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Abstract

We present a construction of closed 7-manifolds of holonomy G, which generalises
Kovalev’s twisted connected sums by taking quotients of the pieces in the construction before
gluing. This makes it possible to realise a wider range of topological types, and Crowley,
Goette and the author use this to exhibit examples of closed 7-manifolds with disconnected
moduli space of holonomy G, metrics.
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The twisted connected sum construction pioneered by Kovalev [1] is a way to construct
closed 7-dimensional Riemannian 7-manifolds with holonomy G, from algebraic geometric
data. Corti, Haskins, Pacini and the author [2] employed the construction to exhibit many
examples of G-manifolds whose topology can be understood in great detail. The aim of this
paper is to present a variation of the twisted connected sum construction that removes some
restrictions on the topology of the resulting 7-manifolds and G,-structures. In particular, it is
proved by Crowley, Goette and the author in [3] that this construction can be used to produce
examples of 7-manifolds such that the moduli space of G, metrics is disconnected.

Seven-dimensional manifolds with holonomy G, appear as an exceptional case in Berger’s
classification of possible holonomy groups of Riemannian manifolds [4]. The first complete
examples of manifolds with holonomy G, were found by Bryant and Salamon [5] and
have large symmetry group. In contrast, closed G,-manifolds can never have continuous
symmetries, because G-metrics are always Ricci-flat. The first examples of holonomy G,
metrics on closed manifolds were found by Joyce [6], gluing together reducible pieces to
resolve quotients of flat orbifolds.

The twisted connected sum construction developed later by Kovalev [1] works by gluing
together two pieces, each of which is a product of a circle S! and a complex 3-fold with an
asymptotically cylindrical Calabi—Yau metric. Each piece thus has holonomy SU (3), a proper
subgroup of G,. The asymptotically cylindrical Calabi—Yau 3-folds can be obtained from
algebraic geometry data, e.g. starting from Fano 3-folds. The cross-section of the asymptotic
cylinder is of the form S' x ¥ for a K3 surface ¥. In the gluing, the asymptotic cylinders
of the pieces—each with cross-section S! x S! x S —are identified by an isomorphism that
swaps the S! factors in order to produce a simply connected 7-manifold M, admitting metrics
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with holonomy exactly G,. This relies on finding a so-called hyper-Kdhler rotation between
the K3 factors in the cross-sections, see Definition 1.8.

Corti, Haskins, Pacini and the author [2, 7] extended the supply of algebraic geometric
building blocks to which the twisted connected sum construction can be applied, and analysed
the topology of millions of the resulting G>-manifolds. While the G2-manifolds constructed
by Joyce typically have nonzero second Betti number by, many twisted connected sums—
indeed, the ones that can be constructed with the least effort—are 2-connected, making it
possible to apply the classification theory of Wilkens [8, 9], Crowley [10] and Crowley and
the author [11] (see Theorem 7.42) to completely determine the diffeomorphism type of the
underlying 7-manifold.

Twisted connected sum G>-manifolds M always have the following topological properties.

1) b2(M) + b3(M) is odd [1, (8.56)].

(ii) The torsion subgroup Tor H*(M) equipped with the linking form splits as G x
Hom(G, Q/Z) for some finite group G [12, Proposition 3.8]. In particular, the size
of Tor H*(M) is a square integer.

(iii) The invariant v € Z/48 takes the value 24 [13, Theorem 1.7], and the refinement v € Z
vanishes [3, Corollary 3].

Here v and v are invariants not of the 7-manifold, but of the G,-metric. A metric with
holonomy exactly G, is equivalent to a torsion-free Gp-structure. A Ga-structure means
a reduction of the structure group of the frame bundle from GL (7, R) to G2, but is sim-
plest described in terms of a smooth pointwise stable 3-form ¢ € Q3(M). The torsion-free
condition corresponds to a first-order partial differential equation for the 3-form ¢.

Now, given a G-structure ¢ on any closed 7-manifold, we may define v(¢) € Z/48 in
terms of a spin coboundary [13, Definition 3.1]. This is invariant under both diffeomorphisms
and homotopies (continuous deformations of the G-structure, ignoring the torsion-free con-
dition). Further, [3, Definition 1.4] introduces arefinement v(¢) € Zinterms of etainvariants.
It is a refinement in the sense that for G-structures of holonomy G, metrics, v determines v
by therelation v(¢) = v(¢)+24 mod 48. While v(¢) too is invariant under diffeomorphisms,
it is not invariant under arbitrary homotopies of G;-structures. However, v is invariant under
deformations through torsion-free G,-structures.

Remark There is a parity constraint
v(p) = x2(M) mod 2, 0.1)

where x> (M) is the semi-characteristic Z?:o b;i(M) € 7/2. This reduces to 1 + by (M) +
b3 (M) for a simply connected 7-manifold. Thus, (iii) formally entails (i).

These invariants give a potential method to distinguish connected components of the G»
moduli space on a closed 7-manifold. However, even though there are many pairs of twisted
connected sums whose underlying 7-manifolds can be shown to be diffeomorphic by the
classification theory, (iii) means that v and v fail to distinguish their components in the
moduli space in this case.

In this paper we modify the twisted connected sum construction by dividing either or
both of the two pieces in the construction by an involution before gluing. This maintains
many of the attractive features of the twisted connected sum construction: examples can
be generated starting from algebraic geometry data, topological invariants can be computed
from the algebraic inputs, and the resulting 7-manifolds are often 2-connected and simple
enough to apply diffeomorphism classification theory. On the other hand, the topology of the
result is less restrictive.
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(i’) There is no constraint on the parity of by (M) + b3(M).
(ii”) The size of Tor H*(M) need not be a square integer, and in particular the linking form
need not split.
(iii’) The values of v and v can vary.

The drawback compared with the ordinary twisted connected sum construction is that
requiring an involution limits the range of algebraic building blocks to which the construction
can be applied. Also, the topological computations are more involved.

We exhibit a selection of 50 explicit examples of 7-manifolds with holonomy G obtained
from the new construction. All except Example 8.15 are 2-connected. Seven of those have
odd b3 and torsion-free H*(M), and 5 of those are diffeomorphic to some ordinary twisted
connected sum. The v-invariant of extra-twisted connected sums is computed in [3, Corollary
2] (see Theorem 7.41) and used there to prove that these lead to examples of closed 7-
manifolds with disconnected moduli space of holonomy G, metrics.

Among the examples in this paper, we also find

e A 7-manifold whose G moduli space has at least 3 components (see Examples 8.2 and
8.19, using the formula for v from [3]).

e A pair of Gy-manifolds whose diffeomorphism types are distinguished only by the type
of the torsion linking form (Examples 8.3 and 8.4).

e A pair of Gp-manifolds with equal v-invariant, such that the underlying manifolds are
diffeomorphic, but (due to order 3 torsion in H*) only by an orientation-reversing diffeo-
morphism; thus, the fact that v changes sign under reversing orientation can be used to
distinguish connected components of the G, moduli space on this 7-manifold (Examples
8.11 and 8.12).

e A Gj-manifold that illustrates a subtlety in the calculation of the number of smooth
structures on 2-connected 7-manifolds with 8-torsion in H*: Wilkens [9, Conjecture
p- 548] predicts that Example 8.14 has a unique smooth structure, but according to [11,
Theorem 1.10] it has two.

Organisation

The paper consists of two strands. The first is to set up the general machinery of the extra-
twisted connected sum construction. The procedure for gluing ACyl Calabi—Yau manifolds
(possibly with involution) is made precise in Sect. 1, while Sect. 2 describes the closed Kihler
3-fold “building blocks” from which we obtain ACyl Calabi—Yau 3-folds, and what data of
these blocks is important. The matching problem, i.e. how to find hyper-Kéhler rotations
between pairs of ACyl Calabi—Yau 3-folds, is addressed in Sect. 6, and Sect. 7 explains how
to compute key invariants of the resulting G,-manifolds.

The second strand is producing examples. Two methods of producing building blocks are
provided in Sects. 3 and 5, starting from semi-Fano 3-folds and K3s with non-symplectic
involution, respectively. In Sect. 8, we exhibit a number of examples of matchings of those
blocks and compute the topology of the extra-twisted connected sums. In some cases, the
matchings rely on understanding of which K3 surfaces appear in certain families of building
blocks, which is studied in detail in Sect. 4.

Some of the machinery we set up—in particular the discussion of the matching problem
in Sect. 6—works in the same way in a more general setting where one allows to divide by
automorphisms of order greater than 2. This is studied further by Goette and the author in
[14]. However, the topological calculations are less tractable there.
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1 The basics of the construction
1.1 Reducible G-manifolds

For ¢ > 0, let S; denote R/¢7Z, and u its coordinate (with period ¢ ); the parameter ¢ affects
the geometric meaning of the coordinate expressions for metrics below.

Theorem 1.1 [15, Theorem D] Let Z be a compact Kdihler 3-fold containing a smooth anti-
canonical K3 surface ¥ with trivial normal bundle. Let V := Z\X, and consider it as a
manifold with a cylindrical end of cross-section S {1 X 2. Let I be the complex structure on ¥

induced by Z, and let (o', @’ , wX) be a hyper-Kiihler K3 structure on S such that ” +iwX
is (2,0) with respect to I while [w'] is the restriction of some Kihler class k € H*(Z:R).
For any ¢ > O there is a unique ACyl Calabi-Yau structure (2, w) on 'V, with w € K|y and
asymptotic limit

Weo =dt Ndu+ o,

Qoo 1= (du — idt) A (@ +io®).

(In this metric, the S Cl factor in the cross-section has circumference ¢.)

Given & > 0, define a product G-structure ¢ on SEI x V by
¢ :=dvAw+ReQ,

where v denotes the coordinate on the external circle factor SSI (whose circumference with
respect to the induced metric is £). The asymptotic limit of ¢ is

Doo =dvAdt Adu+dvAe +dune’ +di Aok,
Letting
z=v+iu, (1.2)
we can rewrite the limit as

¢oo = Re (dzA(a)l —iwj)) +dt A (a)K - %dz/\dZ). (1.3)

Note that ¢ and £ are the side lengths of the rectangular 72 factor in the cross-section of
SEl x V.If 8,, 8, € R is the orthonormal frame dual to du, dv, then we can think of £ 9, and

£9, as the generators of the lattice defining the T'2. Let ¢*° be the G-structure obtained by
setting { = & = 1, as we do in the ordinary twisted connected sum construction; then, the
T2 factor is simply the quotient of C by the unit square lattice as illustrated in Fig. 1. (Note
that real axis <> u = 0 <> external circle factor.)

Suppose now that there is a holomorphic involution T on Z such that ¥ is a component of
the fixed set; cf. Definition 2.7. Then, the restriction of t to V' is asymptotic to the involution
axIdonS! x =, wherea : §! — S! denotes the antipodal map v > v + %;’. If we choose
the Kihler class k in Theorem 1.1 to be t-invariant, then so is the resulting Calabi—Yau
structure (€2, ). The product G»-structures above then descend to ones on the quotient

Sg XV = ngV/axr.
The cross-section is T2 x ¥ for T2 := S%.1 X S; /a x a. Note that this 72 is still a flat 2-torus,

but not a metric product of circles unless £ = ¢. Let 9*!, "% and ¢"! be the G;-structures on

@ Springer



Annals of Global Analysis and Geometry (2023) 64:2 Page50f80 2
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SSI XV corresponding to (¢, §) = (ﬁ, ﬁ), (xf3, 1)and (1, «/§), respectively. As illustrated

in Fig. 1, the T2 factor in the cross-section is a unit square torus with respect to ¢*!, and a
hexagonal torus with side length 1 with respect to "0 and ¢"!.

1.2 Gluing

Let (M4, ¢4+) and (M_, ¢_) be a pair of reducible ACyl G,-manifolds, such that either
each is of the form (SEl x V, (pSO) or (SEl XV, go“), or each is of the form (Sél XV, (pho) or

(SSl X V, @) above. We strive to treat the cases as uniformly as possible and may use the

shorthand ¢ for symbols a € {s, h} and b € {0, 1}. Let (w}, w], »X) be the corresponding
hyper-Kihler structures and define z4 by (1.2). A
Let ¢ € R such that the isometry C — C, z4 > z_ := ¢/”Z, descends to an isometry

t: 72— 712 (1.4)

of the torus factors in the cross-sections of M, and M_. The condition that t is well-defined
on the quotient is equivalent to

km .

> ifa=s, 15
U = .

k

?’T ifa=h,

for some k € %Z with k = 23~ mod Z. We call ¢ the gluing angle of t.

Letr: X4, — X_ be a diffeomorphism, and

Fi=(-ldp) xtx1: RxT?x % — RxT?xX_. (1.6)
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From (1.3), we see that (1.6) is an isomorphism of the asymptotic limits of ¢ if and only if

* K _ K
Tw_ = CL)+

, 1.7
™! +io’) =" (ol —iw]).

Definition 1.8 Call v : X, — X_ a ©-hyper-Kihler rozation if (1.7) holds.

We consider the problem of finding such hyper-Kéhler rotations in Sect. 6. The special case of
a % -hyper-Kihler rotation coincides with the notion of a hyper-Kahler rotation from previous
work on twisted connected sums, e.g. [2, Definition 3.10].

In these terms, suppose we can find a pair of reducible ACyl G,-manifolds (M4, ¢+) of
the above form, with asymptotic cross-sections 77 x . Suppose further we can find an
isometry t : T_ﬁ — T2 as in (1.4), and a ®-hyper-Kshler rotation v : £ — _ for ¢ the
gluing angle of t.

Theorem 1.9 For £ > 0, let ML[£] be the truncation of M+ att = £, and form a closed
7-manifold M by gluing M_[£] to M_[£] along their boundaries by the diffeomorphism
txr: T_% X ¥4 — T2 x S_. Patch ¢, and ¢_ to a closed Go-structure g on M such
that | @m.e) — Mol = O(e%Y) by using a cut-off function. Then, there exists a unique
torsion-free G-structure ¢ in the cohomology class of @ such that ||¢ — @|| = O (e~%¢).

Proof Analogous to [1, Theorem 5.34]. ]

Construction 1.10 We call the 7-manifold M from Theorem 1.9 a ¥ -twisted connected sum.

When ¢ = s and by = b_ = 0, setting ¥ = % recovers the usual notion of a twisted

connected sum (and ¥ € w7Z gives an “untwisted” connected sum, with b1 (M) = 1 and
holonomy not all of G»).

1.3 Angles

Before we enumerate the possible combinations of (a, by, b_, 1) that make it possible to
match ¢?+ to ¢?~ with a torus matching t with gluing angle 9, let us discuss briefly the
geometric meaning of ©. We can think of ¥ as the angle in T2 between the external circle
factors in M4 and M_, but that leaves an ambiguity of sign and complementary angles.
However, because the definition of the G,-structures involves an orientation of the external
circle factors the direction of the tangent vectors d,, and d,_ have some meaning, and the
angle between them is | € (0, 7). The sign can be described in terms of the complex
structure on the cross-section induced by the Ga-structure on M (vector multiplication by
d;); because the T2 factor is a complex curve, it makes sense to consider the oriented angle
from 0,, t0 0,_.

If we swap the roles of M, and M_, then the complex structure on the cross-section is
conjugated, so even though 9, and 9,_ are swapped the oriented angle ¥ is unchanged.
More formally, note that if r : £, — ¥_ is a 9-hyper-Kihler rotation, then so is r~!. Let
(M’, ¢) be the corresponding #-twisted connected sum of M_ and M. Then, there is a
tautological (oriented) diffeomorphism M — M’, and that pulls back ¢’ to ¢.

Here is another symmetry to bear in mind. We obtained the product G;-structures ¢4 on
M from ACyl Calabi—Yau structures (€21, w+) on V.. Phase rotation by 7 gives an equally
good Calabi—Yau structure (—Q2+, w4 ), and another product G;-structure ¢/, . The asymp-
totic limit of ¢/, is encoded by the hyper-Kihler structure (a)li, —wi, —wi ). Inspecting
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Fig.2 Right-angle matching Oy, =0y

(1.7) we see that a ¥-hyper-Kéhler rotation for ¢ and ¢_ is the same thing as a (—9)-
hyper-Kéhler rotation for ¢/, and ¢’ . Let (M’, ¢’) be the resulting (—¥)-twisted connected
sum. Now (v4, x) +— (—v4+, x) defines an orientation-reversing diffeomorphism of My,
pulling back ¢/, to —¢.. These match up to define an orientation-reversing diffeomorphism
M — M’ that pulls back ¢’ to —¢.

Taking these symmetries into account, any extra-twisted connected sum will be isomorphic
toonethathasb; > b_and?¥ € (0, ), and uses exactly the same (unordered) pair of building
blocks.

In listing the possibilities, we therefore restrict our attention to such cases. We find below
that there is essentially a single interesting type of ¥ -twisted connected sum for each

rrrrzm izl (111)
6 4 3 2 3 4 6

Remark 1.12 Finally, one can also argue that every ¥ -twisted connected sum is diffeomorphic
to some ¥ +m-twisted connected sum. Let V| be V. with the orientation reversed, equipped
with the ACyl Calabi—Yau structure (24, —wy). Then, a ©-hyper-Kéhler rotation for M
and M_ is also a ¥ +m-hyper-Kihler rotation for M/, and M_. The orientation-preserving
diffeomorphism Ssl+ x Vi — Ssl+ x VL, (vy, x) — (—vy, x) descendsto My — M/, and
pulls back ¢/, to ¢, It patches up with the identity map on M_ to define an isomorphism
from M to the ¥+ -twisted connected sum of M/, and M_.

Combined with the symmetries discussed above, this means that any extra-twisted con-
nected sum is isometric to some extra-twisted connected sum with ¢ € (0, %], but not
necessarily using the same (in an oriented sense) ACyl Calabi—Yau manifolds.

Now we list and describe the possible combinations of (a, b4, b_, ¥) (equivalently the dif-
ferent kinds of torus isometries t). In each case we illustrate the action on the 7' factor with
a figure that shows the lattice corresponding to the two identified tori. The figure includes
arrows indicating the “external” and “internal” circle factors on each side, e.g. the orthogonal
arrows ¢4 0,, and &, 3, indicate the overlattice (of index 2 if it is not the whole lattice)
corresponding to the metric product S {1+ X S§1+ that appears as the asymptotic cross-section

in Vi x S§+. The gluing angle can be seen as the angle between the arrows £,.0,, and §_9,_
corresponding to the two external circle factors.

e Square,b; =b_=0,0 = %

As already explained, this corresponds to the usual twisted connected sums. ¥ = —7 is

the same up to orientation. See Fig. 2.

T 3
S ,by=1,b_=0,9=— or —.
e Square, by 2 or )

See Fig.3. The figures also help us understand the fundamental group. Note that /29, N
and 9, generate 71 T'2. On the other hand, we can picture 7r; M as the projection of the
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Fig.3 Square matching

. \/iaqu . . \/iaqu .
Oy_
N Oy Ou_
V20,, V20,,
Ou_
s 3T

Fig.4 Symmetric hexagonal
matching

Fig.5 Asymmetric hexagonal
matching

lattice onto the line spanned by d,, (this uses that V4 is simply connected, which is a
consequence of our definition of what it means for Z4 to be a building block, ¢f. Lemma
2.4(1)). Thus, we see that V20, . is in the kernel of the push-forward to 71 M, while
its image in r; M_ is a generator. Similarly, d,_ is in the kernel of the push-forward to
i M_, while its image in 71 My is a generator. Van Kampen implies that the resulting

extra-twisted connected sums are simply connected.

T 21
e Hexagonal, by =b_=1,9 = 3 or S

See Fig. 4. The resulting extra-twisted connected sums are simply connected by the same
reasoning as in the previous case.

T 5w
e Hexagonal,by =1,b_=0,9 = — or —.

See Fig. 5. Once more, the resulting extra-twisted connected sums are simply connected.

The remaining possibilities do not give simply connected extra-twisted connected sums and
are in fact quotients of twisted connected sums of the types above. By a “-twisted connected
sum” for ¥ as in (1.11), we will therefore usually mean one of the types above.
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Fig.6 Square matching with
fundamental group Z/2 \@aw:\/ﬁav,

V30, V20, . . Vi,
. . =V30,_
L] L] L]
L] L] L] ° °
™ ™
) = — ) = —
Y73 Y73
Fig.7 Hexagonal matching with
fundamental group Z/3 . V30,0

e Square,by =b_=1,9 = %
The lattice in Fig. 6 has index 2 in the direct sum of the projections onto the 9, axes,
so the fundamental group of the extra-twisted connected sum M is Z,. The universal
cover is the ordinary twisted connected sum M of § }5 x V4 and S\lﬁ x V_ (where
My = ijzx Vi /axt4): the involutions a x 74+ patch up to an involution on M with
quotient M.

e Hexagonal, by = 1,b_ =0, = %
See Fig.6. Clearly this configuration is essentially the same as the previous one, up to
some squashing of the 72 factor.

b3 2
e Hexagonal, by =b_ =0,0 = 3 or ES
See Fig.7. Using {0, , d,_} as a basis for 7 T2, and %avi as generators for 71 M4, the

push-forward 7r; T2 — 71 M4 x 1 M— is represented by ( ﬁl j;] ) Since the determinant

is 3, we find ;M = Z3. B

Up to scale, the universal cover of M is a ¥-twisted connected sum M of the form above,
i.e. with by = b_ = 1. Note that My = S\l/ngi /axt4 has an innocuous order 3
automorphism p4 : (V4, X) — (vi—i—ﬁ, x). The quotient M4 /p+ is diffeomorphic to
M, but the covering map pulls back product G;-structures of the form gail to ones of
the form ¢” (up to a scale factor +/3). The automorphisms p patch up to an order 3
automorphism of the ¥-twisted connected sum M, whose quotient is M.
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2 Building blocks

In Sect. 1, we started off by using Theorem 1.1 to produce ACyl Calabi—Yau 3-folds V from
closed Kihler 3-folds Z. We now discuss how the topology of the ACyl Calabi—Yau 3-folds
is related to the topology of these building blocks, especially in the presence of an involution.
Further we discuss the second Chern class of the blocks, and the moduli space of K3s that
appear as anticanonical divisors in the blocks, as these will also prove relevant for finding
matchings and computing the topology of the resulting extra-twisted connected sums.

