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MAPPING CLASS GROUP OF MANIFOLDS WHICH

LOOK LIKE 3-DIMENSIONAL COMPLETE

INTERSECTIONS

MATTHIAS KRECK AND YANG SU

Abstract. In this paper we compute the mapping class group of closed
simply-connected 6-manifolds M which look like complete intersections,
i. e. H2(M ;Z) = Z · x with x3 6= 0. We prove some algebraic properties
of the mapping class group, like for example we compute the abelian-
ization and the center. We show that modulo the center the mapping
class group is residually finite and virtually torsion-free. We also study
low dimensional homology groups. The results are very similar to the
computation of the mapping class group of Riemann surfaces. We give
generators of the mapping class group, and generators and relations for
the subgroup acting trivially on π3(M).

1. Introduction

The mapping class group of Riemann surfaces plays a big role in different
areas of mathematics in particular in algebraic geometry in the study of
moduli spaces. The mapping class group of complex algebraic surfaces is
at present inaccessible due to the mysteries of smooth 4-manifolds. In this
paper we will determine the mapping class group of certain 6-manifolds
including all complex 3-dimensional complete intersections.

The approach is similar to one of the methods for Riemann surfaces
through the comparison with the Torelli group, the subgroup acting trivially
on the cohomology ring. For the Torelli group a central tool is a homomor-
phism into an abelian group which for Riemann surfaces was defined by
Johnson. In our situation we define a similar homomorphism. Surprisingly
the kernel of this homomorphism which for Riemann surfaces is still not
understood can be complete computed. So one has a complete picture in
terms of extensions of groups.

Knowing this one can ask some obvious questions concerning the nature of
the mapping class group. It turns out that the results for Riemann surfaces
essentially generalize to our situation. We apply this to get some information
about the cohomology of the mapping class group.

To work with groups generators and relations are very helpful. We give
explicit generators in form of generalized Dehn twists, and for the Torelli-
type subgroup acting trivially on π3(M) relations, too.
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Recently Oscar Randal-Williams applied our results to the moduli space
of hypersurfaces in CP 4 and determined the image of the monodromy rep-
resentation [RW23].

2. Results

2.1. The setting. All manifolds are assumed to be smooth and oriented.

Definition 2.1. The group of isotopy classes of orientation preserving dif-
feomorphisms of a manifold M is denoted by MCG(M)+:

MCG(M) := π0Diff+(M).

This is called the (oriented) mapping class group.
The kernel of the homomorphism ρ : MCG(M) → Aut(H∗(M ;Z)) in-

duced by the action on the cohomology ring is denoted by

I(M) := ker{ρ : MCG(M) → Aut(H∗(M ;Z))}.

This is called the Torelli group.

These groups play a central role in the study of surfaces and related
moduli spaces. In higher dimensions there is not very much known about
these groups except for highly connected manifolds [Kre78]. In this paper
we study the mapping class group of the following manifolds.

Definition 2.2. A manifold which looks like a 3-dimensional com-
plete intersection is an oriented simply-connected closed 6-manifold M
with H2(M ;Z) ∼= Z and x3 6= 0 for a generator x ∈ H2(M ;Z).

This notion is motivated by the fact that all complex 3-dimensional com-
plete intersections have this property. This follows from the Lefschetz Hy-
perplane Theorem which states that an n-dimensional complete intersection
X ⊂ CPn+k is simply-connected and the inclusion into CPn+k induces an
isomorphism in homology below degree n and is surjective in degree n.

From now on all manifolds are assumed to be of this type unless otherwise
said.

The degree of M is defined by

d(M) := 〈x3, [M ]〉

where x is the integral generator of H2(M) that makes the degree positive.
Since x3 is non-zero and we consider orientation preserving diffeomor-

phisms the action on H2(M ;Z) ∼= Z is trivial and so the Torelli group is
the kernel of the action on H3(M ;Z) equipped with the intersection form.
Since the intersection form is skew symmetric it is isometric to the skew
symmetric hyperbolic form. Once and for all we choose a symplectic ba-
sis for H3(M ;Z) and identify the group of isometries with the symplectic
group Sp(b,Z), where b = b3(M), the third Betti number of M . So ρ is a
homomorphism from MCG(M) to Sp(b,Z).

In addition to the cohomology ring characteristic classes are attached to
a smooth manifold. In our case the second Stiefel Whitney class w2(M)
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shows up and is equivalent to M being spin (w2(M) = 0) or non-spin.
And the first Pontrjagin p1(M) ∈ H4(M ;Z) class has to be considered. By
Poincaré duality H4(M ;Z) ∼= Z and since x2 is non zero, there is a unique
generator y, such that x2 = d(M)y. It can be shown, when M is spin,
p1(M) is divisible by 4, and we define k(M) to be the integer such that
p1(M) = 4k(M)y. When M is non-spin, we define k(M) to be the integer
such that p1(M) = (4k(M) − d(M))y. For details see section 3.1. Finally
we abbreviate H3(M ;Z) by H.

Following the study of the mapping class group of Riemann surfaces (see
for example [FaMa12]) we determine the mapping class group in terms of
two types of short exact sequences. The first type of exact sequences starts
with the action on the cohomology ring, whereas the second begins instead
with the action on π3(M).

2.2. Computation of the mapping class group via the Torelli group.
The Torelli group I(M) is the kernel of ρ and we prove that ρ is surjective.
Denote by ∆d(M),k(M) the subgroup {(d(M)u, k(M)u) |u ∈ H} ⊂ H × H.
Next we construct a homomorphism

vx,p : I(M) → (H ×H)/∆d(M),k(M)
,

which we call the variation of the cup product and the Pontrjagin
class, and denote its kernel by K(M). We read off vx,p(f) from the Pontr-
jagin class and the ring structure of the mapping torus Mf . For details of
the construction we refer to section 4.2. We note that the variation of the
cup product and the Pontrjagin class plays the role of the Johnson homo-
morphism for the mapping class group of surfaces.

Theorem 2.3. Let M be a manifold which looks like a 3-dimensional com-
plete intersection. Then there are short exact sequences

(2.1) 1 → I(M) → MCG(M)
ρ

−→ Sp(b,Z) → 1

(2.2) 1 → K(M) → I(M)
vx,p
−→ (H ×H)/∆d(M),k(M)

→ 0.

The group K(M) only depends on whether M is spin or not and d(M)
and p(M). In Theorem 5.1 we give tables of the groups K(M) in terms
of d(M) and p(M). In the spin case it is isomorphic to a subgroup of
Z/2 × Z/4 × Z/84, all subgroups except the trivial subgroup and (Z/2)3,
(Z/2)3 × Z/3, (Z/2)3 × Z/7, (Z/2)3 × Z/21 appear; in the non-spin case it
is a subgroup of Z/168, and all subgroups except the trivial one appear.

The group K(M) is the center of MCG(M).

The determination of K(M) is the heart of our work.

From Theorem 2.3 we see that the Torelli group I(M) is an infinite group
when b3(M) > 0. This applies especially to 3-dimensional complex complete
intersections and hence contradicts [Ver13, Theorem 3.4]. Another class
of counterexamples with second Betti number ≥ 2 was found by R. Hain
[Hai19]. For more general results on this issue see [KrSu19].
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Looking at the exact sequences (2.1) and (2.2) above, one might wonder
if one can combine them into one. In the case of surfaces Morita [Mor93]
has made a step into that direction. He has combined the action on the first
homology and Johnson homomorphism to a homomorphism

MCG(Fg) → (
1

2
∧3 H1(Fg)/H

1(Fg))⋊ Sp(2g,Z)

whose kernel is equal to the kernel of the Johnson homomorphism and its
image has finite index. In our situation we have a similar but stronger result.

Theorem 2.4. Let M be a manifold which looks like a 3-dimensional com-
plete intersection with 3rd Betti number b. When b = 2, or when b ≥ 4 with
M nonspin and d(M)/2 odd1, there is a surjective homomorphism

τ : MCG(M) → (H ×H)/∆d(M),k(M) ⋊ Sp(b,Z)

whose kernel is K(M).
In the other cases there is a homomorphism

τ : MCG(M) → (H ×H)/∆d(M),2k(M) ⋊ Sp(b,Z)

whose image is

{([a, b], A) | a, b ∈ H,A ∈ Sp(b,Z), b ≡ s(A) (mod 2)},

whose kernel is K(M), and where s : Sp(b,Z) → H ⊗ Z/2 is a 1-cocycle
which we give in Theorem 4.7.

For example we determine the mapping class group of the quintic X5 in
CP 4 defined by the Fermat equation

z50 + z51 + · · ·+ z5n = 0,

which is of particular interest, last not least because it is a Calabi Yau
manifold. Note that the 3rd Betti number of X5 is 204.

Theorem 2.5. Let X5 be the quintic hypersurface in CP 4. The center of
MCG(X5) is K(X5), which is isomorphic to Z/2. The group MCG(X5)/K(X5)
is a subgroup of the semi-direct product (H × (H/5)) ⋊ Sp(204,Z) of index
2204, where the action of symplectic group on the abelian group is the tauto-
logical one on both factors. More precisely,

MCG(X5)/K(X5) ∼= {((a, b), A) | a ≡ s(A) (mod 2)} ⊂ (H×(H/5))⋊Sp(204,Z)

where s : Sp(204,Z) → H/2 is a 1-cocycle given in Theorem 4.7.

The nontrivial element in the center is represented by a diffeomorphism
supported in a closed disk D6. We will give an explicit formula of this
diffeomorphism in §2.5.

A celebrated theorem of Sullivan [Sul77, Theorem 13.3] says that the map-
ping class group of a simply-connected closed smooth manifold of dimension
> 5 is commensurable to an arithmetic group. In our situation one may see
this in view of Theorem 2.4 and 2.3.

1The degree of a non-spin manifold is always even, see the footnote in section 3.1.
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2.3. Computation of the mapping class group via the special Torelli
group. The Torelli group is the kernel of the action on H3(M) (which
by Poincaré duality is isomorphic to H3(M)). Instead one can consider
the action on π3(M). In our situation the Hurewicz homomorphism h is
surjective with kernel isomorphic to Z/d(M) (see section 3.1)

0 → Z/d(M) → π3(M)
h

−→ H3(M) → 0.

Via the Hurewicz homomorphism we can define the intersection form λ on
π3(M), it’s radical is the kernel of the Hurewicz map.

An orientation preserving diffeomorphism of M induces an isometry of
π3(M) which is the identity on the kernel of the Hurewicz homomorphism
(see the paragraph below (3.2)). Denote the group of such isometries by
Sp(π3(M)) and the kernel of this action by J (M), a subgroup of I(M),
which we call the special Torelli group:

(2.3) J (M) := ker{MCG(M) → Sp(π3(M))}.

It is easy to see that the group Sp(π3(M)) is a split extension

0 → H ⊗ Z/d(M) → Sp(π3(M)) → Sp(b,Z) → 0.

On J (M) we define an invariant vp landing in H, which is derived from the
first Pontrjagin class of the mapping torus and called the variation of the
Pontrjagin class and in this context plays the role of the homomorphism
vx,p. The kernel of this invariant is again K(M).

So altogether we have a filtration of subgroups of MCG(M):

MCG(M) ⊃ I(M) ⊃ J (M) ⊃ K(M)

Theorem 2.6. Let M be a manifold which looks like a 3-dimensional com-
plete intersection. Then there are short exact sequences

(2.4) 1 → J (M) → MCG(M) → Sp(π3(M)) → 1

(2.5) 1 → K(M) → J (M)
vp
−→ H → 0

We can give an explicit finite presentation of J (M). We will return to
this point in §2.5.
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Combine the exact sequences (2.2) and (2.5) we have a commutative di-
agram of exact sequences

0

��

0

��

K(M)

��

=
// K(M)

��

0 // J (M) //

vp

��

I(M)

vx,p

��

// H/d(M)

=

��

// 0

0 // H

��

i2
// (H ×H)/∆d(M),k(M)

��

// H/d(M) // 0

0 0

2.4. Properties of the mapping class group. Given Theorem 2.3 one
can try to generalize some of the fundamental properties of the mapping class
group of surfaces to our situation. In many cases this works, sometimes with
obvious modifications which often involve the center. It’s known that the
mapping class group of surfaces is centerless when g ≥ 3. In our situation,
as stated in Theorem 2.3, the center Z(MCG(M)) of MCG(M) equals to
K(M).

The mapping class group of surfaces is perfect when g ≥ 3. The same
holds in our context in most cases with some exceptional cases where the
abelianization is Z/2.

Theorem 2.7. When b > 0 the homomorphism MCG(M) → Sp(b,Z) in-
duces an isomorphism H1(MCG(M)) → H1(Sp(b,Z)), except for the case
M spin and d even, where there is a split short exact sequence

0 → Z/2 → H1(MCG(M)) → H1(Sp(b,Z)) → 0.

The group H1(Sp(b,Z)) is isomorphic to (c. f. [BCRR18, Appendix])

b = 2 b = 4 b ≥ 6
Z/12 Z/2 0

Therefore by Theorem 2.7 and the above table H1(MCG(M)) is known.

For the mapping class group of surfaces, the homomorphism MCG(Fg) →
Sp(2g,Z) induces an isomorphism H2(MCG(Fg)) → H2(Sp(2g,Z)) and the
latter is isomorphic to Z when g ≥ 4 ([FaMa12]). In our situation we are
able to compute the second homology group with Q-coefficients.

Theorem 2.8. When b > 0 the homomorphism MCG(M) → Sp(b,Z) in-
duces a surjective homomorphism H2(MCG(M)) → H2(Sp(b,Z)). When
b ≥ 6 we have H2(MCG(M);Q) ∼= Q2.
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The study of the moduli spaces of high dimensional manifolds is currenly
an active research field. As an example, for M a hypersurface in CP4, it’s
shown in [GaRW18, §5.3] that H2(BDiff(M);Q) ∼= Q4. For manifolds which
look like complete intersection, as a corollary of Theorem 2.8 we can provide
some integral information.

Corollary 2.9. When b > 0 there is a surjective homomorphism

H2(BDiff(M)) → H2(Sp(b,Z)).

Let Diff0(M) be the identity component of Diff(M). Combining the com-
putation in [GaRW18] with Theorem 2.8 we have an estimation of the second
homology of BDiff0(M)

Corollary 2.10. dimH2(BDiff0(M);Q) ≥ 2.

The mapping class group of surfaces is virtually torsion free, i. e., there
exists a torsion free subgroup of finite index, and is residually finite, which
can be characterized by the property that for every non-trivial element there
is a homomorphism to a finite group which maps this element non-trivially.
In our situation, after dividing the center (which in the case of surfaces of
genus ≥ 3 doesn’t change anything) we obtain the same result:

Theorem 2.11. MCG(M)/Z(MCG(M)) is virtually torsion free and resid-
ually finite.

It’s shown by Randal-Williams [RW23] that MCG(M) is not always resid-
ually finite.

2.5. Generators and presentations. The celebrated theorem of Sullivan
[Sul77, Theorem 13.3] says that the mapping class group of simply-connected
closed smooth manifolds of dimension > 5 is finitely presented. An obvious
question is to describe the generators and relators of MCG(M). In the case
of surfaces generators are given by a finite number of Dehn twists and this is
a very useful fact, since these are very concrete diffeomorphisms. To describe
generators of MCG(M) in our situation we need a generalization of Dehn
twists about 3-spheres.

2.5.1. Dehn twists. A Dehn twist on a surface is given by an embedding of
S1 × [0, 1] into the surface and the corresponding Dehn twist is the identity
outside this embedding and there it is given by rotating the circle S1 × t by
the angle 2πt. Passing from S1 × [0, 1] to thickenings of higher dimensional
spheres one obtains an obvious generalization of Dehn twist: let S ⊂ M
be an embedded k-sphere with trivial normal bundle in an n-dimensional
manifold M , identify a tubular neighborhood of S with Sk ×Dn−k using a
trivialization of the normal bundle; let α ∈ πn−kSO(k + 1) be represented
by a smooth map f : Dn−k → SO(k + 1), which maps to I near ∂Dn−k.
Then we define the (generalized) Dehn twist

tS,α : M →M
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as the diffeomorphism which maps the complement of Sk × Dn−k by the
identity and (x, y) ∈ Sk ×Dn−k to (f(y)x, y).

For Dehn twists about 3-spheres in 6-manifolds, the action on the 3rd
homotopy group is given as follows.

