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DIFFEOMORPHISMS AND POSITIVE CURVATURE

GEORG FRENCK

Abstract. We prove the existence of elements of infinite order in the ho-
motopy groups of the spaces RRic>0(M) and RSec>0(M) of positive Ricci
and positive sectional curvature, provided that M is high-dimensional and
Spin, admits such a metric and has a non-vanishing rational Pontryagin
class.

1. Introduction

For a given closed oriented manifold M let RSec>0(M) and RRic>0(M) denote
the spaces of Riemannian metrics of positive sectional or positive Ricci curva-
ture. In contrast to the space Rscal>0(M) of positive scalar curvature metrics,
rather little is known about the topology of those two spaces; especially if one
is interested in rational homotopy groups.

In order to state our main result, let Diff(M) denote the group of orientation
preserving diffeomorphisms of M and let Diff(M,D) ⊂ Diff(M) denote the
subgroup of those diffeomorphisms that fix an embedded disk D ⊂ M point-
wise. Furthermore, let RC(M) ⊂ Rscal>0(M) be a Diff(M)-invariant subset.

Theorem A. Let Md be closed, simply connected Spin-manifold that has at
least one non-vanishing rational Pontryagin class and let g ∈ RC(M). Let
k ≥ 1 be such that (d+ k) is divisible by 4 and k ≤ min(d−1

3 , d−5
2 ). Then map

πk−1(Diff(M,D))⊗Q πk−1(RC(M)) ⊗Q

induced by the orbit map f 7→ f∗g is nontrivial.
In particular: πk−1(RRic>0(M))⊗Q 6= 0 6= πk−1(RSec>0(M))⊗Q, provided

these spaces are non-empty.

Remark 1.1 (State of the art concerning RSec>0(M)). To the best of the au-
thor’s knowledge, the following is all that is known about the homotopy type
of RSec>0(M):

(i) Kreck–Stolz have shown in [KS93], that there exists manifolds M such
that RSec>0(M) is not connected. Their result remains true fore the
quotient RSec>0(M)/Diff(M), so those components do not originate
from the orbit map.

(ii) Crowley–Schick–Steimle have shown in [CSS18] that for every manifold
M , the image of the orbit map πk−1(Diff(M)) → πk−1(RSec>0(M)) con-
tains Z/2 as a subgroup provided d + k ≡ 1, 2 (8) and d ≥ 6. This
extends earlier results of Hitchin [Hit74] and Crowley–Schick [CS13].
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2 GEORG FRENCK

(iii) Krannich–Kupers–Randal-Williams have proven the special case M =
HP2, k = 4 of Theorem A in [KKRW20]. Their proof delivers an excel-
lent blueprint for our generalisations. Like in loc.cit., we will construct
an M -bundle E → Sk with a Spin-structure on the vertical tangent
bundle and non-vanishing Â-genus. Since [KKRW20] is written rather
densely, we chose to give a more detailed account of their argument in
Section 2 before we go on to proving Theorem A in Section 3.

Remark 1.2.

(i) The bound on k can be improved if M is even-dimensional and ℓ-
connected. In this case Theorem A holds true for k ≤ min(d− 4, 2ℓ− 1)
(cf. Remark 2.3).

(ii) As pointed out in [KKRW20] this answers a question of Schick [OWL,
p. 30] and provides many examples for manifolds to which [BEW20,
Theorem 2.1] is applicable.

According to [Zil14] there are the only known examples of positively manifolds
curved in dimensions 4k + 3 for k ≥ 2 are spheres. Also, all 7-dimensional ex-
amples have finite fourth cohomology (cf. [Esc92; Goe14; GKS04]). Therefore,
a positive answer to the following question would yield the first example of a
manifold that admits infinitely many pairwise non-isotopic metrics of positive
sectional curvature.

Question 1.3. Is there a positively curved manifold of dimension 4k+3, k ≥ 1
with a non-vanishing rational Pontryagin class?

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Jens Reinhold for comments on
an earlier draft and Bernhard Hanke and Jost Eschenburg for valuable re-
marks.

2. Setting the stage

Let M be a closed oriented manifold of dimension d and let Diff(M) denote
the group of orientation preserving diffeomorphisms of M . We denote by
BDiff(M) the classifying space for fibre bundles with fibre M and oriented
vertical tangent bundle.