2.1 Ordinary building blocks

We begin by reviewing the results from [7, Section 5] in the absence of an involution. Like
there, we incorporate into our notion of building block some conditions beyond those needed
to apply Theorem 1.1, in order to simplify the topological calculations later.

Definition 2.1 A building block is a nonsingular algebraic 3-fold Z together with a projective
morphism f: Z — P! satisfying the following assumptions:

(i) the anticanonical class —Kz € H%(Z) is primitive.
(ii)) ¥ = f*(o0) is a nonsingular K3 surface and ¥ ~ — K.

Identify H*(X) with the K3 lattice L (i.e. choose a marking for X), and let N denote the
image of H>(Z) — H?*(X).

(iii) The inclusion N < L is primitive, that is, L/N is torsion-free.

(iv) The group H 3(Z)—and thus also H*(Z)—is torsion-free.

Lemma 2.2 ([7, Lemma 5-2], [2, Lemma 3.6]) If Z is a building block then

(1) m(Z) = (0). In particular, H*(Z) and H.(Z) are torsion-free.

(i) H*9(Z) =0, so N C Pic =.

We regard N as a lattice with the quadratic form inherited from L. In examples, N is
almost never unimodular, so the natural inclusion N < N* is not an isomorphism. We
write

T=Nt={eLl(i,n)=0VneN}.

(T stands for “transcendental”; in examples, N and 7 are the Picard and transcendental
lattices of a lattice polarised K3 surface.) Using N primitive and L unimodular, we find
L/T ~ N*.
Let V = Z \ X. Since the normal bundle of ¥ in Z is trivial, there is an inclusion
t 1 ¥ < V whose homotopy class does not depend on any choices. We let
p =15 H2(V) — L the natural restriction map, and K = ker(p). 2.3)
It follows from (ii) of the following lemma that the image of p equals N.

Lemma2.4 [7, Lemma 5-3] Let f: Z — P! be a building block. Then:
(i) (V) = (0) and H'(V) = (0);
(i) the class [Z] € H*(Z) fits in a split exact sequence

0) - 7 2L H2(2) > H2(V) - (0),

hence H*(Z) ~ Z[X] ® H2(V), and the restriction homomorphism H*(Z) — L
factors through p: H*(V) — L;
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(iii) there is a split exact sequence
(0) > H*(Z) > H}(V) > T — (0),
hence H3(V) ~ H3(Z) ® T;
(iv) there is a split exact sequence
(0) > N* - H*Z) - H*(V) — (0),
hence H*(Z) ~ H*(V) @ N*;
(v) H3(V) = (0).

We can also use the triviality of the normal bundle of ¥ in Z to get a natural inclusion
xS :1 C V up to homotopy. Since we have not introduced any metric yet the notation S§1
does not carry much meaning beyond serving to distinguish this “internal” circle factor from
the “external” one that will soon be introduced. Letu € H'(S {1) denote the integral generator

(u= ;‘1 [du] in terms of the coordinate u on Scl).

Lemma 2.5 [7, Corollary 5-4] Let f: Z — P! be a building block. The natural restriction
homomorphisms:

B": H" (V) - H™(Z x §}) = H"(Z) ®uH" "' (%)
are computed as follows:
() B' =0;
(i1) ﬂ2: H2(V) > HZ(EXSCI) = HZ(Z)ispreciselythehomomorphism,0: H*(V) > L;
(i) B3: H3(V) - H3(Z x S;) = uH?(X) is the composition of the maps H>(V) —
T — L;

(iv) the natural surjective restriction homomorphism H HZ)—> H* ) =7 factors through
B4 H*(V) » H*(T x Sgl) = HX(X) = Z, and there is a split exact sequence:

0) > K* —> H*(V) R H*(Z) — (0).

When we use M := SEl x V in a gluing construction for a twisted connected sum,
computing the cohomology of the result by Mayer—Vietoris requires understanding of the
boundary maps from cohomology of M to its cross-section W := Sg1 x S {1 x X. These are

trivial to write down in terms of the maps in Lemma 2.5. Letting v € H' (Sgl) denote the
generator &~ [dv] of the “external” circle factor, we can write

H™(M)=H"(V)®vH" (V)
H"(W) = H"(2)®uH" () ®vH" " (2) ® uvH" ().

Corollary 2.6 The homomorphisms y™: H™(M) — H™(W) are computed as follows:

(i) H'(M) =vH(V),
H' (W) =vHY(Z) @ uH(®), and

1
y!= (0) HO(V) — HY(Z) @ HO()
is the natural isomorphism.
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(i) H*(M) = H*(V),
H3*(W) = HX(Z) @ uwvH" () = L ® Z[=), and

v = <8> CH2(V) - L@ Z[%].

(ili) H3(M) = H3(V) @ vH2(V),
H3 (W) =uH%(Z) @ vH%(Z), and

5 (B0 CHAVY @ HA(V L&l

(iv) H*(M) = H*(V) @ vH3(V),
HYW) = H*Z)®uvH3(Z) = HYX)® L, and

4 B* 0 4 3 4
y =<0 ﬁ3>:H (V)® H3(V) - H*) @ L.

2.2 Building blocks with involution

Next we consider involutions of the type required in Sect. 1.1. Suppose (Z, f, ¥) is abuilding
block in the sense of Definition 2.1, and that t : Z — Z is a holomorphic involution such
that X is a connected component of the fixed set of 7. Because f o7 : Z — P! is a fibration
with f*(0co) = X, it must be equal to f. Thus, T covers an involution of P!, and WLOG that
is (z : w) > (z : —w). Thus, there is precisely one other fibre " := f*(0) mapped to itself
by .

Definition 2.7 Call (Z, f, X, t) a building block with involution, or more briefly an involu-
tion block, it (Z, f, X¥) is a building block and 7 : Z — Z is a holomorphic involution such
that X is a connected component of the fixed set of 7, and the other fixed fibre X’ is smooth
too.

As before, let V := Z \ X. Let b;t(Z) and ng(V) denote the rank of the £1-eigenlattice
of the action of T on H3(Z) and H3(V), respectively,

bE(Z) =1k H*(Z2)*", by (V) :=1k H (V)*"

(which will not be confused with (anti-)self-dual parts since the degree is odd). Further, since
the quotient by the sum of the invariant and anti-invariant subspaces is a 2-elementary group,
we can let

H3V)
(V)T @ H3(V)~ ™

s 1= dimg, I7E

(To see what s represents, it may be helpful to think about two different reflections on Z?:
(x,y) = (—x, y)has s = 0, while (x, y) + (y,x) hass = 1.)
We call the involution block pleasant if K = 0, i.e. the restriction map

H*(V) — H*(Z) (2.8)
is injective, and

s = by (V). 2.9)
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When we describe examples of blocks with involution, the data we specify that relates to
the involution is b3+ (Z) and whether the block is pleasant. Since H SWVHYZHNZ)S®T, so
that H3 (V)T = H3(Z)" @ T over Q we can then recover

by (V) =b3(Z)+22 -1k N. (2.10)

We will see in Sect. 7 that the conditions (2.8) and (2.9) make it much easier to grasp the
cohomology of the extra-twisted connected sums, and in Sects. 3 and 5 that the involution
blocks we can most readily write down do in fact satisfy this pleasantness condition.

Clearly H 3(v) c %H 3y e %H 3(V)~T. The projections onto the components induce
injective maps H3(V)/H3(V)* @ H*(V)™" — (5H3(V)®7) /H3(V)*, s0

s < min(b3 (V), b3 (V). (2.11)

Alternatively, s can be described as the dimension of the image of Id + t* : H 3(V; Zo) —
H3(V:Z),and 2.11) as a consequence of the fact that Id + t* is 0 on H3(V)* ® Z,.

Note that it is not generally the case that H3(V)? = H3(Z)™ @ T over Z. In particular, s
need not equal the Z, rank of H3(Z)/(H?(Z)* @ H3(Z)™7).

Remark 2.12 The condition that the second fixed fibre £’ is smooth is not crucial to the
construction, but simplifies topological calculations. Since Z has a unique (up to scale)
holomorphic 3-form with pole along X, that must be preserved by 7. The action of 7 on ¥’
must therefore be by a non-symplectic involution in the sense described in Sect. 5.1.

Other fibres of f, in particular ¥, need not admit a non-symplectic involution (see Exam-
ple 3.24).

The fixed set of 7 in ¥’ is a smooth holomorphic curve C. The quotients Z° := Z /7 and
V0 := v/t = Z°\ X have orbifold singularities along the image of C. On the other hand,
according to the theory of non-symplectic involutions summarised in Sect. 5.1, Y := X'/t
is a smooth (in fact rational) surface; ¥’ — Y is a double cover branched over C, and
C € |-2Ky]. In particular, because C is even in H>(Y), the image of the restriction map
H%(Z°: Z,) — H?*(C; Z,) is contained in the kernel of the integration map H?*(C;7) —
Zy. Thus, if we let

m = 1k(H*(2°; Zy) — H*(C; 7)),

k := #(connected components of C) — 1
then m < k.
Lemma2.13 If K = 0 then
by (V) — s = dimg, LH*(Z%) + k — m.

In particular, an involution block is pleasant if and only if K = 0, H3(Z°) is torsion-free
andm = k.

Proof Note that b (V) = b3(V?). If K = 0, then T acts trivially on H*(V) = Z, so
by(VY) = 1.
By Lee—Weintraub [16, Theorem 1] there exists a long exact sequence

HE VO Z0) s HE(V: Z0) & HY(VO, C: Z,) 25 H* L (v0: 7). (2.14)

where [ is fibre-wise integration, and the connecting map H k (VO, C;Zy) > H k+1 (VO; Zy)
is the cup product with w; € H'(V?\ C; Z») of the double cover. (If C were empty, this

@ Springer



2 Page 14 0f 80 Annals of Global Analysis and Geometry (2023) 64:2

would just be the Gysin sequence of the double cover 7 : V — V9 regarded as the unit
$9-bundle in a real line bundle.)

First note H>(V?; Z,) = H>(VY, C; Z,) = H{(VO\C, S! x %;Z,) is isomorphic to
the cokernel of the push-forward H (S L'y 2.7 > H; (VO\C ; Z) of the inclusion of the
Sl x ¥ as the boundary of VO, Since 71 (S! x =) — 7 (VO\C) is surjective, we find that
H3(VY; Zy) is trivial.

Now, since b4(VO) = 1, the universal coefficients theorem implies that the rank of
H*(V°, Z,) = H*VY, C;Z,) is one more than that of T, H*(V?). By the exactness of
(2.14), we must have that in fact T H*(V?) = 0, and Iy : H*(V; Zy) — H*(V°, C; Zy) is
an isomorphism.

We proceed to argue that the composition of /3 with the push-forward p : H3(V°, C; Z,) —
H3 (VY Z,) is surjective. Since p is surjective, it suffices to prove that Uw; maps ker p
onto H*(VY; Z,). Equivalently, we need the composition of the snake map H 2(C: Zy) —
H 3(V0, C; Z») with Uw; to be non-trivial. The further composition with the restriction
H*(V°; Z,) - H*(Y; Z,) must in fact be non-trivial because the snake map H2(C: 7)) —
H3(Y, C; Z>) and w; both are. Hence, p o I3 is surjective as claimed.

Because 7% o po I =1Id + t*, it follows that H3(VY; Z») has the same image under 7 *
as under Id + 7*. Hence, s = rk 7™ = dim ker /3. The dimension of H3(V0, C; Zp) can be
expressed as bs(VOY+k+1-—m)+ dimg, T, H3(Z%), so

by (V) —s = (b3(V) — b3 (V")) — (b3(V) — dimz, H*(V°, C; Zo) + 1)

=k —m +dimg, Ty H>(Z°)

as desired. In particular, b3 (V) = s if and only if equality holds in k > m and T, H3(Z") is
trivial. The latter condition is equivalent to H3(Z") being torsion-free, since H>(Z) being
torsion-free implies that the only possible torsion in H3(Z°) is 2-torsion. O

Remark 2.15 In this paper, we will only apply Lemma 2.13 in cases where C is connected,
so the condition m = k is automatically satisfied (both are 0). As a consequence of this, the
polarising lattice N of the resulting building blocks with involution will always be completely
even, in the sense that the product of any two elements is even; this is because N embeds
into the sublattice of H2(X’) that is fixed by the non-symplectic involution, which is totally
even when the fixed locus C is connected (see Lemma 5.1).

From now on, we assume (2.8). This implies in particular that T acts trivially on H vy =
N and H*(V) = H*(Z) = Z, so V? has the same Betti numbers as V except in the middle
degree. Since 7w : V — V9 is a double cover branched over C, we find

x (V) =2x(V%) — x(O),
from which we deduce
b3(V) =2b3(V%) =2 — p + x(C).
Similarly,
x(2) = 2x(Z%) — x(C) — x (%)
implies (using x (Z) =4 + 2p — b3(Z) etc) that

b3(Z) = 2b5 (Z°) +20 — 2p — x(C). (2.16)
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Now let
M = Sé xV /axr.

The rational cohomology of M is simply the r-invariant part of H *(SEl x V). We see from
Lemma 2.4 and our description of t* that

bi(M) =0 by (M) = b2(V) b3 (M) = ba(V) + b3 (V)
ba(M) = b3 (V) +1 bs(M) =1 bs(M) =0

We can also readily compute the integral cohomology of M from the Mayer—Vietoris
sequence

oo BN > HY M) — HRY V) S HE (V) > - 2.17)

Lemma2.18 (i) Z > H'(M)

(i) HX(M) > H*(V)=N

(iii) 0 > HX(V) —> H3(M) —» H3*(V)" > 0

(iv) 0 - H3(V)/(1d — t*)H3>(V) »> H*M) > Z — 0
V) Z > H3(M)

(vi) Ho(M) =0

Note that the only torsion in H*(M) is

Tor H'(M) = HY(V)"/(1d— ) H3 V) = 25V,

thus H*(M) is torsion-free when the involution block Z is pleasant.

We also need to understand the restriction map to the cross-section of the cylindrical
end, H*(M) — H*(T? x ¥), where T? := ngS;/a X a. In particular, we need to
describe the image. Over Q, the image is the same as for the maps in Corollary 2.6, e.g.
H3(M; Q) — H*(T? x £; Q) has image VN @ uT, but working with integer coefficients
is more complicated.

Notation 2.19 Here we are abuse notation slightly and denote classes in H*(T?) by their
pull-backs to H* (Sél X S{1 ); thus, 2v and 2u € HY(T?) are primitive classes, but they generate

a subgroup of index 2, and H*(T?) is generated by 2vu.

Lemma220 (i) H2(M) - H*(T? x ¥) isan isomorphism onto N.
(i) H3(M) — H3(T? x ¥) has image contained in

13:={vn+ut: neN,teT,n+t=0 mod2L}.

If s = by (V), then equality holds.
(iii) H*(M) — H*(T? x %) has image 2vaT & H*(%).

Proof First part is obvious because H2(M) — HZ?(V) is an isomorphism. Last part is
obvious because the Mayer—Vietoris boundary map in the computation of H*(T2 x ) maps
HY(S} x £) = H*I(T? x £) by x > 2vx.

I3 is precisely the set of integral classes in the rational image

VN @ uT C H3 (T? x =;Q),
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so the image of H3(M) is a finite index subgroup of 7. The long exact sequence of coho-
mology of M relative to T2 x = gives 13/Im H3 (M) — prt(M) = H3(M). Thus
I3/Im H3(M) < Tor H3(M) = Tor H*(M), which is trivial if s = b (V). o

2.3 The second Chern class

When we compute characteristic classes of extra-twisted connected sums in Sect. 7.2, it will
prove convenient to present the second Chern class of a building block with K = 0 in the
following form:

c2(Z) = g(c2(2)) + 24h, 2.21)

for some &,(Z) € N* and h € H*(Z) such that the restriction of & to ¥ is the positive
generator of H*(Z), where g: N* > H*(Z) is dual to the restriction H%(Z) — N C
H?(X). Alternatively, we can describe g as follows: for ¢ € N* and any preimage x of ¢
under the duality map b : H 2(¥) — N* (which is surjective since H 2(%) is unimodular),

g(c) = ixd(ux),

where 9 : H3 (Scl X X) — Hc“p,(V) is the snake map in the long exact sequence of the
cohomology of V relative to its boundary, and i : Hfm(V) — H*(Z) is the push-forward
of the inclusion V — Z.

For a building block with K = 0, Lemma 2.4(iv) and 2.5(iv) give exactness of

0— N* % H*Z) — H*Z) — 0.

Since the image of c2(Z) in H (D) is x (X) = 24 times the generator, c;(Z) can then always
be written in the form (2.21). This presentation is not unique, but we will make convenient
choices for ¢2(Z) and h for each class of building blocks. (If K # 0, then we cannot
in general write ¢;(Z) in the form (2.21) and would need to make some further arbitrary
choices to capture the components in a direct summand isomorphic to K*.)

In the case of a building block Z with involution t, we describe the second Chern class in
the same way, but in addition require the class & to be t*-invariant. In the examples we care
about, we can in fact do more: we can essentially pick /4 to be represented by a t-invariant
integral cochain.

Let us discuss more generally how to measure the failure of a T-invariant class h € H*(Z)
to be represented by a t-invariant cochain. For any chain representative «, we can write
o — t*a = d B for some 3-cochain 8. Then, 8 + t*8 is closed, and the resulting class

B(h) :=[B+ t*B) € H*(Z) (2.22)
depends on the choices only modulo the image of Id + t* on H3(Z).

We can relate this to the cohomology of H 4(551 X Z). By the Mayer—Vietoris sequence
analogous to (2.17), h € H*(Z) has a pre-image h € H4(S§1 X Z), and such a pre-image can
be pulled back by 7 : S! x & — Sél X Z.The H*(Z) component of 7*h € H*(S! x ¥) =
HYZ)® H3(2)is just A itself, while the H 3 (Z)-component depends on the choice of h. By
the Mayer—Vietoris sequence, the kernel of H 4(551 X Z) — H*(Z) is the image of the snake
map 8 : H3(Z) —> H4(S§1 X Z), whose composition with 7* equals Id + 7* : H3(Z) —>
H3(Z) ¢ H*(S! x Z). Thus, the H3(Z)-comp0nent of T*h depends on the choice of i up
to the image of Id 4+ 7*, and in fact it equals B (h).
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Ifgmark2.23 Forany h = [a] € H 4(Z), the t-invariant cochain « + t*« defines a class in
2h e H 4(551 X Z). This depends only on % (and since we assume H 4(Z) is torsion-free, in

fact only on 2#), and is a pre-image of 2h such that *2h € H*(S! x £) has no H3(Z)-
component (but if H“(SE1 X Z) has 2-torsion, then it is not the unique such pre-image).

However, even if / is T-invariant, 2/ need not be even in H 4(SS1 X Z). Its parity is given by
dB(h).

The fact that ¥ C Z is fixed by 7 allows us to define a refinement of B(h) supported
away from X, which will also play a role in Sect. 7.2. We can always choose a cochain
representative o of & to be t-invariant in a neighbourhood of X. Thus, @ — t*«, which is
exact on Z, has compact support in V. Because Hc“pt(V) < H*(Z) (since H3(T) = 0), we
can write « — t*a = d B for a compactly supported cochain 8 on V, and consider

B(hy=[p+1"Bl e H},, (V). (2.24)

This is again defined up to the image of Id 4+ t* on Hfm (V), and we can again relate it to the
mapping torus. For a pre-image /1 € H 4(S§ X Z) of h, we can pick a cochain representative

@ that near S' x X is a pull-back of a cochain on ¥. If we pick a cochain representative o of i
that near X is a pull-back of that same cochain on ¥, then the difference of the pull-backs of
@and  to S' x ¥ has compact support in S' x V. The ngt(V) component of the resulting
class in HC“p,(S1 x V) corresponds to §(h).

If a r-invariant class & has a t-invariant cochain representative, then certainly B(h) =
B (h) = 0. For our examples of involution blocks, we will not be able to argue that we can
choose a pre-image & € H*(Z) of the generator of H*(X) to have a t-invariant cochain
representative, but we will be able to pick it to be the Poincaré dual of a submanifold that is
preserved by 1.

Lemma 2.25 Suppose h = PD(C) fgr a t-invariant submanifold C C X. Then, B(h) = 0.
If C is transverse to X then also B(h) = 0.

Proof The pre-image of C in SS1 X Z is simply S' x C. As a pre-image of & in H4(S§1 X Z),
we can take i = PD(S' x C). Then, certainly the pull-back of i to S' x Z has no H3(Z)
component, so B(h) = 0.

