arXiv:1507.00139v3 [math.GT] 13 Apr 2017

BOUNDS ON GENUS AND CONFIGURATIONS OF EMBEDDED SURFACES IN 4-MANIFOLDS

HOKUTO KONNO

Abstract. For several embedded surfaces with zero self-intersection number in 4-manifolds, we show that an adjunction-type genus bound holds for at least one of the surfaces under certain conditions. For example, we derive certain adjunction inequalities for surfaces embedded in mC P^2#n(−C P^2) (m, n ≥ 2). The proofs of these results are given by studying a family of Seiberg-Witten equations.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Statement of the main theorem and its consequences 4 2.1. Special case of the main theorem 4 2.2. General form of the main theorem 9 3. Proof of the main theorem 14 4. Analytical arguments 21 References 24

1. Introduction

It is a fundamental problem in 4-dimensional topology to find a lower bound for the genus of an embedded surface which represents a given second homology class of a 4-dimensional manifold. In this paper, we consider a configuration consisting of several surfaces embedded in an oriented closed 4-manifold. Suppose that the self-intersection numbers of all the surfaces are zero, and the number of the surfaces is more than b^+. The main theorem of this paper is that an adjunction-type genus bound holds for at least one of the surfaces under certain conditions on the surfaces. For example, although the Seiberg-Witten invariant of mC P^2#n(−C P^2) (m, n ≥ 2) vanishes for any spin c structure on it, we can derive the adjunction inequalities for surfaces embedded in this 4-manifold under certain conditions. In addition, we also give an alternative proof of the adjunction inequalities by Strle [24] for configurations of surfaces with positive self-intersection numbers. The proofs of these results are given by studying a b^+-parameter family of Seiberg-Witten equations obtained by stretching neighborhoods of several embedded surfaces.

The original problem to find a lower bound on genus of a single embedded surface is called the minimal genus problem. (For the detailed history of the minimal genus problem see Lawson’s survey [11].) Classical results for the minimal genus problem were obtained by using Rochlin’s theorem and G-signature theorem. (Kervaire-Milnor [10], Rochlin [18], Hsiang-Szczarba [4].) After gauge theory 1

appeared in 4-dimensional topology, it has been a strong tool to study the problem. Kronheimer-Mrowka [7] proved the Thom conjecture, namely, the minimal genus problem for C P^2 by using the Seiberg-Witten equations. Kronheimer-Mrowka’s lower bound on genus is an equality for algebraic curves, where it is referred to as the adjunction formula. This type of inequality is often called the adjunction inequality. In Kronheimer-Mrowka’s proof, they used in an essential way the fact that the 4-manifold defined by blow-up for C P^2 has a metric with positive scalar curvature.

On the other hand, Strle [24] showed the adjunction inequality for a surface with positive self-intersection number in a 4-manifold with b^+ = 1 and b_1 = 0 without any assumption for differential geometric structure such as the existence of a metric with positive scalar curvature. For this reason, the Thom conjecture for a general rational homology C P^2 follows as a special case of Strle’s result. Strle’s method is to consider the moduli space of the Seiberg-Witten equations on a 4-manifold with cylindrical ends. Recently, Dai-Ho-Li [1] derived an alternative simple proof of Strle’s theorem in the case of b^+ = 1 and b_1 = 0 and sharper results in the case of b^+ = 1 and b_1 > 0. Dai-Ho-Li’s method is to use the wall crossing formula for the Seiberg-Witten invariants by considering several spin c structures for one surface.

In Strle’s paper [24], he also showed the following adjunction inequalities for disjoint embedded surfaces with positive self-intersection numbers. Let us consider a 4-manifold with b^+ > 1 and embedded surfaces with positive self-intersection numbers. Suppose that the surfaces are disjoint and the number of surfaces is b^+. Strle showed that the adjunction-type inequality holds for at least one of these surfaces. In particular, for m ≥ 2, Strle’s results can be applied to mC P^2 = #^m_{p=1}C P^2_p and its blow-up. For m ≥ 2 and n ≥ 0, note that the Seiberg-Witten invariant of mC P^2#n(−C P^2) vanishes for any spin c structure on it. Thus it is impossible to show the adjunction inequality on c by proving that the Seiberg-Witten invariant with respect to the spin c structure corresponding to c is non-trivial. In fact, Nouh [16] showed that the adjunction inequality for a single surface in 2C P^2 does not hold in general. In addition, by taking connected sum of Nouh’s surfaces and algebraic curves, one can easily construct surfaces in mC P^2#n(−C P^2) which violate the adjunction inequality. To our knowledge, the adjunction-type inequalities for mC P^2#n(−C P^2) are only Strle’s in previous researches. (Before Strle’s work, Gilmer [3] have considered configurations of embedded surfaces, although Gilmer’s bounds are not adjunction-type. For a single surface, Gilmer’s bound is the one obtained by Rochlin [18] and Hsiang-Szczarba [4].)

In this paper, we also consider several embedded surfaces without any assumption for differential geometric structure. The main theorem of this paper is as follows. Suppose that the self-intersection numbers of all the given embedded surfaces are zero, and the number of the surfaces is more than b^+. Then an adjunction-type genus bound holds for at least one of the surfaces under certain conditions on the surfaces. The conditions are given in terms of intersection numbers with a characteristic in the adjunction inequalities and their mutual geometric intersections. These conditions are easily described for small b^+, so in this paper we will first present the adjunction inequalities for surfaces in 2C P^2#n(−C P^2) as a special case of the main theorem. For surfaces in 2C P^2#n(−C P^2), Strle’s bound is the adjunction inequality for at least one of two disjoint surfaces with positive self intersection numbers. On the other hand, our genus bound is the adjunction inequality for at least one of four surfaces with self-intersection number zero and we allow certain geometric intersections. A generalization of this result to mC P^2#n(−C P^2) for any m ≥ 2 will be also given (Corollary 2.13).

We will also give an alternative proof of the adjunction inequalities by Strle for configurations of surfaces with positive self-intersection numbers as a corollary of our main theorem. In the case of b^+ = 1, the setting of our argument is quite similar to that of Dai-Ho-Li: surfaces with zero self-intersection number play a key role as in the original argument due to Kronheimer-Mrowka. One difference between our method and Dai-Ho-Li’s is that we fix a spin c structure and consider two surfaces while Dai-Ho-Li fix one surface and consider two spin c structures. In the alternative proof of Strle’s adjunction inequalities in the case of b^+ = 1, our argument can be regarded as a reformulation, without using blow-up formula, of a part of Dai-Ho-Li’s argument.

For surfaces with self-intersection number zero, if the surfaces are obtained by the connected sum of surfaces with positive self-intersection numbers and exceptional curves in −C P^2’s, our genus bounds are equivalent to Strle’s. However, for general surfaces, our results are wider generalizations of Strle’s, since, of course, surfaces with self-intersection number zero cannot written as such a form of connected sum in general.

The wall crossing phenomena for general b^+ ≥ 1 play prominent roles in the proof of the main theorem. We can grasp the wall crossing phenomena by studying the moduli space of the Seiberg-Witten equations parametrized by a b^+-dimensional space in the space of Riemannian metrics. In other words, we consider a family version of the Seiberg-Witten invariants studied by Li-Liu [12]. We will construct this b^+-parameter family of Riemannian metrics by stretching the neighborhoods of surfaces embedded in a suitable configuration. This construction of the family of Riemannian metrics is a slight generalization of one due to Frøyshov [2] used in the context of instanton Floer homology. We will also describe positions of metrics in relation to the wall and study a condition to grasp the wall crossing phenomena in terms of several embedded surfaces. This “higher-dimensional” wall crossing argument using several embedded surfaces enables us to obtain a solution of the Seiberg-Witten equations with respect to a certain metric even when the Seiberg-Witten invariants of the 4-manifold vanish.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we formulate our main theorem and give its consequences. In Section 2.1, we present a special case of the main theorem (Theorem 2.1), namely, the adjunction inequalities for configurations of surfaces in 2C P^2#n(−C P^2). In this subsection, we also give the adjunction inequalities for a single surface as a corollary of Theorem 2.1 (Corollary 2.5). In Section 2.2, we formulate the most general form of our main theorem (Theorem 2.11) and give the adjunction inequalities for a single surface in mC P^2#n(−C P^2) (Corollary 2.13). In this subsection, we also give an alternative proof of Strle’s adjunction inequalities. In Section 3, we prove the main theorem assuming analytical Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.8. In Section 4, we give the proof of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.8.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to express his deep gratitude to Mikio Furuta for the numerous helpful suggestions and continuous encouragements during this work. It is also his pleasure to thank Shinichiroh Matsuo for several useful advice and instructing him in a way of making a figure used in this paper. The author also wishes to thank Tirasan Khandhawit for useful conversations and his comments x_1 x_2

L_1L_2L3

L_4

Figure 1. An example of a quadrilateral including the origin of R^2

on the preprint version. The author would also like to express his appreciation to Yuichi Yamada for pointing out a mistake in the preprint version. The author also thanks Tomohiro Asano for stimulating discussions and also thanks Kouki Sato for answering his questions. The author also gratefully acknowledge the many helpful suggestions of the anonymous referee. The author was supported by JSPS KAK- ENHI Grant Number 16J05569 and the Program for Leading Graduate Schools, MEXT, Japan.

2. Statement of the main theorem and its consequences

In this section, we state our main theorem and give its consequences.

2.1. Special case of the main theorem. In this subsection, as a special case of our main theorem, we give the adjunction inequalities for embedded surfaces in the 4-manifold X = 2C P^2#n(−C P^2). We will often use the identification H^2(·) ≃ H_2(·) obtained by Poincaré duality. In this paper, we consider only surfaces which are oriented, closed and connected.

