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A NOTE ON EXOTIC FAMILIES OF 4-MANIFOLDS

TSUYOSHI KATO, HOKUTO KONNO, AND NOBUHIRO NAKAMURA

Abstract. We present a pair of smooth fiber bundles over the circle with
a common 4-dimensional fiber with the following properties: (1) their total
spaces are diffeomorphic to each other; (2) they are isomorphic to each other as
topological fiber bundles; (3) they are not isomorphic to each other as smooth
fiber bundles. In particular, we exhibit an example with non-simply-connected
fiber.

1. Introduction

It is fundamental in differential topology to ask existence and uniqueness of a
smooth structure on a given topological manifold. These problems are formulated
as the smoothing of a topological manifold and the study of exotic structures re-
spectively. On fiber bundles, one may ask family versions of these questions, but a
subtle phenomenon lurks here: in [8] the authors gave an example of a topological
fiber bundle with a 4-dimensional fiber such that the total space is smoothable as
a manifold, but the bundle cannot be smoothed as a fiber bundle (i.e. cannot be
reduced to a smooth fiber bundle). The purpose of this short note is to point out
a similar subtlety on the problem of exotic structures for families.

On smooth fiber bundles, one can consider (at least) two types of the notion
of ‘exotic’. The first one is exotic manifold structures on the total space. The
second is as fiber bundles, namely, if one has smooth fiber bundles E1 and E2

with a common fiber and base, one may say that E1 and E2 are ‘exotic’ if they
are isomorphic to each other as topological bundles (i.e. bundles whose structure
group is the homeomorphism group), but not isomorphic as smooth fiber bundles
(i.e. bundles whose structure group is the diffeomorphism group). We show that,
even if E1 and E2 are exotic in the second sense, it is not necessary that they are
exotic in the first sense, in the case that the fiber is of dimension 4. First we note
such a result for bundles with fiber simply-connected 4-manifold:

Proposition 1.1. There exist smooth fiber bundles E1 and E2 over S1 with a

common fiber X which is a smooth closed simply-connected 4-manifold with the

following properties:

(1) the total spaces of E1, E2 are diffeomorphic to each other;

(2) E1, E2 are isomorphic to each other as topological fiber bundles;

(3) E1, E2 are not isomorphic to each other as smooth fiber bundles.

Proof. Let X = 2kCP2#l(−CP
2), where k ≥ 2 and l ≥ 10k + 1. This is a closed,

oriented, simply-connected, and non-spin 4-manifold. Ruberman [21] constructed
a self-diffeomorphism f of X such that f is topologically isotopic to the identity of
X , but not smoothly isotopic to the identity. Let E1 be the product bundle S1×X
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over S1 and E2 be the mapping torus of f . By the properties of f , the conditions
(2), (3) in the theorem are satisfied. Therefore it suffices to check (1).

Since the induced homomorphism of f on H2(X ;Z) is the identity map, f is
pseudo-isotopic to the identity by Kreck’s theorem [9, Theorem 1]. A pseudo-
isotopy between the identity and f is given by a diffeomorphism F : X × [0, 1] →
X×[0, 1] such that F |X×{0} = id and F |X×{1} = f . Then F naturally induces a dif-
feomorphism between E1 and E2. (D. Ruberman kindly pointed out the argument
in this paragraph.) �

The fact that the self-diffeomorphism constructed by Ruberman [21] is topologi-
cally isotopic to identity relies on the classical result of Quinn [18] and Perron [17].
Their result is proved only for simply-connected 4-manifolds. Moreover, Kreck’s
theorem [9, Theorem 1] is also proved only for simply-connected 4-manifolds. There-
fore the proof of Proposition 1.1 cannot be applied to non-simply-connected 4-
manifolds straightforwardly. In Section 2, we shall prove a similar statement to
Proposition 1.1 for a non-simply-connected 4-manifold using a different argument.