Lemma 2.12. (Picard-Lefschetz formula) Let S1 and S2 be embedded 3-
spheres in M , S1 intersects with S2 transversely at one point. Denote ei =
[Si] ∈ π3(M). Let α ∈ π3SO(4), tS1,α be the corresponding Dehn twist.
Then

tS1,α∗(e1) = e1, tS1,α∗(e2) = 〈e(α), [S4]〉 · e1 + e2,

where e(α) is the Euler class of the 4-dimensional vector bundle over S4

represented by α.

Proof. Note that the evaluation 〈e(α), [S4]〉 equals the image of α under

p∗ : π3SO(4) → π3(S
3) = Z

where p : SO(4) → S3 is the natural fiber projection. Then the behaviour
of e1 and e2 under tS1,α∗ is clear by inspection. �

2.5.2. Generators. We distinguish generators of π3(SO(4)) as follows. The
fibration SO(3) → SO(4) → S3 gives a split short exact sequence

0 → π3(SO(3)) → π3(SO(4)) → π3(S
3) → 0

We denote the class given by the inclusion of the unit quaternions S3 to
SO(4) by ǫ

ǫ : S3 → SO(4)

and the element given by the projection S3 → SO(3) composed with the
inclusion by ρ

ρ : S3 → SO(3) → SO(4).

The Euler class of vector bundle over S4 with clutching function ǫ is 1,
whereas the Euler class for ρ is 0, and the first Pontrjagin class for ρ is 4
(the minimal value with trivial Euler class).

In the decomposition M = N#(S3 × S3)#r as in (3.1), let Si and Ti
correspond to S3 × {0} and {0} × S3 in the i-th copy of S3 × S3; their
homology classes form a symplectic basis of the intersection form on HZ.
Let Z be an embedded 3-sphere representing a generator of the torsion
subgroup of π3(M) (see (3.2)), disjoint from Si and Ti. Now we define the
Dehn twists for 1 ≤ i ≤ r

ai = tSi,ρ, bi = tTi,ρ, ei = tSi,ǫ, fi = tTi,ǫ, z = tZ,ρ.

Let Ti#Ti+1 (1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1), Si#Z and Ti#Z be the connected sum of the
corresponding spheres, define

fi,i+1 = tTi#Ti+1,ǫ, gi = tSi#Z,ǫ, hi = tTi#Z,ǫ
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Theorem 2.13. Let M be a manifolds which looks like a 3-dimensional
complete intersection with b3(M) > 0. When M is spin and d(M) is even,
the mapping class group MCG(M) is generated by 7r Dehn twists

z, ai, bi, ei, fi, gi, hi, fi,i+1.

In the other cases MCG(M) is generated by 7r − 1 Dehn twists

ai, bi, ei, fi, gi, hi, fi,i+1.

When b3(M) = 0, the case is a little different. We need a generator of
different type. Fix an embedding of the 6-disc D6 in M , we may extend
a diffeomorphism of D6 which is the identity near the boundary to a dif-
feomorphism of M by the identity in the complement. We call these disk
supported diffeomorphisms — diffeomorphisms which are the identity
outside a disc in M . Denote the group of isotopy classes of diffeomorphisms
on D6 which are the identity near the boundary by MCG(D6, ∂), then above
construction gives a homomorphism MCG(D6, ∂) → MCG(M). The group
MCG(D6, ∂) is isomorphic to MCG(S6), which in turn by the glueing con-
struction is isomorphic to the group Θ7 of oriented homotopy 7-spheres. The
group Θ7 is isomorphic to Z/28 [KeMi63], a generator can be taken as the
boundary of the E8-plumbing manifold. A diffeomorphism fc : D

6 → D6

corresponding to this generator is constructed as follows [Las65].
Represent a generator of π3SO(3) by a smooth compactly supported func-

tion α : R3 → SO(3) and define the following diffeomorphisms of R6 =
R3 × R3,

F1 : R
3 ×R3 → R3 × R3, (x, y) 7→ (x, α(x)y)

F2 : R
3 ×R3 → R3 × R3, (x, y) 7→ (α(y)x, y)

and
fc = F1 ◦ F2 ◦ F

−1
1 ◦ F−1

2 .

If follows that fc is compactly supported and so can be viewed as a diffeo-
morphism of D6 which is the identity near the boundary. We denote by fc
the extended diffeomorphism of M .

Recall that Z is an embedded 3-sphere representing a generator of π3(M) ∼=
Z/d, tZ,ǫ and tZ,ρ are Dehn twists about Z with parameter ǫ and ρ respec-
tively.

Theorem 2.14. Let M be a manifold which looks like a 3-dimensional com-
plete intersection with b3(M) = 0. When M is spin, MCG(M) is generated
by fc, tZ,ǫ and tZ,ρ; when M is non-spin, MCG(M) is generated by tZ,ρ.

We don’t have a finite list of relations between the generators. But we
can do this for the group J (M), which is the kernel of the representation of
MCG(M) on Sp(π3(M)) (see (2.3)). Let u = tZ,ρ be the Dehn twists about
Z with parameter ρ.

Theorem 2.15. A presentation of J (M) is given as follows:
When M is spin, J (M) has generators fc, u, z, ai and bi (1 ≤ i ≤ r)

and relations:
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(1) all the commutators are trivial except for [ai,bi] = fc, 1 ≤ i ≤ r;
(2) f rc = up = zq = 1, where r, p and q is the order of the image of fc,

u and z in K(M) respectively.

When M is non-spin, J (M) has generators z, ai and bi (1 ≤ i ≤ r) and
relations:

(1) all the commutators are trivial except for [ai,bi] = z6, 1 ≤ i ≤ r;
(2) zr = 1, where r is the order of the image of z in K(M).

Structure of the paper. In section 3 we collect background knowl-
edge of the diffeomorphism classification of manifolds which look like a
3-dimensional complete intersection, and of the mapping class group of
#r(S

3 × S3). In section 4 we prove the exact sequences in Theorem 2.3
and Theorem 2.4. Sections 5-8 are the core of the paper, in which we prove
our main theorems about the kernel K(M) in the spin case: In section 5
we define the generalized Kreck-Stolz invariant on K(M,D). In section 6
we compute the mapping class group of S2 × S4 and (S2 ×D4, ∂) in terms
of the generalized Kreck-Stolz invariant. In section 7 we show that the ex-
tension homomorphism MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂) → K(M,D) is surjective and use
it to compute the group K(M,D), leading to the table in Theorem 5.1. In
section 8 we show that the forgetful homomorhism K(M,D) → K(M) is an
isomorphism, finishing the proof of Theorem 5.1. In section 9 we explain the
modifications needed for the non-spin case. The proofs of the group theo-
retic properties of MCG(M) are in section 10. The computation of relevant
cobordism groups is in the appendix.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Benson Farb, Daniel Huy-
brechts, Manuel Krannich, and Eduard Looijenga for helpful comments and
Richard Hain and Oscar Randal-Williams for pointing out errors and sug-
gestions how to correct them, and a referee for very valuable suggestions
concerning the presentation.

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Diffeomorphism classification. Based on the work of Wall [Wal66]
and Jupp [Jup73], there is a complete diffeomorphism classification of man-
ifolds which look like 3-dimensional complete intersections. This classifica-
tion is the starting point of our computation of their mapping class groups.
In this subsection we summarize the classification and invariants of these
manifolds.

A manifold which looks like 3-dimensional complete intersections has a
connected sum decomposition

(3.1) M = N#(S3 × S3)#r,

where N is simply connected with H∗(N) isomorphic to H∗(CP3) as groups,
and 2r = b3(M) is the 3rd Betti number of M . By standard algebraic
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topology there is an exact sequence (of MCG(M)-modules)

(3.2) 0 → Z/d(M) → π3(M)
h
→ H3(M) → 0.

where h is the Hurewicz homomorphism. A generator of the subgroup Z/d
is represented by the composite of the Hopf map S3 → S2 and a map
S2 → M representing a generator of π2(M) ∼= H2(M). Hence Z/d is a
trivial MCG(M)-module.

By Poincaré duality, y := x2/d(M) is an integral generator of H4(M).
When M is spin, the first Pontrjagin class p1(M) of M can be written as

(3.3) p1(M) = 4k(M)y

with k = 6l(M) + d(M), and l(M) can take all integers. When M is non-
spin, d is an even integer2 and we can write

(3.4) p1(M) = (4k(M) − d)y

with p = 12l(M) + d(M)/2, l(M) takes all integers. The diffeomorphism
type of M is determined by the property M being spin/nonspin and the
integers r (or b), d(M) and k(M) (or l(M)).

For a 3-dimensional complete intersection X of multi-degree (d1, · · · , dm),
all these invariants can be calculated from the equation of vector bundles

TX ⊕ γ⊗d1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ γ⊗dm = i∗TCP3+m

where γ is the tautological line bundle over CP3+m and i : X → CP3+m the
inclusion map. For example, if X is a hypersurface of degree d, then

d(X) = d, w2(X) ≡ 5− d (mod 2), p1(X) = (5− d2)dy

(3.5) r = (d4 − 5d3 + 10d2 − 10d+ 4)/2

3.2. Mapping class group of #r(S
3 × S3). In [Kre78] the mapping class

group of (k−1)-connected almost-parallelizable 2k-manifolds is studied. For
our purpose in this section we recall the result for the connected sum of r
copies of S3 × S3, denoted by #r(S

3 × S3).
The intersection form

I : H3(#r(S
3 × S3))×H3(#r(S

3 × S3)) → Z

is a skew-symmetric unimodular bilinear form over Z. After taking a sym-
plectic basis, the isometry group of this intersection form is identified with
Sp(2r,Z). An orientation preserving diffeomorphism f : #r(S

3 × S3) →
#r(S

3 × S3) induces an isometry of I. Therefore there is a homomorphism

MCG(#r(S
3 × S3)) → Sp(2r,Z).

Denote the kernel of this homomorphism by I(#r(S
3 × S3)), we define a

homomorphism

χ : I(#r(S
3 × S3)) → H3(#r(S

3 × S3))

2Let x2 and y2 be the mod 2 reduction of x and y respectively, if d is odd, then y2 = x2
2

and by the Wu formula w2(M) ∪ y2 = Sq2y2 = Sq2(x2
2) = 0. This shows that M is spin.
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as follows. Let [f ] ∈ I(#r(S
3×S3)), denote the mapping torus by (#r(S

3×
S3))f , consider the collapsing map

c : (#r(S
3×S3))f → (#r(S

3×S3))f/{0}×#r(S
3×S3) = Σ(#r(S

3×S3)+)

If f∗ = id on homology, then

c∗ : H4(Σ(#r(S
3 × S3)+)) → H4(#r(S

3 × S3))f )

is an isomorphism. Then χ(f) is defined to be 1
4p

′(f), where p′(f) is the

desuspension of (c∗)−1(p1(#r(S
3 × S3))f ). The geometric meaning of this

invariant is the following: let x ∈ H3(#r(S
3×S3)) be represented by an em-

bedded S3, which is fixed pointwisely by f , since the stable normal bundle
of the embedded S3 is trivial, the differential df induces a map S3 → SO(4),
giving an element in π3SO(4). This element lies in the image of the sus-
pension map π3SO(3) → π3SO(4). Identify this group with Z, then this
element equals 〈χ(f), x〉 (see [Kre78, Lemma 2], and a correction of a factor
2 by [Cro11, Lemma 1.6]).

Theorem 3.1. [Kre78, Theorem 2] There are exact sequences

1 → I(#r(S
3 × S3)) → MCG(#r(S

3 × S3)) → Sp(2r,Z) → 1

0 → Θ7 → I(#r(S
3 × S3))

χ
−→ H3(#r(S

3 × S3)) → 1

Remark 3.2. If we consider the quotient by the subgroup Θ7, then we get a
group extension with abelian kernel

0 → H3(#r(S
3 × S3)) → MCG(#r(S

3 × S3))/Θ7 → Sp(2r,Z) → 1

in which the action of Sp(2r,Z) on H3(#r(S
3 × S3)) is the standard linear

action. This extension problem is studied in [Cro11]: it is split if and only
if r = 1; for r ≥ 2 the cohomology class in H2(Sp(2r,Z),H3(#r(S

3 × S3)))
corresponding to this extension is described in [Cro11, Corollary 3.5].

4. The Torelli group I(M)

Convention. Recall that in section 3.1 we attach numerical invariants d(M),
k(M) and l(M) to the manifold M . From now on we simply write these
numbers as d, k and l, respectively.

4.1. surjectivity of ρ. Recall we have a decomposition (3.1)

M = N#(S3 × S3)#r.

Given a diffeomorphism of #r(S
3×S3) which is the identity on an embedded

disk D, we extend it to a diffeomorphism of M via the identity on the
complement. Denote the group of isotopy classes of diffeomorphisms of
#r(S

3×S3) which are the identity onD by MCG(#r(S
3×S3),D)), we have a

homomorphism MCG(#r(S
3×S3),D)) → MCG(M). By [Kre78, Lemma 3]

the natural homomorphism MCG(#r(S
3×S3),D)) → MCG(#r(S

3×S3)) is
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an isomorphism. Therefore we have a homomorphism MCG(#r(S
3×S3)) →

MCG(M) which clearly fits into the following commutative diagram

(4.1) MCG(#r(S
3 × S3))

��

// Sp(b,Z)

=

��

MCG(M)
ρ

// Sp(b,Z)

By Theorem 3.1 the homomorphism in the upper row is surjective, therefore
MCG(M) → Sp(b,Z) is surjective. This is the proof of the exact sequence
(2.1) in Theorem 2.3.

4.2. variation of the cup product and the Pontrjagin class.

4.2.1. definition of the variation map. Next we define a homomorphism

v̄x,p : I(M) → (H3(M)×H3(M))/∆d,2k

where ∆d,2k = {(du, 2ku) | u ∈ H3(M)} is the diagonal of slope (d, 2k), as
follows.

Let f : M →M be a diffeomorphism such that [f ] ∈ I(M),

Mf =M × [0, 1]/(x, 0) ∼ (f(x), 1)

be the mapping torus of f . Then Mf is an M -bundle over the circle. Let
i : M → Mf be the inclusion of a fiber. Since f acts trivially on homology,
the Wang sequence of the fiber bundle implies

(1) i∗ : H2(Mf ) → H2(M) is an isomorphism;

(2) there is a short exact sequence

(4.2) 0 → H3(M)
δ
→ H4(Mf )

i∗
→ H4(M) → 0

Let x ∈ H2(M), y ∈ H4(M) be generators, such that x2 = dy and d > 0.
Identifying H2(M) with H2(Mf ) via i∗, we still denote the corresponding
generator of H2(Mf ) by x; let y ∈ H4(Mf ) be a preimage of y.

The homomorphism i∗ : H2(Mf ;Z/2) → H2(M ;Z/2) is an isomorphism,
and i∗w2(Mf ) = w2(M). Therefore Mf is spin if and only if M is spin.
Recall that for a spin vector bundle ξ, there is a spin first Pontrjagin class,
denoted by p1

2 (ξ), such that 2 · p1
2 (ξ) = p1(ξ). Therefore if M is spin, we

have (see (3.3))
p1
2
(M) = 2ky;

ifM is non-spin, then TM⊕η is a spin vector bundle, where η is the complex
line bundle over M with c1(η) = x. Since (see (3.4))

p1(TM ⊕ η) = p1(M) + x2 = p1(M) + dy = 4ky

we have
p1
2
(TM ⊕ η) = 2ky.
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Therefore if M is spin, in the homomorphism i∗ : H4(Mf ) → H4(M), we
have

(4.3) i∗(x2 − dy) = x2 − dy = 0, i∗(
p1
2
(Mf )− 2ky) =

p1
2
(M)− 2ky = 0

Therefore x2 − dy and p1
2 (Mf ) − 2ky have unique preimages under δ in

H3(M)

δ−1(x2 − dy) ∈ H3(M), δ−1(
p1
2
(Mf )− 2ky) ∈ H3(M)

Note that y is not unique, we may change it by y → y + δ(u), u ∈ H3(M).
The corresponding change of the preimages under δ follows from the equa-
tions

δ−1(x2 − d(y + δ(u))) = δ−1(x2 − dy) + du,

δ−1(
p1
2
(Mf )− 2k(y + δ(u))) = δ−1(

p1
2
(Mf )− 2ky) + 2ku

Thus we have a well-defined map

v̄x,p : I(M) → (H3(M)×H3(M))/∆d,2k .

