with &' > f’ over B®), and

0;‘2 #e(b) 01’5 : Spin®(E(X), k)/Conj — II(E(X). k)
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is an inductive half-total families perturbation for which all moduli spaces relevant to
k
v 4N SW o (M #N)
are empty, which completes the proof. |

Now, for an oriented closed smooth 4-manifold X, denote the stabilization map for X by S? x SZ by
sy : Diffy(X) — Difft (X # 52 x §2).

Theorems 2.34 and 2.36 immediately imply the following, which states that SW iy, and SW 5. are
unstable characteristic classes with respect to stabilizations by §2 x §2:

Corollary 2.37 Letk > 0 and let X be a closed oriented smooth 4-manifolds with b+ (X) > k + 1. Then
sySWE (X #52%x5%) =0 and s§o--- os;#kszxszSWﬁalf_mt(X#(k +1)S?x 8%) =0.

Note that, in the above proof of Theorem 2.36, the triviality of the bundle £(N) = B x N is not used,
and a similar (actually rather simpler) argument applies also to SW .. We record this below, while we
do not use it in the rest of this paper. Let M, N be closed oriented smooth 4-manifolds, and B be a
CW complex. Let E(M) — B and E(N) — B be oriented smooth fiber bundles with fiber M and N
with structure group Diffy (M ) and Diffy (N ), respectively. Then we can form an oriented fiber bundle
E(M)#¢ E(N)— B, with fiber M # N obtained by taking the fiberwise connected sum of E(M) and
E(N) along the trivial families of 4-disks in E(M), E(N) corresponding to the punctures of M and N.

Theorem 2.38 In the above setup, let k > 0, and suppose that b™(M),b*(N) > k + 1. Then

SWE(E(M)#; E(N)) =0 and SWE.  (E(M)#; E(N))=0.

2.10 Positive scalar curvature

The vanishing of the Seiberg—Witten invariant for a positive scalar curvature metric extends to invariants
for families, and this generalization is useful for studying the topology of spaces of positive scalar
curvature metrics [Ruberman 2001; Konno 2019]. In this section, we formulate a corresponding vanishing
theorem in our framework.

Given an oriented smooth manifold X, recall that we defined notation

2(X), #Y(X), (X)), At(X)

in Section 1.5. We start by noting that the space . (X)) classifies pairs (E, gg) of oriented fiber bundles £
with fiber X and fiberwise metrics gg on E up to deformation equivalence, and .# ™ (X) classifies pairs
(E, gg) of oriented fiber bundles E with fiber X and fiberwise positive scalar curvature metrics gg up
to deformation equivalence. Indeed, let B be a CW complex and let X — E — B be an oriented fiber
bundle with fiber X over B. Let Z(X) — Z(E) — B denote the fiber bundle associated with E with
fiber Z(X). Suppose that £ is equipped with a fiberwise metric gg. This corresponds to a section of
#(E) — B, which gives a lift of the classifying map B — BDiff " (X) of E to EDiff* (X) X+ ) Z(X).
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Similarly, a fiberwise positive scalar curvature metric gg on E corresponds to a lift of the classifying
map B — BDIff* (X) of E to EDiff " (X) Xyt () Z 7 (X):

EDiff* (X) Xpiget () 21 (X) = 4+ (X)

(25) / l

B - BDiff (X)

There are also other kinds of natural moduli spaces. Fix a point x¢ € X, and let Diffy,(X) denote the
group of diffeomorphisms that fix xo and act on T, X trivially. If we suppose that X is a closed manifold,
then Diffy, (X) acts freely on Z(X); see, e.g., [Botvinnik et al. 2010, Lemma 1.2]. The quotients

Mo (X) = Z(X)/Diffx,(X) and 4 (X) = %" (X)/Diffx, (X)

are called the observer moduli spaces of Riemannian metrics and metrics of positive scalar curvature,
respectively. These moduli spaces were introduced in [Akutagawa and Botvinnik 2002], and have been
extensively studied by several authors for higher-dimensional manifolds. See for instance [Botvinnik et al.
2010; Hanke et al. 2014].

Relative versions are also natural moduli spaces. Choose an embedded 4-disk D* in X, and set
X=x \ Int(D*%). Let % ()? ) denote the space of Riemannian metrics on X for which the restrictions
to collar neighborhoods of X coincide with the standard cylindrical metric of positive scalar curvature
on [0, 1] x S3. Set %’; ()?) = %3()?) N %’"‘()?). It is easy to see that Diffa()?) acts freely on %’; ()?).
Define

My(X) = By (X)/Diffy(X) and .5 (X) = %25 (X)/Diffy(X).

Let us compare the various moduli spaces above. Let
AT (X)X g M (X) > Mg (X), 1yl (R) > My(R)

be injections induced from the inclusion 21 (X) < %(X). Since the actions of Diffy,(X) and Diff, ()? )
on spaces of metrics are free, the honest quotients by these groups are homotopy equivalent to correspond-
ing homotopy quotients. Also, let D* be equipped with the restriction of the standard round metric of S4.
Gluing relative metrics with this round metric on D*, we have natural extension maps % ()? ) —> Z(X)
and 92; ()? ) < 21 (X). With homotopy inverses from honest quotients to homotopy quotients, the
injections Diffy(X) <> Diffy,(X) <> Diff*+(X) and extensions %(X) < 2(X), #} (X) < %+ (X)
give rise to a homotopy commutative diagram

My(X) —— Myy(X) — M (X)

26) T T T

MFX) —— M (X) —— a0 (X)
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Now we discuss the vanishing of the Seiberg—Witten characteristic classes. Let k > 0 and suppose that
X is an oriented closed smooth 4-manifold with 5 (X) > k 4 2 so that the Seiberg—Witten characteristic
classes are well-defined. Since #(X) is contractible, EDiff"(X) x #(X) is also contractible, and
EDifft (X) x Z(X) is acted by Diff™ (X) freely. Thus . (X) gives a model of the classifying space of
Diff ™ (X), and hence we may regard the Seiberg—Witten characteristic classes as cohomology classes
on . (X):

SW{f)t(X) € Hk(%(X); L+ (x))- Swﬁalf—tot(x) € Hk(///(X); Z/2).
Theorem 2.39 We have
FSWE (X)=0 and *SWE . (X)=0
in HK(at(X); ‘*ZEDiff+(X)) and in H* (.« % (X); 7,/ 2), respectively.

Proof Fix a model of the universal principal Diff* (X)-bundle EDiff* (X) — BDiff" (X). Then the
bundle EDiff* (X) x Z(X) — .#(X) gives another model of the universal principal Diff* (X)-bundle.
Let E — .#%(X) denote the pullback of this bundle EDiff* (X) x Z(X ) — 4 (X) under ¢. The claim
of Theorem 2.39 is equlvalent to that SWK (E) =0 and SWF . (E) =

We first prove SW tot(E ) =0. Let E} denote the fiber of £ over a point b € .47 (X). Recall the notation
IM.(X) = Ugej(x) L G A+ (X)) and regard Z(X) as a subset of I1.(X). From the construction of E,
we have E = EDiff™ (X ) x %’Jr (X). It follows from this that a Diff T (X )-equivariant map E — IT.(X)
gives rise to a section of the fiber bundle

M4 (X) - (E) = 27 (X),

which is a fiber bundle associated to E with fiber IT«(X) defined in Section 2.4. Similarly, we have an
associated fiber bundle Z1 (E) — .#+(X) with fiber 2+ (X). Note that we have a fiberwise inclusion
ZF(E) — T14(E) induced from the inclusion 21 (X) — T4 (X).

Let ¢ : E — T1.(X) be a Diff™ (X)-equivariant map defined as the composition of the projection
EDifft (X) x #1(X) — %% (X) and the inclusion Z1 (X) < IT.(X). Let

o M7 (X)— 4(E)

denote the section induced from ¢. Then o factors through 2 (E), and hence, for each b € .27 (X), the
Seiberg—Witten equations for (Ep, o (b)) have no irreducible solutions for all spin® structures because of
the standard vanishing for positive scalar curvature metrics.

Now we slightly perturb o to avoid reducibles. First, the nonexistence of irreducible solutions is
an open condition, hence there is an open neighborhood N C I1«(E) of the image of o for which, for
every n € N, the Seiberg—Witten equations for n have no irreducible solutions for all spin® structures.
We may suppose that N lies in IT(E), the space of perturbations with uniformly bounded norms. Since
NN H(Eb) is a codimension-b™ (X) subspace of N, = {n € N'| m(n) = b}, it follows that N' N H(Eb) is
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(b*(X)—2)-connected, as well as IEI(X ). Thus, as in Section 2.6, we may construct an inductive families
perturbation & : .2t (X)® — lgl(E ) whose image lies in N. This implies that SW{&(E )=0.

The proof of that SWllfalf_tot(E ) = 0 is similar to the above. Let us take the subset N C I1«(FE) as
above. Define IT.(X, k)" = (Spin(X, k) x I14«(X))/(Z/2). Recall that we let Z/2 act on I1.(E) as
the fiberwise (—1)-multiplication, where we regard I1.(FE) as a fiber bundle with fiber le—1 @i A;‘(X ))
for a metric g. By taking N smaller, we may assume that N is preserved under the Z /2-action. This N
induces an open neighborhood N’ C IT.(E, k)’ of (Spin®(X, k) x 2% (X))/(Z/2) for which, for every
n € N, the Seiberg—Witten equations for n have no irreducible solutions. Then we can construct an
inductive half-total families perturbation ¢’ : (Spin® (E, k)/Conj)® — ﬁ(E , k)" whose image lies in N”.
This proves that SWfalf_mt(E )=0. a

Corollary 2.40 Let X — E — B be an oriented smooth fiber bundle with fiber X that admits a fiberwise
positive scalar curvature metric. Then

SWE (E)=0 and SWEK, (E)=0.
Proof This is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.39 combined with the commutative diagram (25). O
Corollary 2.41 Suppose that there is a homology class o € Hy (BDiff* (X); Z) such that either
(SWie(X).o) £0 or (SWiie i (X).e) #0
holds. Then we have the following:

(i) The map
bt He (Y (X)), 2) - Hy(#(X):; Z)

is not surjective.
(ii) If o lies in the image of the map Hy (BDiffy,(X);Z) — Hy (BDiff ™ (X); Z), then the map
(txo)s  Hi (M3 (X); Z) = Hi (Mo (X); Z)
is not surjective.
(iii) If « lies in the image of the map Hy (BDiffa()?); 7) — Hy (BDifft(X); Z), then the map
(t9)» - Hi (M5 (X): Z) — Hy(My(X); L)
is not surjective.