2. Non-simply-connected example

Theorem 2.1. There exist smooth fiber bundles E1 and E2 over S1 with a common

fiber X which is a smooth closed non-simply-connected 4-manifold with the following

properties:

(1) the total spaces of E1, E2 are diffeomorphic to each other;

(2) E1, E2 are isomorphic to each other as topological fiber bundles;

(3) E1, E2 are not isomorphic to each other as smooth fiber bundles.

Proof. Let X ′ = 2kCP2#l(−CP
2), where k ≥ 2 and l ≥ 10k + 1, as in the proof of

Proposition 1.1. Let X = X ′#n(S1 × S3) for n > 0. Let f be the diffeomorphism
of X ′ discussed in the proof of Proposition 1.1, and extend f to a diffeomorphism
of X by the identity. First, we note that Corollary 3.2, proved in the next section,
implies that f is topologically isotopic to the identity of X . The condition (2)
follows from this.

Next we shall prove f is not smoothly isotopic to the identity on X . The con-
dition (3) follows from this. In order to prove this, we modify Ruberman’s argu-
ment in [22] slightly. First, refine the Seiberg–Witten invariants of diffeomorphisms
[22, Definition2.1, 2.3] to those with µ-map as follows. Define SW(Γ, h) as a map
from A(X) to Z by

SW(Γ, h)(a) = 〈µ(a), [M̃(Γ;h)]〉,

where h is a 1-parameter family of perturbations and M̃(Γ;h) is the 1-parameter
moduli space in [22, §2]. (For µ-map and A(X), see e.g. [15].) The corresponding
total invariant SWtot(f,Γ) is similarly defined. These invariants have the same
properties of Ruberman’s original ones. In particular, [22, Theorem 3.2] holds for
the refined one. The non-triviality of SWtot(f,Γ) for the above diffeomorphism
f follows from combining Ruberman’s calculation [22, §4] with Proposition 2.2 of
[16] by Ozsváth–Szabó. This and [22, Theorem 3.2] imply that f is not smoothly
isotopic to the identity.

We shall check (1) as follows. Let {ft}t∈[0,1] be a topological isotopy from the
identity to f . We have a homeomorphism F : E1 → E2 induced from the map
[0, 1] × X → [0, 1] × X defined by (t, x) 7→ (t, f−1

t (x)). Let S1 be the natural
smooth manifold structure on E1, and S2 be the smooth manifold structure on E1
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defined as the pull-back under F of the natural smooth structure on the total space
E2. Define a topological manifold M to be the underlying topological manifold of
E1, and denote by Mj the smooth manifold (M,Sj) for j = 1, 2.

By a theorem due to Čadek and Vanžura [3, Theorem 1 (ii)], the isomorphism
class of an oriented vector bundle over M of rank 5 is determined by the charac-
teristic classes w2, w4, p1. Here, to apply [3, Theorem 1 (ii)] to M , we have used
that H4(M ;Z) has no torsion and that w2(M) 6= 0, which follows from that X is
non-spin. (See Remark in page 755 of [3].) The coincidence of these characteristic
classes w2, w4, p1 for TM1 and TM2 follows from the facts that the Stiefel–Whitney
classes are homotopy invariant (see, for example, page 193 of [13]) and that the ra-
tional Pontryagin classes are topological invariant, which is known as the Novikov
theorem [14]. Therefore it follows from [3, Theorem 1 (ii)] that TM1 and TM2

are isomorphic to each other. This combined with the following lemma verifies the
condition (1) in the assertion of the theorem. �

Lemma 2.2. Let E1 and E2 be smooth manifolds of the same dimension 5 or 6.
If there exists a homeomorphism F : E1 → E2 such that F ∗TE2 is isomorphic to

TE1, then E1 and E2 are mutually diffeomorphic.