If M is non-spin, we just need to replace p1
2 (Mf ) in the seond equation in

(4.3) by p1
2 (TMf ⊕ η), where η is the complex line bundle with c1(η) = x.

Now since

i∗(
p1
2
(TMf ⊕ η)− 2ky) =

p1
2
(TM ⊕ i∗η)− 2ky = 0

we have an element δ−1(p12 (TMf ⊕ η)− 2ky) ∈ H3(M).

Lemma 4.1. The map v̄x,p : I(M) → (H3(M)×H3(M))/∆d,2k is a homo-
morphism.

Proof. The exact sequence (4.2) is identified with

0 → H4(Mf ,M) → H4(Mf ) → H4(M) → 0.

We construct Mfg from Mf by cutting I ×M along 1/2 ×M and regluing
it via g from the left to the right. Denote the two fibres over 1/4 and 3/4
by M1 and M2. Consider the restriction map

H4(Mfg,M1 ∪M2) → H4(Mfg,M1).

We have an isomorphism

H4(Mf ,M)⊕H4(Mg,M)
∼=
→ H4(Mfg,M1 ∪M2).

If we identify H4(Mfg,M1), H
4(Mf ,M) and H4(Mg,M) with H3(M), the

homomorphism

H4(Mf ,M)⊕H4(Mg,M)
∼=
→ H4(Mfg,M1 ∪M2) → H4(Mfg,M1)

corresponds to the homomorphism H3(M)⊕H3(M) → H3(M) given by the
sum, and the corresponding cohomology classes for Mf and Mg are mapped
to that of Mfg. This shows that v̄x,p is a homomorphism. �
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4.2.2. image of the variation map. Next we determine the image of v̄x,p.
Consider the Hurewicz homomorphism h : π3(M) → H3(M). Let M →
CP∞ be the classifying map of the chosen generator x ∈ H2(M), denote the
homotopy fiber by F . Then π3(M) ∼= π3(F ) ∼= H3(F ). The Gysin sequence
of the fibration S1 → F →M gives an exact sequence

(4.4) 0 → H4(M)
∩x
−→ H2(M) → H3(F ) → H3(M) → 0

From this we have a short exact sequence

0 → Z/d→ π3(M)
h
→ H3(M) → 0

This exact sequence is compatible with the action of f∗, and for f ∈ I(M),
f∗ = id on H3(M) and Z/d. The homomorphism f∗ − id : π3(M) → π3(M)
gives rise to a homomorphism β : H3(M) → Z/d, which we view as an
element in H3(M ;Z/d).

Lemma 4.2. Under the composition

I(M)
v̄x,p
−→ (H3(M)×H3(M))/∆d,2k

pr1
−→ H3(M)/d = H3(M ;Z/d)

the image of f is β. And this map is surjective.

Proof. We have a commutative diagram

F //

��

M //

��

CP∞

=

��

Ff
//

��

Mf
//

��

CP∞

S1 =
// S1

with horizontal maps and vertical maps are fibrations. The Gysin sequences
and Wang sequences fit together to commutative diagrams

0 // H3(M)
δ

//

i∗

��

H4(Mf ) //

��

H4(M) //

��

0

0 // H3(F )
δ

// H4(Ff ) // H4(F ) // 0
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and
H5(Mf ) //

��

H3(Mf ) //

��

H4(Ff )

��

~~⑤⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤

H4(M) //

��

H2(M)
j∗

//

��

H3(F )

f∗−id
��

~~⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤

H4(M) //

��

H2(M)
j∗

//

∼=
��

H3(F )

��

H4(Mf )
x∩−

//

∂
��

H2(Mf ) // H3(Ff )

H3(M)

In the above diagram the columns and the zigzagged rows are exact se-
quences.

Let α ∈ H3(M) be the preimage of x2 − dy ∈ H4(Mf ) under δ. For any
a ∈ H3(M), let a ∈ H3(F ) be a preimage of a, since (f∗− id)(a) = 0, there is
a preimage b ∈ H2(M) of (f∗− id)(a) under j∗, view b as a class in H2(Mf ),
let c ∈ H4(Mf ) be a preiamge of b under x ∩ −, then ∂c = a. We have

〈α, a〉 = 〈α, ∂c〉 = 〈δα, c〉 = 〈x2−dy, c〉 ≡ 〈x2, c〉 = 〈x, x∩c〉 = 〈x, b〉 (mod d)

This implies that the homomorphism β : H3(M) → Z/d coincides with the
cohomology class δ−1(x2 − dy) ∈ H3(M ;Z/d).

Next we show the surjectivity. In the decomposition M = N#r(S
3×S3),

let N0 = N − intD6, then it’s easy to see that π3(N0) ∼= π3(N) ∼= Z/d, and
π3(N0) → torsπ3(M) is an isomorphism, where torsπ3(M) is the torsion
subgroup of π3(M). Let Z ⊂ N0 represent a generator of π3(N0) ∼= Z/d,
Si = S3 × {x0} and Ti = {x0} × S3 in the i-th copy of S3 × S3. Denote

[Z] = e0, [S1] = e1, [T1] = e2 ∈ π3(M)

Consider the Dehn twists tZ#S1,α and tS1,−α, where α ∈ π3SO(4) such that
〈e(α), [S4]〉 = 1, where e(α) is the Euler class of the vector bundle over S4

with clutching function α (for the notations of Dehn twists see section 2.5.1).
Then by Lemma 2.12

tZ#S1,α∗(e2) = e0 + e1 + e2, tS1,−α∗(e2) = e2 − e1.

The other generators of π3(M) are not changed. Then (tS1,−α◦tZ#S1,α)∗−id
maps e2 to e0, and other generators of H3(M) to 0. This finishes the proof
of Lemma 4.2. �

Remark 4.3. From Lemma 4.2 we see that the restriction of v̄x,p on the
subgroup of JM lifts to a homomorphism to H3(M ;Z). In view of [Sul77,
Corollary 13.3], in our situation D = H3(M ;Q) and I = 0, and the lattice
is H3(M ;Z).
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Next we consider the composition

I(#r(S
3 × S3)) → I(M)

v̄x,p
−→ (H ×H)/∆d,2k

If f : M → M is a diffeomorphism coming from #r(S
3 × S3), then the

mapping torus is

Mf = (N × S1)♯S1(#r(S
3 × S3))f ,

where ♯S1 denotes the fiber connected-sum along S1. Under the decomposi-
tion

H4(Mf ) = H4(N)⊕H4((#r(S
3 × S3))f )

we may choose y = (y, 0), where y = x2/d ∈ H4(N) is the canonical gener-
ator. Therefore in H4(Mf ) we have the equation

x2 − dy = 0.

For the Pontrjagin class, in the spin case we have
p1
2
(Mf ) = (

p1
2
(N),

p1
2
((#r(S

3 × S3))f )),

therefore
p1
2
(Mf )− 2ky =

p1
2
((#r(S

3 × S3))f ).

In the non-spin case we have
p1
2
(TMf ⊕ η)− 2ky =

p1
2
((#r(S

3 × S3))f ).

The coboundary map δ : H3(M) → H4(Mf ) in the Wang sequence (4.2)
can be identified with

H3(M)
Σ

−→ H4(Σ(M+))
c∗
−→ H4(Mf ).

Identify H3(#r(S
3×S3)) with H3(M) and compare the homomorphism v̄x,p

with the invariant χ defined in §3.2, we have the following

Lemma 4.4. There is a commutative diagram

I#r(S3×S3)
χ

//

��

H

2·i2
��

I(M)
v̄x,p

// (H ×H)/∆d,2k

where 2 · i2 : α 7→ [0, 2α].

Moreover, we have the following

Lemma 4.5. Im(v̄x,p) ∩ i2(H) = (0× 2H)/∆d,2k

Proof. That the first component of v̄x,p(f) equals 0 is equivalent to that f
induces the identity on π3(M) (Lemma 4.2).

We first assume M is spin. Recall the second component of v̄x,p(f) is
δ−1(p12 (Mf ) − 2kȳ). It suffices to show that p1(Mf ) is divisible by 4. This
is done by showing that the evaluation of p1(Mf ) on a basis of H4(Mf ) is
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divisible by 4. Choose embeddings S3
i ⊂ M representing a basis of H3(M).

By Haefliger’s theorem [Hae61, Theorem 1b], S3
i and f(S3

i ) are isotopic in
M×[0, 1]. We choose an isotopy and obtain a smooth map gi : S

3
i ×S

1 →Mf ,
which is an embedding on each S3

i × {t}. Then from the exact sequence

0 → H4(M) → H4(Mf ) → H3(M) → 0

a basis of H4(Mf ) is given by a generator of H4(M) and gi∗[S
3
i × S1]. The

evaluation of p1(Mf ) on the generator ofH4(M) equals 4k. Next we consider
the evaluation 〈p1(Mf ), gi∗[S

3
i ×S

1]〉. We drop the subscript i in the sequel.
We form the map g′ : S3 × S1 → Mf × S1, (x, t) 7→ (g(x, t), t), which is

an embedding of a 4-manifold into an 8-manifold. Then

〈p1(Mf ), g∗[S
3 × S1]〉 = 〈p1(Mf × S1), g′∗[S

3 × S1]〉 = 〈p1(ν), g
′

∗[S
3 × S1]〉

where ν is the normal bundle of g′(S3 × S1) in Mf × S1. Note that g′ is
homotopic to g′′ : S3 × S1 → Mf × S1 with g′′(x, t) = (g(x, t),−t), and the
intersection of g′ and g′′ is empty. This shows that the Euler class of ν is
trivial, hence ν is reduced to a 3-dimensional vector bundle. For such vector
bundles, the first Pontrjagin class is divisible by 4.

In the non-spin case we need to replace p1(Mf ) by p1(TMf ⊕ η̄). But
since any complex line bundle over S3×S1 is trivial, the above computation
still works.

�

By Lemma 4.4 and 4.5, we may conclude that Imv̄x,p = (H × 2H)/∆d,2k.
Now we may remove the factor 2 by modifying the definition of the variation
map. Namely, in the spin case we define

vx,p(f) = (δ−1(x2 − dy), δ−1(
1

4
(p1(Mf )− 4ky))) ∈ (H ×H)/∆d,k;

in the non-spin case

vx,p(f) = (δ−1(x2 − dy), δ−1(
1

4
(p1(TMf ⊕ η)− 4ky))) ∈ (H ×H)/∆d,k.

Then we have the following

Proposition 4.6. vx,p : I(M) → (H × H)/∆d,k is a surjective homomor-
phism.

This gives the proof of the exact sequence (2.2) in Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 2.4 is a consequence of the following stronger statement.

Theorem 4.7. Taking the quotient by K(M) we have a short exact sequence

(4.5) 0 → (H ×H)/∆d,k → MCG(M)/K(M) → Sp(b,Z) → 1

in which as a Sp(b,Z)-module (H ×H)/∆d,k fits into an exact sequence of
Sp(b,Z)-modules

0 → H
i2−→ (H ×H)/∆d,k

pr1
−→ H ⊗ Z/d→ 0

where the Sp(b,Z)-actions on H and H⊗Z/d are the standard linear actions.
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When b = 2, or when b ≥ 4 and M is nonspin with d/2 odd, the exact
sequence (4.5) splits, therefore

MCG(M)/K(M) = ((H ×H)/∆d,k)⋊ Sp(b,Z).

In the other cases the exact sequence (4.5) does not split. There is an
injective homomorphism

MCG(M)/K(M) → ((H ×H)/∆d,2k)⋊ Sp(b,Z)

whose image has index 2b. More precisly, let ψ : H → Z/2 be any quadratic
refinement of the standard symplectic form on H, and let

s : Sp(b,Z) → H ⊗ Z/2, A 7→ ψ · A− ψ

be the 1-cocyle associated with ψ, then the image is the subgroup

{([a, b], A) | b ≡ s(A) (mod 2)} ⊂ (H ×H)/∆d,2k ⋊ Sp(b,Z).

Proof. The exact sequence (4.5) follows from the exact sequences in Theo-
rem 2.3. We examine the action of Sp(b,Z) on (H × H)/∆d,k. There is a
commutative diagram
(4.6)

0 // H //

i2
��

MCG(#r(S
3 × S3))/Θ7

��

// Sp(b,Z)

=

��

// 1

0 // (H ×H)/∆d,k
// MCG(M)/K(M) // Sp(b,Z) // 1

in which the inclusion i2 : H → (H × H)/∆d,k is a Sp(b,Z)-module homo-
morphism, and the action of Sp(b,Z) on H is the standard linear action
[Kre78]. In the exact sequence

0 → H
i2−→ (H ×H)/∆d,k

pr1
−→ H ⊗ Z/d→ 0

the Sp(b,Z)-module structure onH⊗Z/d can be obtained as follows: for any
f ∈ I(M), ϕ ∈ MCG(M), we consider (ϕ−1fϕ)∗ − id as a homomorphism
from H to Z/d. For any a ∈ H, let ā ∈ π3(M) be a pre-image of a, then

(ϕ−1fϕ)∗(ā)− ā = ϕ−1
∗ (f∗(ϕ∗(ā))− ϕ∗(ā)) = (f∗ − id)(ϕ∗(ā))

where the second equality follows from the facts that f∗(ϕ∗(ā))−ϕ∗(ā) ∈ Z/d
and ϕ−1

∗ is trivial on Z/d. This shows that the induced action of Sp(b,Z)
on H ⊗ Z/d is the standard linear action.

Let α ∈ H2(Sp(b,Z),H) be the cohomology class of the extension of
the upper exact sequence in diagram (4.6), then it is a standard fact that
i2∗(α) ∈ H2(Sp(b,Z), (H×H)/∆d,k) is the cohomology class of the extension
of the lower exact sequence (see [Bro82, p.94 Ex. 1(b)]).

When b = 2 we have α = 0 (by [Kry02] or the fact H2(Sp(2,Z),Z2) = 0
[Kra19, Lemma A.3]), hence i2∗(α) = 0. Therefore

MCG(M)/K(M) ∼= ((H ×H)/∆d,k)⋊ Sp(b,Z).
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When b ≥ 4, the following commutative diagram of exact sequences

0 // H
·d

//

·k

��

H //

i1
��

H ⊗ Z/d //

=

��

0

0 // H
i2
// (H ×H)/∆d,k

// H ⊗ Z/d // 0

induces a commutative diagram of exact sequence of cohomology groups

H1(Sp(b,Z),H ⊗ Z/d) //

=

��

H2(Sp(b,Z),H)

·k
��

·d
// H2(Sp(b,Z),H)

i1∗
��

H1(Sp(b,Z),H ⊗ Z/d)
δ

// H2(Sp(b,Z),H)
i2∗

// H2(Sp(b,Z), (H ×H)/∆d,k)

The cohomology groupsH∗(Sp(b,Z),H) are annihilated by 2 ([Kra19, Lemma
A.3]). WhenM is spin, d and p/2 have the same parity (see (3.3)), therefore
δ = 0. By [Cro11, Theorem 1.1] α 6= 0, therefore i2∗α 6= 0. When M is
nonspin, k and d/2 have the same parity. When k is even, δ = 0; when k
is odd, i2∗ = 0. This shows the statements about the splitting of the exact
sequence (4.5).

The cocyle α ∈ H2(Sp(b,Z),H) corresponding to the extension problem
of the upper line of diagram (4.6) is described in [Cro11, Corollary 3.5 ].
As a consequence, the embedding 2· : H → H induces an embedding of
I(#r(S

3 × S3))/Θ7 into the semi-direct product H ⋊ Sp(b,Z) whose image
is

{(b,A) | b ≡ s(A) (mod 2)}

where s : Sp(b,Z) → H ⊗Z/2, A 7→ ψ ·A−ψ is a 1-cocycle associated with
an arbitrary quadratic refinement ψ : H → Z/2 of the standard symplectic
form (c. f. [Cro11, Proposition 2.3]). Therefore the embedding

(H ×H)/∆d,k = (H × 2H)/∆d,2k ⊂ (H ×H)/∆d,2k

induces an embedding of MCG(M)/K(M) into the semi-direct product (H×
H)/∆d,2k ⋊ Sp(b,Z), and the image is

{([a, b], A) | a, b ∈ H,A ∈ Sp(b,Z), b ≡ s(A) (mod 2)}.

�

5. Generalized Kreck-Stolz invariant

Now we come to the problem of determining the kernel

K(M) = Ker{vx,p : I(M) → H ×H/∆d,k}.