Proof It follows from Theorem 2.39 that « lies in the cokernel of (4, which proves the claim (i).
Claims (ii) and (iii) follow from the homotopy commutative diagram (26) with homotopy equivalences
My, (X) ~ BDiffy,(X) and .#3(X) ~ BDiffy(X). O

We remark that the nonsurjectivity result (Corollary 2.41) for £ = 1 implies the disconnectivity of
AT (X):
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Lemma 2.42 Let X be a smooth manifold. If 1, : Hi(.#V(X);Z) — Hi(.#(X);Z) is not surjective,
then Z% (X)) is not connected.

Proof Let y € Hi(.#(X);Z) be a nonzero element in the cokernel of tx. Since the Hurewicz map
h:m(#(X)) — Hi(#(X);Z) is surjective, we may take an element ¥ € 2~ !(y). Since the Hurewicz
maps are compatible with 14, we have that ¥ ¢ Im(1 (.#Z (X)) — m1(#(X))).

Now consider the commutative diagram induced from the fibrations Diff* (X) — EDiff T (X)x2(X) —
#(X) and Diff™ (X) — EDiff " (X) x 2T (X) - .# 7 (X):

0 —— 71 (M (X)) —— mo(Diff+ (X)) —— 0

T P

11 (% (X)) —— 7 (4T (X)) — mo(Diff* (X)) —— 7o(#7T (X))
Here the two rows are exact. By y ¢ Im(m (AT (X)) > m(#(X ))), it is easy to check that the element
ix00(9) € mo(ZT (X)) is nontrivial. m|
In Section 5 we prove the following theorem, which generalizes Theorem 1.11 explained in Section 1:

Theorem 2.43 Let X be a simply connected closed oriented smooth 4-manifold and let k > 0. Then there
exists a sequence of positive integers N1 < N, < --- — +00 such that for all i, none of the maps
ly  Hp (T (X #N; S? x §?): Z) — Hy (A (X # N; S? x §?): 7),
(txo)x : Hi(ME (X #N; S* x S%); Z) — Hy (Mxy(X #N;i S x S?): Z),

(ca)s : Hi (At (X # N;S? x S2); Z) — Hy (My(X #N; S? x S?); 7)),
are surjective.
Remark 2.44 For the moduli space .4 ()? ), we may consider stabilization. Let us fix a metric on
([0, 1] x S3)#5? x S2 whose restriction to a collar neighborhood of the boundary is a pair of the standard
cylindrical metrics on [0, 1] x S3. Then we may define a stabilization map Z(X) — Z(X # S? x S?) by
gluing the fixed metric on ([0, 1] x $3)# S2 x S2. This gives rise to a stabilization map between moduli

spaces, S_yz : //3()? ) — My ()(()' #52xS?). Seeing the proof of Theorem 2.43, one can find that the cokernels
of the maps (15)« contain nonzero elements o; € Hy (.#3(X # N; S? x §?); Z) which are unstable, i.e.,

a; € coker((tg)«) Nker((s.z)«).

3 Calculation
3.1 Multiple mapping torus

This section is devoted to giving preliminary results on multiple mapping tori, to carry out calculations of
the Seiberg—Witten characteristic class in subsequent discussions.

We start by setting up some notation. Let W be an oriented compact 4-manifold with (possibly empty)
boundary. We use Diffy (W) to denote the group of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms on W that
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equals identity near the boundary. (So Diffy(W) is just Diff* (W) when W is closed.) We use Diffy(W)?
to denote the same group equipped with the discrete topology. Consider a smooth oriented bundle
W — E — B with structure group Diffy(I¥). We also use E to denote the corresponding classifying
map E : B — BDiffy(W). This map is well-defined up to homotopy. Similarly, when E carries a flat
structure, we also use E to denote the corresponding map from B to the moduli space BDiffy(W)?.

Let f1,..., fr be mutually commuting orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of W supported in
Int(W). Let
W — Wf] ..... fi ™ Tk
denote the multiple mapping torus of f1,..., fi with fiber W. The bundle Wy, 7 carries a canonical

flat structure since it is the quotient of the product bundle W x RF by a free ZK -action. Hence we get an
induced map

Wy, ... - T* — BDiffy(W)°,

.....

We give the following technical lemma, which shall be useful later.

Lemma 3.1 Let W’ C Int(W) be a compact embedded 4-dimensional submanifold with boundary and
let U be an open neighborhood of W \ W' in W. Suppose that, for any i > 2, the restriction f; |y is
the identity. Moreover, suppose that there is a smooth isotopy F{ from f to the identity that fixes U
pointwise. Then

Wh.....fe+[T*] = 0 € Hy (BDifty(W)°; Z).

Proof By our assumption, the restriction f1|y belongs to the unit component of Diffy(W’), denoted
by Diftg (W’). By Thurston’s result [1974], the group Diftg (W') is simple. So fi|w’ equals a product
of commutators of some elements in Diffg(W’ ). By extending these elements with the identity map on
W\ W’, we obtain diffeomorphisms g1, ..., gn, 1, ..., hy that satisfy

n
fi=]]sgihig " h".
=1

Furthermore, for any 1 < j <n and 2 <i <k, both g; and #; commute with f; since their supports
do not intersect. Let £ be a compact oriented surface of genus n with a single boundary component.
Consider a homomorphism

p: (S x TK=1) = Diffy(W)

that sends the generators to g1,...,8n,1,...,hn, f2,..., fx- Then p induces a flat bundle
W—FE—3Xx Tk_l,

whose restriction to 9(X X Tk_l) is isomorphic to Wy, 7, . As aresult, the map

Wi, £ - TX — BDiffy(W)?
can be extended to ¥ x T¥~!, This directly implies Wi ..., fk,*[Tk] =0. O
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Now we start calculating the families Seiberg—Witten invariants of multiple mapping tori. For the rest of
Section 3.1, we fix k > 0 and set W = X to be a closed oriented smooth 4-manifold with b (X) > k +2.
We first note that one may interpret the evaluation

(Wit Xfi..oi)- [T¥)) € 2/2
in the following way. Let us fix a section
7 : Spin°(X, k) /Conj — Spin® (X, k).
As explained in Example 2.23, we can get a families perturbation for Xy, 7 from a collection of maps

. k <
(U[s] [0, 1] = TI(X ))[5]€SpinC(X,k)/C0nj

with the patching condition (16). For each 5" € Spin®(X) and each oy}, we may consider the parametrized
moduli space
M(X, s, Ofs]) = U M(X, s, o1s1(2)),
t€[0,1]%

where (X, s', 0[5](¢)) is just the usual Seiberg—Witten moduli space for the perturbation op4)(¢). If we
take generic o[ so that the parametrized moduli spaces for o5 over 9]0, 1% are empty for all spin®
structures, this gives rise to an inductive families perturbation o : Spin®(E, k) /Conj — lo'I(E ,k)" in the
sense of Section 2.6. Also we take oy so that the parametrized moduli spaces for of;) is smooth over
Int([0, 1]¥) for all spin® structures. Then

@7 (SWfitior (Xpi..op)- [TF]) = 3 #M(X 5, 01)
set(Spin¢ (X,k)/Conj)
in Z /2, where # denotes the mod 2 count of the moduli space.

A main goal of the rest of this section is to reduce the right-hand side of (27) to a computable
quantity under a certain assumption. As a first step, it is convenient to introduce the numerical families
Seiberg—Witten invariant here. Given a family X — E — B with structure group Diff* (X) over a closed
manifold B of dimension k and s € Spin®(X, k), if the monodromy action of E fixes s, one may define
the numerical families Seiberg—Witten invariant [Baraglia and Konno 2020; Konno 2021]:

SW(E,s) € Z/2.

This is similar to the families Seiberg—Witten invariant defined by Li and Liu [2001] for families of spin®
4-manifolds, but one may define SW(E, s) for a family of 4-manifolds (rather than spin® 4-manifolds) as
long as the monodromy action fixes the isomorphism class s. If we have a generic families perturbation
as explained in Section 2.6, we can calculate SW(E, s) by counting the parametrized moduli space for
the families perturbation. Using the characteristic class SW(E,s) € H kB:z /2) introduced in [Konno
2021], SW(E, s) can be written as SW(E,s) = (SW(FE, s), [B]). The following lemma immediately
follows from the naturality of the characteristic class:

Geometry & Topology, Volume 30 (2026)



Homological instability for moduli spaces of smooth 4-manifolds 3039

Lemma 3.2 Let B’ be a closed manifold of dimension < k, and ¢ : B — B’ be a continuous map. Let
X — E’ — B’ be a Diff* (X)-bundle whose monodromy preserves s. Then SW(¢*E’,s) = 0.

Let ko € {1,...,k}, and let pg, : Tk — T* be a surjective map obtained as the product of ko-th
copies of a degree-2 map S' — S! and (k—k¢)-th copies of the identity of S!. If ( fl.z)* preserves a
spin structure s for i < kg and f; preserves s for i > k¢ + 1, the monodromy of the bundle p;("o Xty fu
preserves s, and thus we can define Sw(p;(,be...,fk ,6). o

For iy,...,i; € {1,...,k} with iy <--- <i; and for a;,,...,a;, € Z, let (flll1
composition of pullbacks ( fi‘:i‘ ) P ( f:i’ )*.

.....

o
27'1)* denote the
* l

Lemma 3.3 In the above setup, let s € T(Spin€(X, k)/Conj) and let ko € {1, ..., k}. Suppose that
o f¥*s#sand (f?)*s =sif i <ko,
o f*s=sfori >ko+1,and
. (fl‘j_l_:']é’ak)*s € 7(Spin° (X, k)/Conj) for all a; € {0, 1}.

Then
al,..., a —
(28) Z #ILX, (fL k)*s"’(fﬁ_l_j;};“k)*[s]) = SW(Pg, X1, i ®)
(0 ) slay ek 40,13
in Z./2.
Moreover, if there are i € {1,...,ko} and a smooth isotopy F} between fl-2 and the identity such that

flz, el Fl.’, e fk20’ Jko+1+- - -» Jkx mutually commute for all ¢, then SW(pZOXfI,m,fk,s) =0inZ/2
and hence the left-hand side of (28) is also zero.

Proof We shall use the notation of Example 2.23. Set o( f;) =2 fori <kg and o(f;) =1fori >ko+ 1.
We prove (28) by showing that the both sides of (28) are equal to the count of a parametrized moduli
space #ML(X, s, 0”) for some families perturbation ¢ : [0, 1]¥ — IEI(X ).