Let us consider the 4-manifold

X = 2C P^2#n(−C P^2) = (#^2_{p=1}C P^2_p)#(#^n_{q=1}(−C P^2_q )) (n > 0).

Let H_p denote a generator of H_2(C P^2_p; Z) and E_q a generator of H_2(−C P^2_q ; Z). For a cohomology class c ∈ H^2(X; Z) and homology classes α_1, . . . , α_4 ∈ H_2(X; Z), we define a line L_i (i = 1, . . . , 4) in R^2 by

L_i := { (x_1, x_2) ∈ R^2 | | (x_1H_1 + x_2H_2) · α_i = c · α_i } . (1) For these lines, we will consider the condition that (parts of) lines L_1, . . . , L_4 form sides of a “quadrilateral” by this order. Here we use the word “quadrilateral” in the following sense. Let L^′_1, . . . , L^′_4 be four line segments in R^2 . If an orientation of L^′_i is given, we can define the initial point I(L^′_i) and the terminal point T (L^′_i) of L^′_i. We call the ordered set (L^′_1, . . . , L^′_4) a quadrilateral when there exists an orientation for each L^′_i such that T (L^′_i) = I(L^′_{i+1}) holds for each i ∈ Z/4. (We admit a point as a line segment. Thus a “triangle” is also a quadrilateral in our definition.)

A special case of our main theorem is as follows. Let sign(X) = 2 − n denote the signature of X.

Theorem 2.1. For the 4-manifold X = 2C P^2#n(−C P^2) (n > 0),

let c ∈ H^2(X; Z) be a characteristic with c^2 > sign(X) and α_1, . . . , α_4 ∈ H_2(X; Z) be homology classes with α^2_i = 0 (i = 1, . . . , 4). Let Σ_1, . . . , Σ_4 ⊂ X be embedded surfaces with [Σ_i] = α_i. Assume that α_i and c satisfy the following (A) and Σ_i satisfy (B) :

(A): The lines L_1, . . . , L_4 form sides of a quadrilateral including the origin of R^2 by this order.

(B): Σ_i ∩ Σ_{i+1} = ∅ (i ∈ Z/4). Then, the inequality −χ(Σ_i) ≥ |c · α_i| holds for at least one i ∈ {1, . . . , 4}. Here χ(Σ_i) is the Euler characteristic of Σ_i.

Theorem 2.1 is a special case of Theorem 2.11 in the next subsection and the proof of Theorem 2.11 will be given in Section 3.

Example 2.2. Let X = 2C P^2#19(−C P^2), c = H_1 − 3H_2 −

∑_{19} q=1 E_q . The homology classes α_1 := 3H_1 + 3H_2 −

∑_3

q=1E_q +

∑_{10} q=4E_q + 2(E_{11} + E_{12}),

α_2 := −3H_1 + 2H_2 +

∑_3

q=1E_q +

∑_{18}

q=13Eq + 2E19

α_3 := H_1 + H_2 + E_{12} − E_{13},

α_4 := 2H_1 − H_2 −

∑_3 q=1E_q − E_{13} + E_{14}

satisfy that α^2_i = 0 and α_i · α_{i+1} = 0 (i ∈ Z/4). It is easy to check that these α_i and c satisfy (A) in Theorem 2.1. (See Figure 2.)

Thus, by Theorem 2.1, for embedded surfaces Σ_i satisfying [Σ_i] = α_i, if they also satisfy that Σ_i ∩ Σ_{i+1} = ∅ (i ∈ Z/4), −χ(Σ_i) ≥ |c · α_i| holds for at least one i ∈ {1, . . . , 4}. This means that the genus bound g(Σ_i) ≥ 2 holds for at least one i ∈ {1, . . . , 4}.

Remark 2.3. If α_1, . . . , α_4 and c satisfy (A) in Theorem 2.1, for any non-zero integer m, the homology classes mα_1, . . . , mα_4 and c obviously satisfy (A). Thus, for α_1, . . . , α_4 in Example 2.2 and embedded surfaces Σ_i satisfying [Σ_i] = mα_i and Σ_i ∩ Σ_{i+1} = ∅ (i ∈ Z/4), we can show that g(Σ_i) ≥ |m| + 1 holds for at least one i ∈ {1, . . . , 4} by Theorem 2.1.

Remark 2.4. Note that the Seiberg-Witten invariant of 2C P^2#n(−C P^2) (n ≥ 0) vanishes for any spin c structure. Thus, for any characteristic c on 2C P^2#n(−C P^2), it is impossible to derive the adjunction inequality for c by proving that the Seiberg- Witten invariant with respect to the spin c structure corresponding to c is nontrivial. In fact, for a single surface in 2C P^2, Nouh [16] showed that the adjunction inequality on c = 3H_1 + 3H_2 does not hold in general. (In addition, by using x_1 x_2L^1

L_2L^3

L_4

Figure 2. L_1, . . . , L_4 in Example 2.2

blow-up, we can construct surfaces in 2C P^2#n(−C P^2) which violate the adjunction inequality on c = 3H_1 + 3H_2 − ∑_n q=1 E_q .) To our knowledge, the adjunction-type inequalities for 2C P^2#n(−C P^2) is only Strle’s [24] in previous researches. For such 4-manifold, Strle’s genus bound is the adjunction inequality for at least one of two disjoint surfaces with positive self-intersection numbers. On the other hand, Theorem 2.1 is the adjunction inequality for at least one of four surfaces with selfintersection number zero and we allow certain geometric intersections. In fact, any geometric intersections of Σ_1 and Σ_3, Σ_2 and Σ_4 are allowed in Theorem 2.1.

The same remarks can be said for the general version of our main theorem (Theorem 2.11) and its consequence (Corollary 2.13) which gives certain adjunctiontype inequalities for mC P^2#n(−C P^2) (m, n ≥ 2). In addition, we can give an alternative proof of Strle’s result from the general version of our main theorem (Corollary 2.15).

Under certain assumptions on geometric intersections with embedded surfaces violating the adjunction inequalities, we can derive the adjunction inequality for a single surface. (This will be generalized to the adjunction inequality for a single surface in mC P^2#nC P^2 (m, n ≥ 2) in Corollary 2.13). Before starting to state it, we mention an easy method to make surfaces with small genera. For a homology class β = aH_2 + ∑_n q=1 b_qE_q ∈ H_2(C P^2#n(−C P^2); Z), considering algebraic curves C ⊂ C P^2 and C_q ⊂ C P^2_q and reversing orientations of them if we need, we can easily construct the surface S ⊂ C P^2#n(−C P^2) by S := C#(#^n_{q=1}C_q ) (2) satisfing [S] = β, g(S) = (|a| − 1)(|a| − 2) 2 + n∑ q=1 (|b_q | − 1)(|b_q | − 2) 2 . For example, for the characteristic H_2 − ∑_n q=1 E_q , such naive construction is sufficient to give many examples of surfaces which violate the adjunction inequality. In the following Corollary 2.5, we give the adjunction inequality for a single surface. The above construction will produce many examples of surfaces satisfying the assumption in Corollary 2.5.

Corollary 2.5. For the 4-manifold X = 2C P^2#n(−C P^2) (n > 0), let c ∈ H^2(X; Z) be a characteristic with c^2 > sign(X) and c · H_1 > −3. Let α ∈ H_2(X; Z) be a homology class with α^2 = 0 and assume that (H_1 · α)(c · α) < 0. Let β_i ∈ H_2(C P^2#n(−C P^2); Z) (i = 1, 2) be homology classes with β^2_i = 0 and S_i ⊂ C P^2#n(−C P^2) \ (disk) ⊂ X be surfaces with [S_i] = β_i. Assume that H_2 · β_i > 0, (−1)^{i−1}c · β_i > 0, −χ(S_i) < |c · β_i|. Then, for an embedded surface Σ ⊂ X satisfying [Σ] = α and Σ ∩ S_i = ∅ (i = 1, 2), the inequality −χ(Σ) ≥ |c · α| holds.

Proof of Corollary 2.5. Let m := |c · H_1| + 1 and

X^′ := X#m^2(−C P^2) = X#(#^{n+m2}_{q=n+1}(−C P^2_q )), c^′ := c − n+m^2∑

q=n+1 E_q .

For the homology class γ := mH_1 + ∑_{n+m}2 q=n+1 Eq , we obtain

c^′ · γ = mc · H_1 + m^2 = (|c · H_1| + 1)c · H_1 + (|c · H_1| + 1)^2 > 0. Let S ⊂ C P^2_1#(#^{n+m2}_{q=n+1}(−C P^2_q )) \ (disk) ⊂ X^′ be a surface with [S] = γ obtained as (2). Note that S ∩ S_i = ∅ (i = 1, 2) hold. Since we have |c^′ · γ| + 2 = mc · H_1 + m^2 + 2 > m^2 − 3m + 2 = 2g(S), the surface S violates the adjunction inequality −χ(S) ≥ |c^′ · γ|. Similarly, the surfaces S_i (i = 1, 2) also violate the adjunction inequalities −χ(S_i) ≥ |c^′ · β_i| by our assumptions.