2.1. Block diffeomorphisms. In this subsection we give a short overview
of block diffeomorphisms and we explain how to compare them to diffeomor-
phisms. For p ≥ 0 let ∆p denote the standard topological p-simplex.

Definition 2.1. A block diffeomorphism of ∆p × M is a diffeomorphism of
∆p ×M that for each face σ ⊂ ∆p restricts to a diffeomorphism of σ ×M .

The set of all block diffeomorphisms forms a semisimplicial group denoted

by D̃iff•(M) whose p-simplices are the block diffeomorphisms of ∆p × M .

The space D̃iff(M) of block bundles is defined as the geometric realisation of

D̃iff•(M) and the associated classifying space is denoted by BD̃iff(M).
If we consider the semisimplicial subgroup Diff•(M) of those block diffeo-

morphisms that commute with the projection ∆p×M → ∆p, we precisely get
the p-simplices of the singular semisimplicial group Sing•Diff(M). We have

an inclusion Sing• Diff(M) ⊂ D̃iff•(M) and since the geometric realisation of
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Sing•(X) is homotopy equivalent to X for any space X ([HAT, pp. 8]), we
get an induced map

BDiff(M) −→ BD̃iff(M).

Next, let hAut(M) denote the group-like1 topological monoid of (orientation
preserving) homotopy equivalences of M with classifying space BhAut(M).

Again, let h̃Aut(M) be the realisation of the semisimplicial group of block ho-

motopy equivalences defined analogously with BhAut(M) and Bh̃Aut(M) the

corresponding classifying spaces. By [Dol63, Thm 6.1] hAut(M) and h̃Aut(M)
are homotopy equivalent. Consider the following maps induced by inclusions:

BD̃iff(M) → Bh̃Aut(M) ≃ BhAut(M) BDiff(M) → BhAut(M)

and let hAut(M)/D̃iff(M) and hAut(M)/Diff(M) denote the respective ho-
motopy fibres. Note that hAut(M)/Diff(M) classifies M -bundles that are ho-
motopy equivalent to the trivial bundle through a homotopy that commutes
with the projection of the bundle, i.e. fibre homotopy trivial M -bundles. We
have the following comparison result which easily follows from [BL82, Corol-
lary D].

Lemma 2.2. If k ≤ min(d−1
3 , d−5

2 ) then the map

πk

(
hAut(M)

Diff(M)

)[
1

2

]
−→ πk

(
hAut(M)

D̃iff(M)

)[
1

2

]

is (split-)surjective.

Proof. By [BL82, Corollary D] there exists a space S such that for k ≤
min(d−1

3 , d−5
2 ) we have

πk

(
hAut(M)

Diff(M)

)[
1

2

]
∼= πk−1(Ω

(
hAut(M)

Diff(M)

)
)

[
1

2

]

∼= πk−1(Ω

(
hAut(M)

D̃iff(M)

)
× ΩS)

[
1

2

]
։ πk

(
hAut(M)

D̃iff(M)

)[
1

2

]
�

Therefore, an element of πk(hAut(M)/D̃iff(M))⊗Q yields an M -bundle E →
Sk that is fibre homotopy trivial, provided that the dimension of M is high

enough. The advantage of working with hAut(M)/D̃iff(M) instead of hAut(M)/Diff(M)
stems from the fact, that the former is accessible through surgery theory as
we will review in the succeeding section.

Remark 2.3. Another approach to compare BDiff(M) and BD̃iff(M) is by
using Morlet’s lemma of disjunction as in [KKRW20, Lemma]. Let M2n be
even-dimensional and consider the following diagram of (homotopy) fibrations

1A topological space X is called group-like if π0(X) is a group
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BD̃iff∂(D
2n)

BDiff∂(D
2n)

BD̃iff(M)

BDiff(M)

D̃iff∂(D
2n)

Diff∂(D2n)
D̃iff(M)
Diff(M)

If M is ℓ-connected with ℓ ≤ 2n − 4, then the induced map on homotopy
fibres is (2ℓ − 2)-connected by Morlet’s lemma of disjunction (cf. [BLR75,

Corollary 3.2 on page 29]). Now πk(BD̃iff∂(D
2n)) ∼= π0(Diff∂(D

2n+k−1) is
isomorphic to the finite group of exotic spheres in dimension (2n + k) and
BDiff∂(D

2n) is rationally 2n − 5-connected by [RW17, Theorem 4.1]. There-

fore, D̃iff∂(D
2n)/Diff∂(D

2n) is rationally (2n−5)-connected and D̃iff(M)/Diff(M)
is rationally min(2n− 5, 2ℓ − 2)-connected. This implies that the map

πk(BDiff(M))⊗Q → πk(BD̃iff(M))⊗Q

is surjective for k ≤ min(2n− 4, 2ℓ − 1).