For the last claim, take a t-invariant tubular neighbourhood U C Z of C, pick a cochain
representative @ of the above h with support in SEl X U, and a cochain representative o of
supported in U. Because C is transverse to X, we can in addition take both cochains to be
pull-backs of the same representative of P D(C N ¥) near X, so that the difference o’ of the
pull-backs to S' x Z is supported in S' x (U N V). Since the image of [o'] in H1,, (S x U)
is clearly zero and prt(S] x(UNV)) — prt(U) is injective, it follows that [a'] = 0, and
in particular the pr,(Z)—component B (h) of its image in pr,(S 1'% Z) vanishes. ]

2.4 Moduli of lattice-polarised K3s

The final property of building blocks that we will wish to study concerns the relation to
moduli spaces of K3s. Because a K3 surface X is simply connected, its Picard group Pic X
is isomorphic to H2(Z;Z) N H'!(X; C). The Picard lattice is Pic & equipped with the
restriction of the intersection form of H2(X; Z).

Fix a non-singular lattice L of signature (3, 19). A marking of a K3 surface X is an
isomorphism & : H 2(Z; 7Z) — L. The Picard lattice of a marked K3 is thus identified
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with a (primitive) sublattice of L. Meanwhile, the period of the marked K3 is the image
in P(Lc) of the 1-dimensional subspace H29(Z;C) c H2(Z;C). It lies in the subset
{IT € P(Lc) : 12 = 0, TITI > O}. By the Torelli theorem, the moduli space of marked K3s
is (modulo some niceties about the choice of polarisations that do not concern us) isomorphic
to an open subset of this period domain.

Crucially, the K3 surfaces X that appear in a building block Z always belong to a more
restricted moduli space. According to Lemma 2.2(ii), the Picard lattice of ¥ must contain
the polarising lattice N of Z. Therefore the period IT of the marked K3 must be orthogonal
to N. In this situation we say that X is “N-polarised”.

Equivalently, we can think of the period as the positive definite 2-plane I1 C Lk spanned
by the images of real and imaginary parts of H>9(%; C).If ¥ is N-polarised, then IT belongs
to the Griffiths domain

Dy := { positive-definite 2-planes I1 € Gr(2, N J‘)}. (2.26)

A principle that is valid for all building blocks we consider in this paper is that they come
in families, such that a generic N-polarised K3 appears as an anticanonical divisor in some
element of the family, and moreover, we have some control on the size of the ample cone
(see Proposition 3.7). In Sect. 6 we find on the one hand that this genericity property is
often enough for producing matchings between some elements of a pair of families. On the
other hand, we find also that in some cases one needs to know that even generic elements
of a more restricted moduli space of K3s (with a larger polarising lattice A D N) appear as
anticanonical divisors. We capture these conditions in the following definition.

Definition 2.27 Let N C L be a primitive sublattice, A C L a primitive overlattice of N,
and Amp > an open subcone of the positive cone in Ng. We say that a family of building
blocks Z with polarising lattice N is (A, Amp z)-generic if there is a subset Uz of the
Griffiths domain D, with complement a countable union of complex analytic submanifolds
of positive codimension with the property that: for any I1 € Uz and k € Amp 3 there is a
building block (Z, ¥) € Z and a marking  : L — H2(X; Z) such that h(I1) = HZ0(),
and A (k) is the image of the restriction to X of a Kihler class on Z.

2.5 Presentation of data

To finish the section, let us summarise what we consider to be the key pieces of data of a
building block, which will be sufficient to compute the topological invariants of the resulting
extra-twisted connected sums that we are interested in.

e The kernel K of H2(V) — H?(X) and (for involution blocks) whether the block is
pleasant,

e b3(Z) and—in the case of blocks with involution—b;r (2),

o the form on the polarising lattice N,

e an element ¢2(Z) € N™* encoding information about ¢>(Z) as in (2.21), and §(h) €
Hg, (V)

e anopen cone Amp C N such that the family of blocks is (N, Amp)-generic in the sense
of Definition 2.27.

Tables 1, 2 and 3 will include this and some auxiliary data. In fact, all the ordinary blocks
included in the tables will have K = 0, and all the involution blocks will be pleasant, with
B(h) =0.
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Table 1 Rank 1 Fano blocks

r -K; b3(Y) b3(2) N A
4 43 0 66 ) 22
3 3.2 0 56 ©6) 26
2 23 42 52 ?) 16
2 2.2 20 38 “) 20
2 23.3 10 36 (6) 24
2 23.4 4 38 @®) 28
2 2.5 0 42 (10) 32
1 104 108 %)) 26
1 60 66 @) 28
1 40 48 ) 30
1 8 28 38 ®) 32
1 10 20 32 (10) 34
1 12 14 28 12) 36
1 14 10 26 (14) 38
1 16 6 24 (16) 40
1 18 4 24 (18) 42
1 22 0 24 (22) 46

We always use the same basis of N for describing the form on N, ¢2(Z) and Amp. For
all blocks we consider, it turns out to be possible to choose a basis for N that consists of the
edges of Amp, and in the tables we always use such a basis.

Note that this means that the sign of ¢2(Z) is meaningful. Multiplying all elements of
the basis by —1 preserves the intersection form, but reverses the signs of ¢2(Z) and Amp
together. For instance, if N has rank 1, choosing Amp amounts to designating one of the
two generators of N to be positive. Whether ¢, (Z) evaluates to, say, 2 or —2 mod 24 on the
positive generator then has an invariant meaning, and can affect the homeomorphism class
of the extra-twisted connected sums built from the block.

Remark 2.28 If Z is a building block, then so is its complex conjugate Z, i.e. the same smooth
manifold, but with the complex structure J replaced by —J. This reverses the orientation of
Z, but preserves it on X, so the sign of the dual map g : N* — H*(Z) is reversed. At the
same time, the Kihler cone of ¥ is multiplied by —1, so Z and Z are indistinguishable by
our topological data. This is quite reasonable, since in many cases it is clearly possible to
deform Z to a building block with a real structure and hence to its complex conjugate.

3 Building blocks from semi-Fano 3-folds

The main method we use in this paper for producing examples of building blocks is to blow
up Fano 3-folds or semi-Fano 3-folds. Let us briefly recall some terminology. A projective
3-fold Y is weak Fano if the anticanonical bundle —Ky is big and nef, i.e. if the sections
of a sufficiently high power of —Ky define a morphism ¢ of Y to projective space, whose
image X (the anticanonical model) is 3-dimensional. If ¢ is an embedding, then Y is Fano,
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Table 2 Blocks of rank 2 and 3

from Construction 3.2 Ex r _K?’ by(™) b3(2) N ©(2)
3103 1 8 22 32 (33) (2012)
3100 1 16 6 24 (33) (2812)
31017 1 24 2 28 (47) (2226)
3107 1 38 0 40 (23) (1822)
310, 2 256 0 50 (23) (18 18)
3105 2 237 0 58 (4%) (2218)
3.11 2 226 0 50 <g§§> (121212)
3.12 1 2 12 (32) (2232)
3.32 2 42 44 (33) (16 12)
313, 2 23 20 30 (1%) (20 16)
333 2 252 10 28 (&%) (2420)
3134 2 283 4 30 (33) (2824)
33 2 B4 0 34 (10%) (228
3140 2 222 0 18 (29) (20 18)
3143 2 223 0 26 (&%) (24 18)
314y 2 224 0 34 (29) (2818)
3145 2 255 0 42 (108) (3218)
315, 2 23 8 18 (33) (16 12)
315, 2 232 6 24 (43) (2012)
3153 2 233 4 30 $T9) (2412)
315 2 2.4 2 36 3% (28 12)
3155 2 2.5 0 42 (09 (3212)
333 10 6 8 (33) (2824)

i.e. —Ky is ample. In the terminology from [7, Definition 4.11], for ¥ to be semi-Fano means
that the fibres of ¢ have dimension at most 1.

3.1 Ordinary building blocks from Fano 3-folds

Let us first summarise the results from [7] concerning how to construct building blocks
(without involution) from Fano or semi-Fano 3-folds, along with some previously studied
examples of applying this to Fano 3-folds mainly of Picard rank 1 or 2.

Proposition 3.1 [7, Prop 4.24] Let Y be a closed Kiihler 3-fold with an anticanonical pencil
|20 : 21| with smooth base locus C. Let Z be the blow-up of Y along C, and let ¥ C
Z be the proper transform of Xo. Then, the image N of H*(Z) — HZ*(X) equals the
image of H*(Y) — HZ%(Xy), while the kernel of H*(Z) — H?*(X) is isomorphic to 7. &
ker(H2(Y) — HZ2(X)). Further Tor H3(Z) = Tor H3(Y), and the image of the Kiihler cone
of Z in HY1(Z: R) contains the image of the Kiihler cone of Y.

Construction 3.2 Let Y be a closed Kdhler 3-fold such that
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Table 3 Examples of pleasant

involution blocks Ex —x© b3(2) b;_ 2 N ©(2)
3.24 16 38 18 ) 20
325, 2 108 46 (2) 26
325, 4 66 26 ) 28
3255 6 48 18 (6) 30
325, 8 38 14 (8) 32
3255 10 32 12 (10) 34
3265 12 32 14 (2%) (1818)
3265 14 34 16 (4%) (20 18)
327 12 30 14 <§(22)§> (121212)
331 0 104 44 (33) (2624)
328, 2 62 24 (4%) (2826)
3283 4 44 16 (89) (3028)
3.284 6 34 12 (33) (3230)
3285 8 28 10 (109 @
329, 4 24 6 (£9) (2818)
3293 6 26 (&%) (30 18)
3294 8 28 10 (29) (3218)
3295 10 30 12 (199) (3418)
3.304 2 38 12 (3%) (26 12)
330, 4 36 12 (4%) (2812)
3303 6 34 12 8% (3012)
3.304 8 32 12 (33 (3212)
330s 10 30 12 (04 (3412)
5.20 16 96 32 (93) (1212)
52l 18 108 36 (2) 18
521, 16 96 32 (33) (18 12)
5213 14 84 28 @éé) (181212)

(i) H3(Y) torsion-free,
(ii) an anticanonical pencil |Xq : 1| with smooth base locus C, and
(iii) the image N of H2(Y) > H3(Z) is primitive.

Let Z be the blow-up of Y along C, and let ¥ C Z be the proper transform of Xo. Then,
(Z, 2) is a building block, with polarising lattice N, and K = ker H2(Y) > H*(Z)).

Proposition 3.3 IfY is a semi-Fano 3-fold whose anti-canonical ring is generated in degree
1, then conditions (i) and (ii) in Construction 3.2 are satisfied, and K = 0.

Proof See [7, Remark 4.10 and Proposition 5.7]. O

For the anticanonical ring of Y to be generated in degree 1 is equivalent to the anticanonical
model X of Y to have very ample —Kx. The only two classes of Fano 3-folds Y for which
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— Ky fails to be very ample are number 1 in the Mori-Mukai list of rank 2 Fanos, and the
product of P! with a degree 1 del Pezzo surface. The possible singular anticanonical models
X for which —Kx fails to be very ample are listed by Jahnke-Radloff [17, Theorem 1.1].
Meanwhile, all known examples of semi-Fano 3-folds Y have torsion-free H 3(Y ). Thus,
we can justifiably say that Construction 3.2 can be applied to produce a building block from
almost any semi-Fano 3-fold.
Now let us proceed to explain how to obtain the other data listed in Sect. 2.5.

Lemma3.4 [7,Lemma5.6] b3(Z) = b3(Y)+b(C) = b3(Y) = x(C)+2 = b3(Y)— K3 +2.

Lemma 3.5 [7, Proposition 5.11] Let Z be a building block obtained from a closed Kdihler
3-fold Y as in Construction 3.2, and let w : Z — Y denote the blow-up map. Let h € H*(Z)
be the Poincaré dual to a P' fibre of 7, and let m, : H*(Z) — H*(Y), g : N* — H*(Z)
and gy : N* — H*(Y) be the Poincaré dual to n* : H*(Y) — H?(Z) and the restrictions
H*(Z) — N and H*(Y) —> N, respectively. Then c2(Z) = g(c2(Z)) + 24h, for

&(2) = gy ' mea(2).
This description of ¢;(Z) is convenient when coupled with the following claim.

Lemma3.6 [7,(5-13)]Ifw : Z — Y is the blow-up of some closed Kiihler 3-fold Y along a
curve C contained in an anticanonical divisor %, then

m(cAZ) + e1(2)?) = c2(Y) + 1 (V)%

Finally, for the matching problem it is an important principle that our blocks come in
families, such that a generic N-polarised K3 surface appears as an anticanonical divisor in
some element of the family.

Proposition 3.7 [7, Proposition 6-9] Let Y be a semi-Fano 3-fold with Picard lattice N (i.e.
N is the image of H2(Y) > HZ(E)for an anticanonical ¥ C Y ), and let ) be the set of
semi-Fano 3-folds in the deformation type of Y. Then, there is an open cone Ampy, C Nr
such that Y is (N, Amp,,)-generic in the sense of Definition 2.27.

In particular, the set of building blocks produced from Y by Construction 3.2 is also
(N, Ampy,)-generic.

Note, however, that Proposition 3.7 is limited in that it does not tell us what Ampy is. In
the examples we can work it out from the explicit description of the semi-Fanos.

Example 3.8 Table 1 summarises the key data of Fano 3-folds of rank 1 and the resulting
building blocks (cf. [7, Table 1]). Apart from the data highlighted in Sect. 2.5, we include in
the table the index r (i.e. the largest integer such that —Ky = r H for some H € PicY), the
anticanonical degree —K f,, and b3(Y).

b3(Z) is simply obtained from the preceding data by Lemma 3.4. In the rank 1 case, ¢ is
also easily determined as follows: For any Fano, onehas c2(Y)(—Ky) = 24,s0if —Ky =rH
then

3
24-Kj

((Y) +c1(V)HH = (3.9)

So Lemma 3.5 implies that with respect to the basis of H*(Z) dual to H, ¢ is represented by
24—K3
r

the coordinate . The self-intersection of the generator of N (which is not mentioned

K3
in the table) is simply %
Will refer to these examples as 3.8/;.
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We now proceed with a selection of building blocks obtained from Fanos and semi-Fanos
of rank 2 or 3. For later use, we prioritise ones with index 2. We collect in Table 2 the
key data for these blocks highlighted in Sect. 2.5, along with the index r, the anticanonical
degree —K )3, and the Betti number b3(Y) of the (semi-)Fano Y used. (Table 2 also includes
two blocks from Sect. 3.4 that result from applying Construction 3.2 to 3-folds that are not
semi-Fano.)

Example 3.10 Construction 3.2 can be applied to all but the first of the 36 entries in the Mori-
Mukai list of classes of rank 2 Fano 3-folds. We will refer to blocks resulting from the kth
entry as Example 3.10;. The invariants of the resulting blocks can be found in [12, Table 3].
Let us briefly describe those classes that we will make use of later.

k=3 Double cover of P? branched over a quartic, blown up in the pre-image of a line
(which is an elliptic curve).

k =10 Complete intersection of two quadrics in P>, blown up in the intersection of two
hyperplanes.

k =17 Blow-up of a smooth quadric in P* along an elliptic curve of degree 5.

k =27 Blow-up of P? along a twisted cubic.

k=32 A(1,1) divisor in P2 x [P2.

k =35 The blow-up of IP? in a point.

The last two cases (i.e. k = 32 and 35) are the only rank 2 Fanos of index 2.

Example 3.11 The only rank 3 Fano 3-fold of index 2 is ¥ = P! x P! x P!, It has

022
NZ1202],
220

b3(Z) =50and c(Z) = (121212).

3.2 Semi-Fano 3-folds of rank 2

Smooth weak Fano 3-folds must have Picard rank at least 2, and there is a classification
programme for Picard rank exactly 2, see e.g. Jahnke—Peternell [18], Blanc—Lamy [19],
Arap—Cutrone—Marshburn [20], Cutrone—Marshburn [21] and Fukuoka [22]. We will not
explore this fully, but focus on the cases that will prove most relevant later.

As seen in Examples 3.1017 and 3.10,7, rank 2 Fano 3-folds are often obtained by blowing
up curves of small genus and degree in P?. Blanc and Lamy study cases where the degree is
a little larger relative to the genus and produce many semi-Fano 3-folds this way.

Example 3.12 Let Y be the blow-up of P3 in an elliptic curve of degree 7. Then, Y is semi-
Fano—indeed, — Ky is a small contraction according to Blanc-Lamy [19, Table 1]. In the
basis formed by the pull-back of the hyperplane class from P3 and —Ky (which also span
the nef cone), the Picard lattice is
~ (49
N <9 8) .

Compute as above that b3(Y) = 2 and b3(Z) = 12. Since Z can be viewed as the result of
performing two blow-ups, we can apply Lemma 3.6 and (3.9) twice to find ¢2(Z) = (22 32).
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We could produce blocks from 21 further cases in [19, Table 1] in a similar way, but let
us instead restrict attention to the case of rank 2 “semi del Pezzo 3-folds” (i.e. semi-Fanos of
index 2), where Jahnke-Peternell [18] have provided a complete classification.

Example 3.1035 produced a Fano 3-fold of index 2 by blowing up P3 at a point. It is true
more generally that the canonical bundle being even is preserved by blowing up a point, but
the Fano condition is not. However, for 4 of the 5 families of index 2 Fanos the blow-up has
small anticanonical morphism. (The remaining case is considered in Sect. 3.4.)

Example 3.13 For 2 < d < 5, let X’ be a Fano of rank 1, index 2 and degree d as in
Example 3.25,. Blowing up X’ at a generic point p yields a semi-Fano X [18, Theorem 3.7].

H' = n*(—%K x’) clearly spans one edge of the nef cone of X (the corresponding
morphism is just the blow-down X — X’), and X being semi-Fano means that H :=
—%K x = H' — E spans the other (where E is the class of the exceptional divisor). In the
basis H, E the Picard form of X is simply (25’ 92), so with respect to the basis H, H’ for

the nef cone we get
~ (2d 2d
N= (2d 2d — 2) '

We see from (3.9) that ¢2(X) + ¢1(X)? evaluates to 24 + 84 — 8 on —Kx. On the other
hand, since — K x’ can be represented by a divisor that does not contain the blow-up point, [7,
Lemma 5.15] gives (c2(X)+c1 (X)) * (=K x/) = (c2(X)+c1 (X)) (—Kx) = 24—K3, =
24 + 8d. Hence, ¢3(Z) = c2(X) 4+ ¢ (X)2 is represented by (12+4d 8+4d) with respect to the
basis of N* dual to H, H'.

By Jahnke-Peternell [18], the remaining classes of rank 2 weak del Pezzos with small
anticanonical morphism fall into two categories: conic bundles over P2 and quadric bundles
over P!,

Example 3.14 For 2 < d < 5, according to [18, Theorem 3.7] there are degree d weak del
Pezzos with small anticanonical morphism of the form ¥ = P(E), where E — IP? is a rank
2 holomorphic vector bundle with ¢ (E) = —1 and c2(E) =7 —d.

Then, —Ky = det E—2T +3F = 2(—T + F), where F is the pull-back of the hyperplane
class from P2 and 7 is the tautological bundle of P(E). As basis for the Picard lattice, we
take —7T 4 F and F, which also span the nef cone. Note that T2 = ¢|(E)T — c»(E) =
—TF +(d —7)F? and F3 = 0 to find that the Picard lattice is represented with respect to

our chosen basis by
2d 6
v=(29)

Patently b3(Y) = 0,50 b3(Z) = —K; +2 = 8d + 2.
To compute c3(Y), note that T'Y is stably isomorphic to (—7) @ E & F®3. We have
2((-T)® E) = c2(E) — Tc1(E) + T? = 0, so

c2(Y) =3F% +3Fci1(E) + ¢2(E) = —6FT.
Hence,
2 (Y)+c1(Y)? = —6FT +4(—T + F)> = —18FT + (4d — 24)F>.

This evaluates to 18 on F and to 4d + 12 on —T + F, i.e. c2(Z) is represented with respect
to our chosen basis by the row vector (4d+12 18).
We refer to the building blocks arising from these semi del Pezzos as Example 3.14,.
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Example 3.15 Foreach 1 < d < 5,according to[18, Theorem 3.5] there are semi del Pezzo 3-
folds Y of degree d that are divisors in the projectivisation of arank 4 bundle E of ¢c; =2 —d
over PL. The class of the divisor Y is —2T + (4 — d)F, where F is the pull-back of the
hyperplane class of the P! base, and T is the class of the tautological bundle of P(E)—so
the generic fibres of ¥ — P! are quadric surfaces in P>,

The anticanonical class of Y is

—Ky = —Kp1 +det E — 4T — (=2T + (4 — d)F) = —2T.

—T and F form a basis for the Picard lattice. Noting that on P(E) we have F 2 = 0and
T* = T3¢((E) = d — 2, we see that the intersection form is represented in this basis by

~ [2d 4
ve(249).

We compute the Chern classes of Y from the tangent bundle of P(E) being stably isomorphic
to(—T)® E @ F & F and hence find b3(Z) = 12 4+ 6d and ¢>(Z) = (12+4d 12).
We refer to the building blocks arising from these semi del Pezzos as Example 3.15,.

Remark 3.16 In [18, Theorem 3.5], there are actually two different classes with d = 2,
corresponding to £ = O(—1,0, 0, 1) or E being trivial over P! (i.e. in the latter case Y is
a (2,2)-divisor on P! x P3). However, these bundles can be deformed to each other, and so
can the semi del Pezzos, so as far as we are concerned they form a single family of building
blocks, cf. [7, Example 6.11(1)].