Let regard X^′, c^′, α, β_1, γ, β_2 as X, c, α_1, α_2, α_3, α_4 in Theorem 2.1. Then it is easy to see that they satisfy (A) in Theorem 2.1. (See Figure 3.) If Σ ∩ S_i = ∅ (i = 1, 2) hold, the surfaces Σ, S_1, S and S_2 satisfy (B) in Theorem 2.1. Thus we can derive the conclusion by Theorem 2.1. □ x_1 x_2

L_1 L_2

L_3L^4

Figure 3. Proof of Corollary 2.5

Example 2.6. Let us give natural numbers d_1 ≥ 4, d_2 ≥ 1, d_3 ≥ 2 and n ≥ d^2_1 + max{d^2, d^2_3}. For X = 2C P^2#n(−C P^2), let us consider the homology classes

α := d_1H_1 −

d^2_1∑

q=1 E_q ,

β_1 := d_2H_2 +

d^2_1+d^2∑

q=d^2_1 +1 E_q ,

β_2 := d_3H_2 −

d^2_1+d^2_3∑

q=d^2_1 +1 E_q .

Let S_i ⊂ C P^2#n(−C P^2) \ (disk) ⊂ X be surfaces with [S_i] = β_i obtained as (2). For the characteristic c = 3H_1 + H_2 − ∑_n q=1 E_q , it is easy to see that α, β_i and c satisfy the assumptions of Corollary 2.5. Thus, for an embedded surface Σ ⊂ X satisfying [Σ] = α and Σ ∩ S_i = ∅ (i = 1, 2), we have g(Σ) ≥ (d_1 − 1)(d_1 − 2) 2 (3) by Corollary 2.5.

By the adjunction formula for C P^2_1#n(−C P^2), the homology class α can be represented by a surface Σ of genus (d_1 − 1)(d_1 − 2)/2 satisfying Σ ∩ S_i = ∅. Thus the inequality (3) is the optimal bound under the condition Σ ∩ S_i = ∅.

Example 2.7. Let give natural numbers d_1 ≥ 1, d_2 ≥ 0, d_3, d_4 ≥ 2 and n satisfying

d_3 ≥ d_4 ≥ max{d_2, 2}, d^2_1 + d^2 − 2d_2d_3 − 3d_1 − d_2 > 0,

n ≥ d^2_1 + d^2 + d^2_3 + d^2_4 − d_2d_3 − d_2d_4.

For X = 2C P^2#n(−C P^2), let us consider the homology classes

α := d_1H_1 + d_2H_2 +

d_2d_3∑

q=1 E_q − d^2_3+d_2d_4 ∑ q=d^2_3 +1 E_q − d^2_1+d^2+d^2_3+d^2_4−d_2d_3−d_2d_4 ∑ q=d^2_3+d^2_4+1 E_q ,

β_1 := d_3H_2 +

d^2_3∑

q=1 E_q ,

β_2 := d_4H_2 −

d^2_3+d^2_4∑

q=d^2_3 +1 E_q .

Let S_i ⊂ C P^2#n(−C P^2) \ (disk) ⊂ X be surfaces with [S_i] = β_i obtained as (2). For the characteristic c = 3H_1 + H_2 − ∑_n q=1 E_q , it is easy to check that α, β_i and c satisfy the assumptions of Corollary 2.5. Thus, for an embedded surface Σ ⊂ X satisfying [Σ] = α and Σ ∩ S_i = ∅ (i = 1, 2), we have g(Σ) ≥ (d_1 − 1)(d_1 − 2) 2 + d_2 2 (d_2 − 2d_3 − 1) (4) by Corollary 2.5.

If d_2 = 0, this example is quite similar to Example 2.6. Thus, by the same way in Example 2.6, the bound (4) is optimal under the condition Σ∩S_i = ∅ (i = 1, 2) in the case of d_2 = 0. However, for d_2 > 0, we have no answer to this realization problem: What kinds of d_1, . . . , d_4 does there exist an embedded surface Σ ⊂ Xsatisfying

g(Σ) =

(d_1 − 1)(d_1 − 2) 2 + d_2 2 (d_2 − 2d_3 − 1)

and Σ ∩ S_i = ∅ (i = 1, 2) for?

In the same way, one can produce a lot of new realization problems from Corollary 2.5.

2.2. General form of the main theorem. In this subsection, we formulate the most general form of our main theorem and give the adjunction inequality for a single surface in mC P^2#n(−C P^2). We also give an alternative proof of Strle’s adjunction inequalities.

We first describe a certain condition on embedded surfaces and a cohomology class which is a generalization of the conditions (A) and (B) in Theorem 2.1. Let X be an oriented closed smooth 4-manifold, Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k ⊂ X be embedded surfaces with zero self-intersection number, and c ∈ H^2(X; Z) be a cohomology class on X. Set α_i = [Σ_i] and assume that c · α_i ≠ 0 holds for each i = 1, . . . , k. The set S := { I ⊂ {1, . . . , k} | I ≠ ∅, {Σ_i}_{i∈I} are disjoint. } has a structure of an abstract simplicial complex. Consider the vector space V := Rv_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Rv_k generated by the vertices v_1 = {1}, . . . , v_k = {k} of the simplicial complex. We denote by P ⊂ V^∗ = Hom(V, R) the set

P := { φ ∈ V^∗ | | | ⟨φ, v_i⟩ ≥ 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ k), { i ∈ {1, . . . , k} | ⟨φ, v_i⟩ > 0 } ∈ S ∪ {∅} } .

(P will be used as a “parameter space” when we consider a family of metrics of X in the proof of the main theorem.) Let Q be the intersection form of X. We denote b^+ = b^+(X) the maximal dimension of positive definite subspace with respect to Q. Fix a b^+-dimensional positive definite (with respect to Q) subspace V^+ ⊂ H^2(X; R). We denote by V^− the orthogonal complement of V^+ with respect to Q. Note that V^− is a negative definite subspace. Let p_V + : H^2(X; R) = V^+ ⊕ V^− → V^+ be the projection. For each α_i, we define the hyperplane Hyp_{αi} in (V^+)^∗ = Hom(V^+, R) by Hyp_{αi} := { f ∈ Hom(V^+, R) | | f(p_{V +} (α_i)) = c · α_i } .

(In the case of X = 2C P^2#n(−C P^2), this hyperplane Hyp_{αi} corresponds to the line L_i defined as (1).) Note that 0 /∈ Hyp_{αi} since c · α_i ≠ 0.

For a continuous map F : P → (V^+)^∗, if there exist positive numbers R_i > 0 such that F ({φ ∈ P | ⟨φ, v_i⟩ ≥ R_i}) ⊂ Hyp_{αi} , (5) then there exists a compact subset K ⊂ P such that F (P \ K) ⊂ (V^+)^∗ \ {0} since 0 /∈ Hyp_{αi} . Thus a continuous map F : P → (V^+)^∗ satisfying (5) induces

F^∗ : H^∗((V^+)^∗, (V^+)^∗ \ {0}; Z) → H^∗(P, P \ K; Z).

Then we obtain the map

F^∗_{cpt} : H^{b+} ((V^+)^∗, (V^+)^∗ \ {0}; Z) → H^{b+}_c (P; Z)

by the composition of F^∗ and the natural map H^{b+} (P, P \ K; Z) → H^{b+}_c (P; Z), where H^∗_c (·) means the cohomology with compact supports.

Here we consider a condition for Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k and c. In our main theorem, we will assume that Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k and c satisfy the following Condition 1 consisting of two conditions.

Condition 1. 1

(i): There exists a continuous map R^{b+} → P which induces an isomorphism H^{b+}_c (P; Z) ≃ H^{b+}_c (R^{b+} ; Z) (≃ Z).

(ii): If a continuous map F : P → (V^+)^∗ satisfies (5) for sufficiently large positive numbers R_i > 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ k), then the mapping degree of F : P → (V^+)^∗ is not zero, i.e., F^∗_{cpt} is a non-trivial map.

Remark 2.8. Here we give a description of Hyp_{αi} in Condition 1 when we use a basis of V^+. Let u_1, . . . , u_b+ be a basis of V^+. We define a_{i,j} ∈ R as p_V + (α_i) = ∑_b+

j=1 a_{i,j} u_j . For each i, consider the hyperplane

Hyp^u_{αi} :=

(x_1, . . . , x_b+ ) ∈ R^{b+} | | | | | b^+∑

j=1 a_{i,j} x_j = c · α_i in R^{b+} . This corresponds to Hyp_{αi} in Condition 1.

Remark 2.9. Here we explain that Condition 1 is a generalization of the combination of the conditions (A) and (B) in Theorem 2.1. In the situations of Theorem 2.1, P is homeomorphic to R^2 . Using H_1, H_2 as u_1, u_2 in Remark 2.8, Hyp_{αi} corresponds to the line L_i. Let assume that Σ_i’s and c satisfy the conditions (A). Suppose that a map F : P → (V^+)^∗ satisfies (5) for sufficiently large positive numbers R_i > 0.

Then F maps a large sphere S(R^2 ) ≃ S^1 in R^2 (≃ P) on a small neighborhood of the quadrilateral consisting of L_i’s with degree ±1. This means the mapping degree of F : P → (V^+)^∗ is equal to ±1. Thus (ii) in Condition 1 is a generalization of the condition (A).

Remark 2.10. If we take another b^+-dimensional positive definite subspace W^+ ⊂ H^2(X; R) instead of V^+, then Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k and c satisfy Condition 1 if and only if the corresponding condition for W^+ holds. (Indeed, two b^+-dimensional positive definite subspaces can be connected by an isotopy in H^2(X; R), and Condition 1 is the statement for only mapping degree, so the claim follows from the homotopy invariance of mapping degree.)

The following theorem is the most general form of the main theorem.

Theorem 2.11. Let X be an oriented closed smooth 4-manifold with b_1(X) = 0, c ∈ H^2(X; Z) be a characteristic with c^2 > sign(X), and α_1, . . . , α_k ∈ H_2(X; Z) (k > b^+(X)) be homology classes with α^2_i = 0, c · α_i ≠ 0 (i = 1, . . . , k).