First, by the patching condition (16) and our assumption

({0 )"s € ©(Spin‘ (X, k) /Conj),
it follows that, for each / < ko, 1 <iy <+ <ij <k andt = (t1.....10) € [0. 1]F with f; =0,

[ g ) = 0p7 g g ()

Thus the families perturbations Ofr... 16l and Of* fi... £16] can be glued via f;* along / i]"o_ Land 1 i’fl_ 1
where fora =0, 1,

(29) Ii],ca_l :{(11,--.,lk)€[0, l]k |l‘l' :a}'
Figure 1 illustrates this gluing for k = k¢ = 2.
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f*
Offls] | <———| Oy £51s]

nrs
R

f*
Os] [+ —| Ofps)

Figure 1: Gluing families perturbations for k = ko = 2. Families perturbations parametrized by
|1,[0, 1]? are glued and form a families perturbation parametrized by [0, 2]°.

Therefore the collection

G0 LJ (%;ﬁwymuh»na»
((f 0Ky g | ay .. ar €40,13)

of 2%0_tuple of maps is glued via f's with i < ko and forms a continuous map
o” 1 [0,2]F0 x [0, 1]~ — T1(X).

Leto’:[0,1]F — IQI(X ) be the map obtained from ¢” by rescaling [0, 2] by 3. Thus the left-hand side
of (28), which is the count for the disjoint union (30), coincides with #AL(X, s, 0”’).

Next, one may see that, using (16) and (f;*)*s = s, the above families perturbation ¢ satisfies the
following condition: for distinct i1,...,7; € {l,...,k} with iy <---<ijandt = (t1,...,t,) € [0, l]k
with 7;;, =---=1;, =0, we have

0(i1)sees0UIN% 1y N 1 Fl1seensl]
31) (fiyoi )Y*o'(t) =0'(t ),
where 71" = (tf,....1;) with ¢} = 1; if j ¢ {i1.....0;} and ¢} = 1if j € {i1.....i;}. Now it is easy

to see that #.(X, s, 0”) coincides with the right-hand side of (28), which completes the proof of the claim.
This is because, just as in Example 2.23, the families perturbation o’ with the patching condition (31) gives

. .- . . . * . k
rise to a families perturbation for the multiple mapping torus Pro Xffi =X R R Fig it fi — T,

To see the “moreover” part, note that
* ~ ~s
Pro Xfi s fr = Xf12,...,f,30,fk0+1,...,fk = Xfﬁ,...,id,...,f,go,fk0+1,...,fk
follows from the assumption, where id is in the i-th entry. Let ¢ : TX — Tk~ be the projection onto the
{1,...,k}\ {i}-factors of S!. Then the above isomorphism implies that
P X £, SEOND GENE 2
ko Py f ,...,ld,...,fko,fk0+1,...,fk’
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where id indicates that this entry is removed. It follows from this combined with Lemma 3.2 that
SW(pg, Xf1,...f-8) = 0. O

Corollary 3.4 Let f1,..., f; € Diff" (X) be mutually commuting diffeomorphisms with the following
properties:

e Foreveryi =1,....,k, f; preserves t(Spin®(X, k)/Conj), and the action on t(Spin€ (X, k)/Conj)
satisfies the conditions that f;* # id and (fl-z)* =id.

e There exist isotopies (F})e[o,1] from fl.2 to the identity for all i € {1,...,k} such that, for any
i # j and anyt € [0, 1], the maps F} and f; commute with each other.

Then

(32) (SWﬁalf—tot(Xfl,--wfk)’ [Tk]) = Z SW(Xf]’m’fk’s)‘
s€t(Spin‘ (X,k)/Conj)

fi¥s=s Vie{l,....k}

Proof The diffeomorphisms fi, ..., f; give rise to a (Z/2)¥-action on the set 7(Spin¢ (X, k)/Conj).
Given s € 7(Spin“(X, k)/Conj), if there is i € {1,...,k} such that f;*s # s, we may apply Lemma 3.3
to s (by renaming indices of f;) and obtain that the contribution of the (Z/ 2)%-orbit of s in the sum of
the right-hand side of (27) is zero.

As in Examples 2.21 and 2.22, if a spin® structure s € t(Spin° (X, k)/Conj) is preserved by the mon-
odromy of Xz, 7, the families perturbation o|,) can be taken so that #/M(X, s, 05)) = SW(Xfz, _ 7,.5).
Thus the claim of Corollary 3.4 follows from (27). O

Another important input in calculating the Seiberg—Witten characteristic class is a gluing formula
for the numerical families Seiberg—Witten invariant. To state this, we need to introduce some notation.
In general, for an oriented closed 4-manifold X and for an oriented fiber bundle X — E — B with
fiber X, there is an associated a vector bundle RV 5 g T(E) — B; see, e.g., [Li and Liu 2001;
Baraglia and Konno 2020]. Roughly, H *(E) is defined by the action of Diff*(X) on the Grassmannian
of maximal-dimensional positive-definite subspaces of H?(X;R) together with the transition functions
of E. While H T (E) is determined by E only up to isomorphism, once we take a fiberwise metric on E,
the space of fiberwise self-dual harmonic 2-forms gives a model of H T (E).

Now let X be an oriented closed smooth 4-manifold with 5% (X) > 2 and b;(X) = 0, and let B be a
closed smooth manifold B of dimension & > 0. Let X — E1 — B denote the trivial bundle: £; = B x X.
Let kS? x S? — E, — B be a Diff" (kS2xS?)-bundle over B and suppose that E, admits a section
whose normal bundle is trivial. By choosing such a section and a trivialization of its normal bundle,
we may form a fiberwise connected sum X #k(S? x S?) — E; #r E» — B. Let 55 denote the spin
structure on kS? x S2. For a spin® structure t with d(t) = 0 on X, the connected sum t#sg is invariant
under the monodromy of Ey #7 E> and we have d(t#ss) = —k. Thus the numerical families invariant
SW(E1 #7 Ep, t#sg) € Z/2 makes sense.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 30 (2026)



3042 Hokuto Konno and Jianfeng Lin

Proposition 3.5 In the above setup, suppose that the Stiefel-Whitney class wy (H T (E»)) € H*(B;Z/2)
is nonzero. Then, for a spin® structure t on X with d(t) =0,

SW(E1 #f Ez, f#ﬁs) = SW(X, f)

in Z /2. In particular,

) SW(E1 #f Ep. tH#sg) = SWe o (X)
teto(Spin© (X,0)/Conj)
inZ/2.

Proof This is a direct application of a families gluing formula proven in [Baraglia and Konno 2020,
Theorem 1.1]. O

3.2 Key calculation

In this section we calculate the Seiberg—Witten characteristic class for a special type of multiple mapping
tori (Theorem 3.10). This is the key computation to prove the main results explained in Section 1.

We again start with some notation. Let W be a smooth 4-manifold with a single boundary component.
We use Wy to denote the once stabilized manifold

W Uaw (([0. 1] x W) # 82 x S2).

Here ([0, 1] x W) # S? x S? denotes the inner connected sum. For k > 1, we use Wy to denote the k-th
stabilized manifold: we use W g instead of W #kS? x S? when we want to specify the way of doing
connected sums. Note that we have natural stabilization maps

(33) sw : BDiffy(W) — BDiffy(Ws),
(34) 53, : BDiffy(Wy.s)® — BDiffy(Wg 11)s)°,

defined by extending a diffeomorphism with the identity map. We write s% and s when W is clear from
the context.

We can also define the stabilization of a closed manifold X. We pick a smooth embedded D* in a local
chart and consider the punctured manifold X=X \ Int(D*). Then we define

Xks = Xks Ugs D*.

Note that the stabilization maps (33) and (34) are not well-defined for closed X. Next, we discuss a general
construction of multiple mapping tori with fiber Wy g. Let S = §2 x §2 \ Int(D*) and let f € Diff;(S)
be a relative diffeomorphism that acts as the (—1)-multiplication on H»(S;Z). Such f can be obtained
from the diffeomorphism defined as the product of two copies of the reflection on S2 about the equator,
after deforming near D* by isotopy. Note that £ is the boundary Dehn twist on S2 x S2 \ Int(D*).
Using the circle action on S? x S2, one finds a smooth isotopy {F’} tefo,1] from f 2 to the identity.
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Note that there are k disjoint copies of embedded S in W g, which we denote by Sy,...,S;. By
extending the diffeomorphism f on S; with the identity map on W \ S;, we obtain diffeomorphisms

Sioooos Jio : Wies = Wis

that mutually commute with each other. Furthermore, by extending the isotopy { F'’ }re0,1] on S; with
the identity map, we obtain a smooth isotopy

(35) {F} : Wrs = Wis}iefo.1]

from fl.2 to the identity map, which is supported in S;.
Now we take the multiple mapping torus

(36) Wis = Wis)fy fomnfie — TF

.....

and denote it by EX(W). The fiber bundle EX (W) carries a natural flat structure and hence induces a
map
EX(W) : T = BDiffy(Wys)°.

Lemma 3.6 For any W with zero or one boundary component, one has
2- EK(W)«[T*] = 0 € Hy (BDiffy(Wis)®: Z).
Proof Consider the multiple mapping torus
Wis = Wes)gz g pe = T*.
It is the pullback of EX(W) under a degree-2 map TX — T*. Hence we have

.....

We can apply Lemma 3.1 to finish the proof. O

Lemma 3.7 For any W with a single boundary component, the diagram

BDiffy (W +1)s)°
EX(w.
(37) ) Tsl‘s’VkS

Tk T BDiffy(Wy.s)®

commutes up to homotopy. Furthermore, let W' be another smooth manifold with boundary. Then EX (W)
and EX(W') are isomorphic as smooth bundles with flat structures if W and W' are diffeomorphic.
Similarly, E¥(W) and E¥ (W) are isomorphic as topological bundles with flat structures if W and W'
are homeomorphic.

Proof This is a straightforward check, using definitions. O
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Now we set W to be a closed manifold X and discuss the families Seiberg—Witten invariant.

Lemma 3.8 For any oriented closed smooth 4-manifold X with b™(X) > k 4 2, we have

(SW o (X (0. [TF]) = SW 00 (X).
Proof First, we fix a section

70 : Spin®(X)/Conj — Spin‘(X).
Then, for given [s] € Spin®(Xjs)/Conj, we set 7([s]) to be the spin® structure s’ with [s'] = [s] that
satisfies s’'|x = to([s'|x]). This defines a section
71 : Spin‘(Xyg)/Conj — Spin® (X 5),

and restricting this we obtain a section

7 : Spin®(Xggs, k)/Conj — Spin® (X s, k).