Remark 3.17 Any rank 2 semi-Fano whose anticanonical morphism is a small contraction
can be flopped, i.e. the anticanonical model has another small resolution that is also a rank
2 semi-Fano. In some cases, the flop is in the same class as the original semi-Fano, but in
some cases it can belong to a different family.

Consider, for instance, Example 3.134, the blow-up X of the complete intersection X’ of
two quadrics in P at a point p € X’. The morphism defined by —%K x can be interpreted
as the projection from p to a hyperplane; it contracts the 4 lines passing through p, and the
image (i.e. the anticanonical model) is a cubic hypersurface X" that contains a plane IT. The
pre-image of IT in X is the exceptional divisor of the blow-up X — X', whose intersection
number with the contracted lines in 1. We therefore find that X is the small resolution of X”
obtained by blowing up a quadric surface in X" that intersects IT in the singularities of X”.

If we instead resolve X” by blowing up IT itself, then we obtain a semi del Pezzo from the
class in Example 3.153. Indeed, we can see in Table 2 that Examples 3.134 and 3.153 have
equal b3(Y) and —K 13, and isometric polarising lattices. However, the nef cones and c,(Z)
are not identified by that lattice isometry, so these blocks will produce different extra-twisted
connected sums (see Examples 8.19 and 8.20).

Similarly, Examples 3.144 and 3.135 are both small resolutions of a singular intersection
of two quadrics in P, while Examples 3.145 and 3.155 are both small resolutions of a singular
del Pezzo 3-fold of degree 5.

3.3 Involution blocks from index 2 Fanos
We now wish to construct building blocks with involution, essentially by applying Con-

struction 3.2 to Kéhler 3-folds Y that already admit an involution. One situation where the
involution on the resulting block has the features required in Definition 2.7 is when Y is
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a double cover of a smooth Kihler 3-fold X, branched over an anticanonical divisor. It is
expedient for us to set up the construction starting from X.

Construction 3.18 Let X be a simply connected non-singular complex 3-fold with —Kx
even, and suppose there are smooth divisors ¥ € |—Kx| and H € I—%K x| with transverse
intersection C.

Let Y be the double cover of X branched over ¥, and Z the blow-up of Y in C. Because
C is contained in the branch set of Y, we can lift the branch-switching involution t on Y to
an involution on Z. The proper transform in Z of ¥ is an anticanonical divisor. Note that
H*(Y)™" has trivial image in H*(X). In particular, H2(Y) and H*(X) have the same image
N in H*(Z) = L.

Remark 3.19 Proposition 3.20 establishes conditions that ensure that (Z, 7) is a building
block with involution. Similarly to Proposition 3.3, these conditions are satisfied for most
semi-Fanos.

Lemma 5.2 can be used to prove that Y is Fano/semi-Fano if and only if X is. Note,
however, that there are usually Fano deformations of Y that are not double covers. Example
3.24 is one case where there are not.

Proposition 3.20 IfN C L is primitive and H3(X)is torsion-free then (Z, t) is an involution
block in the sense of Definition 2.7. The image in HV1(X) of the t-invariant Kéihler cone of
Z contains the image of the Kdahler cone of X.

Proof That Z is a building block in the sense of Definition 2.1 follows from [7, Proposition
4.14], and the claim about Kéhler cones is also analogous. The proper transform of X is a
fixed component of 7. The other fibre X’ preserved by t is the pre-image of H, which is a
double cover of H branched over C, and thus smooth. Therefore Z is a building block with
involution in the sense of Definition 2.7. O

If Y is semi-Fano, then H2(Y) — L is injective. We already used in [7, Proposition 5.7]
that this implies K = 0, the first of the conditions for the involution block to be pleasant.
Crucially, it implies the second condition (2.9) too. Let p := by(X) =1k N.

Proposition 3.21 If, in addition to the hypotheses of Proposition 3.20, H*(Y) — L is injec-
tive then so is H*(V) — L (i.e. the building block Z has K = 0), and
() b2(Z) = 1 =ba(V) = b (Y) = p.
(i) b3(Z) = b1 (C)+b3(Y) = b1 (C) 4+ 2b3(X) + 22 — 2p.
(il) b7 (Z) = b1(C) + b3(X).
(iv) s = bz (V).
In particular, Z is pleasant.

Proof Since H%(Y) and H2(X) have the same image in L, assuming H 2(y) > L injective
implies that H2(X) = H2(Y).
Let W :=Y\¥ and U := X\XZ. Then

x(W)=x()—24=2p —b3(Y) — 22,
x(U) = x(X) =24 =2p — b3(X) — 22.
Therefore x (W) = 2x (U) implies
b3(Y) =2b3(X) + 22 — 2p.
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b;r(Z) = b3(Z%), where Z° is the singular quotient Z/7. Let E C Z9 be the image of
the exceptional divisor in Z, so that ZO\E = X\C and E = C x P'. Comparing the long
exact sequences of X relative to C and Z° relative to E gives an exact sequence 0 —
H3(X) > H3(Z% — H3(E) > H*Z, E). The kernel of the last map is free of rank
equal to b3(E) = b1(C), so b3(Z°) = b3(X) + b1 (C). Moreover, this shows H3(Z°) to be
torsion-free, so Z is pleasant by Lemma 2.13. O

To compute the Chern class data, it is convenienttouse that TY &7 *(—Kx) = 7*(T X &
(—%KX)) implies c2(Y) = n*(c2(X)). If we have already computed ¢ (X) + ¢ (X)2, then
we can use

e (Y) +c1(¥)? = 1% (ca(X) + e1(X)?) — 3c1(Y)? (3.22)

to say that the building block Z constructed from Y has ¢3(Z) = g(c2(Y)) + h for c(Y) =
2¢2(X) — 3b(—Ky) €e N*,and h € H4(Z) the Poincaré dual of a P! fibre over the blow-up
curve as before.

Remark 3.23 Such a P! fibre is t-invariant, so Lemma 2.25 implies the class E(h) from
(2.24) can be taken to be zero.

We now apply Construction 3.18 to the various index 2 Fano 3-folds and semi-Fano 3-
folds that we have already considered in Sects. 3.1-3.2. We collect the data for the resulting
pleasant involution blocks in Table 3; for convenience the table also includes a few blocks
from Sect. 5. The table displays the key data discussed in Sect. 2.5, along with the Euler
characteristic of the fixed curve C C Z of the involution (corresponding to —K }3, for semi-
Fano type blocks). Note that all the blocks in the table could equally well be used as ordinary
blocks if we choose to forget about the involution (but then there is some redundancy with
Table 1).

Example 3.24 Perhaps the simplest example does not in fact use an index two Fano, but
rather the unique one of index 4. Take X = P3, and let Y be the double cover branched over
a smooth quartic X. (In this case, all deformations of the Fano Y are in fact branched double
covers of P3.)

p = 1and b3(X) = 0, and C is a degree 8 curve so has b1 (C) = 18. Hence,

b3(Z) =38, b3 (Z)=18.

The Picard lattice of Y is N = (4). Because Y has index 2, (—Ky)? = 16 and &,(Z) =
w =20 € N* = Z by (3.9). (Some of this simply recovers the data for Example 3.8% in
Table 1.)

Note that the the other preserved fibre of T on Z is a double cover of a quadric, branched
over a bidegree (4, 4) curve in P! x P!, or equivalently a K3 with non-symplectic involution
and Picard lattice (93) (cf: Example 5.20). So the other preserved fibre is more special than

Example 3.25 There are 5 families of Fano 3-folds X of rank 1 and index 2, and the com-
putation of the invariants of a double cover Y branched over an anticanonical K3 divisor X
and its blow-up Z in an anticanonical curve C C X follow the same pattern. We refer to the
resulting building blocks as Example 3.25,, where d = 1, ..., 5 is the degree of X. Let us
provide some varying amounts of additional detail in the 5 cases.

@ Springer



2 Page280f 80 Annals of Global Analysis and Geometry (2023) 64:2

(i) X isasmooth sextic hypersurface in P43, 2, 1, 1, 1), such that the anticanonical section
% := {X; = 0} is smooth (where X is the weight 2 coordinate). The double cover Y
of X branched over X is a sextic hypersurface in P4 3,1,1,1, 1); it is a double cover
of IP? branched over a sextic surface.

Let C C X be the intersection with a hyperplane (of weight 1, like {X, = 0}). C is a
double cover of P! branched over 6 points, so has b (C) = 4. Let Z be the blow-up of
YatC.p =1and b3(X) =42, so

b3(Z) = 108, b3 (Z) = 46.

The Picard lattice of Y is N = (2), and ¢2(Z) = 26 by (3.9).
The other fixed fibre is a double cover of a hyperplane section of X, which is a degree
1 del Pezzo surface; that fibre is therefore a K3 with non-symplectic involution and
diagonal Picard lattice (2) @ (—2)8.

(ii) X isadouble cover of P, as appeared in Example 3.24. In this case the branched double
cover Y of X is isomorphic to a quartic 3-fold in P*. Note, however, that a generic quartic
in P* is not a double double cover of P3 (those in the form Xé + X(% Or(X1,...X9) +
Q4(X1, ..., X4) up to projective equivalence are).

(iii) Let X C P* be a smooth cubic (which has b3(X) = 10) and £ C X smooth section
by a quadric. The double cover Y over X branched over ¥ can be identified with the
complete intersection of a cubic and a quadric in P°. Let C be a hyperplane section of
% (a genus 4 curve), and Z the blow-up of Y in C. Then, b3(Z) = 48, b3+(Z) =18,
N Z (6) and ¢c2(Z) = 30.

(iv) Let X C P3 be a complete intersection of two quadrics, & C X smooth section by
another quadric. The double cover Y of X branched over ¥ embeds as a complete
intersection of 3 quadrics in IP°.
b3(X) =4,b1(C) =10, b3(Y) = 28, s0 b3(Z) = 38 and b;r(Z) = 14. N = (8), and
c2(2) = 32.

(v) X is a section of the Grassmannian Gr(2, 5) C P° by a codimension 3 plane.

Example 3.26 In the Mori-Mukai list of rank 2 Fano 3-folds, two entries are double covers
of index 2 Fanos.

k =6 A branched double cover of a (1,1) divisor X C P? x P? (cf. Example 3.1035)
k =8 A branched double cover of the blow-up of P3 in a point (cf: Example 3.1035).

In both cases, we can read off the topological data from [12, Table 3].

Example3.27 Let X = P! x P! x P'. Then

022
N=Z|202],
220

b3(Y) =16, b1(C) = 14, b3(Z) = 30, and b;r(Z) = 14.

Example 3.28 Let Z be the building block obtained by applying Construction 3.18 to the
blow-up of a degree d del Pezzo 3-fold of rank 1 (c¢f. 3.13;). We work out b3(Z) and
b3 (Z) from b3(X) = b3(X') and b1 (C) = —K; = 2d — 2. By (3.22), c2(Y) + ¢1(¥Y)? =
(2448d 164+8d) — 3 (2d 2d—2) = (24+2d 22+2d).

We refer to these involution blocks as Example 3.28;.
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Example 3.29 For 2 < d < 5, let Z be the building block resulting from applying Construc-
tion 3.18 to the conic-fibred semi del Pezzo 3-fold of degree d (cf: Example 3.14,). (3.22)
yields c2(Z) = (26424 18).

b3(Z) =20 +2d,bi(Z) =2+2d.

Example 3.30 For 1 < d < 5, let Z be the building block resulting from applying Construc-
tion 3.18 to the quadric-fibred semi del Pezzo 3-fold of degree d (cf. Example 3.15,). (3.22)
yields ¢2(Z) = (24+24 12).

b3(Z) = 40 — 2d, while b (Z) = 12.

3.4 Ad hoc blocks

As we have seen, classes of semi-Fano 3-folds often come in sequences. Sometimes these
will be part of a bigger sequence, where the borderline case fails to be semi-Fano, yet satisfies
the hypotheses of Construction 3.2. However, not being able to apply Propositions 3.3 or 3.7
means it takes a bit more work to employ such blocks. We carry this out in two cases that
lead to blocks with useful polarising lattices of rank 2—with unusually small and unusually
large discriminants, respectively.

The first case comes from extrapolating the classes Example 3.13 consisting of one-point
blow-ups of rank 1 del Pezzo 3-folds of degree d = 2, ..., 5. This leads us to consider X’
arank 1 del Pezzo 3-fold of degree 1, i.e. a smooth sextic hypersurface in [P’4(3, 2,1,1,1)
(this is the family appearing in Example 3.251), and let X be the blow-up of X’ at a point
p, say p = (0:0:0:0:1). Then, X fails to be weak Fano—in fact, generically —Kx does not
even have any irreducible sections: HO(—Kyx) is spanned by X%, X, X3 and X%

We can, however, restrict attention to the case when X' C ]P’4(3, 2,1,1,1) is tangent
to {X; = 0} at p. Then, the section &’ := {X; = 0} N X’ has a double point at p;
generically it is an ordinary double point, and the proper transform £ C X is a smooth
section of —Kx. Now |—K x| is spanned by X1, X%, X, X3 and X%, and defines a morphism
onto a quadric cone in P3 (mapping p to the vertex of the cone); it is defined everywhere
because the conditions p € X’ and tangency with {X; = 0} at p imply that the defining
polynomial of X’ has no Xg or XoX 2 coefficients, so that p is the only point on X’ with
X = X; = X3 = 0. (Geometrically, the morphism resolves the projection of X’ onto
{(Xo=X4=0}=P22,1,1) cP*@3,2,1,1, ).

Since — K x is evidently not big, even this non-generic blow-up fails to be weak Fano. We
can nevertheless apply Construction 3.2 to construct a building block from X, or Construction
3.18 to construct an involution block from the double cover Y of X branched over . However,
it takes more work since we now have to check some properties, which are automatic if Y is
semi-Fano, by hand:

e In the description of the example that follows, we show that H>(Y) — L is injective
with image N primitive. Then, the hypotheses of Propositions 3.20 and 3.21 hold, so that
Z is a pleasant involution block.

e In Lemma 4.4 we show that any generic N-polarised K3 appears as an anticanonical
divisors in some member of the family of blocks.

Example 3.31 Note that there exist sections of O(—1) passing through p that meet X’ trans-
versely, defining smooth H' € |—%K x’|. The proper transform H C X of such a divisor
is in |—%K x|. Let C C X be the intersection with such a section. It is a double cover of
P2 branched over 4 points, so C is an elliptic curve (and b1(C) = 2). The nef cone of X is
spanned by H and 7*H’ = H + E, where E is the exceptional P2.
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Let Y be the double cover of X branched over X, and let Z be the blow-up of Y at C. The
pre-image H C Y of H is a smooth anticanonical divisor. The pencil |I:I : X| € |—Ky| has
base locus C, and yields an anticanonical fibration of Z.

p =2 and b3(X) =42, so

b3(Z) =104, b3 (Z) = 44.

The Picard lattice of ¥ is N = (3 °, ) with respect to the basis { H+E, E}, where E is the
exceptional P! x P! C Y. Meanwhile the Picard group of X is generated by the hyperplane
section and the exceptional P'. Thus, we see directly that H2(Y) — L is injective with
primitive image.

The other fixed fibre H has diagonal Picard lattice (2) @ (—=2)9, since it is a branched
double cover of H, which is a blow-up of a degree 1 del Pezzo H’ at a point. The non-
genericity of the choice of blow-up point p € X’ is reflected in the fact that H is the result of
blowing up H’ in the nodes of a sextic with 9 nodes rather than 9 generic points; H is a K3
with non-symplectic involution whose fixed set is single elliptic curve (the proper transform
of the nodal sextic) isomorphic to C, as appears in Remark 5.22.

In the basis for N given by the edges H + E, H of the nef cone

22
N = (2 0) _
Analogously to Example 3.28, we find that ¢2(Z) = (26 24) with respect to this basis.

Example 3.32 Without taking double cover, we get an ordinary block with b3(Z) = b3(X) +
(—Kx)? +2=424+0+2=44,and &,(Z) = (16 12).

(Now the blow-up curve is just a fibre of the morphism to the quadric cone—which is
generically smooth as required.)

Most of our building blocks have been obtained by applying Construction 3.2 to semi-
Fano 3-folds. In turn, many semi-Fano 3-folds Y are obtained by blowing up a curve C
on simpler Fano 3-fold X. In a sense, for Y to be Fano or semi-Fano requires C to be
contained in sufficiently many anticanonical divisors of X. But even if C lies on just a pencil
of anticanonical divisors, ¥ may still satisfy the conditions for applying Construction 3.2,
like in our second ad hoc example.

Example 3.33 Let Y be the blow-up of a complete intersection of quadrics X C P3 along an
elliptic curve of degree 8; that such X exist can be seen as a consequence of Lemma 4.10. The
polarising lattice is spanned by the pull-back H of the hyperplane class and the exceptional
divisor E. The nef cone is spanned by H and —Ky = 2 H — E. With respect to that basis, the
polarising lattice is represented by (§§). and (applying Lemma 3.6 and (3.9) twice) ¢2(Z)
by (28 24).

b3(Y) =6,and b3(Z) = b3(Y) — K% +2 =28

4 Genericity results
In Sect. 8, we will exhibit examples of extra-twisted connected sums using blocks constructed
in Sect. 3. To match pairs of blocks in the required way (i.e. to find hyper-Kihler rotations

in the sense of Definition 1.8 between the K3 surface factors in their asymptotic cross-
sections), we will apply Theorem 6.10. That relies on establishing that the families of blocks
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used have certain genericity properties in the sense of Definition 2.27. As explained in Sect. 6,
precisely what genericity property is needed depends on what action on cohomology one tries
to achieve for the hyper-Kéhler rotation, and in some examples, what is needed is stronger
than what Proposition 3.7 provides. We therefore collect here the genericity results that will
prove necessary for our selected examples.

Given a family of building blocks Z with polarising lattice N, the problem is basically to
establish sufficient conditions for an overlattice A C L of N that ensure that any K3 surface
> with Pic ¥ = A embeds as an anticanonical divisor in some element of Z. If the conclusion
holds, then elements of N C A are given some geometric meaning, e.g. if elements of Z are
described in terms of some embedding into projective space, then there is an element H € N
corresponding to the hyperplane class. The general strategy to reconstruct these embeddings
into projective space from knowing that Pic ¥ = A.

The first step is to recall that the positive cone of a complex K3 has a chamber structure,
where walls are planes orthogonal to (—2)-classes in Pic ¥, and the chambers are possible
nef cones. Thus, for a marked K 3 with Pic ¥ = A and H € A such that has H% > 0 and H
is orthogonal to all (—2)-classes in A, we can always choose a different marking (composing
the original choice with reflections in (—2)-classes) to assume WLOG that H is a nef class
for the marked K3.

Once we have a nef class H, we can try to apply results of Saint-Donat [23] to prove that
H is very ample, i.e. that its sections define an embedding £ < P(HO(H)) = IP’HTZ'H.

Lemma 4.1 (See Reid [24, Chapter 3]) Let X be a K3 surface, and H € Pic ¥ a nef class.
(a) IfH2 > 4, H is not twice an element of square 2, and

(i) there is no v € Pic T such that v.H = 2 and v*> = 0 then |H| defines a birational

H2
morphism to P71 which is an isomorphism away from a set of contracted (—2)-
curves. If in addition
(i) there is no v € Pic T such that v.H = 0 and v* = =2

then H is very ample.

(b) If H? = 2 and (ii) holds, then |H| defines a double cover of P2, branched over a sextic
curve. ((ii) implies (i) in this case.) If we instead of (ii) assume that there is no v € Pic X
such that v.H = 1 and v? = 1, then |H| is basepoint-free and defines a generically
2-to-1 map ¥ — P2, but may contract some (—2)-curves.

Using such a map to projective space, one can then proceed to try to “build an element of
Z around X7, but the details depend on Z. These problems are studied more systematically
by Wallis [25, Section 7.7], but here we are content to note a handful of consequences of
Lemma 4.1 that suffice for the examples in Sect. 8.

4.1 Hyper-ellipticK3s
Proposition 4.2 Let A C L be a primitive lattice, with H € A such that H*> = 2. Suppose
that there is no v € A such that

(i) v.H=2andv* =0, or
(i) v.H = 0 and v? = =2,

Then, for any K3 with Picard lattice exactly A, we can choose a marking such that the linear
system |H | defines a double cover & — P2, branched over a smooth sextic curve.
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In particular, the families of blocks from Examples 3.8% and 3.251 (essentially the same
as 3.8%) are (A, HR™)-generic.

Proof That ¥ is branched over a smooth sextic is just a restatement of Lemma 4.1(b).
Now let F be the polynomial defining the sextic curve. Then for a generic homogeneous
quadric Q and quartic C in three variables, the sextic hypersurface

X = (X3 + X1C(X2, X3, X4) + X3 Q(X2, X3, X4)+F (X2, X3, X4) = 0}

4.3)
cP*G,2,1,1,1)

is a smooth degree 1 del Pezzo 3-fold, with {X| = 0} = ¥ as anticanonical divisor. Blowing
up a curve on X yields an building block in the family of Example 3.8%. Taking a double
cover Y of X branched over ¥ and then blowing up yields an element of the family Example
3.25;.