For embedded surfaces Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k ⊂ X with [Σ_i] = α_i (1 ≤ i ≤ k), assume that Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k and c satisfy Condition 1. Then the inequality −χ(Σ_i) ≥ |c · α_i| (6) holds for at least one i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

The proof of Theorem 2.11 will be given in Section 3. From Remark 2.9, Theorem 2.11 is a generalization of Theorem 2.1.

Remark 2.12. One can eliminate the assumption b_1(X) = 0 in the statement of Theorem 2.11 by surgeries along generators of H_1(X; Z). In fact, we can assume that loops which represents generators of H_1(X; Z) do not intersects with Σ_i’s by moving the loops along the fiber of the normal bundles of Σ_i’s.

For simplicity, we only consider the case of b_1(X) = 0 in this paper.

From Theorem 2.11, we can obtain the adjunction inequalities for mC P^2#n(−C P^2) (m, n ≥ 2) under certain assumptions on geometric intersections. Let m ≥ 2, n_p ≥ 1 (p = 1, . . . , m) and n = ∑_m p=1 n_p. For the 4-manifold X = mC P^2#n(−C P^2), we write X = #^m_{p=1}X_p, where

X_p = C P^2_p#n_p(−C P^2) = C P^2_p#(#^{np}_{q=1}(−C P^2_{p,q} )).

Let H_p denote a generator of H_2(C P^2_p; Z).

Corollary 2.13. For the 4-manifold X = mC P^2#n(−C P^2) (m, n ≥ 2), let c ∈ H^2(X; Z) be a characteristic with c^2 > sign(X) and c · H_1 > −3. Let α ∈ H_2(X; Z) be a homology class with α^2 = 0 and assume that (H_1 · α)(c · α) < 0. Let β_{p,i} ∈ H_2(X_p; Z) (p = 2, . . . , m, i = 1, 2) be homology classes with β^2_{p,i} = 0 and S_{p,i} ⊂ X_p \ (disk) ⊂ X be surfaces with [S_{p,i}] = β_{p,i}. Assume that H_p · β_{p,i} > 0, (−1)^{i−1}c · β_{p,i} > 0, −χ(S_{p,i}) < |c · β_{p,i}|.

Then, for an embedded surface Σ ⊂ X satisfying [Σ] = α and Σ ∩ S_{p,i} = ∅ (p = 2, . . . , m, i = 1, 2), the inequality −χ(Σ) ≥ |c · α| holds.

Proof of Corollary 2.13. Recall the arguments in the proof of Corollary 2.5. We have P ≃ R^m in this case and we consider the (m − 1)-dimensional “polytope” instead of the quadrilateral in § 2. We can obtain γ as in the proof of Corollary 2.5. By the same argument in Remark 2.9, it is enough to show that the “polytope” obtained from α, β_{p,i}’s and γ is a bounded “polytope” including the origin of R^m in its interior. Then the proof is definitely similar to the proof of Corollary 2.5. □

Here we give a generalization of Example 2.6. Let E_{p,q} denote a generator of H_2(−C P^2_{p,q} ; Z).

Example 2.14. Let give natural numbers m ≥ 2, d_1 ≥ 4, n_1 ≥ d^2_1 and d_{p,2} ≥ 1, d_{p,3} ≥ 2, n_p ≥ max{d^2_{p,2}, d^2_{p,3}} (p = 2, . . . , m). Put n = ∑_m p=1 n_p. For X = mC P^2#n(−C P^2), let us consider the homology classes

α := d_1H_1 −

d^2_1∑

q=1 E_{1,q} ,

β_{p,1} := d_{p,2}H_p + d^2_{p,2}∑

q=1 E_{p,q} (p = 2, . . . , m),

β_{p,2} := d_{p,3}H_p − d^2_{p,3}∑

q=1 E_{p,q} (p = 2, . . . , m). For p = 2, . . . , m and i = 1, 2, let S_{p,i} ⊂ X_p\(disk) ⊂ X be surfaces with [S_{p,i}] = β_{p,i} obtained as (2). For the characteristic c = 3H_1 + ∑_m p=2 H_p − ∑_m p=1 ∑_n q=1 E_{p,q} , it is easy to see that α, β_{p,i} and c satisfy the assumptions of Corollary 2.5. Thus, for an embedded surface Σ ⊂ X satisfying [Σ] = α and Σ ∩ S_{p,i} = ∅ (p = 2, . . . , m, i = 1, 2), we have g(Σ) ≥ (d_1 − 1)(d_1 − 2) 2 (7) by Corollary 2.13.

In the same way in Example 2.6, the inequality (7) is the optimal bound under the condition Σ ∩ S_{p,i} = ∅ (p = 2, . . . , m, i = 1, 2).

In Strle [24], he showed that the adjunction inequality holds for at least one of disjoint b^+ surfaces with positive self-intersection numbers. On the other hand, Dai-Ho-Li [1] derived an alternative simple proof of Strle’s theorem in the case of b^+ = 1. Here we give an alternative proof of Strle’s adjunction inequality for any b^+.

Corollary 2.15. (Strle [24] Theorem A, Theorem B. See also Dai-Ho-Li [1] Theorem 1.4.) For a surface Σ, put

χ^−(Σ) := max{−χ(Σ), 0}.

Let X be an oriented closed smooth 4-manifold with b_1(X) = 0 and c ∈ H^2(X; Z) be a characteristic with c^2 > sign(X).

(A): In the case of b^+(X) = 1, let α ∈ H_2(X; Z) be a homology class with α^2 > 0 and Σ ⊂ X be an embedded surface with [Σ] = α. Then the inequality χ^−(Σ) ≥ −|c · α| + α^2 (8) holds.

(B): In the case of b^+(X) > 1, let α_1, . . . , α_b+ ∈ H_2(X; Z) be homology classes with α^2_i > 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ b^+) and Σ_1, . . . , Σ_b+ ⊂ X be embedded surfaces with [Σ_i] = α_i. Assume that Σ_1, . . . , Σ_b+ are disjoint. Then the inequality χ^−(Σ_i) ≥ −|c · α_i| + α^2_i (9) holds for at least one i ∈ {1, . . . , b^+}.

Remark 2.16. Strle [24] and Dai-Ho-Li [1] showed that, when g(Σ) = 0, a sharper result −2 = −χ(Σ) ≥ −|c · α| + α^2 holds. Dai-Ho-Li used results in Morgan-Szabó-Taubes [13] to treat this case. Proof of Corollary 2.15. The claim (A) can be regarded as a special case of (B) by putting α = α_1 and Σ = Σ_1, so we prove only (B). Let n_i := α^2_i (> 0). We may assume that |c · α_i| < n_i holds for any i = 1, . . . , n. Let X^′ be X^′ := X#n_1(−C P^2)# · · · #n_b+ (−C P^2) and write n_i(−C P^2) = #^{ni}_{q=1}(−C P^2_{i,q} ).

Let E_{i,q} be a generator of H^2(−C P^2_{i,q} ; Z). Set E^i := E_{i,1} + · · · + E_{i,ni} and c^′ := c − ∑_b+

i=1 E^i ∈ H^2(X^′; Z).

For each i, let us denote by Σ^±_i ⊂ X^′ for Σ^±_i := Σ_i#n_iC P^1, where the orientation of the connected sum is taken as α^±_i := [Σ^±_i ] = α_i ± E^i.

For all i c^′ · α^+_i = c · α_i + n_i > 0, c^′ · α^−_i = c · α_i − n_i < 0

(10) hold since we assumed that |c · α_i| < n_i. Note that the self-intersection number of any Σ^±_i is zero.

Let take a b^+-dimensional positive definite subspace V^+ := span { α_1, . . . , α_b+ } ⊂ H^2(X; R) and fix u_1 = α_1, . . . , u_b+ = α_b+ as a basis of V^+. Then p_V + (α^±_i ) = α_i (i = 1, . . . , b^+) holds for the projection p_V + : H^2(X; R) = V^+ ⊕ V^− → V^+. Dividing R^{b+} by the hyperplane

Hyp^u_α±_i = { (t_1, . . . , t_{i−1}, c^′ · α^±_i , t_{i+1}, . . . , t_b+ ) | | t_1, . . . , t_{i−1}, t_{i+1}, . . . , t_{b+} ∈ R } , we have two half spaces ; we denote by Half_α±_i the half space which includes the

origin of R^{b+} . Then by (10), the polytope P = ⋂ 1≤i≤b^+, ϵ_i∈{+,−} Half^u_αϵi_i

is a cuboid including the origin of R^{b+} in its interior.

On the other hand, if j_1 ≠ j_2, we have Σ^{ϵj1}_{j1} ∩ Σ^{ϵj2}_{j2} = ∅ for all ϵ_{j1} , ϵ_{j2} ∈ {+, −}. Thus, for the simplicial complex S obtained by Σ^±_1 , . . . , Σ^±_{b+} , we have an isomoprhism S ≃ { { Σ^{ϵ1}_{j1} , . . . , Σ^{ϵi}_{ji} } | 1 ≤ i ≤ b^+, ϵ_1, . . . , ϵ_i ∈ {+, −}, j_1, . . . , j_i are distinct. } as simplicial complexes. Thus P is homeomorphic to R^{b+} . Let v^±_i (1 ≤ i ≤ b^+) denote the vertices of S. Then, for large numbers R_i > 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ b^+), the space ⋂ 1≤i≤b^+, ϵ_i∈{+,−} {φ ∈ P | ⟨φ, v^{ϵi}_i ⟩ < R_i}

naturally has a structure of polytope and is not only homeomorphic but also equivalent to the cuboid P as simplicial complexes. Therefore it is easy to see that Σ^±_1 , . . . , Σ^±_{b+} and c^′ satisfy Condition 1. Thus we can apply Theorem 2.11, then the inequality corresponding (6) holds for at least one of Σ^±_1 , . . . , Σ^±_{b+} . If the inequality holds for Σ^+_i , we have χ^−(Σ_i) ≥ c · α_i + α^2_i , and if the inequality holds for Σ^−_i , we have

χ^−(Σ_i) ≥ −c · α_i + α^2_i .