This task will be done by defining an invariant of the mapping torus. This
invariant is not only crucial for the computation of KM , but also important
for the study of the properties of MCG(M). We first present the results
of K(M) in the following theorem. Recall from section 3.1 that the first
Pontrjagin class of M is determined by an integer l.
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Theorem 5.1. The group K(M) is the center of MCG(M). There is an
isomorphism

S : K(M) → Z3/LM ,

where LM is a lattice of rank 3. The group K(M) is given as follows

(1) When M is spin

K(M) ∼= (K(M))(2) × Z/3b × Z/7c

where

b =

{
1 d ≡ 0 (mod 3)
0 otherwise

c =

{
1 d− l ≡ 0 (mod 7)
0 otherwise

The group (K(M))(2) is given in the following table

d odd d ≡ 2 (mod 4) d ≡ 4 (mod 8) d ≡ 0 (mod 8)
l odd Z/2 Z/2× Z/4 (Z/2)2 (Z/2)2

l even Z/4 Z/2× Z/4 (Z/2)2 × Z/4 Z/2× Z/a× Z/4

where

a =

{
2 l ≡ 2 (mod 4)
4 l ≡ 0 (mod 4)

(2) When M is non-spin

K(M) ∼= Z/2a × Z/3b × Z/7c,

where

b =

{
1 d ≡ 0 (mod 3)
0 otherwise

c =

{
1 d ≡ l ≡ 0 (mod 7)
0 otherwise

The value of a is given in the following table (where δ = d/2)

δ odd δ ≡ 2 (mod 4) δ ≡ 4 (mod 8) δ ≡ 0 (mod 8)
l odd 0 1 2 2
l even 0 1 2 3

We first prove Theorem 5.1 in the spin case in §5-7. The treatment of the
non-spin case is similar but with slight modifications. This is put in §9.

For the mapping class group of surfaces, the Birman-Craggs-Johnson in-
variants are defined using the relative mapping class group MCG(Fg ,D) which
is the mapping class group of diffeomorphisms fixing an embedded disk.
In our situation we have to do the same and pass to MCG(M,D). The
group MCG(M,D) is the group of isotopy classes of diffeomorphisms of M
which are the identity on an embedded 6-dimensional disk D ⊂ M . The
groups MCG(M) and MCG(M,D) are related by the following exact se-
quence ([Wal63, p.265])

(5.1) π1GL(n,R) → MCG(M,D) → MCG(M) → 1.

The exact sequences (2.1) and (2.2) in Theorem 2.3 remain valid if we replace
MCG(M) by MCG(M,D). We denote the corresponding kernel of vx,p by

K(M,D) = ker{vx,p : I(M,D) → H ×H/∆d,k}.
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Then the above exact sequence gives rise to an exact sequence

(5.2) π1GL(n,R) → K(M,D) → K(M) → 1.

In this section, based on the recent development of modified surgery theory
in [Kre18], we define a Kreck-Stolz type invariant for elements in K(M,D).
This invariant defines an injective homomorphism

S : K(M,D) ֌ Z3/L̄(M).

In §6 we use this invariant to study MCG(S2 × D4, ∂) and then in §7 we
determine the image of S by comparing K(M,D) with MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂).

Let M be a spin 6-manifold which looks like a complete intersection,
f : (M,D) → (M,D) be a diffeomorphism such that [f ] ∈ K(M,D). Let
Mf be the mapping torus. Let

B = CP∞ ×K(Z, 4)×BSpin,

and let p : B → BSpin → BSO be the canonical projection. Then the
normal Gauss map Mf → BSO is lifted to B as follows: Fix a generator
x ∈ H2(M) = H2(Mf ), there is a unique map Mf → CP∞ representing
x. For d 6= 0, let y = x2/d ∈ H4(M) be the generator; for d = 0 but
but p1(M) 6= 0, let y = p1(M)/4k ∈ H4(M); for d = 0 = p1(M), take
y ∈ H4(M) an arbitrary generator3. For [f ] ∈ K(M,D), since τ(f) = 0,
there is a unique y′ ∈ H4(Mf ) which is a preimage of y ∈ H4(M) under
H4(Mf ) → H4(M), such that x2 − dy′ = 0 and p1

2 (Mf )− 2ky′ = 0. There
is a unique map Mf → K(Z, 4) representing y′. Finally choose the spin
structure on the stable normal bundle of Mf , which restricts to the trivial
spin structure on the preferred embedding D × S1 ⊂ Mf . This induces a
unique map Mf → BSpin. Put all these maps together we get g : Mf → B
which is a lift of the normal Gauss map Mf → BSO.

The pair (Mf , g) represents a bordism class in the B-bordism group

Ω7(B, p) = Ωspin
7 (CP∞×K(Z, 4)), which is zero by an easy computation with

the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence, c. f. [Kre18, Theorem 6]. Therefore
there exists a normal B-bordism G : W 8 → B such that ∂(W,G) = (Mf , g).
After taking connected sum with quaternion projective planes HP2’s (or

HP2’s) we may assume that the signature of W is zero.
Let x ∈ H2(B) be the pull-back of the canonical generator of H2(CP∞),

y ∈ H4(B) be the pull-back of the canonical generator of H4(K(Z, 4))
and p1

2 ∈ H4(B) be the pull-back of the universal spin Pontrjagin class

in H4(BSpin). Let α = G∗(x2 − dy) and β = G∗(p12 + 2ky). Then by the
construction above, the restriction of α and β on ∂W = Mf are zero, we

have relative cohomology classes α, β ∈ H4(W,∂W ) which maps to α and

3Because the case of S2 × S4 is crucial for the computation, here we need to include
the possibility d = 0.
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β respectively. Now define characteristic numbers

s1(f) = 〈β
2
, [W,∂W ]〉

s2(f) = 〈α2 + α ∪ β, [W,∂W ]〉
s3(f) = 〈α ∪ β, [W,∂W ]〉

Elementary algebraic topology shows that these numbers don’t depend on
the choices of the cohomology classes α and β. To get an invariant we also
need to take into account of the choices of W . This amounts to a lattice
L̄(M) ⊂ Z3 consisting of characteristic numbers of closed 8-dimensional
B-manifolds with signature 0. Therefore we have a well-defined invariant
S(f) = [(s1(f), s2(f), s3(f))] ∈ Z3/L̄(M). We call it the generalized Kreck-
Stolz invariant of f .

Proposition 5.2. The generalized Kreck-Stolz invariant defines an injective
homomorphism

S : K(M,D) → Z3/L̄(M)

Proof. We first show that S is a group homomorphism. Given diffeomor-
phisms f1 and f2, with normal B-bordism (W1, G1) and (W2, G2) for the cor-
responding mapping tori, we may takeW =W1∪M×[0,1]W2 to be the normal
B-bordism for the mapping torus of f1 ◦ f2. It’s easy to see that in Wall’s
formula of the additivity of the signature ([Wal69, Theorem]) the correc-
tion term σ(V ;A,B,C) = 0, therefore sign(W ) = sign(W1) + sign(W2) = 0.
ThereforeW can be taken as the null-bordism for computing the S-invariant
of f1 ◦ f2. The Mayer-Vietoris sequences form a commutative diagram

H4(W,∂W )

��

// H4(W1, ∂W1)⊕H4(W2, ∂W2)

��

H4(W ) // H4(W1)⊕H4(W2)

therefore α, β ∈ H4(W,∂W ) are the pre-image of (α1, α2) and (β1, β2)
respectively. The S-invariant of f1 ◦ f2 is defined via characteristic numbers
of W , which are now clearly the sum of the characteristic numbers of W1

and W2, i. e. si(f1 ◦ f2) = si(f1) + si(f2) for i = 1, 2, 3.
To show the injectivity of S, notice that (W,G) can be viewed as a B-

bordism between M × [0, 1] and M × [0, 1], where the boundariesM ×0 and
M × 1 are identified by idM and f respectively. By modified surgery theory
[Kre99], the surgery obstruction θ(W,G) to (W,G) being B-bordant to an
h-cobordism relative boundary is in l8(Z). It is shown in [Kre18, Theorem
5b] that θ(W,G) is elementary if

S(f) = [(s1(f), s2(f), s3(f))] = 0 ∈ Z3/L̄(M)

In this situation one may replace W by an h-cobordism ([Kre99, Theorem
3]), still denoted by W . The embedding D × S1 ⊂ Mf extends to an
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embedding D ×D2 ⊂ W , which can be viewed as an h-cobordism between
D × I and D × I. By the h-cobordism theorem, there is a diffeomorphism

(M × [0, 1],D × [0, 1]) → (M × [0, 1],D × [0, 1])

which can be viewed as a pseudo-isotopy between f and idM rel D. Hence
by Cerf’s pseudo-isotopy theorem [Cer70], f is isotopic to idM rel D. This
shows the injectivity of S. �

Now we determine the lattice L̄(M). For this we need to compute the
subgroup of the 8-dimensional B-bordism group consisting of manifolds with
signature zero,

Ω8(B)0 = Ωspin
8 (CP∞ ×K(Z, 4))0

Computation with the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence (c. f. [Kre18,
Theorem 10]) shows that this group is isomorphic to Z6, with generators

(5.3)

e1 = [B8]− 8 · 28[HP2]

e2 = [S2 × S2 × S2 × S2
∑4

i=1 xi
−→ CP∞ i

→ CP∞ ×K(Z, 4)]

e3 = [V (2) →֒ CP∞ i
→ CP∞ ×K(Z, 4)]− 2[HP2]

e4 = [HP2 y
→ K(Z, 4) → CP∞ ×K(Z, 4)] − [HP2]

e5 = [S4 × S4 y1+y2
−→ K(Z, 4)]

e6 = 1
2 [S

2 × S2 × S4 (x1+x2,y)
−→ CP∞ ×K(Z, 4)]

where B8 is the Bott manifold, V (2) is a degree 2 hypersurface in CP5,
xi ∈ H2(S2

i ) yi ∈ H4(S4
i ) and y ∈ H4(HP2) are generators.

The characteristic numbers of these generators are given in the following
table, and the lattice L̄(M) is generated by column vectors.

(5.4)

e1 e2 e3 e4 e5 e6
s1 −8 · 28 0 0 4k2 − 4k 8k2 0
s2 0 24 0 d2 − d(2k − 1) 2d2 − 4dk 2k − 2d
s3 0 0 −2 −d(2k − 1) −4dk 2k

6. The mapping class group of (S2 ×D4, ∂)

In this section we determine the mapping class group of (S2 × D4, ∂),
denoted by MCG(S2 × D4, ∂). This is the group of isotopy classes of dif-
feomorphisms of S2 ×D4, which are the identity near the boundary. This
is crucial for the determination of the image of S, and the generators of the
mapping class group.

6.1. Simply-connected homology S2 × S5. Let N7 be a closed, simply-
connected spin 7-manifold with H∗(N) ∼= H∗(S

2 × S5). Let N be the set
of equivalence classes of oriented 7-manifolds of this type. The oriented
diffeomorphism type of these manifolds is determined by the Kreck-Stolz
invariant [KrSt88]. We recall the definition here.
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The normal 2-type of N is

p : B = CP∞ ×BSpin → BSO

where p is the canonical projection on the second factor. Choose a gener-
ator of H2(N), there is a unique lifting ν : N → B of the normal Gauss
map ν : N → BSO. Since the corresponding B-bordism group Ω7(B, p) =

Ωspin
7 (CP∞) = 0, there exists a normal B-bordism G : W 8 → B such that

∂(W,G) = (N, ν). After taking connected sum with HP2’s (or HP2’s) we
may assume that the signature of W is zero.

Let x ∈ H2(B) be a generator, p1
2 ∈ H4(B) be the pull-back of the

universal spin Pontrjagin class in H4(BSpin), α = G∗(x2), β = G∗(p12 ).

Since H3(N) = H4(N) = 0, α and β restrict to 0 on ∂W = N , therefore we
have unique cohomology classes α, β ∈ H4(W,∂W ) which are the preimage
of α and β respectively. Now we define characteristic numbers

s1(N) = 〈β
2
, [W,∂W ]〉

s2(N) = 〈α2 + α ∪ β, [W,∂W ]〉
s3(N) = 〈α ∪ β, [W,∂W ]〉

It’s easy to see that these numbers don’t depend on the choice of the gen-
erator of H2(N). Taking into account the choices of W , we obtain a well-
defined invariant S(N) = [(s1(N), s2(N), s3(N))] ∈ Z3/L, where L ⊂ Z3 is
the lattice generated by the corresponding characteristic numbers of closed
8-dimensional B-manifolds with signature 0. The generators of the bordism
group are e1, e2, e3 in 5.3 and from table 5.4 we see that L is generated by

(6.1)

e1 e2 e3
s1 −8 · 28 0 0
s2 0 24 0
s3 0 0 −2

Therefore Z3/L ∼= Z/(8 · 28)⊕ Z/24⊕ Z/2,
Let (W,G) be aB-bordism between (N1, ν1) and (N2, ν2), then the surgery

obstruction θ(W,G) to (W,G) being B-bordant to an h-cobordism is in
l8(Z). By [Kre99, Theorem 6], θ(W,G) is elementary if S(N1) = S(N2).
Therefore S(N) is a complete invariant of manifolds in N .

Lemma 6.1. There is an injective map between sets

S = [(s1, s2, s3)] : N → Z3/L = Z/(8 · 28)⊕ Z/24⊕ Z/2

Remark 6.2. In [KrSt88] the Kreck-Stolz s-invariants are defined by the
defect of (twisted) Dirac operators. An explicit formula expressing the s-
invariants by characteristic numbers is given in [KrSt91, (2.4)]. If we turn
the above defined S-invariant into Q/Z-valued invariants s1/(8 · 28), s2/24
and s3/2, then it’s easy to see from these expressions that

s1/(8 · 28) = s′1, s2/24 = s′2 s3/2 = s′3 − 24s′2

where s′i denotes the original Kreck-Stolz invariants.
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We construct certain manifolds inN and compute their S-invariant, which
will be used in the next subsection. Let ξm be a 4-dimensional oriented real
vector bundle over CP2, with

w2(ξm) 6= 0, e(ξm) = x2, p1(ξm) = (3 + 4m)x2, m ∈ Z

where x ∈ H2(CP2) is a generator. (These bundles can be constructed as
follows: let p : CP2 → CP2∨S4 be the pinch map, ξ = p∗(η⊕ ε2 ∨ ξ′), where
η is the tautological line bundle over CP2 and ξ′ is a 4-dimensional vector
bundle over S4. Then w2(ξ) 6= 0, e(ξ) = p∗e(ξ′) and p1(ξ) = p∗(p1(ξ

′))+x2.
Note that 4-dimensional vector bundles over S4 can have e(ξ′) = 2a+ b and
p1(ξ

′) = −2b for all a, b ∈ Z.)
Let Nm = S(ξm) be the sphere bundle of ξm. Since the Euler class of ξm is

x2, from the Gysin sequence it is easy to see Nm ∈ N . We may compute the
S-invariant of Nm using W = D(ξm)#HP2. Straightforward computation
gives

s1(Nm) = 4m(m+ 3) ≡ 0 (mod 8)

s2(Nm) = −2(m+ 1)(6.2)

s3(Nm) = 2m+ 3 ≡ 1 (mod 2)

6.2. Computation of MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂). Let I(S2 × S4) be the subgroup
of the mapping class group MCGS2×S4 , consisting of isotopy classes of dif-
feomorphisms of S2 × S4 which act trivially on homology. We define a map

Ψ: I(S2 × S4) → N

as follows: given a diffeomorphism f : S2×S4 → S2×S4 which acts trivially
on homology, let N = S2 × D5 ∪f S

2 × D5. It’s easy to see that N ∈
N . Clearly isotopic diffeomorphisms produce diffeomorphic 7-manifolds,
therefore Ψ is a well-define map.

Lemma 6.3. Ψ is surjective.

Proof. Given N ∈ N , there is an embedding ϕ1 : S
2 → N representing a

generator of H2(N). The normal bundle of this embedding is trivial since
N is spin, thus ϕ1 extends to an embedding ϕ1 : S

2 × D5 →֒ N . The
complement N − ϕ1(int(S

2 × D5)) is simply-connected, spin, and has the
same homology as S2. Therefore there is a second embedding ϕ2 : S

2×D5 →֒
N − ϕ1(int(S

2 × D5)) and it’s easy to see that N − (ϕ1(int(S
2 × D5)) ∪

ϕ2(int(S
2×D5))) is an h-cobordism. Therefore there exists a diffeomorphism

f : S2 × S4 → S2 × S4 such that N = S2 ×D5 ∪f S
2 ×D5. It’s easy to see

that f acts trivially on homology. �

Recall that we have the exact sequence (5.1)

π1GL(6,R) → I(S2 × S4,D) → I(S2 × S4) → 1.