Thus, a generic A-polarised K3 embeds as an anticanonical divisor in Examples 3.8% and
3.251 as required. O

Lemma4.4 [12, Lemma 7.7] Let N C L be a primitive rank 2 lattice, with quadratic form
represented with respect to a basis G, H by ((2)%), let Amp C NR be the open cone spanned
by G and H. Let A C L be an overlattice of N, and suppose that

(i) thereisnov € A such that v.H = 1 and v* = 0, and
(ii) there isno v € A other than +(H — G) such that v.H = 0 and v? = -2,

Then, for any K3 with Picard lattice exactly A, we can choose a marking such that the linear
system | H| defines a morphism = — P2, contracting a (—2)-curve E C X to apoint p € P?,
which is 2-to-1 except over a sextic curve C C P2 that is smooth apart from an ordinary
double point at p.

In particular, the families of building blocks from Examples 3.31 and 3.32 are (A, Amp)-
generic.

Proof The first part is immediate from Lemma 4.1(b).

Let F be the sextic polynomial that defines the curve with ordinary double point at p.
Then, a generic sextic hypersurface of the form (4.3) is a smooth degree 1 del Pezzo 3-fold
tangent to the hyperplane {X; = 0} at p, so we can proceed to construct building blocks as
in Examples 3.31 and 3.32. O

4.2 QuarticK3s

The conditions on Pic ¥ for X to embed as a quartic in P* are immediate from Lemma 4.1(a).
We also use the following result from [12, Lemma 7.7, case #27] in an example.

Lemma4.5 Let N C L be a primitive rank 2 lattice, with quadratic form represented with
respect to a basis G, H by (%Z), let Amp C N be the open cone spanned by G and H. Let
A C L be an overlattice of N, and suppose that there is no v € A such that

(i) v.H =2 and v2 =0; or

(ii) v.H =0 and v*> = —2; or
(iii) v.H =l and v* > 2.
Then for any K3 with Picard lattice exactly A, we can choose a marking such that the linear
system |H| defines an embedding ¥ — 3, whose image is a smooth quartic hypersurface
and 2G — H is represented by a twisted cubic curve C.

In particular, the family of building blocks from Example 3.1027 is (A, Amp)-generic.
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4.3 SexticK3s

Proposition 4.6 Let A C L be a primitive lattice, with H € A such that H> = 6. Suppose
that there is no v € A such that

(i) v.H =2 and v* = 0; or
(i) v.H = 0 and v? = —2.

Then for any K3 with Picard lattice exactly A, we can choose a marking such that the linear
system |H| defines an = — P* whose image is the intersection of a quadric (which may be
singular) and a smooth cubic.

In particular, the families of blocks from Examples 3.8% and 3.253 (essentially same as
3.8%) are (A, HR™)-generic.

Proof Lemma 4.1 gives that H is very ample. It is well known that the image is then a
complete intersection of a quadric and a cubic and that the cubic may be taken to be smooth
(see Saint-Donat [23, Theorem 6.1]). O

Proposition 4.7 Let N C L be a primitive rank 2 lattice, with quadratic form represented
with respect to a basis H, T" by (g _22 ) Let A C L be an overlattice of N, and suppose that
there is no v € A such that

i) v.H =2and v* =0; or
(ii) v.H =0 and v* = =2; or
(iii) v.H =1 and v? = 2.

Then for any K3 with Picard lattice exactly A, we can choose a marking such that the linear
system |H | defines an embedding % — P*, whose image is the intersection of a quadric Q
and a cubic C, and contains a conic representing the class I.

The cubic C can be chosen so that it contains the plane T1 of the conic, and so that it has
no singularities other than 4 ordinary double points along T1.

Further if Amp C NR is the open cone spanned by H and H £ T', then Examples 3.134
and 3.284 are (A, Amp_ )-generic, and Examples 3.153 and 3.303 are (A, Amp_)-generic.

Proof Using (i) and (ii), Lemma 4.1 implies that the class H is very ample, so X embeds as
a degree 6 surface in P4, so has to be a complete intersection of a quadric Q and a cubic C
[23, Theorem 6.1].

Since the (—2)-class I" has positive intersection with H it is effective. (iii) implies that
I is irreducible, so represented by a smooth rational curve. The image in P* is a smooth
rational curve of degree 2, so a conic as required.

Recall from Remark 3.17 that the semi-Fano 3-folds in Examples 3.134 and 3.153 (whose
double covers are used in Examples 3.284 and 3.303) are small resolutions of a cubic con-
taining a plane. Let us therefore consider the unique plane IT C P* that contains the conic
.

As avariety in IT, C is defined by the vanishing of g := Q1. Since C N I1 contains I', we
can write Cj = g/ for a line € on 1. If we take L to be any hyperplane in P* intersecting
IT in ¢, then by replacing C with C — L Q we can assume without loss of generality that C
contains IT as well as X.

Without loss of generality, IT = {xo = x; = 0}. We obtain a 3-dimensional space of cubic
polynomials of the form (apxo + a1x1) Q + a, C with base locus exactly ¥ U I1. By Bertini’s
theorem, a generic element of this linear system is smooth away from the base locus. On the
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other hand, it must also be smooth along the smooth Cartier divisor X, so any singularities
must lie on IT.

If we write C = xoRo + x1 R for some quadrics Ry, Rj, then the singularities of (apxo +
a1x1)Q + axC = xp(apQ + azRo) + x1(a1 Q + ax Ry) in I correspond to the intersection
points of apg + axrg and a; Q + apry, where r; :== R;jr1. The smoothness of O N C implies
that rg, r; and ¢ have no common zeros, i.e. the linear system that they span is basepoint-free.
Therefore for generic ag, ai, a», the quadrics apg +azro and a; Q +asr; intersect transversely
in 4 points, and (apxo + a1x1) Q + a>C is smooth except for ordinary double points at those
4 points.

Blowing up C in [T—or equivalently blowing up P* in IT and taking the proper transform
of C—gives a semi-Fano del Pezzo Y_ of the class from Example 3.153, with X as an anti-
canonical divisor. The nef cone of the blow-up of P* is spanned by H_ and H_ — E_, where
H_ is the pull-back of the hyperplane class and E_ is the exceptional divisor. The restriction
to X corresponds to Amp_, so Example 3.153 is (A, Amp_ )-generic. Since Examples 3.153
and 3.303 have the same anticanonical divisors, Example 3.303 is (A, Amp_)-generic too.

Finally, consider the intersection of C with a generic hyperplane that contains IT. This
intersection will be the union of IT and a smooth quadric surface S that passes through the
singularities of C. Blowing up C in S yields another semi del Pezzo Y., which belongs to the
class from Example 3.134. If E is the exceptional divisor of the corresponding blow-up of
IP4, then the nef cone is generated by H, and 2H, — E ;. The restriction of E to ¥ is H —T,
so the image of the nef cone of Y in H>(Z; R) is spanned by H and2 H —(H —T') = H+T.
Thus, Example 3.134 is (A, Amp , )-generic, as is Example 3.28. O

Lemma 4.8 ([12, Lemma 7.7, case #17]) Let N C L be a primitive rank 2 lattice, with
quadratic form represented with respect to a basis G, H by (‘7‘2) let Amp C NR be the
open cone spanned by G and H. Let A C L be an overlattice of N, and suppose that there
isnov € A such that

(i) v.H=2o0r3andv? =0, or
(ii) v.H = 0and v?> = =2, or
(iii) v.H =1o0r2, and v* > =2

Then for any K3 with Picard lattice exactly A, we can choose a marking such that the linear
system |H| defines an embedding ¥ — P*, whose image is contained in a smooth quadric
3-fold, and 2H — G is represented by an elliptic curve of degree 5.

In particular, the family of building blocks from Example 3.1017 is (A, Amp)-generic.

4.4 OcticK3s

We quote the following result from Wallis [25, Proposition 7.7.38].

Proposition 4.9 Let A C L be a primitive lattice, with a primitive class H € A such that
H? = 8. Suppose that there is no v € A such that

(i) v.H =2or3and v* =0; or
(i) v.H = 0and v* = -2.

Then for any K3 with Picard lattice exactly A, we can choose a marking such that the linear
system | H| defines an embedding & — P>, whose image is the complete intersection of three
smooth quadrics. Moreover, one can choose two of those quadrics to intersect transversely.

In particular, the families of blocks from Examples 3.8‘21 and 3.254 (essentially the same
as 3.8%) are (A, HR")-generic.
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Lemma4.10 Let N C L be a primitive rank 2 lattice, with quadratic form represented with
respect to a basis G, H by (g g), and let Amp C Ng be the open cone spanned by G and
H. Let A C L be an overlattice of N, and suppose that there is no v € A such that

(i) v.H =2 and v? = 0; or
(i) 0 < v.H <4 andv? > =2; or
(iii) v.H =0 and v* = —2.

Then for any K3 with Picard lattice exactly A, we can choose a marking such that the linear
system |H| defines an embedding ¥ — P>, whose image is a complete intersection of 3
smooth quadrics, and 2H — G is represented by a smooth elliptic curve of degree 8.

In particular, the family of building blocks from Example 3.33 is (A, Amp)-generic.

Proof That |H| defines an embedding ¥ — P whose image is a complete intersection
follows from Proposition 4.9. Now E := 2H — G is a class with E> = 0 and H.E = 8. To
show that it is represented by an elliptic curve we use the following argument from the proof
of Lemma 4.8 from [12, Lemma 7.7, case #17].

(i1) rules out the existence of irreducible classes in Pic X withd < 4, so E isirreducible. In
particular E does not have any (—2)-curve components, so E is nef. Therefore [24, Theorem
3.8(b)] implies that |E| is basepoint-free. A generic C € |E]| is therefore a smooth elliptic
curve of degree 8.

Finally let X C P> be the complete intersection of a generic pencil in the 3-dimensional
space of quadrics cutting out the image of . Then, the blow-up Y of X in the image of C
belongs to the family of 3-folds from which Example 3.33 is constructed. O

4.5 Divisors in P2 x P2

Our final genericity result is slightly different in that we are concerned with embedding a K3
surface as an anticanonical divisor not into a rank 1 Fano or a blow-up of a rank 1 Fano, but
rather into a primitive rank 2 Fano.

Proposition 4.11 Let N C L be a primitive rank 2 lattice, with quadratic form represented
with respect to a basis G, H by (%3) Let A C L be an overlattice of N, and suppose that
there is no v € A such that

(i) v* = =2, and (v.G)(v.H) < 0; or
(i) v2=0andv.(G + H) =2; or
(iii) v2=4andv.G =v.H =2

Then for any K3 with Picard lattice exactly A, we can choose a marking such that the linear
systems |G| and |H| define morphisms & — P2, and their product embeds ¥ as a smooth
(1, 1) divisor in P? x P2

In particular, if we let Amp C Ng be the open cone with edges spanned by G and H, then
the families of blocks from Examples 3.103, and 3.26¢ are (A, Amp)-generic.

Proof Because (i) rules out the existence of any (—2)-class v € A such that v.G and v.H
have opposite sign, G and H belong to the same chamber of the positive cone in Ar. Hence,
it is possible to choose a marking so that G and H both belong to the nef chamber.

Using (i) again, Lemma 4.1 ensures that |G| and | H| both define branched double covers
¥ — P2. Since they are not the same double cover, the product |G| x [H| : ¥ — P2 x P2
is birational onto its image.
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Meanwhile, the class G + H is nef too. As (G + H)*> = 12, h%(G + H) = 8. Using (ii),
and since (i) prevents the existence of any v € A such that v2 = —2and v.(G + H) =0,
Lemma 4.1 implies that G + H is very ample, embedding & < P’.

Consider now the product map HYG) ® H'(H) — H%G + H). As the domain has
dimension 9, the kernel has dimension at least 1. If the kernel has dimension at least 2, then
the image of |G| x |H| : £ — P2 x P?isa component of the intersection of two (1, 1)-
divisors, which is impossible by degree as |G| x |H| is birational onto its image. Thus, the
image of ¥ lies on a unique (1,1)-divisor ¥ C P? x P2

Since H°(G) ® H(H) maps onto H%G + H), the composition of |G| x |H| with the
Segre embedding P2 x P> — P8 equals the composition of the embedding |G+ H| : & — P’
with inclusion into P8. In particular, |G| x |H|: ¥ — Y is an embedding.

It remains to show that the (1,1)-divisor Y is smooth, i.e. that the bilinear form C3xC3 —
C that defines it has rank 3. If the rank were 1, then Y would be reducible, which is absurd.
So it remains to rule out that the bilinear form has rank 2, i.e. ¥ being isomorphic to

((Xo: X1 :X2), Yp:Y1:Y) e P2 xP?: XY, = XoY)).

Then, Y would have a small resolution given by the blow-up Y of P? at the points (1: 0:0:0)
and (0 : 1:0:0), induced by the rational map

PP s Y, (Zo:Z1:Z2:7Z3) = (Zo: Za: Z3), (Z1 : Z2 : Z3)).

As the image of ¥ in Y is smooth, its proper transform in either Y or its flop would be
isomorphic to X. In either case, there would be a class v € Pic ¥ (corresponding to Op3 (1)
in the ¥ case) such that v2 = 4 and v.G = v.H = 2. That contradicts (iii), so ¥ must be a
smooth divisor as desired. O

5 Building blocks from K3s with non-symplectic involution

Since involution blocks always contain a K3 fibre with non-symplectic involution by
Remark 2.12, it is natural to consider the construction of Kovalev and Lee [1] of build-
ing blocks starting from K3s with non-symplectic involution. We find that these do indeed
also lead to building blocks with involution. Moreover, by modifying their construction we
can also find some pleasant building blocks with involution.

5.1 K3s with non-symplectic involution

Let ¥ be a K3 surface with a non-symplectic involution, i.e. a holomorphic involution ©
which acts as —1 on H29(X). Such involutions are classified by Nikulin [26] in terms of the
fixed part N of H2(X; Z) under the action of 7. We now summarise the relevant part of the
theory.

The discriminant group of N is 2-elementary, i.e. N*/N is of the form Zg. The discriminant
form of N is the symmetric Q/Z-valued form b on N*/N induced by the integral form on
N; because N*/N is 2-elementary, b takes values in %Z/ 7. (Because the lattice N is even, b
also has a %Z/ 27Z-valued quadratic refinement, but that is unimportant to us.) The primitive
lattice N, and hence the deformation family of (X, 7), is characterised by the rank r, the
discriminant rank a, and a further invariant § € {0, 1} defined by

5= 0if b(o,a) =0foralla € N*/N,
" ] 1 otherwise.
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The quotient Y = ¥/t is a smooth complex surface, which is rational when the fixed set
C of t is non-empty (by Castelnuovo’s theorem [27]; if C is empty, then Y is an Enriques
surface, but this case is of no further interest to us). X is a double cover of Y, branched over a
smooth reduced divisor C € | —2KYy|, and t corresponds to the branch-switching involution.
With a few exceptions, C has k 4+ 1 components, where one has genus g and the other k are
Pls, for

r—a _22—-r—a
2 0 8T T
The pull-back of the quotient map gives an inclusion H2(Y) — H?(X). Denote
N’ :=Im(H*(Y) — H*().

Then, N’ is a subgroup of N, but not in general primitive; N is a finite index sublattice of N.
Note that since the quotient map has degree 2, the intersection form on N is exactly twice the
unimodular form on H?(Y). Its discriminant group is therefore 7. Since N is an overlattice
with discriminant group Z¢, the index must be equal to 2. (This can also be seen from the
long exact sequence (2.14).)

The quotient N/N’ = Z’E is generated by the Poincaré duals of the k 4+ 1 components
C; of the fixed set of t; the sum of these classes is contained in N’ (as it is the image of
—Ky € H%(Y)), but (when k > 0) the individual classes are not.

Lemma5.1 Let P € N be the Poincaré dual of the fixed set C; equivalently, P :=
7*(—Ky) € N' C N. Then

(i) P.x =x% mod 4 for any x € N’
(i) a(P) = 2b(a, o) mod 2 for all @ € N*, where b is the discriminant form. In particular

e P has even product with all elements of N.
e P is an even element of N if and only if § = 0.

Proof (i) By Wu’s theorem, —Ky = c1(Y) = wy(Y) € HZ2(Y) is characteristic for the
intersection form, i.e.

—Ky.x = x? mod 2
for any x € H2(Y). Hence, for any 7*x € N’,
P.r*x = —2Ky.x = 2x% = (7*x)? mod 4.

(ii) Any o € (N')*, and hence also any @ € N* C (N’)*, can be written as %b(y) for
some y = w*x € N/, where b : N — N* is induced by the intersection form. Then

a(P) = %y.P = %yz mod 2,
while by definition of the discriminant form,
b, o) = (39 = 1y* € Q/Z.
]

Let us now make some remarks on Picard lattices and ample cones, needed later in the
context of genericity of families of building blocks in the technical sense of Definition 2.27.
For any K3 surface ¥ with non-symplectic involution, the fixed set N ¢ H?(X) is contained
in Pic X. By the next lemma, the intersection of the ample cone of £ with Ng is simply the
image of the ample cone of ¥ := X /7.
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Lemma5.2 Let ¥ — Y be a branched double cover. A class k € PicY is ample if and only
if its image w*k € Pic X is ample.

Proof This is a special case of a well-known property of surjective morphisms of proper
schemes with finite fibres, see Hartshorne [28, Exercise II1.5.7(d)] (though the special case
of double covers can also be proved by elementary arguments). O

In particular, the orthogonal complement of N in Pic ¥ cannot contain any (—2)-classes.
Conversely

Proposition 5.3 For any K3 surface ¥ such that Pic ¥ contains a primitive 2-elementary
sublattice N, and the orthogonal complement of N in Pic ¥ contains no (—2)-classes, there
exists a non-symplectic involution on ¥ with fixed lattice N.

As one deforms X and Y, the ample cone of ¥ can jump due to the appearance of excep-
tional curves, i.e. a (—2) class in Pic Y could be represented by a curve for some Y in the
family but not others.

Example 5.4 Let «, B be linearly independent sections of O(1) — P!, and forr € C consider
the rank 2 bundle E; := {(x,y,z2) € 0(0,0,1) : ax + By + tz = 0} over P!. Then,
Ey = O(1, —1) while E, is trivial for ¢ £ 0. If we let Y; = P(E}), then Y is the Hirzebruch
surface F, while ¥; = P! x P! for¢ # 0.

We can choose a basis G, H for Pic Y; so that the intersection form is represented by
((1) (1) ) For ¢ # 0 the ample cone of Y; is spanned by G and H, but for t = 0 the (—2)-class
G — H is represented by a section of the bundle, and the ample cone is smaller, spanned by
G+ H and H.

Helpfully this change in the ample cone leaves a trace in Pic 2. If there is a (—2)-curve
in Y, then that will not meet any smooth divisor in | — 2Ky|, so the pre-image in X will be a
disjoint union of two (—2)-curves C, C’ that are swapped by the branch-switching involution.
In particular, they represent (—2)-classes in Pic ¥ \ N. Conversely, because the orthogonal
complement of N in Pic ¥ a priori cannot contain any (—2)-classes, any (—2)-classes in
Pic ¥ \ N must come in pairs like this (and be half the sum of two classes of square —4, one
in N and one in its orthogonal complement in Pic X).

Definition 5.5 We call a K3 surface with involution degenerate if Pic £\ N contains a (—2)-
class.

In the moduli space of K3 surface with involution with a fixed N, the non-degenerate ones
form a connected moduli space, with essentially constant ample cone.

Lemma 5.6 (cf. Nikulin—Saito [29, page 5 (D)]) Let N C L be a primitive 2-elementary
lattice. Then, there exists an open cone Ampy C N such that for any non-degenerate K3
surface with non-symplectic involution (., v) and a marking H*(X) — L mapping the fixed
set of T to N, the intersection of the image of the ample cone of ¥ with Ng equals Ampy.

If Y is a del Pezzo surface, then N C L is a totally even primitive sublattice of rank < 9.
Because Y does not contain any (—2)-curves, (X, t) must be non-degenerate. The converse
also holds.

Lemma5.7 Let (X, t) be a K3 surface with non-symplectic involution. Then, the quotient
Y./t is a del Pezzo surface if and only if (X, T) is non-degenerate and N is totally even of
rank < 9.
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Proof The intersection forms of del Pezzo surfaces are precisely the unimodular lattices of
rank < 9. For a del Pezzo surface Y, a smooth section of —2 Ky is connected, so the resulting
K3 surface with involution has N = N’ totally even.

Conversely, if (¥, 7) is non-degenerate with N totally even of rank r < 9, then P =
7*(—Ky) has a smooth connected section, and P2 = 20 — 2r > 2, so P is nef.

If weset H = 3P, then condition (i) of Lemma4.1 certainly holds. By Lemma 5.1(i), there
can be no (—2)-classes in N that are orthogonal to P. The non-degeneracy condition means
that there are no other (—2)-classes in Pic X, so condition (ii) holds too. Hence, Lemma 4.1
shows that 3P is very ample. By Lemma 5.2, — Ky must therefore be ample. O

5.2 Kovalev-Lee blocks

Let ¥ be a K3 with non-symplectic involution 7, and let y : P! — P! be the holomorphic
involution ¥ : (x : y) — (¥ : x). Kovalev and Lee [30, Section 4] use the following complex
3-folds Z as blocks in the twisted connected sum construction. The quotient Zg of ¥ x P!
by T x i has orbifold singularities along the 2k 4+ 2 components of C x {(1 : 1), (1 : —1)}.

Construction 5.8 Let Z be the blow-up of Z° along its singular locus.