Hence in both cases, we have (9) for i. □

3. Proof of the main theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.11 assuming Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.8 which will be shown in the next section.

Let X, α_1, . . . , α_k, Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k and c be the one in the statement of Theorem 2.11. The key to the proof is to construct a family of metrics of X by stretching the neighborhood of surfaces Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k and to describe positions of metrics in relation to the wall in terms of several embedded surfaces. This construction of the family of metrics is a slight generalization of one due to Frøyshov [2] used in the context of instanton Floer homology.

We define a continuous injection ι : P → Met(X) as follows, where Met(X) is the space of Riemannian metrics on X.

Fix a metric g_0 on X. For each surface Σ_i, let us consider the normal bundle ν_i → Σ_i. We identify the total space ν_i with a neighborhood of Σ_i in X. For the sphere bundle S(ν_i), there exists a neighborhood U_i in X which is diffeomorphic to [0, 1] × S^1 × Σ_i. By taking sufficiently small neighborhood, we may assume that U_i ∩ U_j = ∅ if Σ_i ∩ Σ_j = ∅. We write V_i for the neighborhood of Σ_i which corresponds to [1/3, 2/3] × S^1 × Σ_i via the diffeomorphism U_i ≃ [0, 1] × S^1 × Σ_i. For φ ∈ P, let S (φ) denote the set { i ∈ {1, . . . , k} | ⟨φ, v_i⟩ > 0 } ∈ S ∪ {∅}.

(1) In the case of S (φ) = ∅, we define ι(φ) = g_0.

(2) In the case of S (φ) ≠ ∅, recall that {Σ_i}_{i∈S (φ)} are disjoint. For each i ∈ S (φ), we will give the following metric ι(φ; U_i) on U_i, and we define ι(φ) as the metric on X obtained by gluing ι(φ; U_i) and g_0|_{X\}^∐_{i∈S (φ) Vi} by a partition of unity.

(a) When ⟨φ, v_i⟩ ≤ 1, connect g_0|_{Ui} and the product metric g_{[0,1]×S}1_{×Σi} on U_i by a line, and let ι(φ; U_i) be the metric on U_i in the time of ⟨φ, v_i⟩ in the line.

(b) When ⟨φ, v_i⟩ ≥ 1, let ι(φ; U_i) be the metric obtained by ⟨φ, v_i⟩-scalar expansion for [0, 1]-direction of the product metric g_{[0,1]×S}1_{×Σi} on U_i.

Here we use a common partition of unity in (2) for any φ. Then ι is a continuous map. For i ∈ S (φ), when ⟨φ, v_i⟩ ≥ 1, we call the metric ι(φ) “the metric stretched in the neighborhood of Σ_i by the length ⟨φ, v_i⟩”.

Remark 3.1. If we consider only genus bounds for embedded surfaces, without loss of generality, we may assume that all surfaces intersect transversely by a deformation using an isotopy which keeps surfaces which are originally disjoint being disjoint. Under the assumption, if Σ_i ∩ Σ_j ≠ ∅, one can obtain a metric which is the product metric around both Σ_i and Σ_j by taking the metric around each intersection point p ∈ Σ_i ∩Σ_j as Σ_i and Σ_j intersect orthogonally. If we choose the initial metric g_0 so that it is the product metric around the neighborhoods of all surfaces by this construction, we can define the continuous injection ι : P → Met(X) in the following simple way:

For φ ∈ P, (1) In the case of S (φ) = ∅, we define ι(φ) = g_0.

(2) In the case of S (φ) ≠ ∅, let ι(φ) be the metric stretched in the neighborhood of each Σ_i by the length ⟨φ, v_i⟩ from the initial metric g_0.

For a metric g on X, let H^g (X) and H^{+g} (X) be the space of harmonic 2- forms and the space of harmonic self-dual 2-forms respectively. Let us denote by h_g : H^2(X; R) → H^g(X) for the isomorphism defined by Hodge theory . We wirte φ_g : H^{+g} (X) → V^+ for the composition of the isomorphism h^{−1}_g |_H +g_{(X)} : H^{+g} (X) → H^2(X; R) and the projection p_V + : H^2(X; R) = V^+ ⊕V^− → V^+. Note that φ_g : H^{+g} (X) → V^+ is a linear isomorphism since Ker φ_g ≃ V^+ ∩ Ker p_V + = V^+ ∩ V^− = {0}. We define a Euclidean metric on H^2(X; R) = V^+ ⊕ V^− by the intersection on V^+ and −1 times intersection on V^−.

The following lemma will be proved in the next section.

Lemma 3.2. Let l > 1 and Σ_1, . . . , Σ_l ⊂ X be disjoint surfaces with zero selfintersection number. For a metric g on X, we write

ω^i_g := φ^{−1}_g (p_V + (α_i)) ∈ H^{+g} (X) (1 ≤ i ≤ l).

(11)

For any positive numbers R_1, . . . , R_l > 0, |α_i − [ω^i_{g(R1 ,...,Rl)} ]|^4 ≤ C · Area(Σ_i) Area([0, R_i] × S^1) (1 ≤ i ≤ l) (12)

hold for any metric g_{(R1,...,Rl)} on X stretched in the neighborhood of Σ_i by the length R_i from the initial metric g_0. (Here it is not necessary that g_{(R1,...,Rl)} coincides with the initial metric g_0 on the complement of the neighborhoods of Σ_1, . . . , Σ_l.)

Therefore for each i we have lim R_i→∞ [ω^i_{g(R1 ,...,Rl)} ] = α_i, where the limit is uniform with respect to R_1, . . . , R_{i−1}, R_{i+1}, . . . , R_l.

Let p_{+g} : H^g(X) → H^{+g} (X) be the projection to the self-dual part with respect to a metric g. We write p_{+g} (c) for p_{+g} (h_g (c)). Let F : P → (V^+)^∗ be the composition of ι : P → Met(X) and

Met(X) → (V^+)^∗ ; g → (v → [p_{+g} (c)] · [φ^{−1}_g (v)] = c · [φ^{−1}_g (v)]),

(13)

In the proof of the following lemma, we use Condition 1.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k and c satisfy Condition 1. Then there exists a compact subset K ⊂ P such that F(P \ K) ⊂ (V^+)^∗ \ {0}. (Hence we can define the mapping degree of F : P → (V^+)^∗.) Moreover, the mapping degree of F : P → (V^+)^∗ is not zero.

Proof. For each metric g, we define ω^i_g ∈ H^{+g} (X) (1 ≤ i ≤ k) by (11). The image of g by (13) belongs to the set { f ∈ Hom(V^+, R) = (V^+)^∗ | | f(p_{V +} (α_i)) = c · [ω^i_g] (i = 1, . . . , k) } .

(14)

For any positive number ϵ > 0, let take sufficiently large R_i > 0 for each Σ_i. Then, by Lemma 3.2, (14) is contained in the ϵ-neighborhood of Hyp_{Σi} if g is a metric g_{(∗,...,∗,Ri,∗,...,∗)} stretched in the neighborhood of Σ_i by the length more than R_i. (Here the neighborhoods of other surfaces can be stretched and not stretched.) Thus there exists a compact subset K ⊂ P such that F(P \ K) ⊂ (V^+)^∗ \ {0} and F : P → (V^+)^∗ can be approximated by a continuous map F : P → (V^+)^∗ satisfying (5). Hence the lemma follows from Condition 1. □

We now discuss “wall crossing phenomena” for the moduli space of a family of Seiberg-Witten equations. Family version of the Seiberg-Witten invariants is studied in Li-Liu [12]. The proofs of the following Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.6 give a proof of non-triviality of a family version of the Seiberg-Witten invariant for a chamber.

We first consider S^1-equivariant and family version of Ruan’s virtual neighborhood technique in [19]. Let T be a paracompact Hausdorff space and Ψ : T → Met(X) be a continuous map. For each t ∈ T , we set

H^{+t} :=H^{+Ψ(t)} ,

(C_R)_t := Ker(d^∗ : L^2_k(iΛ^1, Ψ(t)) → L^2_{k−1}(iΛ^0, Ψ(t))),

(C_C )_t :=L^2_k(S^+, Ψ(t)),

C_t :=(C_R)_t × (C_C )_t,

(H_R)_t :=L^2_{k−1}(iΛ^{+t} , Ψ(t)),

(H_C )_t :=L^2_{k−1}(S^−, Ψ(t)),

H_t :=(H_R)_t × (H_C )_t.

Here L^2_k(·, Ψ(t)) (k ≥ 2) is the space defined by L^2_k-norm with respect to the metric Ψ(t), Λ^p = Λ^pT^∗X, Λ^+ is the self-dual part of Λ^2, and S^± are the spinor bundles for the spin c structure corresponding to c. For each t ∈ T , the map corresponding to the Seiberg-Witten equations with respect to the metric Ψ(t) reduces to the S^1 = U(1)-equivariant map s_t : C_t → H_t ; (a, Φ) → (F^{+t}_{A0 +a} − σ(Φ), D_{t,A0 +a}Φ).