2.2. Surgery theory. Let X be a simply connected manifold with boundary
∂X. The structure set S(X, ∂X) of (X, ∂X) (sometimes written as S∂(X)) is
defined to be the set of equivalence classes of tuples (W,∂W, f) where W is a
manifold with boundary ∂W and f is a homotopy equivalence2 that restricts
to a diffeomorphism on the boundary. Two such tuples (W0, ∂W0, f0) and
(W1, ∂W1, f1) are equivalent, if there exists a diffeomorphism α : W0 → W1

such that f0 = f1 ◦ α.
It is a consequence of the h-cobordism theorem that we have the following
isomorphism ([BM13, Section 3.2, pp.33])

πk

(
hAut(M)

D̃iff(M)

)
∼= S∂(D

k ×M).

The main result of surgery theory is that the structure set S∂(D
k × M) fits

into an exact sequence of sets known as the surgery exact sequence (cf. [CLM,
Theorem 10.21 and Remark 10.22]):

(1) Lk+d+1(Z) −→ S∂(D
k ×M) −→ N∂(D

k ×M)
σ

−→ Lk+d(Z)

Here, N∂(D
k×M) is the set of normal invariants which is given by equivalence

classes of tuples (W,f, f̂ , ξ), where W is a d + k-dimensional manifold with
(stable) normal bundle νW , ξ is a stable vector bundle over Dk × M and

f : W → Dk × M is a map of degree 1 covered by a bundle map f̂ : νW →
νDk×M ⊕ ξ such that (f, f̂) restricts to the identity on the boundary and the
equivalence relation is given by cobordism.

2Since we assume X to be simply connected, every homotopy equivalence is simple and
we do not need to require this in the definition.
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Since we only consider simply connected manifolds, the relevant L-groups
are 4-periodic and given by (cf. [CLM, Theorem 7.96]

Ln(Z) ∼=





Z if n ≡ 0 (4)

Z/2 if n ≡ 2 (4)

0 otherwise

and the map σ in the surgery exact sequence (1) is the so-called surgery
obstruction map, which in degrees d + k ≡ 0 (4) for simply connected M is
given by

σ(W,f, f̂ , ξ) =
1

8

(
sign(W ∪ (Dk ×M)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:W ′

)− sign(Sk ×M)
)
=

1

8
sign(W ′)

where sign denotes the signature (cf. [CLM, Lemma 7.170, Exercise 7.188]).
The signature of W ′ can be computed via Hirzebruch’s signature theorem,
which constructs a power series

L(x1, x2, . . . ) = 1 + s1x1 + · · ·+ sixi + · · ·+ si,jxi · xj + . . .

+ si1,...,inxi1 · · · xin + . . .

such that sign(W ′) = 〈L(p1(TW
′), p2(TW

′), . . . ), [W ′]〉. Here pi(TW
′) are

the Pontryagin classes of W ′. Note that f, f̂ , and ξ can be extended trivially
to W ′. Since the map f is of degree one, evaluating the Pontryagin classes of
W ′ against [W ′] yields the same result as evaluating the Pontryagin classes of
−ξ ⊕ T (Sk ×W ), where −ξ denotes the (stable) orthogonal complement to ξ.

In order to further analyse N∂(D
k ×M), let us define G(n) = {f : Sn−1 →

Sn−1 homotopy equivalence} and BG := colimn→∞BG(n). Note, that the
index shift stems from the fact that one wants to have an inclusion O(n) ⊂
G(n) of the orthogonal group. Analogously, let BO := colimn→∞BO(n). Note
that BG is the classifying space for stable spherical fibrations whereas BO is
the classifying space for stable vector bundles. The inclusion O(n) →֒ G(n)
induces a map BO → BG and we denote the homotopy fibre by G/O. By
[CLM, Remark 10.28] there is an identification

N∂(D
k ×M) ∼= [Sk ∧M+, G/O]∗.