Kovalev and Lee computed the rational cohomology of these 3-folds. By computing the
integral cohomology, we find that Z are indeed building blocks also in the sense of Definition
2.1. Moreover, if weleto : P! — P! be the involution (x : y) — (x : —y), which commutes
with ¥, then Idy x o induces an involution on Z, making it a building block with involution
in the sense of Definition 2.7.

Proposition 5.9 Let ¥ be a K3 surface with non-symplectic involution t, and non-empty
fixed set C. Then

bry(Z)y=r+2k+3=2r—a+3,
b3(Z) =4g =44 — 2r — 2a,
kK =2k+2=24r—a.

Further H3(Z) is torsion-free, and the image of H2*(Z) —> HA(Y) is the fixed lattice N of
T (which is primitive). In particular, Z is a building block in the sense of Definition 2.1.

Proof The Betti numbers were computed in [30, Proposition 4.3, and (4.3)].

Zo can be viewed as the result of gluing two copies of Up = (X x A)/(z, —1), along their
common boundary which is the mapping torus 7 of t. 71 (T) = T, and by a Mayer—Vietoris
sequence

HX(T) Zker(1 —1t*) = N, H(T) = coker(l — t¥) = N* x Z3%.

The restriction map H 2(T) — H%(Z) for the slices © C T is the natural inclusion N < L.
U deformation retracts to the simply connected rational surface Y = X /t. The restriction
map H?(Up) — H*(T) corresponds to the inclusion N’ < N.
Let U be the blow-up of Uy at its singular locus. Comparing the long exact sequences of
U and U relative to neighbourhoods of the exceptional divisor E and singular set C, respec-
tively, shows that the difference between H*(U) and H™*(U)) is the same as the difference
between H*(E) = H*(C) ® H*(P') and H*(C), i.e.

H*(U)= N’ x z¥', H3U) = 7%.
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However, the added factors are not simply generated by duals of cycles in the exceptional set,
so it does not follow that H*(U) and H*(Up) have the same image in H*(T') (though this is
the case with real coefficients). For example, for a component C; of C, consider the proper
transform in U of the image of C; x A in Uy, and letc; € H 2(U) be the class it represents.
Then, the image of ¢; in H*(T) = N C H?(X) corresponds to the dual of C; in H>(X),
which is precisely one of the generators for N /N’ we described before. So H 2(Uy - HX(T)
is surjective. The class in H2(U) represented by the exceptional set over C; is 2¢; modulo
the image of H?(Up) in H(U).
Now Mayer—Vietoris for Z as a union of two copies of U shows that

H>(Z) = Z x 2 x N, H*(Z) = 7*.

So the cohomology is torsion-free, the image of H2(Z) — H?(X) is the primitive sublattice
N,7%kK =2k +2=r—a+2and b’(Z) = 4g = 44 — 2r — 2a. o

Proposition 5.10 Fix a primitive 2-elementary lattice N C L, and let Z be the set of building
blocks obtained by applying Construction 5.8 to K3s with non-symplectic involution with
fixed lattice N. Then, there exists an open cone Amp C N such that if A C L is primitive
sublattice that contains N and A\ N does not contain any (—2)-classes, then Z is (A, Amp)-
generic.

Proof Tmmediate from Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.6. O

5.3 Smoothing

Let  be a K3 surface with non-symplectic involution 7, and Zg := ¥ x P!/t x ¢ as
above. Instead of desingularising Z( by blowing up each component of the singular set, we
can attempt to smooth those components that have positive genus while blowing up the P's.
Further, we can carry out the smoothing in such a way that the involution Id x ¢ on Zg
persists, yielding a building block with involution.

For simplicity, we consider only the cases when the the fixed curve C C ¥ of 7 has no P!
components. Moreover, we ignore the cases where C consists of elliptic curves (¢ = 10 and
r = 8 or 10). That leaves precisely the 10 cases where Y is a del Pezzo surface, one each for
a=re{l,3,4,...,9},and two witha =r = 2.

We can regard Zg as the double cover of ¥ x P! branched over the zero set of the reducible
section (x2 4+ y?)s of Op1(2) —2Ky, where s is a section of —2Ky cutting out C. The normal
crossing singularities of the divisor correspond precisely to the orbifold singularities of Z.

Considering instead a double cover of Y x P! branched over a smooth divisor in |Op1 (2) —
2Ky| we obtain a smoothing of Zp, which is moreover a building block in the sense of
Definition 2.1. It is convenient to consider the following concrete realisation of the double
cover.

Construction 5.11 Let Y be a del Pezzo surface, and z € P'. Let f be a section of the line
bundle Op1 (2) — 2Ky over Y x P!, such that both its zero locus D and C := DNY x {z}
are smooth. Thinking of f as a homogeneous quadratic polynomial on C? that takes values
in sections of —2Ky, we can define a smooth subvariety Z of the total space G of the
projectivisation of —Ky & C*> — Y by

Z={a:B:y)eG:a>= f(B, ). (5.12)

The projectionmap p : G --» P!, (@ : B : y) — (B : y) is defined away from the section
B =1y =0, and hence in particular on Z. If t : G — Y is the bundle projection map, then
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the restriction t X p : Z — Y x P! realises Z as the double cover branched over D. The

fibre
2 :=p"()

is a double cover of Y branched over C € |—-2Ky/|, so is a K3 surface with non-symplectic
involution.

Proposition 5.13 (Z, ) is a building block. Moreover, the image of H*(Z) — H?(X)
is precisely N, the subset invariant under the action of the branch-switching involution of
Y. — Y. Further K = 0.

Proof The canonical bundle of G is
7*(Ky — det(—Ky & C?)) 4+ 3T = 27*(Ky) + 3T,

where T is the tautological bundle. Z is defined by a degree 2 homogeneous polynomial taking
values in —27* Ky, i.e. it is cut out by a section of —2T — 27* Ky. Therefore its canonical
bundle is 7}z; this equals the pull-back of the tautological bundle of Plby p:Z — P!, so
the fibres of p are anticanonical divisors. (Each of the fibres is a double cover of ¥ branched
over a divisor in the linear system Im f € | — 2Ky|, so they are deformations of ¥ with
non-symplectic involution.)

The fact that —2 Ky is very ample on the del Pezzo surface Y implies that the sections of
—2T —27*Ky define a morphism G — P(HO(=2T — 27n*Ky)*), and it is easy to see that
the only set that is contracted is the section {f = y = 0} C G. In particular the morphism is
semi-small, and the “relative Lefschetz theorem with large fibres” of Goresky—MacPherson
[31, Theorem 1.1, page 150] implies H>(Z) torsion-free, and H>(Z) = H*(G) = H*(Y) @
H?*(P'). Since @ = r implies that H*(Y) — H?(X) has image N, the image of H>(Z) —
H?(X) is also precisely N. So Z is a building block, with K = 0. O

Note that since the pull-back 7* : H>(Y x P!) — HZ?(Z) is an isomorphism, 7* :
H*(Y xP') - H*(Z) must have image exactly 2 H*(Z). Let h € H*(Z) be half the image
of the generator of H ().

Remark 5.14 Geometrically, the pull-back of the generator of H 4(Y) is the Poincaré dual
of the pre-image in Z of {x} x P! for any x € Y. For generic x that preimage is itself
a P! (a double cover of P! branched over 2 points). However, for x in the zero locus of
the discriminant A € —4Ky of f (considered as a quartic with coefficients in —2Ky), the
pre-image is a disjoint union of two lines, and % is the Poincaré dual of either of these two
lines.

Lemma 5.15 b3(Z) = 12(10 — r), and ¢2(Z) = 24 h + 37*Ky.

Proof As a complex vector bundle, TG = Tyer+G @ 7*TY is stably isomorphic to T1®
7*(—Ky ® C?) @ TY. Using that 7*(—Ky)? = (20 — 2r)h € H*(Y) and Tﬁz = 0 we find

7 c(Y)(1 = T)2(1 = T — n*Ky)
1 —2T —27*Ky
1 —T + BTx*Ky +24h) + (116 — 14r)Th € H*(Z).

c(Z) =

This gives the claimed value of ¢;(Z) and also shows x(Z) = —116 + 14r. This we can
determine b3(Z), since we know the other Betti numbers:

x(Z)=24+2(1+r) —b3(2).
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Alternatively, we can compute x (Z) from
X(Z2) =2x (Y x P!) — x(D).

In turn, we can understand x (D) by considering the projection D — Y. Generically, the
linear system Im f € |-2Ky]| is base-point free, so that the projection does not contract
any curves. Then, the projection is a double cover, whose branch locus B C Y is cut out
by the discriminant of f, which is a section of —4Ky. By adjunction, Kp = 3Ky, so
x(B) = 3Ky)(—4Ky) = —12(10 — r), and

x (D) =2x(Y) — x(B).
Hence,
x(Z) =2x(Y) —12(10 —r),
giving the same result as above. o

By considering more special smoothings of Zo we obtain building blocks with involution.
Leto : P! — P! (x : y) — (x : —y) like before, an involution with fixed points (1 : 0)
and (0 : 1). The subset of the space of sections of Op1 (2) — 2Ky that is invariant under the
action of Idy x o, consists of elements of the form x2 s + y2 s’, for s, s’ sections of —2Ky.
This linear system is base-point free, so a general element is smooth.

Construction 5.16 Let Y be a del Pezzo surface, and let f be a section of Opi (2) — 2Ky that
is invariant under 1d x o, such that both its zero locus D and C := D N (Y x{(1 : 0)}) are
smooth. Define G, Z and X as in Construction 5.11. Define an involution t : Z — Z as the
restriction of the involution (« : B : y) — (a : —B : y). Then, t fixes ¥ = p_l(l 1 0),
and acts as a non-symplectic involution on ¥’ := p~1(0 : 1). (If we instead lifted Id x &
toZas(a:B:y)— (a: B :—y), then the lift would fix ¥’ and map T to itself by a
non-symplectic involution.)

Proposition 5.17 (Z, X) is a pleasant involution block.

Proof We already know from Proposition 5.13 that K = 0. Since C is connected, to apply
Lemma 2.13 it remains only to check that H 3(Z9) is torsion-free for 29 := Z /T.

Now observe that the branched double cover G — G, (@ : B : y) — (« : ,32 : yz)
induced an embedding Z° < G.If f = (x? — y*)s + (x2 + y?)s/, then the image of Z° in
Gis

{(a:B:y)eG:a®>=B(B—y)s+(B+r)s)H)

So Z% is cut out by a section of the line bundle —2T — 27* Ky, which we argued to be semi-
ample in the proof of Proposition 5.13. While Z° is singular along the curvea = g = s’ = 0,
that is no obstacle to applying Goresky—MacPherson’s Lefschetz theorem with large fibres
as in Proposition 5.13 to deduce that H 3(Z9) is torsion-free. ]

Remark 5.18 The pre-image h € H*(Z) for the generator of H*(%) chosen above is patently
t-invariant. To understand the action of 7 on its cochain representatives, we can think geo-
metrically in terms of the conic fibration Z — Y like in Remark 5.14.

In this case, the discriminant A = ss’ is reducible. At non-singular points x € Y where
s(x) = 0, the fibre over x is a union of two lines that intersect X in distinct points, so each
of these lines is mapped to itself by t. Thus, & can be viewed as the Poincaré dual to a
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T-invariant submanifold, and Lemma 2.25 implies that §(h) IS ng,(V) from (2.24) can be
taken to be 0.

Meanwhile, at a non-singular point where s’(x) = 0, the fibre is a union of two lines that
intersect X in their common intersection point, and t interchanges the lines. At a point where
s(x) = s’'(x) = 0, the fibre is a single line tangent to X.

Applying (2.16), with p = r and x (C) = 2r — 20, we obtain
b3 (Z) = %(120— 12r — 20+ 2r 4+ 2r — 20) =40 — 4r. (5.19)

Example 5.20 Consider the del Pezzo Y = P! x P!, and a double cover T branched over a
bidegree (2, 2) divisor C. The intersection form on the invariant lattice N C H 2(%) is twice
that on H2(P' x P'), i.e. in the obvious basis given by the pull-backs of the generators of

H? of the two P! factors,
~ (02
v=(22)

These basis vectors also span the nef cone. In this basis —7*Ky = (%), and the image
c2(Z) € N* of =37*Ky is (12 12).

Example 5.21 For r € {1, ..., 9}, consider the blow-up Y of P? in r — 1 points in general
position.

Remark 5.22 There are two non-symplectic involutions with r = a = 10, one of which
corresponds to Y being an Enriques surface (which is of no interest to us, since the involution
has no fixed points), and the other to ¥ being P> blown up in 9 points that are the nodes of a
nodal sextic curve. In the latter case, | -2Ky| is a pencil spanned by the proper transform of
the given sextic (which is an elliptic curve) and the square of the unique cubic passing through
them. A double cover branched over a generic section of | —2Ky| therefore gives a K3 with
non-symplectic involution whose fixed set is an elliptic curve. We can construct a complex
3-fold Z as a double cover of ¥ x P! branched over a smooth divisor D € |Op1 — 2Ky|
as above. However, because — Ky is not ample, we cannot apply the Lefschetz hyperplane
theorem to prove that H 3(Z) is torsion-free; indeed, considering D as a branched double
cover of ¥ shows that the conclusions of the Lefschetz theorem are in fact false.

Finally, we note that the blocks obtained by smoothing have the same convenient genericity
features as the ones obtained by blow-up.

Proposition 5.23 Let N C L be a primitive sublattice, isometric to twice the intersection
lattice of a del Pezzo surface Y. Let Amp C N be the subcone corresponding to the ample
cone of Y, and let Z be the set of building blocks obtained by applying Construction 5.16 to
the deformation family of Y. Then Z is (A, Amp)-generic for any primitive sublattice A C L
that contains N such that A\N does not contain any (—2)-classes.

Proof Combine Proposition 5.3 and Lemmas 5.2 and 5.6. O

6 The matching problem

To use the extra-twisted connected sum construction to produce closed G;-manifolds it
not enough to produce some examples of ACyl Calabi—Yau 3-folds Vi—possibly with
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involutions—as in Sect. 1.1 and pick a compatible torus isometry t as in Sect. 1.3, since
we also need the asymptotic K3s of V4 to be related by a ¢-hyper-Kihler rotation r. It is
helpful to rearrange the problem as: fix a pair Z, Z_ of deformation families of building
blocks with automorphism groups '+, fix t, and then construct the pair V,, V_ with the
desired r from elements of Z.

A key step is that we note in Sect. 6.3 that if one prescribes the action of T on H? of the
K3s (captured by the “configuration” in Definition 6.3) then that defines certain overlattices
A+ of the polarising lattices N4 of the building blocks, such that the K3s in a solution to the
matching problem will be A -polarised. In Sect. 6.4 we turn that around to say roughly that
if any generic A-polarised K3 appears as the anticanonical divisor in some member of Z
(see Definition 2.27), then the matching problem can be solved.

The argument is largely the same as that for matching in rectangular twisted connected
sumsin [2, Section 6] or [12, Section 5] (more closely following the latter), the main difference
being how the description of the lattices A+ depends on the gluing angle ¥.

6.1 Matchings and hyper-Kahler rotations

Let us consider the consequences of the ¥-hyper-Kihler rotation condition for the action of v
on cohomology. Let N§ ¢ H?(Z.) be the image of H>(Vy; R) — H?(Z; R) (generated
by the polarising lattice N+ as defined in 2.1), and let [T+ C Hz(Ei) be period of X, i.e.
the space of classes of type (2,0) + (0,2). Then, [a)i] € NE, and it is moreover the restriction
of a Kéhler class from Z.. Meanwhile IT4 is orthogonal to NE, and is spanned by [a)i] and
[wi]. If we let 74 : H2(Z+; R) — N}f be the orthogonal projection, and nj; =1Id — 74,
thenr: ¥4 — X_ satisfying (1.7) implies the following condition also holds.

Definition 6.1 Given building blocks (Z4, X4) and (Z_, ¥_) and © # 0, call a diffeomor-
phism r : ¥, — X_ a ¢-matching if there are Kihler classes on Z4 whose restrictions
ks € H3(Z+; R) satisfy

o m mk_ = (cos ?)ky and m_ (r~)*k, = (cos 9)k_;
° nj:r*k, € I, and 71 (r—")*k, € I1_ and moreover
e r*I1_ NIl is non-trivial.

Lemma 6.2 Given blocks (Z+, ¥4), a diffeomorphismr : ¥ — X_ is a ¥-matching if and
only if there exist hyper-Kidhler triples a)i, wi, a)£ on Xy such that [a)i] is the restriction
of a Kdhler class from Z, and r is a 9 -hyper-Kdhler rotation with respect to the triples.

Proof Ifrisa®-hyper-Kihler rotation then taking k4 = [wli] satisfies the first two conditions
in Definition 6.1, while [0X] € T*TT_ N 14

For the converse, note that 7 ir*k_ is anonzero element of I, butis notin r*IT_ NT1.
Therefore X4 has a holomorphic 2-form a)_{_ + i a)f with [wi] e j:r*k, and [a)f ] e
r*I1_ N I14. By the Calabi—Yau theorem, there is a Ricci-flat Kéhler metric wi € ky.

Choosing ol !, ok analogously and normalising ensures that [ol]= (cos ﬂ)[wi]—i—
(sin®)[wl], [("H*0l] = (cos M)[wl ]+ (sin®)[w! ] and [r*wX] = [0X]. Uniqueness of
Ricci-flat Kdhler metrics in their Kéhler class implies (1.7), so 1 is a hyper-Kihler rotation.
O

Note that in combination with Theorem 1.1, whenever we find a ©-matching of a pair of
building blocks we can also construct a pair of ACyl Calabi—Yau manifolds with a hyper-
Kihler rotation. If we have also chosen a torus matching with gluing angle ¥, and the
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blocks have any necessary involutions, then we have all the ingredients needed to apply
Construction 1.10.

6.2 Marked K3s and configurations

To understand the topology of the extra-twisted connected sum M arising from some -
matching v : ¥ — X_ of a pair of building blocks Z, Z_, we need to know not just
some data about Z (described in Sect. 2.5), but also something about the action of r* :
H2*(2_) - H%(%,); for astart, v* clearly plays a role in the Mayer—Vietoris calculation of
the cohomology of M (see Sect. 7.1).

At this point is convenient to switch to the language of marked K3 surfaces, i.e. choose
isomorphisms A4 : L — H?(X.) where L is a fixed copy of the unimodular lattice of sig-
nature (3, 19). Choices of markings of anticanonical divisors in building blocks in particular
identify the polarising lattices N+ with primitive sublattices of L. Now, if we are given a
v -hyper-Kihler rotation or ¥ -matching v : ¥ — ¥_, then we could choose i_ := ™ol .
Thus, we obtain a pair of embeddings of N4 and N_ into L, depending only on the choice
of l’l+ .

Definition 6.3 A configuration of polarising lattices N, N_ is a pair of primitive embeddings
N4 — L. Two configurations are equivalent if they are related by the action of the isometry
group O(L).

So in these terms any hyper-Kéhler rotation or matching has an associated configuration
whose equivalence class is well-defined. As we see in Sect. 7, the configuration captures
enough information that we can compute many topological invariants.

On the other hand, for a fixed pair of building blocks there is usually little chance of
finding a matching. Following the pattern of [2, Section 6] and [12, Section 5], it is more
fruitful to set up the matching problem as
Given v € R/2nZ and a pair Z4, Z_ of sets of building blocks with fixed topological type
and polarising lattices N1, which configurations of embeddings N+ C L arise from some
matching of elements of Z, and Z_7
Using the Torelli theorem, we can reduce the problem of finding building blocks with a
¥ -matching compatible with a given configuration to finding certain triples of classes in L.

Lemma 6.4 Let (Z1, ¥1) be a pair of blocks, and let hy : L — H2(Z4) be markings.
Then, there exists a O-matching v : X3 — X_ withv™* = hy o h! if and only if there exists
a triple of unit positive classes kg, k., k— in Ly such that

o ko L ki

e ki.k_ =cos?, and

o hi(ky) € HX(Z4; R) is the restriction of a Kdhler class from Z 4,

o (ks —cos® ki, £Ko) is the period of the marked K3 (X4, h+).
Proof Letk/, := %, which is a unit class perpendicular to k4 and ko. Let o +iwX
be the holomorphic 2-form on ¥_ in the cohomology class h_ (k__ — ikp), and let w’ be
the unique Ricci-flat Kihler metric in k_. Then, o’ , w’, X is a hyper-Kihler triple. The
closed complex 2-form € := —(cos #)w’ + (sin ¥)w’ —iwX defines an integrable complex
structure on X_. Let X’ denote X_ equipped with this complex structure for which €’ is
holomorphic. Then, o’ := —(sin #)w! — (cos #)w? is a Kihler form on X’ .
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Now hyohZ! : HX(S'; Z) — H?(Ty; Z) is anisometry that maps [Q2'] to k4 (K, +iko),
and [@']to h(k4). Thus, A oh~lisa Hodge isometry, and by the Torelli theorem it is realised
as v* for some biholomorphism r: Xy — X’ . ]

Remark 6.5 Given a configuration of N, and N_, we obtain lattice
W:=N,+N_CL

containing N and N_ as primitive sublattices. In general, it is possible for W to fail to be
primitive in L (see [2, Example No 8] for such a twisted connected sum), but for simplicity
we will not look for such configurations in this paper. By only using examples of small rank
and with W primitively embedded in L, the equivalence classes of the configurations are
completely characterised just by the embeddings of N into W. This is a consequence of the
following result of Nikulin [32, Theorem 1.12.4].