Here A_0 is a fixed reference connection on the determinant line bundle for the spin c structure, F^{+t}_{A0 +a} is the self-dual part of the curvature of a connection A_0 + a with respect to the metric Ψ(t), and D_{t,A0+a} is the Dirac operator with respect to the connection A_0 + a and the metric Ψ(t). σ(·) is the quadratic form

σ(Φ) = Φ ⊗ Φ^∗ − |Φ|^2 2 id. s_t is a non-linear Fredholm map and the index satisfies ind s_t = d(c) + 1, where d(c) is the formal dimension of the Seiberg-Witten moduli space for the spin c structure. We write C = ⨆ t∈T C_t, C_R = ⨆ t∈T (C_R)_t · · · , s = {s_t}_{t∈T} . Using Ψ, we obtain the vector bundle H^+ → T by pull-back of the vector bundle

H^+ = ⨆ g∈Met(X) H^{+g} (X) → Met(X)

on Met(X). Here we fix a homology orientation of X. Then the vector bundle H^+ → T is oriented. For each t ∈ T , the affine map (C_R)_t × H^{+t} → (H_R)_t ; (a, α) → F^{+t}_{A0+a} + α

is bijective. (To prove that this map is injective, we have to assume b_1(X) = 0.) We write ((a_0)_t, (α_0)_t) for the unique zero point of this bijective affine map. This gives a section f_H + : T → H^+ ; t → (α_0)_t for the vector bundle H^+ → T . Let h_t(·) be the harmonic part with respect to the metric Ψ(t). Since the Hodge decomposition F_{A0+a} = h_t(F_{A0 +a}) + db_t (b_t ∈ L^2_k(iΛ^1, Ψ(t))), we have F^{+t}_{A0+a} = −2πi · p_{+t} (c) + d^{+t} b_t. Hence

(α_0)_t − 2πi · p_{+t} (c) = d^{+t} b_t ∈ H^{+t} ∩ Im d^+ = {0}. holds. Thus we obtain f_H + (t) = 2πi · p_{+gt} (c).

(15) We can define the relative Euler class e(H^+ → T, f_H + ) ∈ H^{b+} (T, T \ f^{−1}_{H +} (0); Z)

by taking pull-back of the Thom class of the vector bundle H^+ → T using the section f_H + . Here we consider the following condition for T and Ψ.

Condition 2. The zero sets s^{−1}(0) and f^{−1}_{H +} (0) are compact. In addition, for a subset T^′ ⊂ T , f_H + is nowhere vanishing on T^′, and on T^′ the parametrized moduli space s^{−1}(0)|_T ′ = ⨆ t∈T^′ s −1 t (0) is empty. (We also treat the case of T^′ = ∅.)

Under the assumption that T and Ψ satisfy Condition 2, we now construct the S^1-equivariant and family version of Ruan’s virtual neighborhood. Since s^{−1}(0) is compact, there exist the following five data

(1) natural numbers n = n_1 + · · · + n_k, m = m_1 + · · · + m_l (n_i, m_j ≥ 0), (2) t_{R,i}, t_{C,j} ∈ T (1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ l), (3) real linear maps ϕ_{R,i} : R^{ni} → H_{tR,i} (1 ≤ i ≤ k), (4) complex linear maps ϕ_{C,j} : C^{mj} → (H_C )_{tC,j} (1 ≤ j ≤ l),

(5) partitions of unity {ρ_{R,i}}, {ρ_{C,j} } subordinated to a finite open covering of s^{−1}(0) such that the differential along the fiber for (C ×_T H^+) × R^n × C^m → T of the section

s + φ : (C ×_T H^+) × R^n × C^m → ( (C ×_T H^+) × R^n × C^m ) ×_T H for the Hilbert bundle is surjective at its zero points for each t ∈ T , where φ is defined by φ : (C ×_T H^+) × R^n × C^m → H ; (x, α, v, w) = (x, α, (v_1, . . . , v_k), (w_1, . . . , w_l)) → α + k∑ i=1 ρ_{R,i}(x)ϕ_{R,i}(v_i) + l∑ j=1 ρ_{C,j} (x)ϕ_{C,j} (w_j ). Here we can take φ being S^1-equivarinat and the partition of unity {ρ_{R,i}} vanishing on the S^1-invarinat set C^{S1} . Since the condition that a map is surjective is an open condition, there exists a neighborhood N of C × {0} × {0} × {0} in (C ×_T H^+) × R^n × C^m such that the differential of s + φ along the fiber is surjective on U := (s + φ)^{−1}(0) ∩ N .

U_t = (s_t + φ_t)^{−1}(0) ∩ N is an (ind s_t + b^+ + n + 2m)-dimensional manifold for each t ∈ T . The S^1-invariant set U^{S1} is the form of

U^{S1} = ⨆ t∈T U_t^{S1} = ⨆ t∈T {((a_0)_t, 0, (α_0)_t)} × U × {0} ≃ ⨆ t∈T {((a_0)_t, (α_0)_t)} × U,

where U is a small neighborhood of the origin in R^n . Take an S^1-invariant neighborhood N (U^{S1} ) of U^{S1} . Write the projection by π : C ×_T H^+ ×R^n ×C^m → R^n ×C^m . The section f : U \ N (U^{S1} ) → E for the vector bundle E := ( U \ N (U^{S1} ) ) ×_T H^+ × R^n × C^m → U \ N (U^{S1} )

is obtained by considering for each t ∈ T ( U \ N (U^{S1} ) ) t → H^{+t} × R^n × C^m ; x → ((α_0)_t, π(x)).

For each t, we identify the normal bundle ν_t → (U^{S1} )_t with a tubular neighborhood of (U^{S1} )_t. Set ν := ⨆ t∈T ν_t, S(ν) := ⨆ t∈T S(ν_t), where S(ν_t) is the sphere bundle of ν_t. Then ∂ ( U \ N (U^{S1} ) ) = S(ν) holds. By the identification ν ≃ ⨆ t∈T {((a_0)_t, (α_0)_t)} × U × C^k ≃ T × U × C^k ,

we regard S(ν) ≃ T × U × S(C^k ) and we write S(ν)|_{T ×D(R}n_) for S(ν)|^⨆_{t∈T {((a0)t,(α0 )t)}×D(R}n_).

Here we may assume that the radius of the disk D(R^n ) is sufficiently small, and the neighborhood U of the origin in R^n satisfies U ≃ Int(D(R^n )). Let f_R : D(R^n ) → R^n, f_C : S(C^k ) → C^m be the sections obtained by the maps D(R^n ) → R^n ; v → v, S(C^k ) → C^m ; u → 0. Since we assumed that (f_H + )^{−1}(0) is compact, using a deformation by an S^1- equivariant homotopy preserving compact support and the product formula of Euler class, we obtain

e_S1 ( E|_{S(ν)} → S(ν), f ) =e ( H^+ → T, f_H + ) ∪ e (R^n → D(R^n ), f_R) ∪ e_S1 ( C^m → S(C^k ), f_C ) (16)

under the ismorphism H^{b++n+2m} S^1 ( S(ν), S(ν)|_T ′_{×D(R}n_{)∪T ×S(R}n_); Z ) ≃ ⨁ p+q+r=b^+ +n+2m H^p(T, T^′; Z) ⊗ H^q (D(R^n ), S(R^n ); Z) ⊗ H^r_S1 (S(C^k ); Z).

(17)

Here e_S1 (·) is the S^1-equivariant Euler class. Since c^2_1 > sign(X), by considering the relation between dim U_t and the formal dimension of the Seiberg-Witten moduli space, we have m < k. Let μ ∈ H^2((C \ C_R × {0})/S^1; Z) be the first Chern class of the principal S^1-bundle C \ C_R × {0} → (C \ C_R × {0})/S^1. We write α for α := μ^{2(k−1)−2m} ∈ H^{2(k−1)−2m}((C \ C_R × {0})/S^1; Z). Set C̃ = C ×_T H^+ × R^n × C^m and let

p : (C̃ \ C̃^{S1} )/S^1 → (C \ C^{S1} )/S^1 = (C \ C_R × {0})/S^1

be the projection.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that T and Ψ satisfy Condition 2, and construct a virtual neighborhood U as above. Then the following statements hold:

(1) The cohomology class

e_S1 ( E|_{S(ν)} → S(ν), f|_{S(ν)} ) ∪ p^∗α ∈H^{b++n+2k−2} S^1 ( S(ν), S(ν)|_T ′_{×D(R}n_{)∪T ×S(R}n_); Z ) corresponds to e ( H^+ → T, f_H+ ) ∈ H^{b+} (T, T^′; Z)

via the isomorphism (17) and

H^n(D(R^n ), S(R^n ); Z) ≃ Z, H^{2k−2}_{S1} (S(C^k ); Z) ≃ Z.

(2) Suppose also that T is a b^+-dimensional oriented compact manifold and T^′ = ∂T . Then for the fundamental class of T (in the case of T^′ ≠ ∅, fundamental class as a compact manifold with boundary) [T ] ∈ H_b+ (T, T^′; Z), we have ⟨ e ( H^+ → T, f_H + ) , [T ] ⟩ = 0.