Here M+ is M with a disjoint base point and ∧ denotes the smash product of
pointed spaces given by (X,x) ∧ (Y, y) := (X × Y )/(X × {y} ∪ {x} × Y ).The
functor Sk ∧ ( )+ is adjoint to the k-fold loop space functor Ωk( ) and so we

get [Sk ∧M+, G/O]∗ ∼= [M,ΩkG/O]. Now Ωk+1BG is the homotopy fibre of
the map ΩkG/O → ΩkBO. By obstruction theory (cf. [Hat02, p. 418]) the
obstructions to the lifting problem

M ΩkBO

ΩkG/O

live in the groups H i+1(M ;πi(Ω
k+1BG)) ∼= H i+1(M ;πk+i+1(BG)). The ho-

motopy groups of πk(BG) are isomorphic to the shifted stable homotopy
groups of spheres πst

k−1 by [CLM, p. 135]. By Serre’s finiteness theorem,
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these groups are finite for k ≥ 2 and hence all obstruction groups vanish ra-
tionally, since we assumed that k ≥ 1. Since maps∗(M,ΩkBO) is an H-space,
we see that for every (pointed) map f : M → ΩkBO, some multiple of f can
be lifted to ΩkG/O. Therefore it suffices for us to specify an element in

[Sk ∧M+, BO]∗ = K̃O
0
(Sk ∧M+)

in order to get a normal invariant. Next, consider the isomorphism given by
the Pontryagin character:

ph( ) := ch( ⊗ C) : K̃O
0
(Sk ∧M+)⊗Q

∼=
−→

⊕

i≥0

H̃4i(Sk ∧M+;Q)

∼= uk ·
⊕

i≥0

H4i−k(M ;Q)

for uk the cohomological fundamental class in Hk(Sk). The i-th component
of the Pontryagin character is given by

phi(ξ) = ch2i(ξ ⊗ C) =
1

(2i)!

((
−2i)c2i(ξ) + f(c1(ξ), . . . , c2i−1(ξ)

))

=
(−1)i+1

(2i− 1)!
pi(ξ)

where f(c1(ξ), . . . , c2i−1(ξ)) is a polynomial in Chern classes of ξ homogenous

of degree 2i which vanishes since all products in H̃∗(Sk ∧M+;Q) are trivial.
Hence, for any collection (xi) ∈ H4i−k(M ;Q) and (Ai) ∈ Q there exists a

λ ∈ Z \ {0} and a normal invariant (W,f, f̂ , ξ) ∈ N∂(D
k ×M) such that

pi(ξ
′) = (−1)i+1(2i− 1)!λAi · uk · xi,

where uk denotes the cohomological fundamental class of Sk. This allows us
to construct a normal invariant such that the underlying stable vector bundle
has prescribed Pontryagin classes, which we will do in the succeeding section.

3. Proof of main theorem

3.1. Prescribing Pontryagin classes. Let Md be as in Theorem A and let
m := d+k

4 . Let j := min{i ≥ 1: pi(TM) 6= 0 ∈ H4i(M ;Q)} ∈ {1, . . . , ⌊d4⌋},
where pi(TM) denotes the i-th Pontryagin class of M .

Lemma 3.1. There exists a normal invariant η ∈ N∂(D
k ×M) with under-

lying stable vector bundle ξ → Dk ×M with the following property: For ξ′ the
extension of ξ by the trivial bundle to Sk ×M , we have

〈pj(TM⊕−ξ′) ·pm−j(TM⊕−ξ′), [Sk×M ]〉 6= 0 6= 〈pm(TM⊕−ξ′), [Sk×M ]〉

are the only non-vanishing elementary Pontryagin numbers of TM ⊕−ξ, and
σ(η) = 0.