Theorem 6.6 Let W be an even non-degenerate lattice of signature (t,t_), and L an even
unimodular lattice of indefinite signature (04, £_). If ty <€y, t_ <{l_and2tk W <1k L,
then there exists a primitive embedding W — L, unique up to O(L).

6.3 Necessary conditions for matching

Let us next consider what necessary conditions Lemma 6.4 imposes on a configuration for it
to be realised by a matching of blocks. Note first of all that one must have k+ € N, while the
period (ks —cos ¥ k., £Kko) is orthogonal to N+. Hence, 7+ k= is precisely cos © k., where
w4 : Lrp — N4 (R) is the orthogonal projection. Observe that w47 : Ny (R) — N4 (R) is
self-adjoint (since (x, mymw_y) = (m_x, w_y) is symmetric in x, y € Ny) so N (R) splits
as a direct sum of eigenspaces.

Notation 6.7 For ¢ € R, let Ni C N+ (R) denote the (cos W)z-eigenspace of mx o .

Clearly 4 maps N (R)¥ to N_(R)¥, and is invertible if y # 0. Of course, N4 (R)? =
N_(R)" = Ny (R)N N_(R). Forany x € Ny (R)¥ and y := m x

(x.)?

= (cosy)?,  y.y = (cos ) (x.x). (6.8)
(x.x)(y.y)

In particular, it is necessary that ko € NJ.
Here is a qualitative difference between the matching problem for rectangular twisted
connected sums (% = %) and extra-twisted connected sums (¢ # %): in the former case we

can choose ky € N2 = Nx(R) N NJJF- independently of each other, while in the latter case
k4 and k_ determine each other.

Remark If the ambient space L were positive-definite, then the eigenvalues A of 74 o 7_
would obviously be forced to lie in [0, 1]. In a space of indefinite signature it could in general
happen that
e A <0,if x € N such that x* and (r_x)? have opposite sign, e.g. if N3 in hyperbolic
space with bilinear form ((1)(1)) are spanned by x; = (2,1) and x_ = (1, —2), then
X4 = :l:%x;, and the unique eigenvalue of w4 7_ is — %; or that
e L > 1,ifx € Ny and 7_x € N_ span an indefinite 2-dimensional subspace but x> and
(m—x)? have the same sign, e.g. if we take N in the hyperbolic space to be the subspaces
spanned by x; = (2, 1) and x_ = (1, 2), then mxx+ = %x;, and the unique eigenvalue
of mym_ is %.
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However, for matchings with the given configuration to exist, we saw above that there must
exist some positive classes ko € NZ, which are also orthogonal to the positive class k.
That forces N4 + N_ to split as an orthogonal direct sum of its intersection with the orthog-
onal complement in L to the span of k4, k— and ko, which is negative definite, and the
2-dimensional positive definite span of k; and k_. That forces all eigenvalues of 7 7_ to
lie in [0, 1], so that they can be written as (cos 1//)2.

The existence of a ©¥-matching with a given configuration may also impose constraints
on the Picard lattices of the K3s ¥, beyond the a priori condition that Pic ¥4 contains
Ni. Let Nf ? ¢ N denote the orthogonal complement of NJ. Then ko L Nf ” because
Njf19 C Ny, while ky, k_ L Nf9 because k+ € N?. Therefore

A+ := primitive overlattice of N1 + Nf} CcL (6.9)

is perpendicular to the period (ks — cos ¢ k4, ko) of X4, i.e. A+ C Pic X4.

In summary, given a pair of families of building blocks Z4, to find some pair of elements
(Z+,X4) € Z4 with a ¥-matching v : ¥4 — X_ it is necessary that we can take the
marked (Z4, X4, h4) such that

(i) The intersection of N4 (R)” with the image £z, C Lg of the Kihler cone of Z is
non-empty. Moreover, if ¢ # % then the intersection of er (N4 NKz,) and £z_ is
non-empty too, where

€:=(sign of cos ) € {£1}.

(i) X4 is Ag-polarised.

6.4 Sufficient conditions for existence of matching

On the other hand, for the family Z4 to be (Ax, Ampz, )-generic for some open cone
Ampz, C Ni(R) (Definition 2.27) says roughly that a generic A4 -polarised K3 can be
embedded as an anticanonical divisor in some block Z+ € Z., and moreover in such a way
that the Kéhler cone of Z. contains Ampz, . This genericity property is enough to obtain a
sufficient condition for the existence of ¥ -matchings.

Theorem 6.10 Let Z1 be a pair of families of building blocks with polarising lattices N,
and v € R\%Z. Let Ni < L be a configuration of the polarising lattices, and define A 1
as in (6.9). Suppose that the family 2. is (Ax, Ampz, )-generic. If

e (Ny(R)” NAmpz ) N Amps # 0. (6.11)

then there exist (Z+, X+) € Z4 with an angle ¥ K3 matching v : ¥y — X_ with the
prescribed configuration.

Proof The proof uses the same basic idea as in the proof of the ¥ = % case from [2,
Proposition 6.18], but the way that k. and k_ determine each other in this case makes it
slightly different.

Let Wy be the orthogonal complement of Ni(®R)? in Ny (R)? & N_(R)?, and T the
orthogonal complement of N4 (R) + N_(R) in Lrg. W4 and T all have signature (1, rk —1).
Note that W4 @ T is the orthogonal complement of A. Thus, a pair of real lines in the
positive cones of W4 and T’ span a positive-definite 2-plane in AT, so

P(WL) x P(T7)
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can be regarded as a submanifold of G, . Analogously to [2, Proposition 6.18] it is an
analytic, totally real submanifold. Moreover, because Ai isexactly Wo @ T,

dimg P(W) x P(TT) = dimc G, .

Therefore the intersection of the submanifold IP’(WI ) x P(T*) C Ga, with the subset
Uz, C G, from Definition 2.27 is an open dense subset of P(W) x P(T ).
Now we wish to find (€4, £g) € IP’(NJF(R)l’) x P(T*) such that

() Ly € Ampz_,

(i) er_€4 € Ampy_,
(i) (w4 (€4). €) € (P(W) x P(TT)) N Uz,,
(iv) (w—(€3), €o) € (P(WH) xP(TT))NU=_,

where wy : Ny (R)? — Wy are the orthogonal projections (which are both isomorphisms
since ¥ # %). The first two conditions define open subsets whose intersection is non-empty
by the hypothesis (6.11). The intersection with the open dense subsets defined by the last two
conditions is therefore non-empty. Hence, there is a pair (¢4, £p) satisfying (i)—(iv).

By the definition of Z being (A4, Amp z_ )-generic, this means there exist (Z4., X1) €
Z4 with periods (w+(£i), Ko) such that Ampz, is contained in the image of Kihler cone
of Z4 Taking k4, k— and ko to be the unit norm representatives of £, ex_¢ and ¢y,
respectively, we can therefore apply Lemma 6.4 to obtain the desired ¢-matching v : ¥ —
. O

6.5 Configuration angles and pure configurations

The following invariants of a configuration turn out to have several uses.

Definition 6.12 Givenaconfiguration N, N_ C L,let Ay : Lr — L denote the reflection
of Ly := L @ R in N4 (with respect to the intersection form of Lp; this is well-defined since
N4 is non-degenerate). Suppose that A o A_ preserves some decomposition Lg = LT @ L™
as a sum of positive- and negative-definite subspaces. Then the configuration angles are the
arguments ocf“, a;r s a;r and oy, ..., apy of the eigenvalues of the restrictions Ay o A_ :

Lt — LTand AL o A_ : L~ — L™, respectively.

Note that if the configuration is to be realised by a ©*-hyper-Kéhler rotation, then A4 o A_
preserves the decomposition of L into the subspaces that self-dual and anti-self-dual with
respect to the hyper-Kéhler metric, so the configuration angles are defined. Further, the
necessary condition (i) from Sect. 6.3 can be expressed in terms of the configuration angles
as requiring that (xf, a;r , a;r are precisely 0 and +2¢.

In view of Proposition 3.7, the hypothesis that the family V. is (Ax, Ampy,, )-generic
(for some cone Ampy,, ) is easiest to verify in the case of configurations where Ay = Ni.

This amounts to requiring that V. 77 is contained in N, or equivalently that N+ is spanned

(at least rationally) by N% = N; N N_ and N% Noting that for 0 < |¢/| < %

multiplicity of 2ras a configuration angle = dim Nf = dim Nf, (6.13)

this is in turn equivalent to requiring that the only nonzero configuration angles are £2.
This is in particular the case if NY = N.; we refer to such configurations as having “pure
angle 9.
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Configurations with pure angle 7 are very easy to produce (as long as rk N 4+ 1k N_ <
11): simply apply Theorem 6.6 to embed the perpendicular direct sum N4 1 N_ primitively
in L. On the other hand, for ¥ # %, the existence of a pure angle ¥} configuration of a given
pair of lattices N, N_ is a non-trivial condition. To be able to define a bilinear form on
W := Ny @ N_ that restricts to the prescribed one on N and such that N? = N, it is
necessary but not sufficient that the ranks be equal.

Consider the case when rk N4 both have rank 1, with generator n (chosen to be positive,
i.e.ny € Ampz, ). Then there is only a single cross-term to choose in W, and by (6.8) we
must set

nyn_ = (cos)/(ny.ny)(n_.n_). (6.14)

Thus, in this case W exists if and only if the RHS is an integer.

Example 6.15 We can make a ¢ = F or ¥ = 37" matching of the involution block from

Example 3.25; and a regular block from Example 3.8‘11 using

2 €2
W= <62 4>. (6.16)

(This leads to a 2-connected % -twisted connected sum with b3(M) = 134 and p(M) divisible
by 24, see Table 4).

Remark 6.17 If there does exist a pure angle ¥ configuration between the polarising lat-
tices, then for ©# # 7 it does not need to be unique, and different pure angle matchings of
blocks from the same families can lead to non-diffeomorphic ¥ -twisted connected sums; see
Examples 8.17 and 8.18.

Let us think a moment about the meaning of changing the sign of ¥ or replacing it by a
complementary angle. For a start, the condition in Definition 6.1 for r to be a ©¥-matching
is actually independent of the sign of ¢, which is related to the earlier observation that a
49 -twisted connected sums of phase rotated ACyl Calabi—Yaus are (orientation-reversing)
diffeomorphic. So the sign is unimportant.

There are several natural ways to modify a matching in order to complement the angle. We
could change the signs of the cross-terms in W like in (6.16) while keeping everything else
the same, or equivalently, we could change the sign of the marking on (X, 1) (keeping W
the same, but multiplying Amp z, by —1). Alternatively, we could replace the block Z by its
complex conjugate; if we keep the marking the same, then Amp, is multiplied by —1. This
is precisely the same way of relating extra-twisted connected sums with complementary
angles as in Remark 1.12. Any of these changes leaves the cohomology and p; of the
resulting G2-manifolds unchanged, so we will not be concerned with distinguishing between
complementary angles in the examples.

7 Topology

We now turn to the problem of computing topological properties of extra-twisted connected
sums. All our computations will be expressed in terms of data of the building blocks listed in
Tables 1, 2 and 3 (see Sect. 2.5), along with the choice of torus isometry, and the configuration
of the hyper-Kihler rotation in the sense of Definition 6.3.

The invariants we compute are the integral cohomology, torsion linking form, and a spin
characteristic class (more or less equivalent to the first Pontryagin class). Computing the
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cohomology is routine, though the details of understanding in particular the torsion in H* are
a bit tedious. The computation of the spin characteristic class is more involved, and takes up
Sects. 7.2-7.5. The pay-off is that—as explained in Sect. 7.8—the invariants we compute are
sufficient to apply classification results for 2-connected 7-manifolds to completely determine
the diffeomorphism types of most examples considered in this paper.

7.1 Mayer-Vietoris generalities

It seems inevitable that computing the full integral cohomology of an extra-twisted connected
sum will involve some case by case checking for different gluing angles . However, some
parts of the computation are common to all non-rectangular extra-twisted connected sums.

Let us briefly recap the context. We are gluing two ACyl G>-manifolds M and M_, each
of which is either a product Séli x V4 or a mapping torus Sg XVy = (S%_li x Vi)/(a x t4) of
an involution 7+ (a denotes the antipodal map on the circle). The asymptotic cross-section is
of the form Séli X Sgli X % or (Sgli X S;i) /(a x a) accordingly. To make the construction, we
use a torus matching t and hyper-Kéhler rotation r to identify the asymptotic cross-section
from each side with a single T2 x . We now want to apply the Mayer—Vietoris theorem to
M=M UM_,withM, "\M_~T?x X.

We set up notation for various cohomology classes on this cross-section T2 x ¥, mirroring
that used in Sect. 2. On the asymptotic cross-section S;i X S;i x X of Sgi x Viletvy €

H! (Séli x S ;li x %) correspond to the generator of the “external” factor H 1(Séi), and let

us € H! (Sgi X S 411 x X) correspond to the generator of the “internal” factor H s gi). It
V4 has an involution, then like in Notation 2.19 we abuse notation to denote cohomology
classes on the asymptotic cross-section (SSIi X S;i) /(a x a) of SSI X Vi identically with their

pull-backs to Sgli x S gi x %. Thus, 2vy and 2uy denote primitive elements in H NUERY )

in this case, but the subgroup they generate has index 2. In particular, v_,u_ € H'(T? x X)
make sense only when M_ is not a mapping torus, like for %—matchings in Sect. 7.6 (“square”
ones with b4 = 1 and b_ = 0 in terms of the discussion in Sect. 1.3).

H'(My) — H'(T? x ¥) is an isomorphism onto the cyclic subgroup of H'(T?) dual
to the internal circle factor, i.e. the image is generated by v4 or 2v4 depending on whether
M4 comes from an ordinary block or an involution block. The images never intersect, so
H'(M) = 0. The sum of the images is primitive precisely for the arrangements when M is
simply connected; otherwise the contribution to H 2(M) is (obviously) the finite cyclic group
1 (M), but we ignore this case from now on.

HZ(Mi) — HX(T? x ¥)) is an isomorphism onto N1+ C H2(E), regardless of whether
M4 comes from an ordinary or an involution block. Thus, H 2(M ) = N4+ N N_, and we get
a contribution Z & L/(N4 + N_) to H 3(M). Whether this is torsion-free depends on the
choice of push-out W in the matching, and on whether we embed W primitively in L or not.

Since H3 (M) are torsion-free, there is no other contribution to the torsion in H> (M).
Thus, we get M 2-connected if and only if we use building blocks with K+ = 0 and a
configuration such that Ny N N_ = 0 and N @ N_ is primitive in L.

To determine H3 (M) we only need to deal with H 3(My) — HY(T?x %) rationally; the
contribution to the torsion in H*(M) will have to be dealt with case by case. The image of
H3(My; Q) is the Lagrangian vo N+ @ usTy C H3(T? x ¥; Q). Since

Vi =cos¥v_ +sindu_, uy =sindv_ —cosdu_, (7.1)
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forvini+uit; toequalv_n_+u_r_forsomeny € Nyandzt € Ty impliesthat r4n =
cos ¥n4, and thus, n4 € Ni in Notation 6.7. Hence, the dimension of the intersection of
the images of H>(Mx, Q) equals dy = rk Nfi = 1k N” (or the multiplicity of 9 as a
configuration angle (6.13)). On the other hand, the kernel in H M, Q) is the t-invariant
subgroup H3(Z; Q)%, or just H3(Z; Q) in the case of an ordinary block. Denoting the
dimension of that by b;r (Z4+), we obtain

by(M) =23 — py — p— + ba(M) + b3 (Z4) + b3 (Z_) + dy. (7.2)
Remark 7.3 173+ (Z4) is always even since H 3 (ZL)'C H 3(Zi) is symplectic. Therefore

1+ by(M) +b3(M) = p+ + p— +dy mod 2.

Further, p1 4+ p— =1k Nf +1k N2 mod 2, the rank of the perpendicular parts. Hence, the
“semi-characteristic” of M equals dyp +1k N} + 1k N2.

Remark 7.4 For ¥ = % we should interpret dy to meantk N} +rk N? =rk(Ny NT-) +
rk(N_ N T4). In the case of an orthogonal matching we get dy = p4+ + p— — 2br(M), and
(7.2) recovers the claim from [1, (8.56)] that by(M) + b3(M) = 23 + b3(Z+) + b3(Z-)
in this setting. (And from Remark 7.3 we get that the semi-characteristic is even for any
rectangular twisted connected sum, equivalent to claim (i) of the introduction.)

Remark 7.5 When the involution blocks are pleasant, then H 4(My) is torsion-free, so the
image § (H 3(T? x £)) of the Mayer—Vietoris boundary map is a direct summand of H (M),
and contains all torsion in H*(M).

In Sects. 7.6-7.7 we study 8(H3(T? x X)) in further detail in the cases = % and %. We
can make a general statement about the torsion linking form by, (c¢f. [33, Propositon 3.2]).

Lemma7.6 Let M7 = M, Ux M_ be a gluing of manifolds with boundary X, and let

I+ C H3(X) be the image of H3(My). Let P1, P2 € H3(X) be classes that are torsion

modulo I+ + 1_, so that their images 5(p1), §(p2) € H*(M) under the Mayer-Vietoris

boundary map are torsion classes. Then we can write mp; = pfr — p| forsomem € Z and
+

py € Ix, and

1 1 _
buS(p1), 8(p2)) = ;Pfrpz =—pi p2€Q/L

Proof To compute the torsion linking form, we first need a pre-image of §(p;) under the
Bockstein map 8 : H3(M; Q/Z) — H*(M; 7). First let g* € H3(M; Q) be a pre-image
of Lpf e H3(X: Q).

The Mayer—Vietoris sequences with coefficients Z, Q or Q/Z form a commuting periodic
grid with the change-of-coefficients sequences. It is a general feature of such grids that equal-
ity of the images in H>(X; Q) of p; € H3(X: Z)and (¢*,q™) € H3*(M,; Q@ H?*(M_; Q)
implies that there exists ¢ € H>(M; Q/Z) such that gy, = Lq* € H3(My; Q/Z) while
Blg) = =6(p1).

More explicitly, pick cochain representatives o of p; and p* of g*. We can write 0 =
Ty — 1)y for some (t%,717) € CP(My; Z) & C*(M-; Z). Meanwhile the cochain mo —
p“; + 'OI;f on X is exact, so we can pick a pre-differential v € CZ(X ; Z), which we in
turn write as v = 'U‘\J;( — ,qu for some (u*, u”) € CZ(M+; 7) ® C2(M_; Q/Z). Then

@ Springer



2 Page520f 80 Annals of Global Analysis and Geometry (2023) 64:2

(%(/O+ +dpt) — T, %(p’ +dv™) — ) has a pre-image in C¥(M; Q). That is closed
mod Z, and we can take g to be the class represented by the mod Z reduction.
Using —q as a pre-image of §(p1) in the definition of the torsion linking form now gives

1
b(8(p1),8(p2)) = (=q U (p2))IM] = (q)x U p2)[X] = %(Pfrpz)[X]- O

7.2 The spin characteristic class

Apart from the integral cohomology, the main invariant of an extra-twisted connected sum
that we are interested in is the spin characteristic class p(M) € H 4(M). It is a refinement
of the first Pontryagin class p; (M) in the sense that p1 (M) = 2p(M) (so in the absence of
2-torsion in H*(M), p(M) is in fact determined by pi(M)), see e.g. [11, Subsection 2.1].
Here are essentially the only facts we need about p(M) beyond it being a characteristic class.

Lemma 7.7 (See[11, Lemmas 2.2 and 2.39])

1) pM) e H*(M) is even for any spin manifold of dimension < 7.
(i) p(M) = —ca2(M) for any SU-manifold.

While we should remember that the building blocks Z4 are not spin (because ¢1(Z+) =
P D(X) is primitive, and in particular odd), nevertheless ¢2(Z+) € H Y(Zy)is always even,
see [7, Lemma 5.10]. Our plan is to think of p(M) as the result of patching up the classes
—cy(Z4) € 2H4(Zi), and we make this precise in Theorem 7.21. However, even once
we have a formula for p(M), one needs to look carefully at the Mayer—Vietoris sequence
to understand what it means (e.g. what the greatest divisor in H 4(M) is), which we do in
Sects. 7.6-7.7.

To apply classification results for 2-connected manifolds (see Sect. 7.8), all we need to
know about p(M) is the class of (H*(M), p(M)) up to isomorphisms of abelian groups with
a distinguished element. If H*(M) is torsion-free this simply amounts to determining the
greatest integer dividing p(M) (while in general one would also need to capture information
such as the greatest integer dividing p(M) modulo torsion). Since the image of p(M) in
H*(X) is divisible by exactly x(K3) = 24, we effectively care about the value of p(M)
only modulo 24.

This proves practical to evaluate when ¢ (Z+ ) has been computed in the form (2.21), as we
have done for all the pleasant involution blocks in Sects. 2 and 5. Recall also from Remarks
3.23 and 5.18 that the class §(h) € HCSpt(V) from (2.24) vanishes in all those examples.

Theorem 7.8 er;t\e c2(Zy) = gico(Zy) + 24hy as in (2.21), and suppose that hy is
t-invariant with BL(hy) = 0. Then

p(M) = 8(us&r(Z4) —u_ér(Z-)) mod 24,
where 8 - H3(T? x £) - H*(M) is the Mayer-Vietoris snake map.