Proof of Lemma 3.4(1). Note that e (R^n → D(R^n ), f_R) is the generator of

H^n(D(R^n ), S(R^n ); Z) ≃ Z and e_S1 ( C^m → S(C^k ), f_C ) ∪ p^∗α ∈ H^{2m+{2(k−1)−2m}} S^1 (S(C

k ); Z) is the generator of H^{2m+{2(k−1)−2m}} S^1 (S(C k ); Z) ≃ H^{2k−2}(C P^{k−1}; Z) ≃ Z. Hence the claim follows from (16). □

Proof of Lemma 3.4(2). Since ∂ ( U \ N (U^{S1} ) ) /S^1 = S(ν)/S^1 ≃ T × U × C P^{k−1} holds, we have ⟨ e ( H^+ → T, f_H + ) , [T ] ⟩ = ⟨ e_S1 ( E|_{S(ν)} → S(ν), f|_{S(ν)} ) ∪ p^∗α, [S(ν)/S^1]_{BM} ⟩ = ⟨ e_S1 ( E|_{S(ν)} → S(ν), f|_{S(ν)} ) ∪ p^∗α, ∂ [( U \ N (U^{S1} ) ) /S^1 ] BM ⟩ = 0.

Here the subscript BM means Borel-Moore homology. □

Remark 3.5. (1) If T is compact, it automatically follows that s^{−1}(0) is compact by the same argument of usual compactness of the moduli space of the Seiberg-Witten equations.

(2) For Lemma 3.4 (2), we can replace the above argument by the alternative one with Z/2-coefficient in the case when T is a manifold which is not orientable.

Before stating the next proposition, note that H^{+g} (X) → Hom(V^+, R) = (V^+)^∗ ; ω → (v → [ω] · [φ^{−1}_g (v)])

(18)

is a linear isomorphism since the intersection form restricted to H^{+g} is positive definite (in paticular non-degenerate). By using this isomorphism, we obtain a trivialization of the vector bundle H^+ → Met(X). By (15), via this trivialization, the section f_H + : T → H^+ corresponds to the section

T → T × (V^+)^∗ ; t → (t, (v → 2πi[p_{+t} (c)] · [φ^{−1}_{gt} (v)]))

of the trivial bundle T ×(V^+)^∗ → T . This is the restriction of the section Met(X) → Met(X) × (V^+)^∗ obtained from (13) up to constant. For ⃗R = (R_1, . . . , R_k) ∈ [0, ∞)^k, we write P( ⃗R) for P( ⃗R) := k⋂ i=1 { φ ∈ P | ⟨φ, v_i⟩ ≤ R_i } . Note that there exists a continuous map from the b^+-dimensional disk D^{b+} to P( ⃗R) which induces an isomorphism H^{b+} (P( ⃗R), ∂(P( ⃗R)); Z) ≃ H^{b+} (D^{b+} , S^{b+−1}; Z) if Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k and c satisfy Condition 1 and all of R_1, . . . , R_k are positive.

Proposition 3.6. Assume that b_1(X) = 0, c^2 > sign(X), and in addition, Σ_1, . . . , Σ_k and c satisfy Condition 1. Then for sufficiently large R_0 > 0, there exits a metric g ∈ ∂(ι(P( ⃗R_0))) such that there exists a solution of the Seiberg-Witten equations with respect to the metric g (and the spin c structure corresponding to c), where ⃗R_0 := (R_0, . . . , R_0).

Proof. In the setting of Lemma 3.4, let T = D^{b+} and Ψ be a continuous map D^{b+} → ι(P( ⃗R_0)) which induces an isomorphism between the relative cohomology groups. By Lemma 3.3, f_H + is nowhere vanishing on S^{b+−1} and we have ⟨ e ( H^+ → D^{b+} , f_H + ) , [D^{b+} ] ⟩ ≠ 0, where [D^{b+} ] is the fundamental class [D^{b+} ] ∈ H_b+ (D^{b+} , S^{b+−1}; Z). Hence the parametrized moduli space on S^{b+−1} is not empty by Lemma 3.4 (2). □

Remark 3.7. Nakamura [14] used a family version of the Seiberg-Witten equations and information coming from reducible solutions to study diffeomorphisms on 4- manifold. Kronheimer-Mrowka-Ozsváth-Szabó [9] used a 2-parameter family of Seiberg-Witten equations to consider an exact triangle for monopole Floer homology. Ruberman [22], [22] and [23] used 1-parameter version Donaldson/Seiberg- Witten invariants and the wall crossing phenomena to study diffeomorphisms and metrics with positive scalar curvature on 4-manifold.

The following proposition will be proved in the next section.

Proposition 3.8. Let Σ_1, . . . , Σ_l be the same one in Lemma 3.2. Suppose that there exists a constant C_0 > 0 depending on only the initial metric g_0 and c, there exist non-negative numbers R_1, . . . , R_l ≥ 0 satisfying R_1 +· · ·+R_l > C_0/2 and there exists a solution of the Seiberg-Witten equations with respect to a metric g_{(R1,...,Rl)} stretched in the neighborhood of each Σ_i by the length R_i. Then χ^−(Σ_i) ≥ |c · α_i| (19)

holds for at least one i ∈ {1, . . . , l}. (The constant C_0 will be given concretely in (23) in Lemma 4.4.)

Then we can complete the proof of Theorem 2.11. Take sufficiently large R_0 > 0. By Proposition 3.6, there exists a solution of the Seiberg-Witten equations with respect to a metric on ∂(ι(P( ⃗R_0))). Therefore there exist surfaces Σ_{i1} , . . . , Σ_{il} (1 ≤ l ≤ b^+, {i_1, . . . , i_l} ∈ S) and there exist numbers R_{i1} , . . . , R_{il} ≥ 0 such that R_{i1} + · · · + R_{il} > R_0/2 and there exists a solution of the Seiberg-Witten equations with respect to a metric g_{(Ri1 ,...,Ril )} stretched in the neighborhood of Σ_{i1} , . . . , Σ_{il} by the length R_{i1} , . . . , R_{il} respectively. Hence by Proposition 3.8, the inequality holds for at least one of Σ_{i1} , . . . , Σ_{il} . Since we assume that c · α_i ≠ 0, if we have χ^−(Σ_i) ≥ |c · α_i|,then χ^−(Σ_i) = −χ(Σ_i) holds. This proves Theorem 2.11.

4. Analytical arguments

In this section, we prove Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.8 in the previous section. Let X be an oriented closed smooth 4-manifold and Σ ⊂ X be an embedded surface with zero self-intersection number and set α := [Σ]. We take an initial metric g_0 such that a neighborhood of the sphere bundle of the normal bundle of Σ forms [0, 1] × S^1 × Σ =: [0, 1] × Y with the product metric. We consider a metric g_R stretched in the neighborhood of Σ by the length R > 0. (In the following argument, it is not necessary that g_R coincides with g_0 on the complement of the neighborhoods of Σ.) Let c ∈ H^2(X; Z) be a characteristic.

The following Lemma 4.1 is shown by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Fubini’s theorem.

Lemma 4.1. (Kronheimer-Mrowka [8], Kronheimer [6]) For any closed 2-form ω on X,

|α · [ω]|^2 = | | | | ∫ Σ ω | | | | 2 ≤ ‖ω‖^2_{L2gR ([0,R]×Y )} · Area(Σ) Area([0, R] × S^1)

(20)

holds, where Area(·) means the area with respect to g_0 and L^2_g means L^2-norm with respect to the metric g.

Lemma 4.2. For a metric g, we define ω_g := φ^{−1}_g (p_V + (α)) ∈ H^{+g} (X), then |α − [ω_{gR} ]|^4 ≤ C · Area(Σ) Area([0, R] × S^1) holds for a positive number R > 0. Therefore we have lim R→∞ [ω_{gR} ] = α. Here the constant C > 0 depends only on the homology class α ∈ H_2(X; R) and the fixed decomposition H^2(X; R) = V^+ ⊕ V^−. (In particular, C is independent of the positive number R and the choice of the metric g_R.)

Proof. Note that for any metric g, ‖ω_g‖_L2_{g(X)} ≤ |p_V + (α)|^2 =: C_0 holds. By Lemma 4.1, we have

|α · [ω_{gR} ]|^2 = | | | ∫ Σ ω_{gR} | | | 2 ≤ C_0 · Area(Σ) Area([0, R] × S^1) . (21)

Consider the decomposition α = β+γ, [ω_{gR} ] = β+δ (β ∈ V^+, γ, δ ∈ V^−). Since we have −2(β^2 +γδ) = (γ −δ)^2 −(β +δ)^2 and the both terms of the right-hand side are negative, we obtain |2(β^2 +γδ)| ≥ |(γ −δ)^2| = |γ −δ|^2, i.e., 2|α·[ω_{gR} ]| ≥ |α−[ω_{gR} ]|^2. By putting together (21), we have

|α − [ω_{gR} ]|^2 ≤ 2 ( C_0 · Area(Σ) Area([0, R] × S^1) )_{1/2} . □ Proof of Lemma 3.2. It is clear since in Lemma 4.2 the constant C does not depend on the choice of the metric g_R. □

The following Lemma 4.3 is shown by using the Weitzenböck formula.

Lemma 4.3. (Kronheimer-Mrowka [8], Kronheimer [6]) Let s_g : X → R be the scalar curvature for a metric g. We define κ_g : X → R by κ_g := max{−s_g, 0}. If there exists a solution of the Seiberg-Witten equations with respect to the metric g and the spin c structure corresponding to c, then

‖h_g(c)‖^2_L2_{g (X)} ≤ ‖κ_g‖^2_{L2g (X)} (4π)^2 − ∫ X c^2.

(22)

Lemma 4.4. (cf. Kronheimer-Mrowka [8], Kronheimer [6]) Normalize the initial metric g_0 to be on Σ of constant scalar curvature and of unit area, and in addition, of unit length for S^1 in [0, 1]×S^1 ×Σ. If there exists a solution of the Seiberg-Witten equations with respect to the metric g_R and c, then

χ^−(Σ)^2 +

C_0 R ≥ |c · α|^2, where C_0 =

‖κ_{g0} ‖^2_{L2g0 (X)} (4π)^2 − ∫ X c^2.