Proof. Let uM ∈ H4m−k(M ;Q) denote the cohomological fundamental class
of M . Since the cup product induces a perfect pairing

H4j(M ;Q)×H4(m−j)−k(M ;Q) → Q,

there exists a class x ∈ H4(m−j)−k(M ;Q) such that x · pj(TM) = uM . By the
discussion in section 2 for every A ∈ Q there exists a λ ∈ Z\{0} and a normal



DIFFEOMORPHISMS AND POSITIVE CURVATURE 7

invariant η = (W,f, f̂ , ξ) such that the (extended) stable vector bundle ξ′ has
only 2 higher non-vanishing rational Pontryagin classes, namely:

p0(ξ
′) = 1

pm−j(ξ
′) = −(−1)m−j+1(2m− 2j)!λ · uk · x

pm(ξ′) = −(−1)m+1(2m)!λA · uk · uM

Since j < m and pi(TM) = 0 for all 0 < i < j, we have3

pn(TM⊕− ξ′) =

n∑

i=0

pi(TM) · pn−i(−ξ′)

=





pm(TM) + pj(TM) · pm−j(−ξ′) + pm(−ξ′) if n = m

pm−j(TM) + pm−j(−ξ′) if n = m− j

pn(TM) otherwise

〈pj(TM⊕− ξ′) · pm−j(TM ⊕−ξ′), [Sk ×M ]〉

= 〈pj(TM) · (pm−j(TM) + pm−j(−ξ′)), [Sk ×M ]〉

= 〈pj(TM) · (−1)m−j+1(2m− 2j)!λ · x · uk, [Sk ×M ]〉

= (−1)m−j+1(2m− 2j)!λ =: b 6= 0

〈pm(TM ⊕−ξ′), [Sk ×M ]〉

= 〈pm(TM) + pj(TM) · (pm−j(TM) + pm−j(−ξ′)) + pm(−ξ′), [Sk ×M ]〉

= (−1)m−j+1(2m− 2j)!λ+ 〈(−1)m+1(2m)!λA · uk · uM , [Sk ×M ]〉

= (−1)m−j+1λ(2m− 2j)!︸ ︷︷ ︸
=b

+(−1)m+1λ(2m)!︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:c 6=0

·A = b+ c · A

We will choose A later. Note that every non-vanishing elementary Pontrya-
gin number of TM ⊕ −ξ must contain a Pontryagin class of ξ. Otherwise
it would be a Pontryagin number of TM of total degree d + k which would
evaluate trivially against [Sk ×M ]. Therefore, any non-vanishing elementary
Pontryagin-number of TM ⊕ −ξ must either contain pm−j or pm and since
pi(TM) = 0 for all 0 < i < j, the above are the only possibly non-vanishing
ones. It remains to compute the surgery obstruction using Hirzebruch’s signa-
ture theorem:

σ(η) = sign(W ′) = 〈L(W ′), [W ′]〉 = 〈L(W ′), f∗[S
k ×M ]〉

= 〈L(Sk) · L(TM ⊕ ξ), [Sk ×M ]〉

= 〈sj,m−jpj(TM ⊕ ξ)pm−j(TM ⊕ ξ) + smpm(TM), [Sk ×M ]〉

= (sj,m−j + sm)b+ sm · c ·A.

Since all coefficients s... in the L-polynomial are nonzero by [BB18], it follows
that we can choose A 6= 0 such that σ(η) = 0. �

3Since we are only interested in rational Pontryagin classes we have p(V ⊕W ) = p(V ) ·
p(W ).
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By the discussion in Section 2, there exists a bundle E → Sk with the same
two non-vanishing elementary Pontryagin numbers and by [FR21, Lemma

2.5] the Â-genus of E does not vanish. Also note that E is fibre homotopy
equivalent to the trivial bundle.

Lemma 3.2. If j := min{i ≥ 1: pi(TM) 6= 0} is smaller than d/4, then there
exists a bundle E → Sk as above that has a cross-section with trivial normal
bundle.

Proof. Let triv : Sk →֒ Sk × M be the trivial section. Since the bundle E
constructed in Lemma 3.1 is fibre homotopy equivalent to the trivial bundle
via f : Sk ×M ≃ E we get a section s := f ◦ triv : Sk → E. We have

s∗pn(TE) = triv∗

(
n∑

i=0

pi(TM) · pn−i(−ξ)

)

=
n∑

i=0

triv∗pi(TM)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0 for i≥1

·triv∗pn−i(−ξ) = triv∗pn(−ξ)

Recall, that the only non-vanishing Pontryagin classes of ξ are pm−j and pm
and let νs denote the normal bundle of s. Since the rank of this bundle is
bigger than k, the bundle νs is stable in the sense that it is classified by an
element in

πk(BO) = KO−k(pt) ∼=





Z for k ≡ 0 (4)

Z/2 for k ≡ 1, 2 (8)

0 otherwise

.