Proof. Now we make use of some knowledge in high dimensional topology, mainly
known as Kirby–Siebenmann theory [10]. As in the proof of Proposition 1.1, let M
denote the underlying topological manifold of E1, S1 denote the smooth manifold
structure on E1, S2 denote the smooth manifold structure on M defined as the
pull-back under F of the smooth structure on E2, and denote by Mj the smooth
manifold (M,Sj) for j = 1, 2. Let τM : M → BTOP be the classifying map of
the stable tangent microbundle. The two smooth structures Mj on M give rise
to lifts, which we denote by τMj : M → BPL, of τM along the natural map
BPL → BTOP . Since we have seen that TM1 and TM2 are isomorphic to each
other, we have that these lifts τMj are homotopic to each other. Since M is of
high dimension (i.e. ≥ 5), the homotopy classes of lifts of τM are naturally in
a bijective correspondence with the concordance classes of PL structures on M .
(See, for example, [23, 1.7.2 Corollary]. Hence M1 and M2 are PL-concordant. By
the fact that “concordance implies isotopy” in high dimension for PL structures
on a TOP-manifold (see, for example, page 305 of [19]), we have that M1 and M2

are PL isotopic, and in particular PL homeomorphic. By the fact that PL/O is
6-connected and dimM1 = 5, smooth structures on the PL-manifoldM1 are unique
(see [23, 1.7.8 Remark]). Hence M1 is diffeomorphic to M2. �

3. Topological mapping class groups

Throughout this section, M typically denotes a compact smooth/topological

4-manifold with boundary S3, and M̂ is a closed 4-manifold which is obtained
from M by capping the boundary by D4. The following is a relative version of
[18, 1.1 Theorem], considered for smooth 4-manifolds.

Theorem 3.1. Let N be a simply-connected oriented closed smooth 4-manifold.

Let M be N♯(CP2 \ intD4) or N♯(CP2 \ intD4). The natural homomorphism

π0(Homeo(M,∂M)) → Aut(H2(M), λ)

is an isomorphism, where λ is the intersection form of M .



4 TSUYOSHI KATO, HOKUTO KONNO, AND NOBUHIRO NAKAMURA

Before proving Theorem 3.1, we note the following corollary which is used in the
proof of Theorem 2.1.

Corollary 3.2. Let M̂ be a topological 4-manifold of the form N♯CP2 or N♯CP2

for N as in Theorem 3.1. Let f : M̂ → M̂ be a homeomorphism which is the

identity on a 4-ball in M̂ and induces the identity on the intersection form of M̂ .

For any topological 4-manifold L, let f̃ : M̂♯L → M̂♯L be the connected sum of f
with the identity on L, extended along the fixed ball of f . Then f̃ is topologically

isotopic to the identity.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 proceeds as follows. Let f : (M,∂M) → (M,∂M)
be a self-homotopy equivalence of a simply-connected topological 4-manifold with
connected boundary. Note that if f preserves the orientation, then the restriction
f |∂M on the boundary ∂M = S3 is homotopic to the identity by the Hopf degree
theorem. Therefore we can assume that the restriction f |∂M is the identity.

First we recall the following. For a homotopy equivalence f : (M,∂M) →
(M,∂M), its normal invariant n(f) is defined (see e.g. [20, §9.4] or [4]), which
takes value in

[(M,∂M); (G/Top, ∗)] ∼= H2(M,∂M ;Z2)⊕H4(M,∂M ;Z).

Lemma 3.3. Let M be a simply-connected topological 4-manifold with ∂M = S3.

If f : (M,∂M) → (M,∂M) is a homeomorphism preserving the boundary, then

n(f) is the class of the constant map in [(M,∂M); (G/Top, ∗)].

Proof. Let M̂ =M ∪∂M D4 be the closed 4-manifold obtained from M by capping
the boundary by D4. The homeomorphism f extends to a self-homeomorphism

f̂ : M̂ → M̂ on the closed 4-manifold. Note that the normal invariant of f̂ is
constant in [M̂,G/Top] (see [20, Proposition 9.48]). Now the conclusion is deduced

from the case of f̂ . �

For a simply-connected compact topological 4-manifold M with ∂M = S3, let

H̃Eid(M,∂M) be the set of self-homotopy equivalences f : (M,∂M) → (M,∂M)
which induce the identity on homology and whose restrictions f : ∂M → ∂M are

self-homeomorphisms. For f, g ∈ H̃Eid(M,∂M), we define f ∼ g if there exists
a homotopy between f and g in the space of continuous self-maps of (M,∂M)
which are self-homeomorphisms on ∂M . Evidently ∼ is an equivalence relation on

H̃Eid(M,∂M), and we define HEid(M,∂M) = H̃Eid(M,∂M)/ ∼.