Note that the isotopy {Fl.t} satisfies the conditions of Corollary 3.4. Thus we can reduce the calculation
of SWEK .. . (E’) to monodromy invariant spin¢ structures. By Corollary 3.4, we have

(38) (SW o (EX (X)), [TF]) = > SW(EX(X).5).
set(Spin (X s ,k)/Conj)
S s=s Vie{l,.. .k}

On the other hand, the action of f; on the second homology group equals —1 on (52 x §?); and
equals 1 on the other summands. From this, we see that a spin® structure on X g is preserved by all f; if
and only if it can be written as the connected sum t#sg between a spin® structure t on X and the spin
structure sg on k(S? x §2). Thus we can apply Proposition 3.5 and get

> SW(EX(X),s) = > SW(EX(X), t#sg)

set(Spin® (Xg s ,k)/Conj) tet(Spin‘ (X,0)/Conj)
Sifs=s Vie{l,.. .k}

= > SW(X, ) = SWye. o (X).
tez(Spin‘ (X,0)/Conj)

This combined with (38) finishes the proof. O
Next, let us consider a natural map

(39) p : BDiffy(X) — BDiff ™ (X)

induced from a map extending a relative diffeomorphism by the identity of D*. We call p the extension

map, and drop X from our notation. To state the main result of this section, we need one more definition.

Definition 3.9 Let X be a simply connected, closed, smooth, oriented 4-manifold. We say that X
dissolves if it is diffeomorphic to aCP? #bCP? or ¢(S? x S?)#dK3 for some a,b,c € N and d € Z.
We say that X dissolves after n stabilizations if X #1(S2 x S?) dissolves.
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Now we are ready to state the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.10 Letk > 0 and let X be a simply connected closed oriented indefinite smooth 4-manifold
with b+ (X) > k +2. Assume that SW{ ;.. (X) = 1 in Z /2, that X dissolves after one stabilization, and
that X is not homotopic to K3. Then there exists an element

of (X) € Hy (BDiffy(Xis)®: 2)
that satisfies the following properties:
(i) o (X) is 2-torsion.
(ii) a,‘i (X) belongs to the kernel of the stabilization map
s3 . Hy (BDffy(Xy5)%; Z) — Hy BDiffy (X 11)5)%: Z).
(iii) Let ax(X) be the image of a,‘z (X)) under the forgetful map
H, (BDiffy(Xy5)%: Z) — Hy (BDiffy(Xys): Z).

Then
0 # (SWE .o (Xis), px(ax (X)) € Z/2.

(iv) ag(X) and al‘i (X) are both topologically trivial. Namely,

ol (X) € ker(Hy (BDiffy(X;.5): Z) — Hy (BHomeoy(Xy5)%: 7)),
o (X) € ker(Hy (BDiffy(X;.5): Z) — Hy (BHomeoy(Xys): Z.)).

Remark 3.11 Theorem 3.10 implies that SW,5.¢o¢ detects topologically trivial nonzero homology class
of BDiff*(X) in Z or Z/2-coefficient. On the other hand, the (generalized) Mumford—Morita—Miller
classes, which are basic characteristic classes for smooth fiber bundles, are generalized also for topological
fiber bundles over F = Q or Z/2 [Ebert and Randal-Williams 2014]. Thus the Mumford-Morita—Miller
classes do not detect kernels of Hy(BDifft(X);F) — H,(BHomeo™ (X);F).

Proof of Theorem 3.10 By the assumption on the dissolving and that X is not homotopic to K3, there
is a 4-manifold X’ such that the following conditions hold:

(a) X #S? x 82 is diffeomorphic to X' #S? x S2.
(b) X’ is homeomorphic to X.

(¢) The Seiberg—Witten invariant vanishes for any spin® structure on X’. In particular, this implies
Swgalf—tot(x ) =0.

Consider the bundles E* ()? ) and EF ()? "). Since X ,/c g 1s diffeomorphic to Xjs, we have two maps
E*(X), EF(X') : T¥ - BDiffy(Xr5)°.
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Then we set
o (X) := EX(X)£[T*]— EX(X")[T*].
Now we verify the four properties in the statement of Theorem 3.10 as follows:
e Property (i) directly follows from Lemma 3.6.
e By Lemma 3.7, we have
SeER(XO)[TH]) = EX(X5)a[TH). s EX(XNa[T¥] = EX(Xg)4[T).

Since )? s 1s diffeomorphic to )? o, (ii) is proved.
e Property (iii) is equivalent to

(SW kateaor E* (X0). [T¥]) # (SW e (B (X)), [TF]).
By Lemma 3.8, this is equivalent to

SW l?alf—tot (X ) 7é SW l?alf—tot (X /)’

which follows from our assumption and SW{, ... (X) = 0.

e Since X is homeomorphic to X', EX ()? ) and EX ()? ") are isomorphic as topological bundles with flat
structure. Therefore the maps EX(X) and E¥(X”) are homotopic after composition with the forgetful map

BDiffy ()?ks)s — BHomeoy ()?ks)s.

This proves that oz]‘z (X) is topologically trivial, which implies that oz (X) is topologically trivial as well. O

Corollary 3.12 Let k > 0 and let X be a simply connected closed oriented indefinite smooth 4-manifold
with b (X) > k + 2. Assume that SWﬁalf_mt(X )=11in7Z/2, that X dissolves after one stabilization, and
that X is not homotopic to K3. Consider the forgetful map i : Diff* (X} g) — Homeo™ (Xg). Then the
induced map

ix : Hy(BDifft (Xy5); Z) — Hy (BHomeo™t (Xis);Z)
is not injective, and the induced map
i*: H*(BHomeo (Xxs): Z/2) — H*(BDiff* (Xxs5): Z/2)
is not surjective. Analogous results hold for the maps i f andig induced by the inclusion
i%: Diff"r(XkS)‘S > Homeo+(XkS)8.

Proof Set o = pi (g (X)) € Hy(BDifft (Xys); Z). By Theorem 3.10(ii), o # 0. By Theorem 3.10(iv),
o« maps to zero in Hy (BHomeo™ (Xys); Z). This implies that SWﬁalf_mt(X ks) is not in the image of i *.
By using a,‘z (X) instead of o (X), one can prove analogous results for i f and iy O
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4 Moduli space of formally smooth topological bundles

The purpose of this section is to define the moduli space BHomeozr (X), which classifies topological
bundles whose vertical tangent microbundle is lifted to a vector bundle. This moduli space is essential in
our discussion of exotic phenomena that are special in dimension 4. We start by recalling some definitions
about microbundles; see Milnor [1964].

Definition 4.1 Let B be a topological space. A microbundle over B of rank n is a triple £ = (Y, p, s) of
a space Y and continuous maps p : ¥ — B and s : B — Y such that

e pos =id, and

e for any point x € B, there exists a neighborhood U C B of x, a neighborhood V C Y of s(U), and
a homeomorphism ¢ : R” x U =5 V that make the diagram

U LRrrxy U
|
Uu—=> v

commute. Here so(x) = (0, x) and p, (¢, x) = x.

P LU

Definition 4.2 Let X <— E — B be a topological bundle; i.e., a fiber bundle whose structure group is in
Homeo(X). The vertical tangent microbundle 7 (E/B) is the microbundle over E given by the triple
(ExpE,p,s). Here p: E xgp E — E is defined as p(x1,x2) :=xz and s : E — E xp E is defined as

s(x) = (x, x).

Definition 4.3 Given two microbundles & = (Y, p,s) and & = (Y’, p’,s’) over B, an isomorphism
p: & — & is a homeomorphism V/ =5 V’ between a neighborhood V' C Y of s(B) and a neighborhood
V' C Y’ of s'(B) that is compatible with the maps p, p’, s, s’. We treat two isomorphisms as the same if
they coincide on a neighborhood of s(B).

Definition 4.4 A linear structure on a microbundle £ is an isomorphism p : W — £ from some vector
bundle W. We treat two linear structures p : W — £ and p’ : W/ — £ as the same if there exists an
isomorphism ¥ : W — W' of vector bundles such that po vy = p'.

To avoid delicate point-set topology issues in our construction of moduli spaces, we use simplicial sets,
which have been a standard tool in studying moduli spaces of manifolds. For readers’ convenience, we
summarize some key properties here and refer to [Goerss and Jardine 1999] for a detailed introduction.
Let A be the simplex category whose objects are the ordered sets 1] := {0, ...,n} and whose morphisms
are order-preserving maps between these ordered sets. A simplicial set S is a contravariant functor

S : A — Set
to the category of sets. That means we associate to [k] a set S[k], called the set of k-simplices, and
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associate a structure map

2 S[] — S[k]

to an order-preserving map ¢ : [k] — [/]. Any simplicial set S has a decomposition into its path components.

A map S — T between two simplicial sets is by definition a natural transformation between the
functors. We say the map is a Kan fibration if it satisfies the so-called “horn-lifting property”. Let * be
the simplicial set with a single k-simplex for each k. We say S is a Kan complex if the constant map
K — x is a Kan fibration. Kan complexes are those simplicial sets which resemble the simplicial set
of singular simplices of a topological space. In particular, given a Kan complex S and a 0-simplex x,
one can define its homotopy group 7% (S, x) for any k. A map S — T between Kan complexes is called
a weak equivalence if it induces a bijection between path components and induces an isomorphism on
all homotopy groups. A Kan complex S is called weakly contractible if it is path connected and has
vanishing homotopy groups.

A simplicial group is a contravariant functor
G : A — Group

to the category of groups. A left action (resp. right action) of a simplicial group G on a simplicial set S is
a left action (resp. right action) of G [k] on S[k] for each k. These actions are required to be compatible
with structure maps. We say the action is levelwise free if the action of G [k] on S[k] is free for each k.
And we define the quotient simplicial set S/G by setting (S/G)[k] := S[k]/Gk].

Given a simplicial set S with a right G-action and simplicial set 7" with a left G-action, we define
S xg T by setting

(S xg T)[k] := S[k] xgx) TIk].