In this situation we may identify I(S2 × S4) with I(S2 × S4,D) by the
following lemma.
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Lemma 6.4. LetMn (n ≥ 3) be a closed smooth manifold with a non-trivial
S1-action. Let p ∈M be a fixed-point, such that the isotropy representation
at p represents the non-trivial element in π1GL(n,R). Then the boundary
diffeomorphism is isotopic to the identity in MCG(M,D)

Proof. An explicit isotopy is given by the S1-action. �

Therefore by Proposition 5.2 and table 5.4, the generalized Kreck-Stolz
S-invariant defines an injective homomorphism

S : I(S2 × S4) → Z3/L

where L is generated by table 6.1. Comparing the definition of this in-
variant and that of the Kreck-Stolz invariant of manifolds in N we have a
commutative diagram

I(S2 × S4)
Ψ

//

S
��

N

S
��

Z3/L
=

// Z3/L

(6.3)

(Proof. Let V be a coboundary of the mapping torus Tf , let

W = V ∪S2×S4×[0,1] S
2 ×D5 × [0, 1],

then ∂W = (S2 × D5) ∪f (S2 × D5) = N , we use W to compute the S-
invariants of N , the S2 ×D5 × [0, 1] part doesn’t contribute to the charac-
teristic numbers.)

For any self-diffeomorphism f of S2×S4 which acts trivially on homology,
since π2SO(4) = 0, after isotopy we may assume that f is the identity on a
copy of S2×D4 in the standard decomposition S2×S4 = S2×D4∪S2×D4.
This means, the natural homomorphism MCG(S2 × D4, ∂) → I(S2 × S4)
defined by extending a diffeomorphism of (S2 × D4, ∂) to S2 × S4 by the
identity on the other copy of S2 ×D4 is an epimorphism.

Recall that from the discussion after Theorem 2.13, we have a homomor-
phism MCG(D6, ∂) → MCG(M), which is given by extending a diffeomor-
phism of (D6, ∂) to the complement by the identity. The image are called
disk supported diffeomorphisms. Clearly the image of this homomorphism
is in the Torelli group. Now we study this homomorphism for M = S2×S4,

MCG(D6, ∂) → MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂) → I(S2 × S4),

here we take D6 in the interior of S2 × D4. To this end we compute the
S-invariant of disk supported diffeomorphisms in I(S2 × S4). By diagram
6.3 this is equivalent to computing the S-invariant of S2 × S5#Σ, where Σ
is an exotic 7-sphere. Especially, let Σ be the boundary of the E8-plumbing
manifold E8, which is a generator of Θ7. Then we may take

W = (S2 ×D6)♮E8#(8 ·HP2) → CP∞ ×BSpin
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W

W ′

I

I
S2 ×D4

S2 ×D4

V =

Figure 1.

as the null B-bordism, where ♮ denotes the boundary connected-sum. From
this it’s easy to get

s1 = −8, s2 = 0, s3 = 0.

Therefore the homomorphism MCG(D6, ∂) → I(S2 × S4) is injective. The
same holds for the homomorphism MCG(D6, ∂) → MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂).

The next step to the computation of MCG(S2×D4, ∂) is to determine the
cokernel of MCG(D6, ∂) → MCG(S2×D4, ∂), denoted by MCG(S2×D4, ∂).
An upper bound of the order of MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂) is obtained as follows.

Let P3(S
2) be the 3rd stage Postnikov tower of S2, we define a homomor-

phism

Φ: Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2)) → MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂)

as follows. The normal 3-type of S2 ×D4 is

B = P3(S
2)×BString

p
→ BSO

where p is the canonical projection on the second factor. Fix a generator
of H2(S2 × D4), there is a unique (up to homotopy) normal 3-smoothing
ν : S2×D4 → B. The corresponding B-bordism group Ω∗(B, p) is the string

bordism group Ωstring
∗ (P3(S

2)). Given [N7, g] ∈ Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2)), consider the
bordism class [S2 ×D4 × I, ν] + [N, g], where I = [0, 1]. View this as a B-
bordism between (S2 ×D4, ν) and (S2 ×D4, ν), where the boundaries are
identified by the identity. By [Kre99] the surgery obstruction to this B-
bordism being B-bordant rel ∂ to an h-cobordism rel ∂ is in L7(Z) = 0.
Thus we obtain an h-cobordism rel ∂ between S2 × D4 and S2 × D4, and

henceforth a diffeomorphism f : (S2 ×D4, ∂)
∼=
→ (S2 ×D4, ∂).

To consider the dependence of this construction on the choices of repre-
sentatives of a given B-bordism class, let (N, g) and (N ′, g′) be two such
representatives, then the h-cobordisms W and W ′ obtained by surgery are
also B-bordant, say, through V 8 (see Figure 1). Then the surgery obstruc-
tion θ(V ) to V being an h-cobordism rel ∂ lies in L8(Z) ∼= Z. After making
a boundary connected sum of V with copies of E8 along W , the surgery ob-
struction vanishes, andW is replaced byW♯Σ for some Σ ∈ Θ7. This means
that we obtain a pseudo-isotopy between the diffeomorphism produced by
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S2 ×D4 × I

S2 ×D4 × I

I

I

f id

Figure 2.

(N, g) composed with the local diffeomorphism corresponding to Σ and the
diffeomorphism produced by (N ′, g′). This shows that Φ is well-defined.

Lemma 6.5. Φ: Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2)) → MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂) is a surjective homo-
morphism.

Proof. Φ is a homomorphism: clearly we have

[S2 ×D4 × I, ν] + [N1, g1] + [N2, g2]

= [((S2 ×D4 × I, ν) + (N1, g1)) ∪S2×D4 ((S2 ×D4 × I, ν) + (N2, g2))]

After surgery we obtain an h-cobordism rel ∂, which is the union of the
h-cobordisms obtained from (N1, g2) and (N2, g2) along S

2 ×D4. Therefore
the diffeomorphism induced by this h-cobordism is the composition of the
diffeomorphisms induced by (N1, g1) and (N2, g2).

Φ is surjective: given a diffeomorphism f : (S2 ×D4, ∂) → (S2 ×D4, ∂),
the normal 3-smoothings ν and ν ◦ f are homotopic. Choose a homotopy
g : S2 × D4 × I → B, extend g to a map S2 × S4 × I → B, where on the
other copy of S2 ×D4 × I we use ν. Still call this map g. We also extend
f to a diffeomorphism of S2 × S4, where on the other copy of S2 ×D4 we
use the identity diffeomorphism. Still call this diffeomorphism f . Glue the
two boundary components of S2 × S4 × I via f , the map g induces a map

g : (S2×S4)f → B which represents an element in Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2)). It is easy
to see that [S2×D4×I, ν]+[(S2×S4)f , g] is B-bordant to S2×D4×I∪f S

2×
D4 × I (Figure 2). Therefore the image of [S2 ×D4 × I, ν] + [(S2 × S4)f , g]
under Φ is just f . This shows the surjectivity of Φ. �

By a standard computation using the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence

one can get an upper bound of the order of Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2)). We put the cal-
culation in the appendix (Lemma 11.1).

Lemma 6.6. |Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2))| ≤ 24.

With this and Lemma 6.5 we see that the order of MCG(S2×D4, ∂) ≤ 24.
Indeed the equality holds. To see this, denote the quotient ofN by the action
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of Θ7 via connected-sum with homotopy spheres by N and recall that we
have homomorphisms

MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂)
Ψ

−→ N
S

−→ Z/8⊕ Z/24⊕ Z/2

with the first one being surjective and the second one injective. Let a,
b ∈ MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂) be pre-images of N−1 and N−2 under Ψ respectively,
then by formula 6.2 and Lemma 6.6, a has order 2, b has order 12 and a 6= 6b.
This proves the following lemma.

Lemma 6.7. MCG(S2 × D4, ∂) is isomorphic to Z/12 ⊕ Z/2, detected by
s2/2 and s3.

Theorem 6.8. There are isomorphisms

MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂)
∼=

−→ I(S2 × S4)
∼=
−→ Z/28⊕ Z/12 ⊕ Z/2

where the second isomorphism is given by the invariants (s1/8, s2/2, s3).

Remark 6.9. It’s shown in [Sat69, Theorem II] that I(S2×S4) is isomorphic
to FC3

4 ⊕ Θ7, where FC
3
4 is the group of isotopy classes of framed 4-knots

in S7. By [Hae66] there is an exact sequence

π4SO3 → FC3
4 → C3

4 → π3SO3

with C3
4
∼= Z/12. It’s easy to see that there is a splitting FC3

4 → π4(S
2) ∼=

π4SO3 given by the linking number of the image of S4 ×{0} and S4 ×{x0}
in S7, where x0 ∈ S

2 is a fixed point. Therefore FC3
4
∼= Z/2⊕Z/12. In The-

orem 6.8 we get the same result using a different method, and moreover, we
have found explicit invariants detecting these summands. We will use these
invariants to give explicit generators of I(S2 × S4) in the next subsection.

6.3. Generators of I(S2 ×S4). Let S3 ×D3 →֒ S2 ×S4 be an embedding
such that S3×0 represents a generator of π3(S

2×S4) ∼= Z, tZ,α : S
2×S4 →

S2×S4 be the Dehn twist with parameter α ∈ π3(SO(4)) (see §2.5). Assume
that the corresponding R4-bundle over S4 has Euler class e(α) = χ and spin
Pontrjagin class 1

2p1(α) = χ − 2b with χ, b ∈ Z. We are going to compute
the S-invariants of tZ,α in terms of χ and b.

First we have the following observation on the mapping torus of a Dehn
twist.

Lemma 6.10. Let S3 ×D3 ⊂ M be an embedding, α ∈ π3SO(4), f be the
Dehn twist in S3 ×D3 parametrized by α. Then the mapping torus is

Mf = (M × S1 − S3 ×D4) ∪ϕ S
3 ×D4

where ϕ : S3 × S3 → S3 × S3, (x, y) 7→ (α(y)x, y). Let Eα be the D4-
bundle over S4 corresponding to α, with the standard decomposition ∂Eα =
S3 ×D4 ∪ S3 ×D4. Then Mf = ∂(M ×D2 ∪S3×D4 Eα).

To compute the S-invariant of tα, we use the coboundary of the mapping
torus constructed in this lemma, W = S2 × S4 × D2 ∪S3×D4 Eα. Then
H4(W ) ∼= Z3 is generated by the base S4 of Eα, denoted by [S4

b ], a fiber D4
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of Eα, denoted by u, and pt×S4× pt ⊂ S2×S4×D2, denoted by [S4
0 ]. The

intersection form with respect to these basis is the matrix S

S =




χ 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0




Also it’s easy to see from the geometric construction

〈
1

2
p1(W ), [S4

b ]〉 = χ− 2b, 〈
1

2
p1(W ), u〉 = 〈

1

2
p1(W ), [S4

0 ]〉 = 0

therefore 1
2p1(W ) = (χ− 2b)[S4

b ]
∗.

Let x ∈ H2(W ) be a generator, a representing cocycle X of Dx ∈
H6(W,∂W ) is constructed as follows: fix p ∈ S2, consider p × S4 × D2 ⊂
S2×S4×D2, which is the Poincaré dual of a generator of H2(S2×S4×D2).
We need to extend this to Eα. First notice that the intersection of S3×D4 ⊂
S2 × S4 × S1 with p × S4 × D2 is S1

p × D4 ⊂ S3 × D4, where S1
p ⊂ S3 is

the Hopf fiber over p ∈ S2. We cone this S1
p ×D4 in D4 ×D4 ⊂ Eα and get

D2
p ×D4 ⊂ D4 ×D4. The intersection of D2

p ×D4 with D4 ×S3 is D2
p ×S3.

The clutching function of the bundle Eα is ϕα : D
4×S3 → D4×S3, (x, y) 7→

(α(y) ·x, y). Thus the image ϕα(D
2
p×S

3) = {(α(y) ·x, y) | x ∈ D2
p, y ∈ S3}.

We take the cone of this over the S3 factor and get D2 × D4 ⊂ D4 × D4.
Now let

Xp = p× S4 ×D2 ∪S1
p×D4 D2

p ×D4 ∪ϕα(D2
p×S3) D

2 ×D4

Then by the construction Xp is the Poincaré dual of x ∈ H2(W ). Now
we compute the self-intersection of Xp. We take another point p′ ∈ S2

and obtain Xp′ by the same procedure. The cirlces S1
p and S1

p′ form a

Hopf link in S3 and D2
p ∩ D

2
p′ = 0 ∈ D4. Therefore from the construction

Xp ∩Xp′ = S4
b , the base sphere of the bundle Eα. Let ᾱ, β̄ ∈ H4(W,∂W )

be the cohomology classes in the definition of the S-invariant, with these
geometric constructions we have

D(ᾱ) = [S4
b ], D(β̄) = (χ− 2b)u

Therefore
1

8
s1 =

1

8
〈β̄2, [W,∂W ]〉 =

1

8
(χ− 2b)〈

1

2
p1(W ), u〉 = 0

1

2
s2 =

1

2
〈(ᾱ2 + ᾱβ̄), [W,∂W ]〉 =

1

2
(χ+ χ− 2b) = χ− b ∈ Z/12

s3 = 〈ᾱβ̄, [W,∂W ]〉 = χ− 2b = χ ∈ Z/2

Thus we have the following explicit geometric description of I(S2 × S4).

Theorem 6.11. In the mapping class group I(S2×S4) ∼= Z/28×Z/12×Z/2,
the Z/28-factor is generated by the disk supported diffeomorphism fc, the
Z/12-factor is generated by the Dehn twists tZ,ρ (with χ = 0, b = 1) and the
Z/2-factor is generated by the Dehn twist tZ,ǫ (with χ = 1, b = 0).
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Note that Theorem 2.14 for spin manifolds is a corollary of this theorem
and the fact that there is a surjective homomophism MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂) →
MCG(M) (see Lemma 7.5). .

Remark 6.12. There is another natural Dehn twist, namely the Dehn twist
along the embedded S2 × D4 ⊂ S2 × S4 parametrized by the non-trivial
element of π4(SO(3)) ∼= Z/2. Using similar construction as above it’s easy to
see that the coboundaryW has trivial intersection form H4(W )×H4(W ) →
Z, therefore the S-invariant of this Dehn twist is 0. Thus this Dehn twist is
isotopic to the identity, which is not geometrically obvious.

7. Determination of K(M)

In this section we show that all diffeomorphisms in K(M,D) come from
(S2 × D4, ∂). Together with the S-invariant we are able to determine the
value of K(M), as given in the tables in Theorem 5.1.

Recall that for a 6-manifold M which looks like a complete intersection
we have a decomposition 3.1

M = N#(S3 × S3)#r

with N = (S2×D4)∪(S2×D4). A diffeomorphism f of (S2×D4, ∂) extends
to a diffeomorphism of M by the identity on the complement, and such a
diffeomorphism is clearly in K(M,D).

Let f : (M,D) → (M,D) be a diffeomorphism such that [f ] ∈ K(M,D),
since f induces the identity on H2(M), and π2SO(4) = 0, after isotopy
we may assume that f is the identity on the first copy of S2 × D4 ⊂ M .
Let M0 = (S2 × D4)#(S3 × S3)#r be the connected-sum of the second
copy of S2 × D4 with #r(S

3 × S3), then we get a self-diffeomorphism f
of M0 which is the identity on the boundary. M0 is stably parallelizable,
choosing a framing of the stable normal bundle, we may compare it with
the induced framing by the differential of f and get a map df : M0 → SO.
By obstruction theory [M0, SO] ∼= H3(M0;Z) ∼= H, thus we may regard the
differential df as an element inH. Also it’s easy to see that π3(M0) ∼= Z⊕Z2r

and i∗ : π3(M0) → π3(M) ∼= Z/d ⊕ Z2r is the mod d reduction on the first
summand. Since by lemma 4.2 the induced isomorphism f∗ on π3(M) is the
identity, on π3(M0) f∗ must have the form

(
I 0
B I

)

where B : Z2r → dZ is a homomorphism. Conversely for any diffeomorphism
of M0 rel ∂ with this property, we extend it by the identity on the first copy
of S2 ×D4 to a diffeomorphism of M whose action on π3 is the identity.