Proposition 3.4. Let M be a simply-connected smooth 4-manifold with ∂M = S3.

Then the normal invariant

n : HEid(M,∂M) −→ [(M,∂M); (G/Top, ∗)]

is an injection.

Proof. This is proven in Section 4. �

Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.4 imply the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Let M be a simply-connected smooth 4-manifold with connected

boundary. Then any self-homeomorphism f ofM inducing the identity on homology

is homotopic to the identity through a homotopy {ft}t∈[0,1] which preserves boundary

setwise and ft|∂M are homeomorphisms of ∂M for all t.
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Here we need to use some results due to Quinn [18]:

Proposition 3.6 ([18, 2.2 Proposition]). Let M be a simply-connected topological

4-manifold with connected boundary. Let f0, f1 are self-homeomorphisms of M such

that f0|∂M = f1|∂M . If f0, f1 are homotopic rel ∂M , then they are pseudo-isotopic

through a pseudo-isotopy which is the identity on the boundary.

Theorem 3.7 ([18, 1.4 Theorem]). Let M be a simply-connected topological 4-
manifold with boundary. Then a pseudo-isotopy of M which is the identity on the

boundary of M is topologically isotopic rel boundary to a topological isotopy.

As usual, if we say a homotopy/isotopy is rel boundary, it means fixing bound-
ary pointwise for all parameters of the homotopy/isotopy. In order to use Proposi-
tion 3.6, we need a homotopy rel boundary.

Lemma 3.8. Let M be a simply-connected topological 4-manifold with boundary of

the form N♯(CP2 \ intD4) or N♯(CP2 \ intD4). Let f0, f1 : (M,∂M) → (M,∂M) be
homeomorphisms such that the restrictions fi|∂M are the identity for i = 0, 1. If f0
and f1 are homotopic through a homotopy {f ′

t}t∈[0,1] preserving boundary setwise

such that the restrictions f ′
t|∂M for all t are self-homeomorphisms of ∂M , then

there exists a homotopy {ft}t∈[0,1] from f0 to f1 such that ft|∂M are the identity

for all t.

Proof. Let C = ∂M × [0, 1]. Gluing the boundary of M with ∂M × {1} in C by
the identity of ∂M , we obtain a 4-manifold M ∪ C. We identify M and M ∪ C
by fixing a homeomorphism between them. Define the self-homeomorphism f̃0 of
M ∪C by letting f̃0|C be the identity of C and f̃0|M = f0. Note that f̃0 is isotopic

to f0 rel ∂M via the above identification. Next define the homotopy {f̃t}t∈[0,1] from

f̃0 to some homeomorphism f̃1 as follows. On M in M ∪ C, let f̃t|M = f ′
t . For

(x, s) ∈ ∂M × [0, 1] = C, let f̃t(x, s) = f ′
st(x). Note that the restriction of f̃t to

∂(M ∪C) = ∂M × {0} is the identity for any t, since f̃t(·, 0) = f ′
0(·) is the identity

map of ∂M .
Now we ask whether f̃1 is isotopic f1 rel ∂M or not. Since fi|∂M are the

ideintity for i = 0, 1, the path {ft|∂M}t∈[0,1] in Homeo(∂M) defines an element

α ∈ π1 Homeo(∂M). Since ∂M = S3, π1 Homeo(∂M) ∼= π1 SO(4) ∼= Z2. If α = 0,

then f̃1|C is isotopic to the identity of C rel ∂M ×{0}, and therefore f̃1 is isotopic

to f1 rel ∂M . If α 6= 0, then f̃1|C is isotopic to the Dehn twist.

Claim 3.9 ([5, Theorem 2.4]). If M = N♯(CP2 \ intD4) or N♯(CP2 \ intD4), then
the Dehn twist δ on a collar of ∂M is isotopic to the identity rel ∂M .