There is a way to associate to a simplicial set S a CW complex |S|, called the geometric realization

of S. We briefly recall its construction. For each k € N, we consider the standard k-simplex

n
k._ , _ k+1
.— ) 1 — Y, — .
A {(xo Xk) ‘ x;i >0 E Xj 1} CcR
i=0

Vertices of A¥ are canonically identified with elements in [k]. Given any order-preserving map < : [[] — [k],
we have an induced simplicial map A* : Al > A¥ The geometric realization is defined as the quotient

S| = ( | |k x S[k]))/w.

keN

space

Here we use the discrete topology on S[k] and the equivalence relation is generated by
(AT(x),0) ~ (x,77(0))

for any morphism 7 : [k] — [/], any x € A¥ and any ¢ € S[I]. This is a functorial construction, meaning
that any map f : S — T between simplicial sets induces a continuous map | f| : |S| — |T|. We note that
the homotopy group of a Kan complex coincides with its geometric realization.
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Now we start defining various simplicial sets associated to a connected, closed, oriented smooth
manifold X. For now, we do not assume that X has dimension 4. The following definitions are standard
and can be found, for example, in [Burghelea and Lashof 1974, Section 1] or [Kupers 2015, Section 2.1].

Definition 4.5 The simplicial homeomorphism group Homeo™ (X) is defined by setting Homeo™ (X)[k]
to be the group of orientation-preserving self-homeomorphisms on A¥ x X that covers idak. Similarly,
we define the simplicial diffeomorphism group Difft(X) by setting Diff™ (X)[k] to be the group of
orientation-preserving self-diffeomorphisms on A¥ x X that covers id Ak . Here we treat AK as a smooth
manifold-with-corners. Given a morphism ¢ : [k] — [/] in A, the associated structure maps of Homeo™ (X)
and Difft (X) are both defined using the bundle map

AT xidy : AR x X — Al x X.

Definition 4.6 The simplicial set Emb'°(X, R*®) is defined as follows. For each k € N and n € N, we let
Emb'®(X, R")[k] be the set of locally flat topological embeddings A¥ x X <> AK x R” that covers id Ak -
Then we define
Emb'® (X, R*)[k] := colimit Emb'° (X, R")[k].
n—>00

Here the colimit is defined using standard inclusion R” < R Given a morphism 7 : [k] — [[] in A,
the structure map

* : Emb'°(X, R*)[I] - Emb* (X, R™)[k]
is defined as follows. Given an element in Emb'® (X, R%)[/] represented by an embedding f : AK x X —

A* xR" we let 7*(f) € Emb'(X, R*)[k] be the unique embedding that makes the diagram

AkxX&Akx]R”

(40) Arxidxl lAfxian

Al x — T AlxR?
commute.

There is a levelwise free right action of Homeo™ (X)) on Emb'¢(X, R®) defined by precomposing an
embedding f € Emb'°(X, R®)[k] with a self-diffeomorphism # € Homeo™ (X)[k]. Via the forgetful
map Diff* (X) — Homeot (X), we also get a levelwise free right action of Diff ™ (X) on Emb'®(X, R®).

Definition 4.7 The simplicial set L (.7 X), which corresponds to the space of linear structures on 7 X, is
defined as follows. For each k € N, we consider the vertical tangent microbundle .7 (A¥ x X /A¥) of
the trivial bundle AF x X — A¥. We let L(.7 X)[k] be the set of linear structures on .7 (AKX x X /A¥).
Given a morphism 7 : [k] — [[] in A, we define the structure map

™™ L(7X)[l] - L(7X)[k]
by pulling back a linear structure via the bundle map
AT xidy : AFx X — Al x X,
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Definition 4.8 The simplicial set R(7"X), which corresponds to the space of Riemannian metrics on 7°X,
is defined as follows. For each k € N, let R(T X)[k] be the set of smooth metric on the vertical tangent
bundle 7'(A¥ x X /A¥). Given a morphism 7 : [k] — [/] in A, we define the structure map

™ R(TX)[I] - R(TX)[k]
by pulling back a metric via the bundle map
AT xidy : AFx X — Al x X,
Lemma 4.9 The following conclusions hold.

(i) Homeo ™ (X) and Diff™ (X) are Kan complexes.

(i) L(Z X) is a Kan complex.
(iii) Emb'®(X, R*®) is a weakly contractible Kan complex.
(iv) R(TX) is a weakly contractible Kan complex.

(v) Emb'(X,R>®) XHomeo+(x) L(7 X) is a Kan complex.
(vi) Homeo™ (X) Xyt (xy R(TX) is a Kan complex.

(vii) Emb'(X, R%°)/Homeo™(X) is a Kan complex, and its geometric realization is a model for
BHomeo™ (X).

(viii) Emb'®(X,R) X piff+ (X) R(TX) is a Kan complex, and its geometric realization is a model for
BDifft (X).

Proof The underlying simplicial set of any simplicial group is a Kan complex [Goerss and Jardine 1999,
Lemma 1.3.4], which proves (i).

We let A7 be the “horn” obtained by removing interior of the i-th face from dA”. By the definition of
Kan complex, (ii) is equivalent to showing that any linear structure p € .7 (AY x X/A) can be extended
to a linear structure p’ on .7 (A" x X/A™). This is straightforward since we can construct p’ as the
pullback of p via the continuous retraction A" — AY.

Conclusion (iii) is proved as in [Kupers 2015, Lemma 2.2].

The simplicial set R(7'X) is a Kan complex since any metric on 7'(A¥ x X/A”) can be extended to a
metric on T (A" x X/A"), and R(TX) is weakly contractible since any metric on T(0A” x X /dA") can
be extended to a metric on T'(A" x X/AY). This proves (iv).

By (i) and (iv), the product Emb'*(X,R®) x L(7 X) is a Kan complex. By [Goerss and Jardine 1999,
Corollary V.2.6], the map

Emb'°(X, R*®) x L(.7 X) — Emb°(X, R*®) XHomeo (x) L(T X)

is a surjective Kan fibration. These two facts together imply that Emb'®(X, R>) XHomeot (x) L(7X) is
also a Kan complex, namely (v). (See [Goerss and Jardine 1999, Proof of Lemma V.3.7].)
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Conclusion (vi) is proved by an argument similar to that used to show (v).
Conclusion (vii) is proved as in [Kupers 2015, Lemma 2.7], and (viii) can be proved similarly. O

Definition 4.10 A formally smooth X -bundle is a topological fiber bundle X — E — B equipped with a
linear structure on its vertical tangent microbundle. Given two formally smooth X -bundles 6y, 6; over B,
we say that they are isomorphic if there is an isomorphism between the bundles that respects the linear
structures, and we say that they are concordant if there exists a formally smooth X -bundle 8 over I x B
such that 6|, x is isomorphic to ¢; fori =0, 1.

Definition 4.11 We define the moduli space of formally smooth manifold X as
BHomeo; (X) := [Emb"*(X. R*) Xy oo+ (xy LT X)].
Definition 4.11 is justified by the following proposition.

Proposition 4.12 There exists a formally smooth X -bundle 6 over BHomeozr (X) that satisfies the
following universal property: Given any simplicial complex K and any formally smooth X -bundle
over | K|, it is isomorphic to the pullback g*(g) under some map g : |K| — BHomeoZ (X). Furthermore,
g5 (5) and g’l"(g) are concordant if and only if gg and g1 are homotopic.

Proof We first construct §. We denote Emb'°(X, R®) XHomeot (x) L(ZX) by S. For any k-simplex
o =|[(f, p)] of S, we consider the bundle X — E(0) 70, Ak Here E(0) C AF xR is the image of f,
and 7 (o) is the projection map. The pushforward fi(p) gives a linear structure py on .7 (E(0)/A¥).
Given any morphism 7 : [/] — [k], by (40), there is a bundle map

T« : E(t*(0)) = E(0)

that covers the map A7 : Al — Ak We consider the quotient space

where ~ is generated by 7« (x) ~ x for any morphism 7 : [/] — [k], any o € S[k] and any point x € E(t*0).
By gluing {7 (0)}s together, one obtains a topological bundle

7:E—|S],

whose vertical tangent microbundle has a linear structure o obtained by gluing {ps }o together. The pair
(7, p) defines 6.

Now we prove the universal property of 6. Consider a formally smooth X-bundle 6 over |K]|,
represented by a topological bundle X — E = |K| equipped with a linear structure p’ on .7 (E/|K|).
We fix an order o on O-simplices of K. For each k-simplex n of K, we use o to fix a homeomorphism
A¥ >~ |n| C |K]|. We pick a trivialization 77! (|n|) = A¥ x X. Then the restriction of p gives a linear
structure p, on .7 (Ak x X/X). Furthermore, by Lemma 4.9(iii), we can inductively construct an
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embedding f; € Emb'(X, R%)[k] for each 5 so that the following compatibility condition holds: for
any /-simplex 1’ C 7, the diagram
>~ f’ ~
7Yy ]) — Al x X AL R® —=— || x R®
(4D

n_1(|n|)i>AkxX¢> Ak xR® = |p| x R%®

commutes. Set o(n) = [(fy. pn)] € S[k]. We use o to determine a homeomorphism
gyl =5 Ak x {op) C A x STk].

By (41), these homeomorphisms can be glued together to form a map g : | K| — |S|. It is straightforward
to check that g*(g) =0.

Given go, g1 : | K| — |S], it is obvious that g§ (5) and g’l"(g) are concordant if gg and g; are homotopic.
Furthermore, suppose that g; (5) and g’l“(g) are concordant. By the simplicial approximation theorem
[Rourke and Sanderson 1971, Sections 5.3 and 6.9], we may homotope go and g; so that they are both
simplicial. By a similar argument as above, we construct a simplicial map / x | K| — | S| that restricts
to g; on {i} x |K|. This completes the proof. m|

We note that, for any g € R(T X)[k], the exponential map gives a linear structure
pg : T(AF x X/ A¥) - 7 (A% x X/ AF).
This gives a map R(TX) — L(Z X), and further induces a map
Exp : Homeo™ (X) Xpif+(X) R(TX)— L(7X)

defined by Exp[(f, g)] := f«(pg) for any f € Homeo™ (X)[k] and g € R(TX)[k].
The following theorem is a reformulation of Kirby and Siebenmann’s classification theorem [1977,
Theorem V.2.2] of smooth structures.

Theorem 4.13 (Kirby—Siebenmann) Suppose that X is not 4-dimensional. Then the map Exp is a weak
equivalence to the union of path components that intersect the image of Exp.

We consider the forgetful map

id X et () EXp - Emb' (X, R%®) X+ () (Homeo™ (X) Xpet ) R(TX))
— Emb" (X, R®) Xyomeot (x) L(7X).

Passing to the geometric realization, we obtain the map
¢ : BDiff " (X) — BHomeoiL (X).

Corollary 4.14 Suppose that X is not 4-dimensional. Then the map ¢ is a weak equivalence to the path
component of BHomeozr (X) containing the image of t.
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Proof This directly follows from Theorem 4.13 and [Kupers 2015, Lemma 2.6(iii)]. O
Now we turn to dimension 4. What we need is a refinement of Corollary 3.12 as follows.