Since we are only interested in the problem rationally, it suffices to consider
the case k ≡ 0 (4). It follows, that νs is trivial if pk/4(νs) = 0 and as p(Sk) = 1,
the Pontryagin class pk/4 of νs satisfies

pk/4(νs) = pk/4(s
∗TE) = s∗pk/4(TE) = triv∗pk/4(ξ) = 0

since by our assumption k/4 < d+k
4 − j = m − j and pm−j and pm are the

only Pontryagin classes of ξ. �

Remark 3.3. If d 6≡ 0 (4), the requirement from the lemma is automatically
full-filled. If d ≡ 0 (4) and j = d/4, then M has only one non-vanishing

Pontryagin number, namely 〈pd/4(TM), [M ]〉. Since all coefficients in the Â-

polynomial are nonzero by [BB18], we have Â(M) = a · 〈pd/4(TM), [M ]〉 6= 0
for some a ∈ Z \ {0}. If additionally M admits a Spin-structure, then by
the Lichnerowicz-formula and the Atiyah–Singer index theorem [AS63; Lic63],
M does not support a metric of positive scalar curvature. Hence, for a Spin-
manifold of positive scalar curvature, we have j < d/4 and Lemma 3.2 applies.

From the discussion in the preceding section we get:

Proposition 3.4. Let k ≥ 1 and let M be an oriented, simply connected
manifold of dimension d ≥ max(3k + 1, 2k + 5) that has at least one non-
vanishing Pontryagin class. If d + k ≡ 0 (4), then there exists a smooth,
oriented M -bundle E → Sk that is fibre homotopy equivalent to the trivial
bundle and satisfies Â(E) 6= 0. If M admits a Spin-structure and a metric of
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positive scalar curvature, then the bundle admits a cross-section with trivial
normal bundle.

Remark 3.5. (i) This recovers [HSS14, Theorem 1.4] and provides an up-
grade: the result in loc.cit. is “based on abstract existence results [and]
does not yield an explicit description of the diffeomorphism type of the
fibre manifold” [HSS14, p. 337]. In contrast, our result states, that it is
correct for generic manifolds.

(ii) By [HSS14, Proposition 1.9] and [Wie19, Lemma 2.3] a bundle M →
E → Sk is rationally nullcobordant, if all rational Pontryagin classes
vanish or if dim(M) < k

2 . This shows that both assumptions on M from
Proposition 3.4 (and hence from Theorem A) are actually necessary,
even though the dimension bound is not be optimal (cf. Remark 2.3).

Recall that an oriented manifold M is called Â-multiplicative fibre in degree
k if for every oriented M -bundle E → SK we have Â(E) = 0 (cf. [HSS14,
Definition 1.8]). From Proposition 3.4 and Remark 3.5 (ii) we deduce the
following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. A manifold M of dimension d ≥ max(3k+1, 2k+5) is an Â-
multiplicative fibre in degree k if and only if all its rational Pontryagin classes
vanish.

3.2. Spin-structures and positive (scalar) curvature. LetM be Spin and
let BDiffSpin(M) be the classifying space for M -bundles with a Spin-structure
on the vertical tangent bundle4. By [Ebe06, Lemma 3.3.6] the homotopy fibre
of the forgetful map BDiffSpin(M) → BDiff(M) is a K(Z/2, 1) if M is simply
connected. Therefore the induced map

πn(BDiffSpin(M)) ⊗Q −→ πn(BDiff(M))⊗Q

is an isomorphism and we may assume without loss of generality that the
bundles from Section 3 carry a Spin-structure on the vertical tangent bundle
and hence on the total space, provided that M admits one.