The proof of the claim is given below. Assume that δ is the Dehn twist onM ∪C
such that δ|M is the identity. Let f̄1 be the self-homeomorphism of M ∪ C which
extends f1 on M by the identity over C. Note that f̄1 is isotpic to f1 rel ∂M , and
f̃1 is isotopic to f̄1 ◦ δ rel ∂M . By Claim 3.9, f̄1 ◦ δ is isotopic to f̄1 rel ∂M . �

Proof of Claim 3.9. The proof is based on that of [5, Lemma 3.5]. There is an
S1-action on CP

2 defined by λ · [x, y, z] = [x, y, λz] for λ ∈ S1 and [x, y, z] ∈ CP
2.

Then p1 = [0, 0, 1] and p2 = [1, 0, 0] are fixed points. The S1-action near a fixed
point is classified by the representation on the tangent space of the fixed point. Let
Cn be the complex 1-dimensional representation defined by λ · z = λnz for λ ∈ S1

and z ∈ C. Then the representation on Tp1
CP

2 is isomorphic to C−1 ⊕ C−1, and
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the representation on Tp2
CP

2 is C0 ⊕C1. Remove two small open 4-ball which are

neighborhoods of p1 and p2 from CP
2. For each i = 1, 2, let Ci be a collar of the

boundary component correspoinding to pi. Then, by using the S1-action, we can
deform the Dehn twist δ on C2 by isotopy to the two fold composition (δ−1)2 of
the inverse Dehn twist δ−1 on C1 which is isotopic to the identity. �

Now we complete the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By a restult of Boyer [1], any automorophism in Aut(H2(M), λ)
is realized by a homeomorphism ofM . Therefore the homomorphism in the theorem
is surjective.

The injectivity is proved as follows. Let f be a self-homeomorphism of M in-
ducing the identity on H2(M) and fixing boundary pointwise. By Corollary 3.5, f
is homotopic to the identity through a homotopy preserving boundary setwise such
that the restrictions of the homotopy to ∂M is a family of self-homeomorphisms
of ∂M , and by Lemma 3.8, we can replace the homotopy between f and id with a
homotopy rel ∂M . Then Proposition 3.6 and Theorem 3.7 imply that f and id are
isotopic rel ∂M . �

4. Proof of Proposition 3.4

We reduce our case to the proof of Proposition 2.1 in [18]. Let M be a simply
connected smooth 4-manifold with boundary ∂M ∼= S3. For i = 0, 1, let hi :
(M,∂M) → (M,∂M) be homotopy equivalences such that the restrictions hi|∂M
are homeomorphisms.

Let M̂ := M ∪D4 be the closed 4-manifold that is capped off by the disk. We

call the origin ∗ = 0 ∈ D4 ⊂ M̂ the base point. By the boundary condition, we can
extend the self-homotopy equivalences hi ofM to self-homotopy equivalences of M̂
by attaching the cones of hi|∂M on D4:

hi : (M̂, ∗) → (M̂, ∗).

Suppose that there is a homotopy

ht : M̂ → M̂

with hi ≡ hi for i = 0, 1, that does not necessarily preserve the base point ∗ ∈ M̂ .

Lemma 4.1. Let h• : [0, 1] × (M̂, ∗) → (M̂, ∗) be a homotopy between homotopy

equivalences h0 = h0 and h1 = h1 as above. Then there exists a homotopy {ht,s :

M̂ → M̂}(t,s)∈[0,1]2 such that h0,1 = h0, h1,1 = h1 and ht,0 = ht and h−1
t,1 (∗) = {∗}

hold for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. Note that h−1
t (∗) = {∗} for t ∈ {0, 1}. By smooth approximation, we may

assume that h• : [0, 1] × M̂ → M̂ is smooth and transversal to the base point ∗.
Then we can assume that (h•)

−1(∗) is a finite disjoint union of copies of circles Sj

in [0, 1]× M̂ with an interval I with ∂I = {0, 1} × {∗}:

(h•)
−1(∗) = I ∪ S1 ∪ · · · ∪ Sl.