Proposition 4.15 Let k > 0 and let X be a closed oriented 4-manifold that satisfies the conditions of
Corollary 3.12. Consider the forgetful map ¢ : BDifft (X g) — BHorneozr (Xgs). Then the induced map

t : Hy (BDiff " (Xy5); Z) — Hy(BHomeo} (Xy5): Z)
is not injective, and the induced map

t* : H*(BHomeo] (Xys); Z/2) — H*(BDiff* (Xi5): Z/2)
is not surjective.
Before proving Proposition 4.15, we shall see the following. Set I = [0, 1].

Lemma 4.16 Let X and X' be two simply connected smooth 4-manifolds which are homeomorphic to
each other. Then there exist Riemannian metrics g on X and g’ on X', smoothly embedded disks D* C X
and D¥ C X', and a homeomorphism f : X — X’ such that

e [ restricts to a smooth isometry from a neighborhood of D* to a neighborhood of D¥, and

o there is a linear structure p on .7 (I x X /1) such that p|goyxx equals pg, pl(1yxx equals f*(pg’),
and p|;x p4 equals the pullback of pg|pa.

Proof Pick smoothly embedded disks D* < X and D* <> X' Let f : X — X’ be a homeomorphism.
After an isotopy, we may assume f(D*) C D¥. By the annulus theorem [Quinn 1982], D* \ f(D*%)
is homeomorphic to I x 3. This allows us to further modify f so that it restricts to a diffeomorphism
from a neighborhood of D* to a neighborhood of D¥ . Then we pick a metric g on X and extend the
metric fx(g|p4+) on D* to a metric g’ on X’. The first condition is now satisfied and it remains to find a
linear structure p that extends the given linear structure p’ over the subspace

B=({0,1}xX)U(I xDYCIxX.

By the Kister—Mazur theorem [Kister 1964], the microbundle .7 (I x X /I) is equivalent to a topological
bundle R* — E — I x X. The given linear structure p’ on E|p gives a reduction of its structure group
from Top(4) to O(4). (Here Top(4) denotes the group of homeomorphisms of R* preserving the origin.)
It suffices to extend this reduction to the whole I x X. There is a series of obstruction classes for the
existence of such extension, which sit inside the groups

H'(I x X, B; 7 (Top(4)/ O(4)))

for 0 <i < 4. Since 7; (Top(4)/0(4)))) =0,0,0,Z/2,0 fori =0, ...,4, respectively [Freedman and
Quinn 1990, Theorem 8.7A], the only possible obstruction is in the group

H*(IxX,B:7/2) =~ H|(X;Z/2).
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Since X is simply connected, this group is trivial as well. So the extension exists and the proof is
completed. |

Proof of Proposition 4.15 Let o € Hy (BDiff" (Xjg); Z) be the same as in the proof of Corollary 3.12.
Then it suffices to show that (4 (o) = 0. Recall that « is presented as the difference of two smooth
Xis-bundles EX(X) and E*(X') over T*. Here X’ is a smooth 4-manifold homeomorphic to X. We just
need to show that EX(X) and EX(X’) are concordant as formally smooth X} -bundles.

Note that EX(X) is obtained by gluing together the bundles EX(D*) and (X \ 134) along their common
boundary. The same operation applied to X’ gives the bundle E k(x. Applying Lemma 4.16, we obtain
the homeomorphism f : X — X’, a metric g on X and a metric g’ on X',

We have an isomorphism f . EK (X)—> E k (X’) of topological bundles, obtained by gluing

idgi X flx\ B s T x (X \ D*) = TF x (X' \ D%

with the identity map on EX(D?).

Next, we fix a families metric o on EX(D*). By gluing g and g’ with gy fiberwise, we obtain a
families metric § on EX(X) and a families metric & on E¥(X’). We use pg and pgs to denote the
induced linear structures. By gluing together the linear structure p provided by Lemma 4.16 and the linear
structure 7 (EX(D*) x I / Tk x 1) pulled back from go, we get a concordance from pg and f *(pg7)-
This shows that EX(X) and EX(X”) are concordant as formally smooth bundles. |

5 Proof of the main results

Now we have prepared all necessary results on families Seiberg—Witten theory to prove the main results
described in Section 1. The only remaining piece of the proofs of those is the following result on
geography involving the usual (i.e., unparametrized) Seiberg—Witten invariant:

Theorem 5.1 For any integer | € Z, there exists a sequence of simply connected 4-manifolds { X l.l |
that satisfies the following properties:

) sign(Xl-l) =1.
(ii) bz(Xil) — 400 asi — +oo.
(1) X l.l is of Seiberg—Witten simple type.
(iv) SWiyr (X)) =1€2/2.
) X l.l dissolves after one stabilization.
(vi) Suppose ! is divisible by 16. Then we can pick X l.l to be spin or nonspin.

To avoid a digression, we postpone the proof of Theorem 5.1 to Section 6. Let us give the proofs of
the main results in Section 1 assuming Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 We set [ = sign(X) and denote by X; the 4-manifold X l.l in Theorem 5.1. Here,
we choose X; to be of the same type (i.e., spin/nonspin) as X. By Wall’s theorem [1964b], there exists a
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positive integer n(X ) such that X, (x)s dissolves. There exists an integer io such that for any i > i, the
manifold X; is indefinite, not homotopy equivalent to K3 and satisfies

ba(X;) + 2k = b2(X) + 2n(X).
For any i > 0, we set
N; = %(bz(Xio—H) —ba(X)) + k.

Then we have N; — +o0. Furthermore, (Xj,+;)xs is diffeomorphic to Xy, s since they have the same
signature, Euler number, type and both dissolve. We apply Theorem 3.10 to the manifold X;,+; and
obtain homology classes

ol (Xio+i) € Hy (BDiffy(Xn,5)%:Z) and  a(Xig4:) € Hi (BDiffy(Xy, s): Z).

We set ocl‘.g = oc,‘z (Xip+i) and o; = ot (Xj,+;). It remains to verify that they satisfy the desired property.
By Theorem 3.10(iv), af and o; are both topologically trivial. By Theorem 3.10(ii), oel‘.s € ker sf\,i - This

implies that o; € kersy; «. By Theorem 3.10(iii), we have

(42) (SWE it (X N, 8), pa(@i)) # 0.

This combined with Corollary 2.37 show that

o ¢ Image(sn;—1,4 0O SN, —k—1,%)-
This further implies that
s 8 8
o ¢ Irnage(SNi_l’* ©--0 SNi—k—l,*)’

which completes the proof. a

Proof of Theorem 1.3 Let N; be chosen as in the proof of Theorem 1.2. Then we apply Proposition 4.15
to the manifold X;,4; to conclude that ¢ is noninjective and ¢* is nonsurjective. The proof is finished by
the fact that (X;,+;)xs is diffeomorphic to Xy, 5. |

Remark 5.2 In Theorem 1.3, all X # N;S?2 x S? are connected sums of CP?,52 x S2, K3 and their
orientation reversals. This is because we choose 7; in the proof of Theorem 1.3 so that X #1,;S? x S2
dissolve, and so do X # N; S% x S2.

Proof of Theorem 1.8 We set N; to be the same as in Theorem 1.2 and let 8; = p«(;). It suffices to
show that 8; can be represented by an exotic diffeomorphism, since all other assertions directly follow
from the corresponding assertions in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3.

By the construction of «; in the proof of Theorems 1.2 and 3.10, we see that B;, when treated as a
homology class in H; (BDiff* (X N;S): Z), can be expressed as the difference

(XN;$) sy [T = (XN;8) 57, +[T'] € Hi(BDIff " (X, S); Z).

Here (Xn;s)f, and (Xy;s) £/ are mapping tori for diffeomorphisms f1, f{ € Diff (X N; s). Furthermore,

by (1), there is a homeomorphism g : X, 5 — X, s such that f7 is topologically isotopic to g o fl/ ) g_l.
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We may assume g is actually a diffeomorphism since the map (2) is surjective for N = N;. Then
fogofTlog T i Xns > Xn;s

is an exotic diffeomorphism that represents ;. a

Theorem 1.11 is just a part of Theorem 2.43, which we prove here:

Proof of Theorem 2.43 Let «; € H; (BDiffy ()? # N;S? x §?);Z) be the homology class that was
constructed in the proof of Theorem 1.2. Recalling (42), the pairing of «; with SWfalf_tot is nonzero.
Thus the claim of Theorem 2.43 follows from Corollary 2.41. O

Remark 5.3 As we mentioned in Remark 1.10, the whole argument can be adapted to twisted stabilizations,
i.e., taking connected sum with CP2 # CP? instead of S2 x S2. We summarize the adaptations needed

here. For k > 0, we use X, 5 to denote X #k(CP? #CP?). For simply connected nonspin X, there is a
diffeomorphism between X g and Xy § for any k [Wall 1964a, Corollary 1]. For such X, the multiple
mapping torus E¥(X) is a smooth bundle with fiber Xz5. (See (36).) Note that we do not adapt the
construction of E¥(X) so the monodromies are still diffeomorphisms supported on copies of on embedded
(S?% x §2)\ Int(D*), not embedded (CP? #W) \ Int(D*). With this in mind, one can repeat the proof
of Theorem 3.10 and show that for nonspin X, the same result holds for the twisted stabilization map

57 Hy(BDiffy(X, 5)°; Z) - Hy(BDiffy(X . 1)5)%: 2).

Moreover, by applying Theorem 2.36 to N = (k+ 1)(@1?2#@), one obtains a variation of Corollary 2.37
for twisted stabilizations. With these results proved, we can repeat the proofs of Theorems 1.2, 1.3 and
1.8 word by word for twisted stabilizations on a nonspin X. For a spin X, we simply replace it with X§
and reduce it to the nonspin case.

5.1 Comparison with Torelli groups

Given an oriented smooth manifold X, let TDiff(X) denote the subgroup of Diff* (X) defined to be the
group of diffeomorphisms that act trivially on homology H.«(X;Z). This subgroup TDiff(X) is often
called the Torelli group. Tools from families gauge theory known before have been effectively used to
study TDiff(X) rather than Diff™ (X); see, for instance, [Ruberman 1999]. In this section, we remark that
H,(BTDiff(X)) and H, (Diff" (X)) are significantly different, as are 71 (Diff* (X)) and Hy (Diff*(X)).