Proposition 7.1. Any class in K(M,D) can be obtained by a diffeomor-
phism of M0 rel ∂, whose action on π3(M0) is the identity, and whose dif-
ferential is trivial.
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Proof. We use notations for Dehn twists given in section 2.5.1. Let ϕ be
the composition of the Dehn twists tZ#S1,α and tS1,−α, where the Euler
characteristic of α is d,

ϕ = tS1,−α ◦ tZ#S1,α.

Denote e0 = [Z] and e2 = [T1] ∈ π3(M0). Then by Lemma 2.12, ϕ∗(e2) =
d ·e0+e2, and ϕ∗ fixes the other generators of π3(M0). As a diffeomorphism
of M0 the differential of ϕ is trivial. Extend ϕ to a diffeomorphism of M ,
still denoted by ϕ. Then clearly ϕ∗ is trivial on H3(M). By Lemma 4.2
ϕ∗ = id on π3(M). This implies vx,p(ϕ) = 0, therefore [ϕ] ∈ K(M,D).

By Lemma 6.10, the mapping torus of ϕ is Mϕ = ∂(M ×D2∪Eα∪E−α).
The signature of Eα and E−α is 1 and −1 respectively. We may compute
the S-invariant of ϕ as in §6.3, the result is

s1 ∈ 8Z/8 · 28, s2 ∈ 2Z/24, s3 = d ∈ Z/2

By Theorem 6.11 we may realize these values as the S-invariant of some
diffeomorphism ϕ′ of S2 ×D4 rel ∂. Extend ϕ′ to a diffeomorphism of M ,
still denoted by ϕ′. Then ϕ′ ∈ K(M,D). Let ϕ1 = ϕ′−1 ◦ ϕ, then ϕ1 is
isotopic to idM .

Given a class in K(M,D) with a representing diffeomorphism f , the com-
position ϕ1◦f represents the same class, but has a simpler action on π3(M0).
Iterate this process, finally we will get a representing diffeomorphism f
whose action on π3(M0) is trivial.

Let i∗ : H4(Mf ) → H4((M0)f ) be the induced homomorphism. Since

vx,p(f) = 0, there is a y′ ∈ H4(Mf ) such that x2 − dy′ = 0 and 1
4(p1(Mf )−

2ky′) = 0. From this we have i∗(y′) = 0 and p1((M0)f ) = i∗(pi(Mf )) = 0.
Similar to the proof of [Kre78, Lemma 2], this shows that the differential
df : M0 → SO is homotopic to the constant map. �

Let MCG0(M0, ∂) be the mapping class group of self-diffeomorphisms
of M0 rel ∂, whose action on π3(M0) the identity, and whose differential
is trivial. Then Proposition 7.1 states that MCG0(M0, ∂) → K(M,D) is
surjective. Let MCG0(M0, ∂) be the cokernel of Θ7 → MCG0(M0, ∂). By
similar constructions and proofs to that of Lemma 6.5 we have

Lemma 7.2. There is a surjective homomorphism

Φ1 : Ω
string
7 (P3(S

2)×K(Z2r, 3)) → MCG0(M0, ∂)

Combining this lemma with Lemma 6.5 and Proposition 7.1, we have the
following

Proposition 7.3. There is a commutative diagram

Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2))
Φ

//

��

MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂)

��

Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2)×K(Z2r, 3))
Φ1

// MCG0(M0, ∂) // K(M,D)/Θ7



34 MATTHIAS KRECK AND YANG SU

in which the horizontal maps are surjective.

A straightforward computation by the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral se-
quence shows that the natural inclusions of both factors induce an isomor-
phism (a sketch of the proof is in the Appendix (Lemma 11.3))

Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2))⊕ Ωstring
7 (K(Z2r, 3)) → Ωstring

7 (P3(S
2)×K(Z2r, 3))

But elements in the direct summand Ωstring
7 (K(Z2r, 3)) correspond to dif-

feomorphisms of #r(S
3 × S3) whose action on π3 is the identity, and whose

differential is the identity on the normal bundle of any embedded S3, hence
is the identity by Theorem 3.1. Therefore we have

Lemma 7.4. The homomorphism MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂) → K(M,D) is surjec-
tive.

Lemma 7.5. There is a commutative diagram

MCG(S2 ×D4, ∂)

��

S
// Z3/L

��

K(M,D)
S

// Z3/L̄(M)

in which the vertical maps are surjective and the horizontal maps are injec-
tive.

Proof. Let f be a self-diffeomorphism of S2 ×D4 rel ∂, N = (S2 ×D5) ∪f

(S2 × D5) ∈ N be the corresponding 7-manifold and W → CP∞ × BSpin
be the null-bordism for computing the S-invariant of N . Assume

M = (S2 ×D4) ∪ϕ (S2 ×D4)#r(S3 × S3))

with glueing diffeomorphism ϕ : S2 × S3 → S2 × S3. Extend f to a diffeo-
morphism of M by the identity on S2 ×D4#r(S3 × S3). Let ν : M → B =
CP∞ × K(Z, 4) × BSpin be the lifting of the normal Gauss map of M , as
in the definition of the S-invariant of f in section 5. We may assume that ν
maps S2 ×D4 to CP∞ ×BSpin. Now define (see Figure 3)

V =W ∪S2×S3×I×I ((S
2 ×D4#r(S3 × S3))× I × I) → B

where W maps to CP∞ × BSpin and the map on S2 × D4 × I × I is
ν|S2×D4 × id × id. Again in Wall’s formula of the non-additivity of the
signature the correcting term vanishes, therefore sign(V ) = 0. Then V can
be taken as the null B-bordism for computing the S-invariant of f . Similar
to the proof of diagram 6.3, the (S2 × D4#r(S3 × S3)) × I2 part doesn’t
contribute to the characteristic numbers. This proves the commutativity of
the diagram. �

Proof of Theorem 5.1 (spin case). In the next section we show that the for-
getful homomorphism K(M,D) → K(M) is an isomorphism (Proposition
8.4). Therefore it suffices to compute the group K(M,D). By Theorem
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..X =

S2 ×D4

W

S2 ×D4#r(S3 × S3)

(S2 ×D4#r(S3 × S3))× I2

I

I

ϕ× id

Figure 3.

6.8 and Lemma 7.5, K(M,D) is isomorphic to the image of the surjective
homomorphism

Z/28 ⊕ Z/12 ⊕ Z/2 → Z3/L(M)

where L(M) is the lattice generated by the column vectors of the following
table

(7.1)

e1 e2 e3 e4 e5 e6
s1/8 −28 0 0 (k2 − k)/2 k2 0
s2/2 0 12 0 (d2 − d(2k − 1))/2 d2 − 2dk k − d
s3 0 0 2 d(2k − 1) 4dk −2k

The finite abelian group Z3/L(M) can have only 2-, 3- and 7-torsions,
of exponents at most 2, 1, and 1 respectively. Therefore we may determine
the structure of Z3/L(M) by tensorizing it with Z/4, Z/3 and Z/7 respec-
tively. After solving this elementary arithmetic problem we get the tables
in Theorem 5.1.

(1) modulo 3: only the image of s2/2 involves. Since

gcd((d2 − d(2k − 1))/2, d2 − 2dk, k − d)

is divisible by 3 if and only if d ≡ 0 (mod 3), We have

Z3/L′(M)⊗ Z/3 =

{
Z/3 if d ≡ 0 (mod 3)
0 if d 6≡ 0 (mod 3)

(2) modulo 7: only the image of s1/8 involves. Since gcd((k2−k)/2, k2)
is divisible by 7 if and only if d− l ≡ 0 (mod 7), we have

Z3/L′(M)⊗ Z/7 =

{
Z/7 if d− l ≡ 0 (mod 7)
0 if d− l 6≡ 0 (mod 7)

(3) modulo 4: the entries in table (7.1) are 8-periodic with respect to d.
Therefore we only need to compute the lattice for d = 0, · · · , 7. The
results are in the table in Theorem 5.1.

�
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8. The boundary diffeomorphism is trivial

In this section we prove that in the spin case the forgetful homomorphism
K(M,D) → K(M) is an isomorphism. Recall that the relative mapping class
group K(M,D) is related to the mapping class group K(M) by an exact
sequence (see (5.2))

π1(GL6(R)) → K(M,D) → K(M) → 1.

The image of the generator of π1(GL6(R)) in K(M,D) is called the bound-
ary diffeomorphism, it is given as follows: let α : [0, 1] → SO(n) be a
loop representing a generator of π1SO(n), identify a collar neighborhood of

∂(M − D̊) with Sn−1 × [0, 1], define

δ : Sn−1 × [0, 1] → Sn−1 × [0, 1], (x, t) 7→ (α(t) · x, t)

and extend it to a diffeomorphism of M − D̊ by identity on the complement
of the collar neighborhood. The forgetful map K(M,D) → K(M) is an iso-
morphism if and only if the boundary diffeomorphism represents the trivial
element in K(M,D).

The mapping torus of the boundary diffeomorphism of M is S1 ×M , but
the preferred spin structure is the twisted one when restricted to S1 × D.
Although we known that the normal map S1×M → CP∞×K(Z, 4)×BSpin
is a boundary in corresponding spin bordism group, there isn’t an explicit
construction for such a spin coboundary. Instead we will make use of a
spinc-coboundary V constructed as follows: Let E be the non-trivial linear
D6-bundle over S2, i. e.

E = (D6 ×D2)1 ∪g (D
6 ×D2)2

where g : D6 ×S1 → D6 × S1 is given by (x, t) 7→ (α(t) · x, t), with α : S1 →
SO(6) representing the non-trivial element of the fundamental group. Let
S5 ×D2 ⊂ (D6 ×D2)1 be the standard inclusion. Also we have S5 = ∂D ⊂
M ⊂ S1 ×M , a tubular neighborhood of this embedding is diffeomorphic
to S5 ×D2, let

(8.1) V = (M ×D2) ∪S5×D2 E,

then ∂V = (M × S1 − S5 × D2) ∪g S
5 × D2 is diffeomorphic to S1 ×M ,

and the map S1 ×M → CP∞ × K(Z, 4) extends to V , where on M × D2

it is the natural extension, and on E it represents a generator of H2(E).
Let z ∈ H2(E) be a generator, L be the complex line bundle over V with
c1(L) = (0, z) ∈ H2(V ) = H2(M) ⊕ H2(E). Then the spin-structure on
νV ⊕L restricts to the non-trivial spin-structure on S1×D. It’s easy to see
that the intersection pairing H4(V )×H4(V ) → Z is trivial.

Theorem 8.1. Let M be a simply-connected spin homology CP3, D ⊂ M
be an embedded 6-disk, N =M − D̊, f : N → N be the boundary diffeomor-
phism. Then f is isotopic to the identity rel ∂N .
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Proof. The idea of the proof is the following (compare the proof of [Kre78,
Proposition 3]): Do surgery on S1×D ⊂ S1×M with the twisted framing we
get X = (N × I)f∪id(N × I). If X bounds a compact manifold U such that
(U,N × I) is a relative h-cobordism, then f is isotopic to idN rel ∂N . Now
H3(X) ∼= Z and the homology classes are spherical. Choose an embedding
S3 ×D4 ⊂ X representing a generator of H3(X) and do surgery, we get a
simply-connected spin homology S2×S5, denoted by Y . If Y is diffeomorphic
to S2 × S5, then we may take U to be the union of the trace of the second
surgery and S2 ×D6 along Y . Thus in this case f is isotopic to idN rel ∂N .
If Y is diffeomorphic to S2 × S5#Σ, where Σ is an exotic 7-sphere, then
f is isotopic rel ∂N to a disk supported diffeomorphism corresponding to
Σ. Then we determine Σ and look at the image of the corresponding disk
supported diffeomorphism in K(M,D) in table (7.1).

The diffeomorphism type of Y is determined by the Kreck-Stolz S-invariants
Si(Y ) (i = 1, 2, 3). These invariants can be computed from a spinc-coboundary
of the map Y → CP∞ representing a generator of H2(Y ) (c. f. [KrSt91,
(2.7)]). We construct such a coboundary as follows: Let S1×M → CP∞ be
a map representing a generator of H2(S1×M), this map extends to the trace
W ′ of the above surgeries where on the attached 2-handle and 4-handle it is
a constant map. There is a unique spin structure on W ′, which restricts to
the non-trivial spin structure on S1 ×M . Take the spinc-coboundary V de-
scribed above and let W =W ′∪V . Then W → CP∞ is a spinc-coboundary
of Y → CP∞.

The S-invariants of Y are

Si(Y ) = 〈ez/2ch(Ei)Â(W ), [W,∂W ]〉 ∈ Q/Z (i = 1, 2, 3)

where Ei is a (virtual) complex vector bundle pulled back from a vector
bundle over CP∞. From the construction of V it is easy to see z2 = 0,
therefore

Si(Y ) = 〈ch(Ei)Â(W ), [W,∂W ]〉,

which are linear combinations of

〈x4, [W,∂W ]〉, 〈x2
p1
2
, [W,∂W ]〉, 〈(

p1
2
)2, [W,∂W ]〉.

Explicit formulas are given in [KrSt91, (2.4)].
Now H4(W ) ∼= Z2 with basis {u, v}, where u is a generator of H4(M), v

is represented by a cycle C such that C ∩ V = D2 × S2 ⊂ D2 ×M , where
S2 ⊂ M represents a generator of H2(M). The intersection pairings of W
are

u · u = 0, u · v = 1, v · v = λ

(thus sign(W ) = 0) and we have the following evaluations

〈x2, u〉 = d, 〈x2, v〉 = 0, 〈
p1
2
, u〉 = 2k, 〈

p1
2
, v〉 = µ
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where λ and µ are integers depending on the framing of the 3-surgery. From
this we have

〈x4, [W,∂W ]〉 = −d2λ

〈x2
p1
2
, [W,∂W ]〉 = d(µ− 2kλ)

〈(
p1
2
)2, [W,∂W ]〉 = 2k(µ − 2λk) + 2kµ.

And the S-invariants of Y are

S1(Y ) =
1

25 · 7
(2k(µ − 2λk) + 2kµ)

S2(Y ) =
−1

23 · 3
(d2λ+ d(µ − 2λk))

S3(Y ) =
−1

2 · 3
(4d2λ+ d(µ − 2λk)).

We analyse these values case by case. Since the boundary diffeomorphism
is an element of order 2, we only need to consider the 2-primary part. When
d is odd, notice that S2(Y ) takes values in Z/12, we must have λ + µ ≡ 0
(mod 2). Changing the framing of the embedding S3 ×D4 ⊂ X, µ will be
changed to µ + b and λ will be change to λ + 2a + b, where a and b are
arbitrary integers. Take b = −µ and a = (µ − λ)/2, we get λ = µ = 0 and
hence all the Si(Y )’s are 0.

When d ≡ 0 (mod 4), S3(Y ) is automatically 0. We may choose a and b
such that µ = 0 and λ = 0 or 1. Thus S2(Y ) = 0, S1(Y ) = 0 or k2/23 · 7. In
the latter case, when l is even, k2 ≡ 0 (mod 23) hence S1(Y ) = 0. When l is
odd, from the simplification of the lattice L(M) in the proof of Theorem 5.1,
disk supported diffeomorphisms don’t contribute to K(M,D). Therefore the
boundary diffeomorphism is trivial in K(M,D).

When d = 4r + 2, S3(Y ) is again automatically 0. For λ odd we set
b = µ + 2, for λ even we set b = µ. This makes S2(Y ) = 0, S1(Y ) =
(2k(µ+ 1)− λk2)/23 · 7 when λ is odd, or S1(Y ) = (2kµ− λk2)/23 · 7 when
λ is even. Choosing appropriate a such that λ = 0 or 1 according to the
parity of λ and µ, we will get S1(Y ) = 0. For example when λ is odd and µ
is even

2k(µ + 1)− λk2 ≡ (2k − k2) ≡ 22(2r + 3l)(2r + 3l + 1) ≡ 0 (mod 23).

Therefore S1(Y ) = 0. The other cases are similar. �

Lemma 8.2. Let M be a closed n-manifold (n ≥ 3), D,D′ ⊂ M be closed

disjointly embedded n-disks. Let N =M − D̊, f be the boundary diffeomor-
phism in a neighborhood of ∂D; N ′ = N − D̊′, f ′ be the boundary diffeomor-
phism in a neighborhood of ∂D′. Assume f is isotopic to idN rel ∂N . Then
f is isotopic to either idN ′ or f ′ rel ∂N ′.