Since M is simply-connected, there is a homotopy {Hs : (M̂, ∗) ∼= (M̂, ∗)}s∈[0,1]

such that H0 = id, H1(Sj) = {∗} for all j = 1, . . . , l, and H1(I) = [0, 1]×{∗}. Then

the composition ht,s := Hs ◦ ht : (M̂, ∗) → (M̂, ∗) satisfies the desired properties.
�
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Proposition 4.2. Let h• : [0, 1]× (M̂, ∗) → (M̂, ∗) be a homotopy between homo-

topy equivalences h0 = h0 and h1 = h1.
Then there exists a homotopy {h′t,u : M̂ → M̂}(t,u)∈[0,1]2 satisfying the following

properties:

• h′t,0 = ht for all t.

• h′i,1 = hi for i = 0, 1.

• (h′t,1)
−1(∗) = {∗} for all t.

• h′t,1 give rise to maps between triples

h′t,1 : (M̂,M,D4) → (M̂,M,D4).

• The restrictions h′t,1 : ∂D4 ∼= ∂D4 are homeomorphisms for all t.

Before giving the proof of Proposition 4.2, we show preliminary lemmae. Let
rD4 be the 4-ball in R4 centered at the origin with radius r, and D4 the unit 4-ball.
Let R : D4 → D4 be the reflection defined by (x1, x2, x3, x4) 7→ (x1, x2, x3,−x4).

Lemma 4.3. Let F : (D4, ∂D4) → (D4, ∂D4) be a continuous map of degree ±1.
If the degree of F is +1, then F is homotopic to the identity. If the degree of F is

−1, then F is homotopic to the reflection R.

Proof. Define F (r) : rD4 → rD4 by F (r)(x) = rF (x/r). If the degree of F is +1,
then the degree of the restriction F |∂D4 is also +1, and therefore it is homotopic to
the identity. Let Gt be the homotopy such that G0 = F |∂D4 and G1 is the identity.
Then we can construct a homotopy from F to a map F ′ whose restriction to ∂D4

is the identity as follows. For t ∈ [0, 1], assume D4 = [0, t/2]× ∂D4 ∪ (1 − t/2)D4,
and define

Ft : [0, t/2]× ∂D4 ∪ (1− t/2)D4 → [0, t/2]× ∂D4 ∪ (1− t/2)D4

by Ft = F (1−t/2) on (1−t/2)D4, and Ft(s, x) = Gt/2−s(x) for (s, x) ∈ [0, t/2]×∂D4.
Then {Ft} gives a desired homotopy. Next we construct a homotopy from F ′ to
the identity by “Alexander’s trick” (see e.g. [10, p.17]). Extend F ′ to R4 by
the identity outside of D4. Let Ht(x) = tF ′(x/t) for 0 < t ≤ 1. Then Ht is
continuously extended to H0 by the identity, and this gives a homotopy between
F ′ to the identity.

If the degree of F is −1, then the degree of R ◦ F is +1. By the argument as
above, we can find a homotopy {It} from R ◦F to the identity. Then {R ◦ It} gives
a homotopy from F to R. �

Lemma 4.4. Let F : (1 + ǫ)D4 → (1 + ǫ)D4 be a continuous map satisfying that

• F (∂((1 + ǫ)D4)) ⊂ ∂((1 + ǫ)D4), F (D4) ⊂ D4, F (∂D4) ⊂ ∂D4.

• The degree of F |(D4,∂D4) : (D
4, ∂D4) → (D4, ∂D4) is ±1.

Then we have a homotopy {Ft : (1 + ǫ)D4 → (1 + ǫ)D4}t∈[0,1] such that

• F0 = F .
• F1|∂((1+ǫ)D4) = F |∂((1+ǫ)D4).

• F1|D4 : D4 → D4 is a homeomorphism.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.3. �

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Fixing a local coordinate near D4 in M̂ , we regard D4

is the unit disk in R4 centered at the origin, and we may suppose that we have a

closed neighborhood N of D4 in M̂ which is homeomorphic to D4, and in the local
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coordinate, which is given as the disk of radius 2 centered at the origin, which we
denote by 2D4. Henceforth we identify N with 2D4 via this fixed local coordinate.