For a closed oriented smooth 4-manifold X with a fixed spin® structure s and a homology orientation O,
let Diff(X, s, 0) be the group of diffeomorphisms that preserve orientation of X, s and 0. Note that
TDiff(X) C Diff(X, s, 0). We are going to use a characteristic class

(43) SW(X,s,0) € H4®)(BDiff(X, s, 0); Z),

which was defined in [Konno 2021]. Let % (X) denote the set of Seiberg—Witten basic classes of X of
formal dimension zero.
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Proposition 5.4 Suppose that X is a simply connected closed oriented indefinite smooth 4-manifold
with b (X) > 2. Assume that there are infinitely many smooth oriented 4-manifolds {X. i 72 such that
X; #52 x S? is diffeomorphic to X # S? x S? for every i, and #B(X;) — +oo. Then the kernels of both
of the natural maps

Sa H, (BTDIff(X #S2 x §2); Z) — H,(BDiff* (X #52 x §2); Z),
(45) 71 (BDff " (X # 52 x §2)) — H; (BDiff" (X # 52 x §2); Z)

contain subgroups isomorphic to Z*° = P, Z.

Proof The proof is an adaptation of Ruberman’s argument [1999] in the Seiberg—Witten setup with
a help of the characteristic class (43). Set Z = X # S2 x §2. By assumption, there is a sequence
{ti}i C Spin®(X,0) such that t; € B(X;) \ B(X;—1) for all i. Let s; € Spin°(Z, 1) be the connected
sum of t; with the spin structure on S? x S2. By repeating the construction of the bundle £ — S! in
Theorem 3.10 using (X, X;) in place of (X, X”), we obtain a diffeomorphism f; € TDiff(Z) such that:
* fi is decomposed into f; = g; o g/, where the squares of g;, g/ are smoothly isotopic to the identity.
o SW(E;,s;) #0, where E; — S! is the mapping torus of f; with fiber Z.
e SW(E;,s;) =0forall j >1i.
As we can see from the proof of Theorem 1.2, we have that (E;)«([S']) € H,(BDifft(Z);Z) are

2-torsions. On the other hand, let £ l.T : ST — TDiff(X) be the classifying map of E; with structure group
TDiff(Z). Then, by evaluating {(E iT)*([S 11)}; on the homomorphism

P (SW(Z.s.0).—-): Hi(BIDiff(2):2) > @ Z=z>,
5€Spin“(Z,1) 5€Spin© (Z,1)

we have that {(EZ.T)*([SI])},- are linearly independent in H;(BTDiff(Z);Z). Thus {2(EZ.T)*([SI])},-
generates a subgroup in the kernel of (44) isomorphic to Z°°. The claim on the map (45) immediately
follows from the above argument combined with the following commutative diagram, where /2 denotes
the Hurewicz map:

71(BTDIff(Z)) —— H,(BTDiff(Z); Z) —— H;(BDiff*(Z); Z)
gl Th
70(TDIff(Z)) ——— 7o(Diff T (Z)) — = 71 (BDifft(2)) O

It is easy to find an example of X and X; that satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 5.4 by the knot
surgery formula due to Fintushel and Stern [1998].
6 Manifolds that dissolve after one stabilization

In this section, we prove Theorem 5.1. This will finish our argument. Our proof is inspired by the papers
[Gompf 1991; Hanke et al. 2003; Akhmedov et al. 2015], which constructed many examples of symplectic
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4-manifolds that dissolve after one stabilization. The idea is to start with some symplectic 4-manifolds
with a unique Seiberg—Witten basic class up to sign (e.g., minimal algebraic surfaces of general type) and
do fiber sum along embedded surfaces with self-intersection 0 and genus > 2. (We avoid doing fiber sum
along tori or spheres because they usually annihilate the half-total Seiberg—Witten invariants.)

We start with some notation. Let M1, ..., M, be oriented closed smooth 4-manifolds. Let F be an
oriented genus-g closed surface and let F; C M, be a smoothly embedded surface F; of the same genus,
and self-intersection 0. We let D%, cee, D,% be disjoint disks in S2. For each i, we pick an open tubular
neighborhood v (F;) and an orientation-reversing diffeomorphism

@i : D} x F — v(F;)

that covers a diffeomorphism F' — F;. Then the fiber sum is defined as

MI#F---#FM,,:=((S2\L|Di2)xF) U (U(M,-\v(Fi))).

(pilaDisz !

Of course, the result depends on the choice of gluing function ¢;. Using ¢;, we also get a boundary
parametrization d(M; \ v(F;)) = S! x F. One has

n
sign(My #p - #p My) =Y _ sign(M;).
i=1

n
AMy#p - dtp My) =) (M) + (n—1)(4g —4).
i=1
Furthermore, by suitably choosing ¢;, one can always make M not spin. And suppose M; \ v(F;) is
spin for all i. Then one can also choose ¢; to make M #F ---#f M, spin. In addition suppose that, for
each i, M; is symplectic and F; is a symplectic surface. By a theorem of Gompf [1995], for any choice
of gluing function, the manifold M #F ---#f M, always carries a symplectic structure.

Proposition 6.1 Let M = M; #r M, be the fiber sum of closed oriented smooth 4-manifolds M; along
a surface F of genus g > 2. We assume that b™(M;) > 1, by(M;) = 0 and M; is of Seiberg—Witten
simple-type. Let s; be a spin® structure on M; \ v(F;). Let s* be the unique spin® structure on F x S
that is pulled back from F and satisfies (c1(s¥), [F]) = 2k. We consider the Seiberg—Witten invariants

SW(M, s1,87) 1= > SW(M, s),
{s:5lp1;\v(F;)=5i,d(5)=0}
SW(M;,s;) := > SW(M;,s).

{s:slar;\v(F;)=5i,d(s)=0}
Then

+SW(My,51)-SW(My,55) if s1|pygt =52|pxgt =sTE&D,

SW(M,s1,82) = .
( 1:52) 0 otherwise.
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Proof SetY = F x S!. We focus on the case s1 ly =sz2|ly = 50 because the other cases are proved by
Muifioz and Wang [2005, Theorem 1.2]' and Morgan, Szab6 and Taubes [Morgan et al. 1996, Corollary
9.10]. The argument here is adapted from [Muiioz and Wang 2005] and [Jabuka and Mark 2008] (which
proved an analogous result for Ozsvath—Szabd’s mixed invariants). We start by considering the graded
abelian group

g—1 i
. Ui—¢tl.7[U]
X(g.g-1)=EBANH F.:2)® —————
(8-£—1) EPO (F:D)® 5 7]

Here the degree of elements in A’ H!(F; Z) equals i, and the degree of U equals —2. We use X (g, g—1)x
to denote the degree-k component of X(g, g — 1). Let 1 be the 1-cycle in Y given by * x S!. Then one
can use 7 to define a local system I';, over the configuration space for Y. The fiber of I'; equals the field
of formal Laurent series with rational coefficients,

F:=Q[t 1]

Under this local system, one has a canonical isomorphism between the two versions of monopole Floer
homology groups

}Tl\//[*(Y, s0; Iy) = }Tl\\/[*(Y, s0; I'y),

and we just denote it by 3. The Heegaard Floer homology of Y is computed by Jabuka and Mark [2008,
Theorem 9.4].> We can translate their result to monopole Floer homology using the work of Kutluhan, Lee
and Taubes [Kutluhan et al. 2020]. (See [Lee 2019, Theorem 3.1] for a version for twisted coefficients)
or alternatively, the work of Colin, Honda and Ghiggini [Colin et al. 2011] and Taubes [2010]. This gives
us an isomorphism of vector spaces over & with relative Z-grading

(46) W= X(gg—1)®L

We use J(; to denote the component corresponding to X(g,g — 1)y ® £. Then ¥y = Hrg > = &.
The orientation-reversing diffeomorphism on Y given by the reflection in the S!'-component induces a
nondegenerate pairing

(-,) Qe H —> &£.

Elements in 9 and ¥; can have nonzero pairing only if k 4+ = 2g — 2. The vector space ¥ is also a
graded module over the ring

A(F) = A*H\(F;Z) ® Z[U].

I The first version of [Mufioz and Wang 2005] also included a proof for the remaining case, by assuming an inequality on the
rank of the monopole Floer homology of F x S! for the torsion spin® structure. By the computation of Jabuka and Mark [2008,
Theorem 9.4] on Heegaard Floer homology, this inequality is now known to hold.

2Jabuka and Mark [2008] did the completion in the other direction and used the field Q[t~!, ] instead. We follow the
convention of [Kronheimer and Mrowka 2007] and do negative completion.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 30 (2026)



3060 Hokuto Konno and Jianfeng Lin

The action of U is just the multiplication. For any y € Hy(F;Z) and any « € A’ H'(F; Z), the action is
given by
y-@®U)=4,e@U" + PD)A) QU T + > "B ®1.
i<0

Here ¢ denotes the contraction and fB; denotes an element in X (g, g —1). In particular, we see that for any
element in o € ¥ \ ¥, there exists an homogeneous 7 € A(F) with positive degree such that 7 -« is a
nonzero element in #g. To prove the claim, we consider the manifold N = F x D? with boundary Y and
the relative 2-cycle vy = * x D? bounded 7. Let s be the unique spin® that extends s°. Then the relative
Seiberg—Witten invariant of N gives a map that preserves the structure of Z-graded A (F')-modules

¢V (sn. =) AF) —> %,
We claim that

(47) d)NvN(sN?l) 6%28 2\{0}

To see this, we consider the manifold N = N Uy N = F x §2. We let s§ be unique torsion spin®
structure on N and let v & be the 2-cycle * x § 2 We use PD[F] € H2(N:; Z) to fix a component of the
positive cone

{a € H*(N;R) |- >0, #0}.

This allows us to define the Seiberg—Witten invariant for the negative chamber
SW_(N,s,—): A(F)—>Z

for any spin® structure s on N. By applying the gluing formula for Seiberg—Witten invariants [Kronheimer
and Mrowka 2007, Propposition 27.5.1], one obtains the equality

> SW_(N.sz +nPD[F),US™ )" = (¢x7) (55, ). US-¢37 (5n. D).
keZ

Using the positive scalar curvature metric on N, we obtain that

SW_(N,sg5 +nPD[F],U"") =SW,(N,s5 —nPD[F,U¢ 1) =0
for any n > 0. Using the wall-crossing formula [Li and Liu 1995, Theorem 1.2; Okonek and Teleman
1996, Theorem 16], we further obtain that

0 ifn >0,

SW_(N,sw +nPD[F],UE™1) =
(V.o +nPDIF] )= Veny® ifn<-1.