(23) (Note that C_0 depends on only g_0 and it can be positive, negative and zero.)

Thus if there exists a positive number R such that R > |C_0|/2 and there exists a solution of the Seiberg-Witten equations with respect to the metric g_R, we have χ^−(Σ) ≥ |c · α|.

Proof. It follows immediately from Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.3. □ Proof of Proposition 3.8. For simplicity, we give the proof only in the case of l = 2. Let Y_i := S^1 × Σ_i. Assume that the inequality (19) does not hold for both i = 1, 2. Then, since χ^−(Σ_i)^2 + 1 ≤ |c · α_i|^2 holds, taking weighted average, we have R_1χ^−(Σ_1)^2 + R_2χ^−(Σ_2)^2 + 2(R_1 + R_2) ≤ R_1|c · α_1|^2 + R_2|c · α_2|^2.

(24)

On the other hand,

‖h_{g(R1 ,R2)} (c)‖^2_L2_{g(R1,R2) (X)} ≤ R_1χ^−(Σ_1)^2 + R_2χ^−(Σ_2)^2 +

‖κ_{g0} ‖^2_{L2g0 (X)} (4π)^2 − ∫ X c^2,

(25)

holds by Lemma 4.3. We also have |c · α_i|^2 ≤ ‖h_{g(R1 ,R2)} (c)‖^2_{L2g(R1,R2) ([−Ri,Ri]×Yi)} R_i (i = 1, 2)

(26) by Lemma 4.1. Taking weighted average for (26), we obtain

R_1|c · α_1|^2 + R_2|c · α_2|^2 ≤‖h_{g(R1 ,R2)} (c)‖^2_L2_{g(R1,R2) ([−R1,R1]×Y1)} + ‖h_{g(R1,R2)} (c)‖^2_L2_{g(R1,R2 ) ([−R2,R2 ]×Y2)} ≤‖h_{g(R1 ,R2)} (c)‖^2_L2_{g(R1,R2) (X)}. (27) By putting together (24), (25) and (27), R_1χ^−(Σ_1)^2 + R_2χ^−(Σ_2)^2 + 2(R_1 + R_2)

≤R_1χ^−(Σ_1)^2 + R_2χ^−(Σ_2)^2 +

‖κ_{g0} ‖^2_{L2g0 (X)} (4π)^2 − ∫ X c^2 holds. Therefore we obtain

2(R_1 + R_2) ≤

‖κ_{g0} ‖^2_{L2g0 (X)} (4π)^2 − ∫ X c^2.

This contradicts our assumption. □

Remark 4.5. We can also prove Proposition 3.8 by the original argument in Kronheimer- Mrowka [7]; the method using Chern-Simons-Dirac functional ([7], Proposition 8, Lemma 9). Using the argument, one can show easily the following proposition. Let l > 0 and Σ_1, . . . , Σ_l and g_{(R1,...,Rl)} be the same one in Proposition 3.8.

Proposition 4.6. Assume that for any sufficiently large R > 0 there exist positive numbers R_1, . . . , R_l > 0 such that min{R_1, . . . , R_l} > R and there exists a solution of the Seiberg-Witten equations with respect to the metric g_{(R1,...,Rl)}. Then for each i ∈ {1, . . . , l} there exists a solution on R × Y_i which is translation-invariant in temporal gauge.

From Proposition 4.6 together with [7] Lemma 9, we obtain a result which is stronger than Proposition 3.8:

If the assumption in Proposition 4.6 is satisfied, then for any i ∈ {1, . . . , l}, χ^−(Σ_i) ≥ |c · α_i|. References

[1] Bo Dai, Chung-I Ho, and Tian-Jun Li, Minimal genus for 4-manifolds with b^+ = 1, J. Topol.

9 (2016), no. 1, 5–26, DOI 10.1112/jtopol/jtv032. MR3465838 [2] Kim A. Frøyshov, An inequality for the h-invariant in instanton Floer theory, Topology 43 (2004), no. 2, 407–432, DOI 10.1016/S0040-9383(03)00049-1. MR2052970 (2005c:57043) [3] Patrick M. Gilmer, Configurations of surfaces in 4-manifolds, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 264 (1981), no. 2, 353–380, DOI 10.2307/1998544. MR603768 (83h:57027) [4] W. C. Hsiang and R. H. Szczarba, On embedding surfaces in four-manifolds, Algebraic topology (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Vol. XXII, Univ. Wisconsin, Madison, Wis., 1970), Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1971, pp. 97–103. MR0339239 (49 #4000) [5] P. B. Kronheimer, Embedded surfaces and gauge theory in three and four dimensions, Surveys in differential geometry, Vol. III (Cambridge, MA, 1996), Int. Press, Boston, MA, 1998, pp. 243–298. MR1677890 (2000a:57086) [6] , Minimal genus in S^1 × M^3, Invent. Math. 135 (1999), no. 1, 45–61, DOI 10.1007/s002220050279. MR1664695 (2000c:57071) [7] P. B. Kronheimer and T. S. Mrowka, The genus of embedded surfaces in the projective plane, Math. Res. Lett. 1 (1994), no. 6, 797–808, DOI 10.4310/MRL.1994.v1.n6.a14. MR1306022 (96a:57073) [8] , Scalar curvature and the Thurston norm, Math. Res. Lett. 4 (1997), no. 6, 931–937, DOI 10.4310/MRL.1997.v4.n6.a12. MR1492131 (98m:57039) [9] P. Kronheimer, T. Mrowka, P. Ozsváth, and Z. Szabó, Monopoles and lens space surgeries, Ann. of Math. (2) 165 (2007), no. 2, 457–546, DOI 10.4007/annals.2007.165.457. MR2299739 (2008b:57037) [10] Michel A. Kervaire and John W. Milnor, On 2-spheres in 4-manifolds, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci.

U.S.A. 47 (1961), 1651–1657. MR0133134 (24 #A2968) [11] Terry Lawson, The minimal genus problem, Exposition. Math. 15 (1997), no. 5, 385–431.

MR1486407 (98g:57055) [12] Tian-Jun Li and Ai-Ko Liu, Family Seiberg-Witten invariants and wall crossing formulas, Comm. Anal. Geom. 9 (2001), no. 4, 777–823. MR1868921 (2002k:57074) [13] John W. Morgan, Zoltán Szabó, and Clifford Henry Taubes, A product formula for the Seiberg-Witten invariants and the generalized Thom conjecture, J. Differential Geom. 44 (1996), no. 4, 706–788. MR1438191 (97m:57052) [14] Nobuhiro Nakamura, The Seiberg-Witten equations for families and diffeomorphisms of 4- manifolds, Asian J. Math. 7 (2003), no. 1, 133–138. MR2015245 (2004h:57037) [15] , Correction to: “The Seiberg-Witten equations for families and diffeomorphisms of 4-manifolds” [Asian J. Math. 7 (2003), no. 1, 133–138; MR2015245], Asian J. Math. 9 (2005), no. 2, 185, DOI 10.4310/AJM.2005.v9.n2.a3. MR2176601 (2006e:57040) [16] Mohamed Ait Nouh, The minimal genus problem in C P^2 #C P^2 , Algebr. Geom. Topol. 14 (2014), no. 2, 671–686, DOI 10.2140/agt.2014.14.671. MR3159966

[17] Peter Ozsváth and Zoltán Szabó, The symplectic Thom conjecture, Ann. of Math. (2) 151 (2000), no. 1, 93–124, DOI 10.2307/121113. MR1745017 (2001a:57049) [18] V. A. Rohlin, Two-dimensional submanifolds of four-dimensional manifolds, Funkcional.

Anal. i Priložen. 5 (1971), no. 1, 48–60 (Russian). MR0298684 (45 #7733) [19] Yongbin Ruan, Virtual neighborhoods and the monopole equations, Topics in symplectic 4- manifolds (Irvine, CA, 1996), First Int. Press Lect. Ser., I, Int. Press, Cambridge, MA, 1998, pp. 101–116. MR1635698 (2000e:57054) [20] Daniel Ruberman, The minimal genus of an embedded surface of non-negative square in a rational surface, Turkish J. Math. 20 (1996), no. 1, 129–133. MR1392668 (97k:57036) [21] , An obstruction to smooth isotopy in dimension 4, Math. Res. Lett. 5 (1998), no. 6, 743–758, DOI 10.4310/MRL.1998.v5.n6.a5. MR1671187 (2000c:57061) [22] , A polynomial invariant of diffeomorphisms of 4-manifolds, Proceedings of the Kirbyfest (Berkeley, CA, 1998), Geom. Topol. Monogr., vol. 2, Geom. Topol. Publ., Coventry, 1999, pp. 473–488 (electronic), DOI 10.2140/gtm.1999.2.473. MR1734421 (2001b:57073) [23] , Positive scalar curvature, diffeomorphisms and the Seiberg-Witten invariants, Geom.

Topol. 5 (2001), 895–924 (electronic), DOI 10.2140/gt.2001.5.895. MR1874146 (2002k:57076) [24] Sašo Strle, Bounds on genus and geometric intersections from cylindrical end moduli spaces, J. Differential Geom. 65 (2003), no. 3, 469–511. MR2064429 (2005c:57042)

Graduate School of Mathematical Sciences, the University of Tokyo, 3-8-1 Komaba, Meguro, Tokyo 153-8914, Japan

E-mail address: hkonno@ms.u-tokyo.ac.jp