By Lemma 4.1, there exists a homotopy ht,s : (M̂, ∗) → (M̂, ∗) such that h0,1 =
h0, h1,1 = h1 and ht,0 = ht and (ht,1)

−1(∗) = {∗} hold for all t ∈ [0, 1]. Set

gt := ht,1 : M̂ → M̂ . We claim that there is a homotopy {gt,τ : M̂ → M̂}(t,τ)∈[0,1]2

satisfying the following properties:

(1) gt,0 = gt for all t.
(2) gi,1 = hi for i = 0, 1.
(3) gt,1(D

4) ⊂ int(2D4) for all t.
(4) gt,1(∂D

4) ⊂ int(2D4) \ {∗} for all t.

First, since we have gt(∗) = ∗ for all t, there exists ǫ > 0 such that gt(ǫD
4) ⊂

int(2D4) for all t, where ǫD4 denotes the disk of radius ǫ centered at the origin.
Also, since gi(D

4) = D4 for i = 0, 1, there exists ǫ′ > 0 such that gt(D
4) ⊂ int(2D4)

if t ∈ [0, ǫ′] ∪ [1− ǫ′, 1]. Define a continuous map φ : [0, 1] → [ǫ, 1] by

φ(t) =





ǫ−1
ǫ′ t+ 1, t ∈ [0, ǫ′],

ǫ, t ∈ [ǫ′, 1− ǫ′],
1−ǫ
ǫ′ t+

ǫ+ǫ′−1
ǫ′ , t ∈ [1− ǫ′, 1].

Then φ(i) = 1 for i = 0, 1. Moreover, for each t ∈ [0, 1], define a continuous map
ψt : [1, 2] → [ǫ, 1] by

ψt(u) = (2− u)φ(t) + u− 1.

Then ψt(1) = φ(t), ψt(2) = 1, and ψ0(u) = 1 for all u. Define a homotopy
{Φt : 2D

4 → 2D4}t∈[0,1] by

Φt(x) =

{
φ(t)x, |x| ≤ 1,

ψt(|x|)x, 1 ≤ |x| ≤ 2.

Then Φt(x) = x for |x| = 2 and for all t, and Φ0 = Φ1 = id2D4 . Moreover, by the
choice of ǫ, ǫ′ and the definition of φ, one may check that Φt(D

4) ⊂ 2D4 for all t.
Define a homotopy {Φt,τ : 2D4 → 2D4}(t,τ)∈[0,1]2 by

Φt,τ (x) = (1 − τ)x + τΦt(x).

Then Φt,0 = id2D4 and Φt,1 = Φt for all t, in particular Φ0,1 = Φ1,1 = id2D4 .

Extend each Φt,τ to a map Φt,τ : M̂ → M̂ by the identity on M . Set gt,τ :=

gt ◦Φt,τ : M̂ → M̂ for (t, τ) ∈ [0, 1]2. Then it is straightforward to check that gt,τ is
a continuous map and satisfies the desired properties listed above: For (1), we use
Φt,0 = id2D4 . For (2), we use Φ0,1 = Φ1,1 = id2D4 . For (3), we use Φt(D

4) ⊂ 2D4.
For (4), we use φ(t)x 6= 0 if x 6= 0.

Set ft := gt,1 : M̂ → M̂ for t ∈ [0, 1]. Then ft satisfies:

• fi = hi for i = 0, 1.
• ft(D

4) ⊂ int(2D4) for all t.
• ft(∂D

4) ⊂ int(2D4) \ {∗} for all t.