In particular, this implies U8 1 -¢;§,}1’N (sn, 1) # 0. Hence the homogeneous element ¢ NVK (sn,1) must
be a nonzero element in #>g_>. This proves the claim (47). For i = 1,2, we let v; be a relative 2-cycle
in M; \ v(F) bounded by 1 and consider the relative Seiberg—Witten invariant

Dty (ry (i) T AF) —> 9.
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Then the gluing theorem applied to M; gives the relation

Z SW(MZ.’E,a)[(Cl(E),UiUVN) — <a'¢]f/1?<v(F)(5i’ 1),(]51{,}’]‘}’1\/ (sn. 1))

{s:sla v}
for any o € A(F). We actually have ¢]f}<v ( F)(si, 1) € #p. Otherwise we can find some « with positive
degree such that
Sw .
O"¢Mi\v(F)(5l’ 1) € #o.
Then by (47), we have
(- prpnumy i D) iy (5. 1)) #0.

That implies SW(M;, s, @) # 0 for some s, which contradicts our assumption that M; is of Seiberg—Witten
simple type. Since any two elements in ¥y pair trivially, we get

(D3t o) (510 1) Pyph oy (52, 1)) =0.

As the last step, we apply the gluing formula to the manifold M and obtain that

Z SW(M, s)-{c1@wiuva) _ (¢1fjf/\v(F)(51, 1), ¢1€1?1\v(F)(52’ 1))
{s:5lp1;\v(F;)=5i,d(5)=0}
=0e.

Comparing the coefficients of both sides, we finish the proof. |

Proposition 6.2 For2 <n and 1 <i <n, let M; be a closed symplectic 4-manifold with b+ (M;) > 1.
Let F; C M; be an embedded symplectic surface of genus g > 2 and self-intersection 0. Suppose that M;
has a unique Seiberg—Witten basic class up to sign and suppose H1(M; \ v(F;); R) = 0. Take the fiber
sumM = M #f ---#fr M,,. Then

(48) SW o (M) = 1.

Proof By the work of Taubes, the canonical spin® structure s7; on M; and its conjugate both have
Seiberg—Witten invariant 4-1. By our assumptions, all the other spin€ structures on M; have trivial Seiberg—
Witten invariants. Note that 57 ; is not torsion since the adjunction formula (ci(sy ;). [Fi]) =28 —2
holds.

Let s; be a spin® structure on M; \ v(F;). Consider the quantity

SW(M,s1,...,8) = > SW(M, s).
{s:slpr;\v(rF;)=5i,d(s)=0}

The fiber sum of M; carries a symplectic structure so is of Seiberg—Witten simple type [Taubes 2000,
Proposition 4.3]. Via a repeated application of Proposition 6.1, we see that

+1 ifs; =s57i|m\v(F;) foralli,
49) SW(M,s1,...,8,) =1 x1 ifs; =£T,,-|Mi\,,(pi) for all i,
0 otherwise.
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To deduce (48) from (49), it suffices to show that any spin® structure s that satisfies

s|m\v(F;) = Slm\w(F;) forany i

does not contribute to SWp . (M). Indeed, for such s, we have

n
c1(s) € ker(H*(M:R) - @) H*(M; \ v(F;); R)).
i=1
This implies that PD(c;(s)) can be represented by a cycle in (S 2\ L Dlz) x F. Therefore, c%(s) =0
and we have

n

2x(M) + 3sign(M) _ —Z 2x(M;) + 3sign(M;)

d6) =~ 4 4

—(n—1)(2g—-2).

i=1
By Taubes’s result [2000], we have 2 y(M;) + 3 sign(M;) > 0. So d(s) < 0 and it does not contribute to
SV\Vgalf—tot (M ) o

As the next step, we will construct three symplectic manifolds M7, M5, M3, which serve as the building
blocks in our construction of the manifold X l.l.

The manifold M; is constructed by Persson, Peters and Xiao [Persson et al. 1996]. We sketch its
construction as follows: Let Yo = CP! x CP! and let 7 : Yy — CP! be the projection to the second
factor. Consider a triple sequence of double covers

Y3 D3 Y2 D2 Yl D1 YO

with branched loci being Bg CcY,, pl_l(Bz) C Y1 and B; C Y, respectively. Here By and B, are
singular curves in Yo, and Bj is a singular curve in Y that is linearly equivalent to p5 1 pl_l(B3) for
some B3 € Y. The algebraic surface Y3 has certain singularities coming from the singular points of the
branched loci. M is defined to be the resolution of Y3. By suitable choosing Bi, B,, B3 and B}, the
manifold M; can be made into a simply connected algebraic surface of general type with sign(M7) > 0.
Suppose the bidegree of B; equals (a;, b;). Then one can ensure that M is spin by choosing B; so that
both a1 + a» + a3 and by + b, + b are divisible by 4. Furthermore, the map p : M; — CP! defined by
the composition

M1—>Y3p—3>Y2p—2>Y1p—l>YOL>C]P)1

makes M into a fibration. We let F be a generic fiber. Then Fy isa Z/2 @ 7Z/2 & 7 /2 branched cover
of CIP2. Using the Riemann—Hurewicz formula, we see that

1 <g(F1)=2(b1+by+b3)—7=1 mod 8.

In [Persson et al. 1996], Persson, Peters and Xiao proved that M is simply connected. The same argument
implies the simple connectedness of M7 \ Fi. Indeed, using [Persson et al. 1996, Corollary F], they
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found a disk D2 c CP! such that p~1(D?) is simply connected. Since the fibration p : M; — D? has
no multiple fibers, by the same argument as [Persson 1981, Lemma 3.20], this implies 71 (M \ F1) = 1.

The manifold M, is constructed in [Persson et al. 1996, Proof of Corollary D] in a similar flavor. For
any positive integers a, b, we let Y, 5, be the double cover of Yo branched over

(CP! x {2a generic points}) U ({2b generic points} x CP!).

We let M) be the fiber product
Mﬁ — Yap,

Ll

Yas,b5 ? YO

Then M} has discrete singular points coming from double points of the branched loci. We let M be the
minimal resolution of these singularities. Topologically, that means we remove tubular neighborhoods of
these singular points (which are cones over RP?) and glue copies of the disk bundle for the 7'S2. It is
proved in [Persson et al. 1996] that M> is a simply connected surface of general type, with signature

sign(M3) = —8(aab4 + asbs) < 0.

Furthermore, M> is spin if a4 + as, by + b5 are even.
As before, we consider the composition

M2—>Y0L>(C]P)l

and let F, be a generic fiber. Then F, is a Z /2 @® Z/2 cover of CPP! branched at 2(b4 + bs) points, each
with two preimages. From this, we compute that g(F,) = 2(bg + bs) — 3. We set
F 7 F1)—1
b4=—g( 2+ and b5=—g( 14) .

Then g(F>) = g(F1). Note that

sign(Mz) _ ae bs(as + as) '
16 2
By picking suitable a4, a5, we may assume that % sign(M1), Ls sign(M>) are coprime to each other.
Since M> is a minimal algebraic surface of general type, it has a unique Seiberg—Witten basic class up to
sign. One can use a similar argument as M7 to show that 7y (M> \ F2) = 1.

The manifold M3 is constructed by Fintushel, Park and Stern [Fintushel et al. 2002]. Unlike M;
and M, the manifold M3 is not complex. In [Fintushel et al. 2002], the authors constructed many
symplectic manifolds with one Seiberg—Witten basic class up to sign. In particular, for any positive
integer p, they constructed a simply connected symplectic 4-manifold X, by taking the fiber sum of two
rational surfaces R(2p —3) and S(p) along a symplectic surface of genus 2p — 5. One has

sign(X,) =25—14p.
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We let M3 = X, with p = %(g(Fz) 4+ 5) and let F3 be the surface on which the fiber sum is conducted.
It is proved in [Fintushel et al. 2002] that 771 (M3 \ F3) = 1. Furthermore, one can find an embedded
surface in S, \ F3 C X, \ F3 that has an odd self-intersection number.

So far, we have constructed the building blocks (M;, F;) and established some of their important
properties. We summarize these properties in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3 There exist closed symplectic 4-manifolds My, M, M3 and embedded symplectic surfaces
F; C M, of self-intersection 0 such that the following conditions are satisfied:

() g(F1) = g(F2) = g(F3) > 2.
(i) M; has a unique Seiberg—Witten basic class up to conjugacy.
(iii)) M and M are spin, and M3 is not spin.
(iv) mi(M; \ F;) =1 fori =1,2,3.
(v) sign(My) > 0, while sign(M5), sign(M3) < 0.
(vi) %6 sign(M) and %6 sign(M>) are coprime to each other.
(vii) sign(M3) is odd.
(viii) M3\ F3 contains an embedded surface with odd self-intersection number.
The last ingredient we need is the following proposition.

Proposition 6.4 [Mandelbaum 1979; Gompf 1991, Corollary 5] Let M and M’ be smooth oriented closed
4-manifolds. Let F C M and F’ C M’ be closed, connected, orientable surfaces with self-intersection 0
and the same genus g. Suppose that M is spin and suppose 71(M') = m1(M \ F) = 1. Then
M#M'#2g(S? x S?) if M #p M’ is spin,

M # M’ #2g(CP2#CP2) if M #5 M’ is not spin.

Proof of Theorem 5.1 For a,b,c > 0, we use M(a, b, ¢) to denote the fiber sum of a copies of M1,

(M #p M')#(S% x §?) =~

b copies of M5 and ¢ copies of M, along the embedded surfaces Fy, F», F3. Then M(a, b, c) is always
simply connected. By Gompf’s result [1995], M(a, b, c) is symplectic for any a, b, ¢ and can be chosen
to be spin when ¢ = 0. When ¢ # 0, M(a, b, ¢) is not spin by Lemma 6.3(viii).
By Wall’s result [1964b], there exists n > 0 such that M, M, M3 all dissolve after n stabilizations.
Now we construct nonspin X ll for any [/ € Z. By Lemma 6.3(v)—(vii), there exist integers a, b and a
positive integer ¢ such that

a-sign(My) + b - sign(M>) + ¢ - sign(M3) = [.
Then we set
X! = M(a—(n+i)sign(My), b+ (n + i) sign(M), ¢).

By Proposition 6.2, SWgalf_tot(X l.l ) = 1. By Proposition 6.4, X l.l dissolves after one stabilization. (Again
note that for nonspin, simply connected manifolds, connected summing with S? x S2 is the same as
connected summing with CP2 # CP2.)
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Next, we construct spin X l.l assuming 16| /. In this case, we can find @, b such that

a-sign(My) + b -sign(M3) = 1.

We set

X! = M(a—(n+i)sign(Ma), b+ (n +i) sign(M,), 0).
Again by Proposition 6.4, X l.l dissolves after one stabilization. |
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