Proof. We have the following observation from the proof of [Wal63, Hilfsatz]:
Let h : N × I → N × I be an isotopy between f and idN , x be the center
of D′, then h(x × I) is isotopic to x× I. By the ambient isotopy theorem,
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we may modify h such that h(x × I) = x × I. Now h(D′ × I) is a tubular
neighborhood of x×I, by the tubular neighborhood theorem we may assume
that h(D′ × I) = D′ × I and it is a bundle map, thus h|∂D′ × I is either the
identity or the boundary diffeomorphism. Reparametrize the boundary of
∂N ′× I, we may view h as an isotopy between f and idN ′ or f ′ rel ∂N ′. �

Theorem 8.3. Let M1, M2 be closed oriented n-manifolds, Ni =Mi −Di.
Assume that the boundary diffeomorphism is isotopic to idNi

rel ∂Ni for
i = 1, 2. Then for N = (M1#M2)−D, the boundary diffeomorphism is also
isotopic to idN rel ∂N .

Proof. Let D′ ⊂ N1 be an embedded disk disjoint from D1, N
′
1 = N1 −D′,

then the boundary diffeomorphism f in a neighborhood of ∂D1 is isotopic
rel ∂N ′

1 to either idN′ or the boundary diffeomorphism f ′ in a neighborhood
of ∂D′. In the second case f ′ is isotopic to idN2 rel ∂D′. Put these two
isotopies together we have an isotopy from f to idN rel ∂D1 �

Combining Theorem 8.1, Theorem 8.3 and the fact that for #r(S3 × S3)
the boundary diffeomorphism is isotopic to id rel D ([Kre78, Lemma 3]), we
have proved

Proposition 8.4. The forgetful homomorphism K(M,D) → K(M) is an
isomorphism.

9. The non-spin case

9.1. Determination of K(M,D). In this section we determine the kernel
K(M,D) in the non-spin case, alone the lines of section 5–7.

First of all the definition of the S-invariant. In the non-spin case the
normal type is

p : B = CP∞ ×K(Z, 4)×BSpin → BSO

where the map on CP∞ is the classifying map of the canonical complex
line bundle η over CP∞. For a diffeomorphism f ∈ K(M,D), there is a
unique lifting g : Mf → B of the normal Gauss map. The correspond-

ing bordism group is Ω∗(B, p) = Ωspin
∗ (CP∞ ×K(Z, 4); η), the twisted spin

cobordism group of CP∞ × K(Z, 4). A standard computation using the

Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence shows that Ωspin
7 (CP∞×K(Z, 4); η) = 0

(c. f. [Kre18, Theorem 6]). Now H4(B;Z) is generated by x2 ∈ H4(CP∞),
y ∈ H4(K(Z, 4)) and p1

2 ∈ H4(BSpin). Note that

g∗(
p1
2
) =

p1
2
(νMf − g∗η) =

1

2
(−d− 48l − d)g∗y = −(d+ 24l)g∗y

Therefore ker g∗ is generated by x2−dy and p1
2 +(d+24l)y. Let G : W 8 → B

be a null-cobordism of g : Mf → B, G∗(x2−dy) = α, G∗(p12 +(d+24l)y) = β,
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there are cohomology classes α and β ∈ H4(W,∂W ). We may define





σ1 = 〈α ∪ α, [W,∂W ]〉
σ2 = 〈α ∪ β, [W,∂W ]〉
σ3 = 〈β ∪ β, [W,∂W ]〉

and the S-invariant S(f) = [(σ1, σ2, σ3)] ∈ Z3/L̄(M). Similar to Proposition
5.2 we have

Proposition 9.1. The generalized Kreck-Stolz invariant defines an injective
homomorphism

S : K(M,D) → Z3/L̄(M)

In the non-spin case, we are able to show that the S-invariant of the
boundary diffeomorphism is always zero (see §9.3). Therefore in this case

we also have an isomorphism K(M,D)
∼=
→ K(M).

The lattice L̄(M) is given by the values of σi on the generators of the

subgroup of Ωspin
8 (CP∞ ×K(Z, 4); η) consisting of bordism classes of signa-

ture 0. These generators are given as follows: (a sketch of the computation
is given in the Appendix)

(9.1)

e1 = B8 − 8 · 28HP2

e2 = [CP2 × CP2 → CP∞]−HP2

e3 = [CP4 → CP∞]−HP2

e4 = [HP2 → K(Z, 4)]−HP2

e5 = [S4 × S4 → K(Z, 4)]
e6 = [CP2 × S4 → CP∞ ×K(Z, 4)]

The lattice L̄(M) is generated by the column vectors in the following table
(9.2)

e1 e2 e3 e4 e5 e6
σ1 0 6 1 d2 2d2 −2d
σ2 0 −6 −3 −d(d+ 24l − 1) −2d(d + 24l) 3d+ 24l
σ3 −8 · 28 8 8 (d+ 24l − 1)2 − 1 2(d+ 24l)2 −4(d+ 24l)

In the non-spin case, M can be decomposed as a union

M = (D4×̃S2) ∪ (D4×̃S2)#r(S3 × S3))

where D4×̃S2 is the nontrivial D4-bundle over S2.
Next we compute MCG(D4×̃S2, ∂). Let N ′ denote the set of equivalence

classes of simply-connected oriented non-spin 7-manifolds N with H∗(N) ∼=
H∗(S

2 × S5). Manifolds of this type are determined by the Kreck-Stolz
S-invariant [KrSt88]. Let S4×̃S2 be the non-trivial linear S4-bundle over
S2, I(S4×̃S2) be the group consisting of isotopy classes of diffeomorphisms
acting trivially on homology, there is a surjective map Ψ: I(S4×̃S2) → N ′,
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which fits in a commutative diagram

MCG(D4×̃S2, ∂) // I(S4×̃S2)
Ψ

//

S
��

N ′

S
��

Z3/L
=

// Z3/L

where the two maps in the first row are surjective and the two vertical
homomorphisms are injective.

The lattice L is generated by the column vectors of the following table.

(9.3)

e1 e2 e3
x4 0 6 1
x2 p1

2 0 −6 −3
(p12 )

2 −8 · 28 8 8

After simplification we see Z3/L ∼= Z/4 ⊕ Z/3 · 8 · 28, the summands are
determined by the invariants

λ = x4 + 3x2
p1
2

+ (
p1
2
)2 ∈ Z/4

µ = 6x4 + 10x2
p1
2

+ 3(
p1
2
)2 ∈ Z/3 · 8 · 28

Next we consider the action of Θ7. Let Σ = ∂E8, a generator of Θ7. LetW
be the null-cobordism we use to compute the invariants of a diffeomorphism
f , then for the composition of f with the local diffeomorphism induced by
Σ, we may use (W♮E8)#(−8HP2) as the null-cobordism. It turns out that
the value of λ is unchanged, and the value of µ is changed to µ(f) − 3 · 8.
Therefore the natural homomorphism Θ7 → MCG(D4×̃S2, ∂) is injective.
Denote the cokernel by MCG(D4×̃S2, ∂), let N ′ be the quotient of the action
of Θ7 on N ′, then there are homomorphisms

MCG(D4×̃S2, ∂) → N ′ → Z/4⊕ Z/24

where the first one is surjective and the second one is injective.
An upper bound of MCG(D4×̃S2, ∂) is obtained as follows. Let η be

the pull back of the canonical complex line bundle over S2 to the 3rd stage
Postnikov tower P3(S

2). Then similar to Lemma 6.5, there is a surjective
homomorphism

Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2); η) ։ MCG(D4×̃S2, ∂)

with Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2); η) ∼= Z/6 (computation in the Appendix, see Lemma
11.2).

Let ξm be an oriented 4-dimensional real vector bundle over CP2 with

w2(ξm) = 0, e(ξm) = 1, p1(ξm) = 4m+ 2 (m ∈ Z).

These bundles can be obtained by pulling back suitable vector bundles over
S4. Let Wm = D(ξm) be the disk bundle and Nm = ∂Wm = S(ξm). Then
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we may use Wm#(−HP2) to compute the invariants of Nm and get

λ(Nm) = 4m2 + 6m ∈ Z/4, µ(Nm) = 12m2 + 16m ∈ Z/24.

For m = −1, (λ(N−1), µ(N−1)) = (−2,−4), which has order 6.

Theorem 9.2. There are isomorphisms

MCG(D4×̃S2, ∂)
∼=
−→ I(S4×̃S2)

∼=
−→ Z/6 · 28

where the second isomorphism is given by µ/4.

Lemma 9.3. There is a commutative diagram

MCG(D4×̃S2, ∂)

��

S
// Z3/L

��

K(M)
S

// Z3/L̄(M)

in which the vertical homomorphisms are surjective and the horizontal ones
are injective.

Simplify table (9.2) in the same way as in the simplification of table (9.3),
using the linear combination

λ = σ1 + 3σ2 + σ3

µ = 6σ1 + 10σ2 + 3σ3

we have the following table (in which δ = d/2, recall that in the non-spin
case d is even)

µ/4 6 · 28 0 −δ2 − 48δl + 2δ + 432l2 − 36l −2(δ2 + 96δl − 864l2) 3(δ − 4l)
λ 0 −4 −4δ2 − 96δl + 2δ + 576l2 − 48l −2(4δ2 + 48δl − 576l2) 6(δ − 4l)

and Z3/L̄(M) ∼= Z2/L(M) with L(M) determined by this table.
Now we have a homomorphism Z/6 ·28 → Z2/L(M), with 1 7→ [(−1,−2)]

(since (λ(N−1), µ(N−1)) = (−2,−4)). We summarize the above calculations
in the following commutative diagram

Θ7

��

17→6

((◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗

MCG(D4×̃S2, ∂)
µ/4

∼=
//

��
��

Z/6 · 28

17→[(−1,−2)]
��

K(M) //
(µ/4,λ)

// Z2/L(M)

Therefore to determine the group K(M) we only need to compute the
order of [(1, 2)] in Z2/L(M). Since the order is necessarily a factor of 6 · 28,
we only need to calculate modulo 3, 7 and 8 respectively. The result is
presented in the table in Theorem 5.1 (non-spin case).
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9.2. Generators of MCG(S4×̃S2). Now we show that the Dehn twist tZ,ρ
is a generator of I(S4×̃S2) by computing the invariant µ/4 and hence prove
Theorem 2.14 in the non-spin case. The computation is similar to that in
§6.3. Let tZ,α be the Dehn twist in S3 × D3 ⊂ S4×̃S2 with parameter

α ∈ π3SO(4), W = Eα ∪S3×D4 S4×̃S2 × D2 be the coboundary of the
mapping torus of tZ,α constructed in Lemma 6.10. Then H4(W ) ∼= Z3 is
generated by the base S4 of Eα, denoted by [S4

b ], a fiber D4 of Eα, denoted
by u, and S4×pt×pt, denoted by [S4

0 ]. The intersection matrix with respect
to this basis is

S =




χ 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0




Note that the pull-back of 1
2p1 equals to

1

2
(p1(νW )− p1(η)) = −(χ− 2b)[S4

b ]
∗.

Let x ∈ H2(W ) be a generator, then by a similar construction as in §6.3 the
Poincaré dual of x2 is [S4

b ]. With these data it is easy to compute

1

4
µ(tZ,α) = −χ+ 5b ∈ Z/6 · 28.

Especially, the Dehn twist tZ,ρ (with χ = 0, b = 1) is a generator of

I(S4×̃S2).

9.3. The boundary diffeomorphism is trivial. In the non-spin case the
S-invariant of the boundary diffeomorphism can be calculated directly from
a spinc-coboundary V whose construction is almost the same as the spin
case (see equation (8.1)), the only modification is that now the complex line
bundle L over V has c1(L) = (x, z) ∈ H2(V ) = H2(M) ⊕ H2(E), where
x and z are generators of corresponding cohomology groups. The spin-
structure on νV ⊕ L restricts to the non-trivial spin-structure on S1 × D.
Thus V can be used as the coboundary in the definition of the S-invariant.
It’s easy to see that the intersection pairing H4(V )×H4(V ) → Z is trivial,
therefore all the characteristic numbers σi = 0, (i = 1, 2, 3). This shows that
the S-invariant of the boundary diffeomorphism is zero, hence it is isotopic
to the identity rel D. This finishes the proof of Theorem 5.1 in the non-spin
case.

10. Group theoretical properties

10.1. Generators of MCG(M). In this subsection we write down explicit
generators of MCG(M) for r ≥ 1, hence prove Theorem 2.13. For the
notations of the Dehn twists we stick to the description before Theorem
2.13.

First of all, similar to the case of surfaces, from a presentation of the
symplectic group Sp(2r,Z) (c.f. [Bir71, Theorem 1]) it’s easy to see that the
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set of Dehn twists ei, fj (1 ≤ i, j ≤ r) and fi,i+1 (1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1) maps to a
set of generators of Sp(2r,Z).

Next we give generators of the Torelli group I(M). Recall that there is a
central extension

0 → K(M) → I(M)
τ

−→ (H ×H)/∆d,k → 0

Let ai, bj and a
′
i, b

′
j (1 ≤ i, j ≤ r) be the standard symplectic basis of 0×H

and H × 0 respectively. Let

ai = tSi,ρ, bj = tTj ,ρ, a′i = (tSi,ǫ)
−1 ◦ gi, b′

j = (tTj ,ǫ)
−1 ◦ hj ,

by the definition of τ , these are pre-images of ai, bj and a′i, b
′

j respectively.

The commutators of these diffeomorphisms are in K(M). Now we compute
the S-invariants of the commutators.

We only need to consider the commutators of these diffeomorphisms when
the corresponding embedded 3-spheres of the Dehn twists have non-empty
intersection. First of all it is shown in [Kry02, Theorem 2] that [ai,bi] = fc,
a generator of the disk supported diffeomorphisms. Next we compute the
S-invariant of the commutator

[a′1,b1] = a′1b1a
′−1
1 b−1

1 = (tS1,ǫ)
−1 ◦ g1 ◦ tT1,ρ ◦ (g1)

−1 ◦ tS1,ǫ ◦ (tT1,ρ)
−1.

As in §6.3 we take

W =M ×D2 ∪ E1−1 ∪E01 ∪ E2 ∪ E01−1 ∪ E1 ∪ E2−1

where the E’s are corresponding D4-bundles over S4. From the geometric
construction it’s seen that H4(W ) ∼= Z11, with basis given by the base 4-
spheres of E’s, denoted by ei, and u1, · · · , u4, represented by the unions of
suitable fibers D4 of the bundles, and a generator of H4(M). The signature
of W is 0.

Let x ∈ H2(W ) be a generator, its Poincaré dual X is constructed as in
§6.3. From this we have D(ᾱ) = X ∩X = e01 + e01−1 . From the evaluation
of p1(W ) on the basis and the intersection matrix of W we have

D(β̄) = e01 + e−1 − e01−1 − e1−1 + 2u1 − e2 + 2u4

Therefore Dᾱ ·Dᾱ = χ(E01) + χ(E01−1) = 0, Dᾱ ·Dβ̄ = 2.
In the spin case we have

1

2
s2 =

1

2
(Dᾱ ·Dᾱ−Dᾱ ·Dβ̄) = −1

s3 = Dᾱ ·Dβ̄ = 2 = 0 ∈ Z/2

(The s1-invariant is also 0, but this is not relevant, since disk supported
diffeomorphisms will produce all possible values of the s1-invariant.) Similar
computations of the other commutators show that the s3-invariant is always
0. From the simplification of the lattices in the proof of Theorem 5.1, we
see when d is odd the kernel K(M) is genereated by commutators of these
Dehn twists; when d is even, we need an additional generator z = tZ,ρ to
produce diffeomorphisms with nontrivial s3-invariant (see Theorem 2.14).
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In the non-spin case we have

µ/4 =
1

4
(6Dᾱ ·Dᾱ+ 10Dᾱ ·Dβ̄ + 3Dβ̄ ·Dβ̄) = 5

which is a unit in K(M) = Z/2a ⊕ Z/3b ⊕ Z/7c.
Therefore the Torelli group I(M) is generated by the Dehn twists ai, bj,

(ei)
−1 ◦ gi, (fj)

−1 ◦ hj (1 ≤ i, j ≤ r), and z when M is spin and d is even.
Together with the Dehn twists ei, fj (1 ≤ i, j ≤ r) and fi,i+1 (1 ≤ i ≤ r− 1)
they form a set of generators of MCG(M). This proves Theorem 2.13.