Since hi gives rise to self-maps of (D4, ∂D4), hi : (D4, ∂D4) → (D4, ∂D4), and they
have degree ±1 since hi : ∂D4 → ∂D4 were supposed to be homeomorphisms and
extended as the cones to inside D4. Therefore, by the homotopy invariance of the
degree,

ft : (D
4, ∂D4) → (2D4, 2D4 \ {∗}) ≃ (D4, ∂D4)

have also degree ±1 for all t, and the sign of the degree is independent of t.
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We can choose ǫ′′ > 0 such that ft((1+2ǫ′′)D4) ⊂ 2D4 for all t. For (t, s) ∈ [0, 1]2,
we define Ft,s : (1 + 2ǫ′′)D4 → 2D4 as follows: For 0 ≤ r ≤ 1 + ǫ′′, x ∈ ∂D4,

F(t,s)(rx) =

(
(1 − s) +

sr

‖ft(rx)‖

)
ft(rx).

For 1 + ǫ′′ ≤ r ≤ 1 + 2ǫ′′, x ∈ ∂D4,

F(t,s)(rx) =

(
(1− s) +

s

‖ft(rx)‖

(
‖ft((1 + 2ǫ′′)x)‖ − (1 + ǫ′′)

ǫ′′
(r − (1 + ǫ′′)) + (1 + ǫ′′)

))
ft(rx)

This F(t,s) satisfies that

• F(t,0)(rx) = ft(rx).

• F(t,1)(rx) = r ft(rx)
‖ft(rx)‖

for 0 ≤ r ≤ 1 + ǫ′′.

• F(t,s)((1 + 2ǫ′′)x) = ft((1 + 2ǫ′′)x)

Extend F(t,s) to a self-map F̂(t,s) : M̂ → M̂ such that F̂(t,s)|M̂\(1+2ǫ′′)D4 = ft|M̂\(1+2ǫ′′)D4 .

Notice that F̂(t,1) gives rise to a map F̂(t,1) : (1+ ǫ)D
4 → (1+ ǫ′′)D4 with the prop-

erty that F̂(t,1)(rD
4) ⊂ rD4 for all r ∈ [0, 1 + ǫ′′]. Applying Lemma 4.4 to F̂(t,1),

and if necessary, deforming F̂(t,1) by homotopy so that F̂(t,1)(M) ⊂ M holds, con-
catenating the all four homotopies above (the homotopy from Lemma 4.1, gt,τ ,

F̂t,s, the homotopy from Lemma 4.4), we obtain the desired homotopy {h′t,s : M̂ →

M̂}(t,s)∈[0,1]2 from ht to ft. �

In particular we have an injection

HEid(M,∂M) → HEid(M̂, ∗).

Here HEid(M,∂M) was defined before Proposition 3.4, and HEid(M̂, ∗) is de-

fined similarly. Precisely, define H̃Eid(M̂, ∗) as the set of self-homotopy equiva-

lences f : (M̂, ∗) → (M̂, ∗) which induce the identity on homology. For f, g ∈

H̃Eid(M̂, ∗), we define f ∼ g if there exists a based homotopy between f and g in

the space of continuous self-maps of (M, ∗). We defineHEid(M̂, ∗) = H̃Eid(M̂, ∗)/ ∼.

Just by dropping the conditions on the base point, we can similarly defineHEid(M̂).

Corollary 4.5. The composition

n : HEid(M,∂M) → HEid(M̂, ∗) → [(M̂, ∗); (G/Top, ∗)]

is an injection.

Proof. The normal map n : HEid(M̂) → [M̂,G/Top] can be identified with the
based version

n : HEid(M̂, ∗) → [(M̂, ∗), (G/Top, ∗)]

since π1(M̂) = 1 and π1(G/Top) = 1. It follows from [18, 2.1 Proposition] that

n : HEid(M̂) → [M̂,G/Top] is an injection. The assertion follows from this and

the injectivity of HEid(M,∂M) → HEid(M̂, ∗). �

Proof of Proposition 3.4. The normal invariant

n : HEid(M,∂M) −→ [(M,∂M); (G/Top, ∗)]

factors through

n : HEid(M,∂M) → [(M̂, ∗); (G/Top, ∗)]
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via the map [(M,∂M); (G/Top, ∗)] → [(M̂, ∗); (G/Top, ∗)]. Thus the assertion of
Proposition 3.4 follows from Corollary 4.5. �
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