It is a well known consequence of the Atiyah–Singer Index theorem and the
Lichnerowicz formula that Spin-manifolds with non-vanishing Â-genus do not
admit a metric of positive scalar curvature [AS63; Lic63]. Theorem A then
follows from another standard argument that goes back to Hitchin [Hit74]
(see [HSS14, Remark 1.5] or [FR21, Proposition 3.7]) from Proposition 3.4.
Together with [Fre19a, Theorem A] (see also [Fre19b, Corollary E]) we also
derive the following result.

Corollary 3.7. Let M be a simply connected Spin-manifold of dimension at
least 6 that admits a metric of positive scalar curvature. Then the action

π0(Diff(M)) −→ π0 hAut(Rscal>0(M))

factors through a finite group if and only if d 6≡ 3(4) or d ≡ 3(4) and all
Pontryagin classes of M vanish.

4A model for BDiffSpin(M) is given by

BDiffSpin(M) := {(N, ℓ̂n),M ∼= N ⊂ R∞

, ℓ̂N ∈ Bun(TN, θ
∗

Ud)}

for θ : BSpin(d) → BSO(d) the 2-connected cover, Ud → BSO(d) the universal oriented
vector bundle and Bun( , ) the space of bundle maps.
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Theorem A also recovers [HSS14, Theorem 1.1 a)]:

Corollary 3.8. Let k ≥ 1 and let N be a Spin-manifold with dim(N) = d ≥
max(3k + 1, 2k + 5) and d + k ≡ 0 (4). Then πk−1(Rscal>0(N)) contains an
element of infinite order.

Proof. Let K be a K3-surface. Then for n := d− 4 ≥ 2, the manifold K ×Sn

satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem A and there is a K × Sn-bundle E → Sk

that has non-vanishing Â-genus and admits a cross section with trivial normal
bundle. If N is an arbitrary Spin-manifold of dimension d ≥ 6, then gluing in
the trivialN\Dd-bundle along this cross section yields aN#(K×Sd−4)-bundle

over Sk with non-vanishing Â-genus. Hence the group πk−1(Rscal>0(N#(K×
Sd−4))) contains an element of infinite order. SinceN is cobordant to N#(K×
Sd−4) in Ωd

Spin(Bπ1(N)), the corresponding spaces of positive scalar curvature
metrics are homotopy equivalent. �

Remark 3.9. A more general result without any dimension restriction has been
proven by Botvinnik–Ebert–Randal-Williams [BERW17]. The methods from
loc.cit. are however not constructive and do not give a way to decide if the
obtained elements arise from the orbit of the action Diff(M) y Rscal>0(M).
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Spaces of Metrics with Lower Curvature Bounds”. International Mathematics Research
Notices (2021). url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnaa361 .

[Fre19a] Georg Frenck. The action of the mapping class group on metrics of positive scalar
curvature. 2019. arXiv: 1912.08613 [math.AT].

[Fre19b] Georg Frenck. “The Action of the mapping class group on spaces of metrics of positive
scalar curvature”. Available through the author’s website. PhD thesis. WWU Münster,
2019. url: http://frenck.net/Math/Articles/thesis.pdf.

[GKS04] Sebastian Goette, Nitu Kitchloo, and Krishnan Shankar. “Diffeomorphism type of
the Berger space SO(5)/SO(3)”. Amer. J. Math. 126.2 (2004), pp. 395–416. url:
http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/american_journal_of_mathematics/v126/126.2goette.pdf.

[Goe14] Sebastian Goette. “Adiabatic limits of Seifert fibrations, Dedekind sums, and the dif-
feomorphism type of certain 7-manifolds”. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 16.12 (2014),
pp. 2499–2555. url: https://doi.org/10.4171/JEMS/492.

[HAT] Handbook of algebraic topology. North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1995, pp. x+1324.
[Hat02] A. Hatcher. Algebraic Topology. Algebraic Topology. Cambridge University Press, 2002.
[Hit74] Nigel Hitchin. “Harmonic spinors”.Advances in Math. 14 (1974), pp. 1–55. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/0001-8708(74)90021-8.
[HSS14] Bernhard Hanke, Thomas Schick, and Wolfgang Steimle. “The space of metrics of

positive scalar curvature”. Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. 120 (2014), pp. 335–
367. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10240-014-0062-9.

[KKRW20] M. Krannich, A. Kupers, and O. Randal-Williams. An HP 2-bundle over S4 with non-
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