The presentation of J (M) in Theorem 2.15 can be directly deduced from
the above computation.

10.2. Lower homology groups. In this subsection we compute the lower
homology groups of MCG(M). The abelianization (MCG(M))ab equals to
the first homology group H1(MCG(M)). When r = 0 the group MCG(M)
itself is an abelian group. So we assume r ≥ 1. Notice that from the
commuting relations of the generators of I(M) described in the previous
subsection, one also obtains the abelianization of I(M). We summarize the
results in the following proposition. Recall that H = H3(M ;Z).

Proposition 10.1. When M is spin

(I(M))ab =

{
(H ×H)/∆d,k d odd
(H ×H)/∆d,k ⊕ Z/2 d even

When M is non-spin (I(M))ab = (H ×H)/∆d,k.

Proof of Theorem 2.7, Theorem 2.8, Corollary 2.9 and Corollary 2.10. Denote
Γr = Sp(2r,Z), we compute (MCG(M))ab = H1(MCG(M)) using the Hochschild-
Serre spectral sequence of the exact sequence

1 → I(M) → MCG(M) → Γr → 1

The relevant E2-terms are as follows: first of all (c. f. [BCRR18, Appendix])

E2
1,0 = H1(Γr) =





Z/12 r = 1
Z/2 r = 2
0 r ≥ 3

, E2
2,0 = H2(Γr) =





0 r = 1
Z⊕ Z/2 r = 2
Z r ≥ 3

Secondly from the exact sequence of Γr-modules

0 → H → (H ×H)/∆d,k → H/d→ 0

and the fact (c. f. [Kra19, Lemma A.2]) that for an abelian group A the
co-invariants (Z2g ⊗ A)Γr = 0, we have E2

0,1 = H1(I(M))Γr = 0 except for

the case M spin and d even, where E2
0,1 = Z/2.

To determine the differential d : E2
2,0 → E2

0,1 (in the case M spin, d even

and r ≥ 2), we compare the spectral sequences of the upper and lower lines
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of the following commutative diagram

I(#r(S
3 × S3)) //

��

MCG(#r(S
3 × S3)) //

��

Γr

=

��

I(M) // MCG(M) // Γr

where I(#r(S
3×S3))ab = H is the standard Γr-module [Kry02], we see that

the differential d : E2
2,0 = H2(Γr) → E2

0,1 factors through H2(Γr) → HΓr →

E2
0,1. But HΓr = 0. Therefore the differential d : E2

2,0 → E2
0,1 is trivial.

So we have a short exact sequence

0 → E2
0,1 → H1(MCG(M)) → H1(Γr) → 0

When r ≥ 3, H1(Γr) = 0 therefore H1(MCG(M)) = E2
0,1. When r = 1 or

2, there is a splitting H1(Γr) = H1(MCG(#r(S
3 × S3))) → H1(MCG(M)),

therefore H1(MCG(M)) = H1(Γr)⊕ E2
0,1. This proves Theorem 2.7.

Since the differential on E2
2,0 is trivial, this term survives to infinity and

therefore there is a surjective homomorphismH2(MCG(M)) → H2(Γr). The
short exact sequence of groups Diff0(M) → Diff(M) → MCG(M) induces a
fiber bundle BDiff0(M) → BDiff(M) → BMCG(M) with simply-connected
fiber BDiff0(M). There is a surjective homomorphism H2(BDiff(M)) →
H2(MCG(M)). Composed with the surjective homomorphismH2(MCG(M)) →
H2(Γr) we get a surjective homomorphism H2(BDiff(M)) → H2(Γr). This
proves Corollary 2.9.

To compute H2(MCG(M));Q) (r ≥ 3) we may use the short exact se-
quence

1 → (H ×H)/∆d,k → MCG(M)/K(M) → Γr → 1

since K(M) is a finite group. The relevant terms in the Hochschild-Serre
spectral sequence are

(1) E2
2,0 = H2(Γr;Q) ∼= Q;

(2) E2
1,1 = H1(Γr; (H ×H)/∆d,k ⊗Q) = 0 (cf. [Kra19, Lemma A.3]);

(3)

E2
0,2 = H0(Γr;H2((H ×H)/∆d,k;Q))

= (∧2H ⊗Q)⊗Γr Q = ∧2Q2r ⊗Sp(2r,Q) Q ∼= Q

where the reason for the last isomorphism is that the second ex-
terior power ∧2Q2r of the standard representation of Sp(2r,Q) is
isomorphic to the direct sum of the trivial representation Q and a
non-trivial irreducible representation.

(4) E2
2,1 = H2(Γr; (H ×H)/∆d,k ⊗Q) = 0 (cf. [Kra19, Lemma A.3]);

(5) E2
3,0 = H3(Γr;Q) = 0 when r ≥ 3 (cf. [Bor74]).

For this data it’s easy to see H2(MCG(M);Q) ∼= Q2.
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Corollary 2.10 is a direct consequence of the Leray-Serre spectral sequence
of the fiber bundle BDiff0(M) → BDiff(M) → BMCG(M), and the facts
H2(MCG(M);Q) ∼= Q2 and H2(BDiff(M);Q) ∼= Q4 ([GaRW18, §5.3]). �

10.3. Group theoretical properties.

Theorem 10.2. The center of MCG(M) is K(M).

Proof. Recall that elements in K(M) are represented by diffeomorphisms in
S2 ×D4 or D4×̃S2, hence they commute with the generators of MCG(M)
represented by the Dehn twists described in Theorem 2.13. Therefore K(M)
is in the center of MCG(M). We will show that MCG(M)/K(M) is center-
less. By equations (1.11) and (1.12), there is a short exact sequence

0 → H → MCG(M)/K(M) → Sp(π3(M)) → 1

where Sp(π3(M)) = (Z/d)2r ⋊ Sp(2r,Z). It’s easy to compute the center of
the semi-direct product (Z/d)2r ⋊ Sp(2r,Z) — it is trivial when d 6= 2, and
is {(0,±I)} when d = 2 (cf. [Kra19, Lamma A.2]).

When the center of Sp3(π3(M)) is trivial, the center of MCG(M)/K(M)
is contained in H. The action of Sp(2r,Z) on H is the standard linear
action, with 0 being the only fixed element. This shows the center of
MCG(M)/K(M) is trivial. When the center of Sp3(π3(M)) is (0,±I), let
a ∈ MCG(M)/K(M) be an element whose image in Sp(2r,Z) is −I, then
for any b ∈ H, the commutator [a, b] = (−I)(b) − b = −2b. Therefore a is
not in the center. �

Proof of Theorem 2.11. To show that MCG(M)/K(M) is virtually torsion
free we construct torsion free subgroups of MCG(M)/K(M) of finite index as
follows: Let Sp(2r,Z)[m] be the principal congruence subgroup of Sp(2r,Z)
of level m (m ≥ 3), then it is a torsion-free subgroup of finite index of
Sp(π3(M)). Let (MCG(M)/K(M))[m] be the preimage of Sp(2r,Z)[m] in
MCG(M)/K(M), it fits in the exact sequence

0 → H → (MCG(M)/K(M))[m] → Sp(2r,Z)[m] → 1

Therefore (MCG(M)/K(M))[m] is a torsion-free subgroup of finite index in
MCG(M)/K(M).

Finally we show that MCG(M)/K(M) is residually finite. From the com-
mutative diagram of exact sequences 4.6 we see MCG(#r(S3 × S3))/Θ7

is a subgroup of MCG(M)/K(M) of finite index. It suffices to show that
MCG(#r(S3 × S3))/Θ7 is residually finite. This group is a subgroup of
H ⋊ Γr of index 22r. Both H and Γr are residually finite, then the semi-
direct product H⋊Γr is also residually finite (e. g. by Theorem II of [Hew94]
which says that an extension of a residually finite group by a residually finite
group is residually finite if and only if the extension is residually virtually
splittable). Therefore MCG(#r(S3×S3))/Θ7 is residually finite, hence also
MCG(M)/K(M). �
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11. Appendix: Computation of the bordism groups

In the appendix we sketch the computation of the bordism groups used
in the paper.

Let P = P3(S
2) be the 3rd stage Postnikov tower of S2, η be the complex

line bundle over P , whose first Chern class equals to a generator of H2(P ).

We compute the string bordism groups Ωstring
7 (P ) and Ωstring

7 (P ; η) using
Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence.

We first compute the (co)-homology groups of P . P is a fibration over
K(Z, 2) with fiber K(Z, 3) and k-invariant x2 ∈ H4(K(Z, 2)), where x ∈
H2(K(Z, 2)) is a generator. The homology groups of K(Z, 3) were computed
in the classical paper [EiMa54, Theorem 23.1-23.4]

3 4 5 6 7 8
H∗(K(Z, 3)) Z 0 Z/2 0 Z/3 Z/2

H∗(K(Z, 3);Z/2) Z/2 0 Z/2 Z/2 0 Z/2

Now we apply the Leray-Serre spectral sequence to the fibration K(Z, 3) →
P → K(Z, 2), it’s easy compute the homology groups of P in low dimensions

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
H∗(P ) Z 0 Z 0 0 Z/2 0 Z/2⊕ Z/3 Z/2

From this we can deduce the cohomology groups with Z/2-coefficients

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
H∗(P ;Z/2) Z/2 0 Z/2 0 0 Z/2 Z/2 Z/2 (Z/2)2

Now if we look at the Leray-Serre spectral sequence for the cohomology
with Z/2-coefficients, the differential d : E0,6

2 → E2,5
2 must be zero. From

this we obtain the cup product structure of H∗(P ;Z/2) as follows: let x ∈
H2(P ;Z/2), a ∈ H5(P ;Z/2), b ∈ H6(P ;Z/2) be generators, then ax ∈
H7(P ;Z/2) is a generator, and H8(P ;Z/2) has generators bx and c, where
c restricts to a generator of H8(K(Z, 3);Z/2).

We also need the information on the Steenrod operations in H∗(P ;Z/2).
This is obtained as follows. Let P ′ be the restriction of P on S2 ⊂ K(Z, 2).
Then from the above spectral sequence we see thatH∗(P ;Z/2) → H∗(P ′;Z/2)
are isomorphisms for ∗ = 6, 7, 8; and H5(P ;Z/2) → H5(P ′;Z/2) is injec-
tive. Since the k-invariant of P ′ is trivial, P ′ is homotopy equivalent to
S2 × K(Z, 3). Let x ∈ H2(K(Z, 2);Z/2), y ∈ H3(K(Z, 3);Z/2) be gen-
erators, then Sq2y ∈ H5(K(Z, 3);Z/2) and y2 ∈ H6(K(Z, 3);Z/2) are
generators, and H5(P ′;Z/2) has generators xy and Sq2y. The image of
H5(P ;Z/2) → H5(P ′;Z/2) is generated by Sq2y. By the Adem relation
Sq2Sq2y = Sq3Sq1y = 0. Also Sq2y2 = 0. Therefore Sq2 : H5(P ;Z/2) →
H7(P ;Z/2) and Sq2 : H6(P ;Z/2) → H8(P ;Z/2) are trivial.

Now we are ready to apply the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence to

compute Ωstring
∗ (P ) and Ωstring

∗ (P ; η). The string cobordism groups up to
dimension 7 are (the first six groups are the same as the stable stems and
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the 7-th by [Gia71])

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Ωstring
∗ Z Z/2 Z/2 Z/24 0 0 Z/2 0

In the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence of Ωstring
∗ (P ), the differentials

d2 are dual to Sq2. Thus d2 : E
2
7,0 → E2

5,1, d2 : E
2
7,1 → E2

5,2 and d2 : E
2
8,0 →

E2
6,1 are trivial. Therefore we have exact sequences

0 → G→ Ωstring
7 (P ) → Z/2⊕ Z/3 → 0

Z/2 → G→ Z/2 → 0

Therefore we have

Lemma 11.1. |Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2))| ≤ 24.

In the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence of Ωstring
∗ (P ; η), the differen-

tials d2 are dual to Sq2+x, where x ∈ H2(P ;Z/2) is the nontrivial element.
Thus d2 : E

2
7,1 → E2

5,2 is an isomorphism, d2 : E
2
7,0 → E2

5,1 is surjective and

d2 : E
2
8,0 → E2

6,1 is trivial. Therefore we have

Lemma 11.2. Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2); η) ∼= Z/2⊕ Z/3.

Now we apply the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence to compute Ωstring
∗ (P3(S

2)×

K(Z2r, 3)) and Ωstring
∗ (P3(S

2)×K(Z2r, 3); η). For simplicity denoteK(Z2r, 3)
by K. Let x ∈ H2(P ;Z/2), bi ∈ H3(K;Z/2) (i = 1, · · · , 2r) be generators.
Then H5(K;Z/2) is generated by Sq2bi (i = 1, · · · , 2r). In the spin case
in the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence the differential d2 : E

2
7,1 → E2

5,2

is dual to Sq2 : H5(P × K;Z/2) → H7(P × K;Z/2). The mixed term in
H5(P ×K;Z/2) is H2(P ;Z/2) ⊗H3(K;Z/2), with generators a⊗ bi. The
mixed term at E2

7,0 = H7(P ×K) is H2(P ) ⊗ H5(K) ∼= (Z/2)2r , which re-

duces to H2(P ;Z/2)⊗H5(K;Z/2) isomorphically. Note that Sq2(x⊗ bi) =
x ⊗ Sq2bi are the generators of H2(P ;Z/2) ⊗ H5(K;Z/2). And at E2

6,1 =

H6(P×K;Z/2) there is no mixed term. Therefore no mixed terms survive in
the spectral sequence. In the non-spin case, in the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spec-

tral sequence for Ωstring
7 (P ×K; η), the differential d2 : E

2
7,1 → E2

5,2 is dual to

Sq2 + x∪. Since x2 = 0 ∈ H4(P ;Z/2), again we have (Sq2 + x∪)(x⊗ bi) =
x⊗ Sq2bi. Therefore we have

Lemma 11.3. There are isomorphisms

Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2))⊕ Ωstring
7 (K(Z2r, 3)) → Ωstring

7 (P3(S
2)×K(Z2r, 3))

Ωstring
7 (P3(S

2); η) ⊕ Ωstring
7 (K(Z2r, 3)) → Ωstring

7 (P3(S
2)×K(Z2r, 3); η)

Finally we compute the twisted spin bordism group Ωspin
8 (CP∞×K(Z, 4); η),

where η is the nontrivial complex line bundle over CP∞. This group can be
identified with

πS10(MSpin∧Th(η)) =
˜
Ωspin
10 (Th(η)) = Ωspin

10 (CP∞×K(Z, 4))/Ωspin
10 (pt×K(Z, 4)).
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We apply the Atiyah-Hirzebruch-Leray-Serre spectral sequence to the fiber

bundle K(Z, 4) → CP∞ × K(Z, 4) → CP∞. The groups Ωspin
∗ (K(Z, 4))

can be computed straightforwardly by the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral se-

quence. We have
˜
Ωspin
i (K(Z, 4)) = 0 for i ≤ 7 and i 6= 4,

˜
Ωspin
4 (K(Z, 4)) ∼=

H4(K(Z, 4)) ∼= Z,
˜
Ωspin
8 (K(Z, 4)) ∼= Z ⊕ Z (c. f. [Kre18, Theorem 8]). From

this data, it’s easy to see that

Ωspin
8 (CP∞ ×K(Z, 4); η)

∼= Ωspin
8 ⊕

˜
Ωspin
8 (CP∞; η) ⊕

˜
Ωspin
8 (K(Z, 4)) ⊕H4(CP

∞)⊗H4(K(Z, 4))

where the last factor H4(CP
∞) ⊗ H4(K(Z, 4)) ∼= Z is generated by the

natural inclusion CP2 × S4 → CP∞ ×K(Z, 4).

References

[BCRR18] D. Benson, C. Campagnolo, A. Ranicki, C. Rovi, Cohomology of symplectic
groups and Meyer’s signature theorem, Algebraic and Geometric Topology 18 (2018),
4069-4091.

[Bir71] J. Birman, On Siegel’s modular group, Math. Ann. 191, 59-68 (1971).

[Bor74] A. Borel, Stable real cohomology of arithmetic groups, Ann. Sci. École
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