Note that ¢2(Z+) € NI = L/T4 is always even, say ¢2(Z+) = 2y+ mod T4 for some
y+ € L.Because the image of H3(M+) — H3(T? x ¥) always contains 2u. Ty (regardless
of whether M is of the form S! x V4 or SSl X V4), the value of the Mayer—Vietoris map
8§ : H¥T? x £) > H*(M) on 2uy y+ is independent of the choice of y+, and can be
interpreted as a well-defined element §(utca(Z+)) € H 4(M). (But there is in general no
guarantee that these are even elements of H 4(M), even though their sum must be even, see
Remarks 7.20 and 7.33.)
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We will prove Theorem 7.8 in the next three subsections. In practice we apply the following
special case.

Corollary 7.9 If in addition the building blocks Z 4 and Z_ are both pleasant then the equiv-
alence class of p(M) € H*(M) (modulo isomorphisms of the abelian group H*(M)) is
determined by

w, & (Zy) —u_&(Z) e H(T? x £) mod Iy + I (7.10)

where I are the images of H3(Mx). In particular, the greatest integer dividing p(M) is
gcd(24, n), where n is the greatest integer dividing (7.10).

Proof We noted in Remark 7.5 that if Z and Z_ are pleasant then the image of § is a direct
summand in H*(M). O

If M. = S!' x V (i.e. does not involve dividing by an involution) then I is simply
ViNi @ur Ty, whileif My = Sg1 X V4 and comes from a pleasant involution block then 74
is determined in Lemma 2.20(ii). However, even in the auspicious setting of Corollary 7.9,
we still need to work out more details about (H> (T2 x X)) = H3(T? x )/ Uy +10).

That will have to proceed case by case for different choices of gluing angle ¥ and torus
isometry (see in particular Propositions 7.29 and 7.37), but let us point out an important
qualitative difference between the cases ¢ = % and ¥ # %: For rectangular TCS, the images
of §(utc2(Z4)) and §(u_cy(Z-)) belong to two different direct summands in H 4(M) (the
respective images of the push-forward maps prt My) - H 4(M)), so that it suffices to
compute the greatest divisors separately and then take their greatest common divisor. But for
extra-twisted connected sums the images of prt (M+) - H*(M) can overlap, so there can
be cancellation between §(uic2(Z4)) and §(u_c2(Z-)), and we need to know both terms
precisely.

7.3 Gluing vertical cohomology classes

Let
HY (M) @0 HY(M_) = {(x4,x_) € H* (M) & H*(M_) : yxy = y_x_},

the subspace of classes whose images under y+ : H*(M+) — H*(T? x ), the pull-back by
the inclusion 72 x ¥ <> M., agree. At the most elementary level, the problem we need to
deal with in describing p(M) is that the map H*(M) — H*(My) ® H*(M_) in the Mayer—
Vietoris sequence, whose image is H*(M) @y H*(M_), does not have a canonical right
inverse H4(M+) ®o H*(M_) — H*(M). Thus, it is not possible to determine p(M) just
fromits restrictions p(My) and p(M_). We wish to exploit that we do not justknow p(My) €
H*(My), we also know p(SS1 X Z)e H4(SEI X Z) which contain much more information.
To be able to reconstruct p(M) from that, we further need to exploit that p(Sg X Z)isin
some sense a “vertical” class.

Certainly, the restriction of p(M) to a neighbourhood of S! x & C Sgl X Z is a pull-back

of p(¥) € H*(X). Now given cocycles on Sé1 X Z, and SS1 X Z_ whose restrictions to

neighbourhoods of S! x X are pull-backs of the same cocycle on X, we could patch their
pull-backs to M4 to a cocycle on M. The computation in [2, Proposition 4.20] of p(M) of a
rectangular TCS is carried out in terms of a gluing map [2, Definition 4.15] described in these
terms, but it is complicated and does not adapt well to the XTCS setting. Instead we wish to
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define essentially the gluing map in terms of pull-backs of maps between certain auxiliary
spaces.
To this end, we first consider a space S'XZ obtained from Sél X Z by collapsing the

external circle factor over ¥ C Z, and the projection map p : Sgl X Z — S'XZ. (A cochain
on SSl X Z that near ¥ is a pull-back of a cochain on ¥ is thus roughly the same thing as a

pull-back of a cochain from §'XZ.)
Further, given a pair of blocks that are used to form an extra-twisted connected sum M,
let R := S'XZ, Usg S'XZ_. We can define a collapsing map

K:M— R,
as well as obvious inclusion maps
je:S'XZy <> R.
By Mayer—Vietoris,
(i, j%)  HY(R) — HY(S'"XZ4) x HY(S'XZ-)

is an isomorphism onto the subgroup H*(S' X Z,.) @ H*(S' X Z_) of pairs with equal image
in H*(X). Thus composing the inverse with « gives a canonical way to glue elements of
H*(S'XZy) @9 HH(S'XZ_).

In a sense, this repackages the problem of gluing classes in H 4(551 X Z+) as a problem
of finding pre-images of those classes in H*(S'XZ.). The issue now is that while p* :
HY(S'XZy) — H*(S} X Z) is surjective, it is certainly not injective. We could now ask
ourselves for which subsets of H 4(551 X Z) there is a canonical right inverse to p*, and try
to give an answer in terms of certain kinds of “vertical” classes (e.g. p« is injective on the
kernel of a natural map H*S'%Zy) > ng,(Vi)).

Something that is good enough for our purposes is to define a map

2HY(Z)" — H*(S'XZ), 2x > 2x (7.11)

as follows. If x is a t-invariant class, pick a cochain representative o« whose restriction to a
neighbourhood of ¥ is a pull-back of a cochain on X. Then the cocycle a + t* on S! x Z
descends to SEl X Z.Because its restriction to a neighbourhood of the collapsing set S' x =

is a pull-back from ¥, it is moreover a pull-back of a cocycle on S! X Z. The resulting class
2x € H*(S'XZ) is clearly independent of the choice of representative o of x. Because
H*(Z) is assumed to be torsion-free, it then depends only on 2x (and not on x).

Definition 7.12 Define
Y :2HY(Z.)" @9 2H*(Z_)" — H*(M) (7.13)

to be the composition of 2x +— 2, the inverse of ( Ji. j¥),and the pull-back «* : H 4(R) —
H*(M).

In Theorem 7.21, we express p(M) as a gluing of ¢»(Z+) in this sense, but to prove it we
need to know something about how ¢2(Z1) € H s 1/>2Zi) relate to some actual bundles.
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7.4 Pre-image of the vertical tangent bundle

It is natural to ask whether the pull-back of CXZ\i) in H*(S gl XZ +) equals the second Chern
class of the vertical tangent bundle T (Sé X Z+). We will in fact need the stronger claim that

there is a bundle E — S!'X Z such that co(E) = 5(—2\) while the pull-back of E to Sé1 X Z
is Ty (S} X Z).
To describe E and related bundles, itis convenient to present bundles on SEl X Z as mapping

tori of a bundle involution of a bundle on Z that covers 7 (just like T,J,(SSl X Z) itself could
be described as the mapping torus of Dt : TZ — T Z).

Since the normal bundle of ¥ C Z is trivial, it has a tubular neighbourhood A x X for a
disc A. We can think of Z as the result of gluing V to A x L along R x §! x & = AX x X.

Lemma 7.14 There exists an SU (3)-bundle E — Z with a bundle isomorphism Tg covering
T such that

(1) TZ & C is Zy-invariantly isomorphic to E & —Kz (where Zy acts trivially on C and
by Dt* on —Kz);
(ii) Eyy =TV, identifying tg with Dt;
(iii) Ejaxs = C @ TX, and the restriction of T is the corresponding trivial lift.

Proof Given (ii) and (iii), to construct E all that remains is to describe how the two pieces
are glued together. On a collar neighbourhood Rt x Sgl x ¥ of the boundary of V, we use the
isomorphism f : T(R* x SCI x %) = C® T X coming from the “obvious” R x S!-invariant
trivialisation of T (R x S!). This matches up the action of Dt on TV with the trivial action
on C TX, so tg is well-defined.

To prove (i), we now describe —Kz and T'Z in similar terms. If we glue C — V to
TA— AxZbyg:1> et a%’ then the resulting line bundle over Z clearly has a section
vanishing precisely along ¥, so in other words it is the complex line bundle —K 7.

We may also consider 7 Z itself as the result of gluing TV over V to T(A x U) over
A x U by the derivative of Rt xSl x T = A*x 3, (t,u) > z=x+iy= e~ which
equals precisely (g x Idry) o f.

Now let us compare C® T Z with —Kz @ E. By the above, we can regard both of them as
the result of gluing CATV to COT AP T X. For the first, the gluing map is the composition
of ddx f):CepTV - ChpC P TX with (Igg) x Id7y. For the second, we instead
compose with (1(31 f)) x Idry. All the maps are Z,-equivariant provided that we choose the
Z, actionon CH C @ TX over A* x X to be the trivial lift of 7.

Hence, the composition of one gluing map with the inverse of the other is the automorphism
(%4) x Idry of C? @ TS, which is trivially homotopic to the identity in the space of Z,-
equivariant complex vector bundle automorphisms, which proves (i). O

By taking the mapping torus of g, we obtain an SU (3)-bundle E— Sgl X Z,which is stably
isomorphic to 7y, (S} X Z) ® det(Ty, (S} X Z)) by Lemma 7.14(i). Since ¢1 (Ty, (S} X 2)) is
Poincaré dual to S' x X, which can be deformed off itself, it squares to 0, so

c2(E) = e2(Tu (5§ X 2)). (7.15)

Remark 7.16 An alternative justification (which will be more crucial below) of (7.15) that
does not rely on Lemma 7.14(i) starts by noting that since E and Ty, (SSI X Z) are isomorphic

over SEl XV, the difference of their ¢os lies in H4(S§1 X7, Sg X V)= H4(A XX, A*xX)=E
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HZ,,(A) x H*(%). Following Atiyah [34, Subsection 2.6] we can make this more precise by

considering the pair (E , Tv,(Sé X 7)) together with the natural isomorphism over SEl XV
as an element

(E, Tu(S§ X 2)]1 € K(SE X Z,S§ X V) = K(A x £, A% x %),

of relative K-theory. (To reduce notational clutter, we are a little careless and omit the isomor-
phism from the notation for the difference element despite its significance, instead relying
on describing the isomorphism in the text.) Now D = [E, TU,(SE1 x Z)] has Chern classes

in H*(Sg X Z, Sgl X V) and we can write
2(E) = co(Ty (S} X 2)) + c1 (T (S¢ X Z))c1 (D) + ea(D).

Because the image of D in K(A x X, A* x X) is a pull-back from K (A, AX), it is clear
that c2(D) = ¢1 (T (5§ X Z))e1(D) = 0.

Next, note that the mapping torus E of T is by construction identified with C @ TX
near S' x ¥ C S1 X Z. Thus, the fibres over each point on one of the collapsed S's are all

identified, deﬁmng abundle E — S'XZ such that ,o*E E.
Proposition 7.17 cz(f) = g(-Z\)

The remainder of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition 7.17. We first
construct a further SU (3)-bundle F — Z with involution tf as follows.

Recall from Sect. 2.2 that in addition to the K3 divisor X that is fixed point-wise by t,
there is a second invariant K3 divisor ¥’ C Z. The fixed set of 7 is the union of ¥ and a
curve C C X’. Consider a tubular neighbourhood W of C in £’ (so W = unit disc bundle in
Ncys = T*C). Then A x W is a tubular neighbourhood of C in Z.

We define F as a gluing of E|z\c and T (A x W). The overlap region deformation-retracts
to the unit 3-sphere bundle S of T*C @ C — C (using some arbitrary Hermitian metric on
T*C) and the restriction of both bundles to the overlap is 7C & T*C & C. We define F using
the gluing map

100
S—=SUTCoT*CO), (,2)—~ |0z«
Oa z
Next, define a bundle isomorphism g : ' — F covering t by patching up tg over Z\C
(where F = E) and the trivial lift of T over A x W (where F = TC @& T*C @ C). This works
because on the overlap, E = TV = TC & T*C ®Cidentifies tp = Dt = diag(1, —1, —1),
which equals the difference of the glue map evaluated at p € S and 7(p).
Now because tF acts trivially over the fixed set ¥ U C of 7, the quotient defines a bundle
F% — 70 whose pull-back by Z — Z°is F. F° can also be pulled back to a bundle
F— S'xz.

Lemma7.18 (i) c2(F) = c2(E) + PD(C) € H*(2).
(i) c2(F) = c2(E) + PD(S! x C) € H*(8'X2).

Proof Since F and E are constructed to be isomorphic outside C, the difference of their
c2s is in the image of H%(Z, Z\C) = prt(A x W), i.e. the difference is a multiple of
the Poincaré dual PD(C) € H*(Z). In turn, fpt(A x W) = Hc“pt (A) for any fibre A of
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T*C @ C — C. We can reason like in Remark 7.16 and consider the difference element
[E, F] € K(Z,Z,\C) defined by E, F and the given isomorphism away from C, and its
image in K (A, A*). The second Chern class of the latter is clearly the generator of prt (A),
which pins down the coefficient of P D(C) in (i).

(ii) is proved by the same argument. O

Lemma7.19 ¢ (F°%) € H*(Z°) is even.

Proof Consider the blow-up w : Z — Z° in the singular curve C. We will exploit that
c2(Z) € H*(Z) is even because Z is a smooth complex 3-manifold with ¢{(Z)?> = 0 [7,
Lemma 5.10].

Let E C Z be the exceptional set (a P!-bundle over C). Then the sequence 0 —

H*Z% z H*(Z) — H*(E) — 0 is split exact, so it suffices to show that c;(* F0)
is even in H*(Z).

Analogously to Remark 7.16, we consider the difference element [7*F, TZ] €
K (Z, Z\E) defined by the isomorphism between * F and T Z away from E, and its second
Chern class c»[7*F°, TZ] € H*(Z, Z\E) = pr,(U), for a tubular neighbourhood U of
E. Then ¢z (7*F%) — ¢3(Z) is the image of ¢ca[7* FO, T Z] (since c1(F%) = 0).

Thinking of E as the projectivisation of the rank 2 bundle C @ T*C over C, U is the
total space of Og(—2). TU splits as T,,U & TC. T, U can itself be further split as a pull-
back of the line bundle Of(—2) itself, and the pull-back of the line bundle 7,; E over E.
Meanwhile the restriction of F° to a neighbourhood of C is by construction the pull-back of
CeT*C & TC from C, and hence, the same is true for 7*FO over U.

The identification of these bundles along the boundary of U maps

e the 7C summand in T U identically to the 7C summand in * F©,
e the O (—2) summand to C, taking the “outward” section of Of(—2) to a constant one
inC
e the pull-back of T\, E to T*C.
Writing
olTZ, 7°F% = [Ty U, C® T*Cl+ (T C)ey [Ty U, C® T*C),
the second term will always be even because ¢ (C) is. In turn,

alTwlU, COT*Cl = c1(Op(=2)ci[Tu E, T*Cl+ c1[Op(=2), Clei(T*0),

and the factors ¢1(Og(=2)) and ¢;(T*C) € H2(U) are both even. (Looking closer at the
identifications at the boundary one can also see e.g. that ¢1[Og(—2), C] € chpt(U ) is the
Poincaré dual to E, but that does not actually seem necessary if we just need to know the
parity of c2[T Z, 7*F°].) O

Now it is clear that J(F) = cz(l? ), and (since P D(C) is even, which we could also see
as a consequence of Lemma 5.15) that PD(C) = PD(S! x O), completing the proof of
Proposition 7.17.

Remark 7.20 As aby-product of the above lemmas, we find that the mod 2 residue of ¢; ( E )is
the Poincaré dual of S! x C, so it is not even in general. At first sight, it seems disconcerting
that some of the intermediate steps in the calculation of p(M) are odd, even though p(M)
itself must always be even by Lemma 7.7. The explanation is that thanks to Lemma 5.15, the
parity of PD(S! x C) is controlled by the bilinear form on N, which of course also controls
the matchings.
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7.5 Completing the proof of Theorem 7.8

We are now ready to express p(M) in terms of the gluing map Y from Definition 7.12.
Theorem7.21 p(M) = =Y (c2(Z4), c2(Z2)).

Proof We define a Spin(7)-bundle T — R such that

(i) jiT isisomorphic to Ei @ R, so in particular j} p(T) = —cz(Ei), and
(i) «*T is isomorphic to T M.

The claim then follows immediately Proposition 7.17 and the definition of Y.

If we define T by gluing E+ ®RtoE_ ®R by any way bundle isomorphism over the
overlap £ = S'XZ, N S'XZ_ C R then (i) will automatically hold, so we just need to
choose the gluing map to ensure (ii) holds too.

The construction of E-. amounts to a gluing of Tv,(SS1 XVy)overVi C S'XZ4toCOHTE
over a neighbourhood of ¥ in §' X Z.¢, using the bundle isomorphism f : (x%, y%, V) >
(x + iy, v) from the proof of Lemma 7.14. Thus, the gluing map we use to construct 7' over
R shouldbe abundlemaph :ROCHTE > RPC P TX over X.

Meanwhile, the tangent bundle of the XTCS M can be viewed as a gluing of T(SE1 X V)
and T(SEl X V_) by the derivative of the map F from (1.6) that is used to glue together
SSI X Vi to Sg1 X V_. The crucial point is that the bundle map D F over R x T2 x ¥ clearly
depends only on the X factor. To make sense of this more formally we first need to identify
the bundles with pull-backs from X, so we define

fi : T(S,El X Vi) > RaC, (x%, ya%,s%, w) = (s, x +iy,w).
Then the composition f;l oDFof :ReCHTYE - R®C @ TX is apull-back of a
bundle map % over the X factor. (To be really explicit, the action of & on the R x C factor is
the conjugation of (s, z) — (—s, e by (s, x +iy) — (x,5+1iy), sois independent of
the coordinates on the base). If we use that £ in the construction of T, then «*T = T M as
desired. O

To complete the proof of Theorem 7.8, it remains to explain how to interpret Theorem 7.21
in terms of ¢»(Z4), presented in the form (2.21); i.e. we write ¢3(Z+) = g+¢2(Z+) + 24h 4
for some ¢(Z4+) € N and some hy € H*(Z<+) whose image in H*X)isa generator, with
h4 assumed to be t-invariant if Z4 is an involution block.

Recall that g4 : H 2(¥) —> H*(Zy) is the Poincaré dual of the restriction map. Define
g+ HX (D) Z H3(S' x %) —» H4(S§1 X Z.) analogously, and recall from Notation 2.19

that on the cross-section (Séli X Scli)/(a xa)x X = T?x X of (Sfli X My)/(a x 1),
2ur € HY(T? x X) denotes the (primitive) element whose pull-back to SSl X Sg1 X X
corresponds to twice the generator uz from the internal S! factor.

Lemma7.22 Foranyy € H*(Z)
Y(28+(y)),0) = 8((2uy)y)

and

Y(0,2g-(y)) = —86((2u-)y),
where 8 : H3(T? x ) — H*(M) is the Mayer-Vietoris snake map.
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Proof Recall g (y) can be written as i 4404 (uy.y), foriy. : H1, (Vi) — H*(Z,) the push-
forward of the inclusion iy : V4 — Z4 and 84 : H3(S! x &) — Hc‘.‘pt(VJr) is the snake
map in the relative cohomology sequence for the pair (Z4, ¥). From the cochain description
of (7.11), it is clear that

28+ () = Lyady Quyy)),
for the push-forward @4, : Hy, (S} X V) — H*(S'XZy) of the inclusion map iy :
S§ X Vi — S'XZ,, and the snake map Ay t H3(T? x %) — H, (SEX Vy).
Now the composition k* o i1 : Hg, (S} X V4) — H*(M) is simply the push-forward
of the inclusion S} X V4. — M, and its composition with 3, equals 8. Hence,

Y (28+(3), 0) = k* (11404 ((2u3)y))) = 8((2uy)y). ]
Corollary 7.23 Suppose that co(Z+) = g+¢2(Z+) + 24hy as in (2.21). Then

p(M) = 8(u82(Z4) —u_&r(Z-)) + 12Y (2h 4, 2h_).
Lemma7.24 Let (hy,h_) € H*(Z)" @y H*(Z_)". Then
Y (2h, 2h-) = (k4)s (54 (B4 (h4))) + (k-)s(s—(B—(h-))) mod 2,

where s+ : H, 631” (V) — H 641,, (S%! X V) are the snake maps in the compactly supported version

of the exact sequence (2.17) for the cohomology of the mapping torus and k. Sg1 XV —>M
are the obvious inclusions.

Proof Note that the mod 2 residue of 2h+ in H*(S'X Z4) is (14) 4 (52 (B (h))), for iz the

inclusion §} X Vi — S'XZ. as before, and that the maps j+ and y in the definition of ¥
§ .

satisfy j+ =y oks oly. O

If Ei (h+) = 0, then the final term in Corollary 7.23 is divisible by 24, completing the
proof of Theorem 7.8. In general

o If cither of I§i has nonzero image in H 3(Vy) /Imdd + t*), then the image of
Y(2hy,2h_) in H4(Mi) is odd, and the image of p(M) in H4(Mi) is divisible by
exactly 12. Thus, the class of (H* (M), p(M)) is determined by the mod 12 residue of
p(M), which Corollary 7.23 says is equal to §(uyc2(Z4) —u_c2(Z_)). In particular, if
the involution blocks are pleasant then the greatest divisor of p(M) is ged(12, n), where
n is the greatest integer dividing (7.10).

e If both Ei can be chosen to have zero image in H 3 (V4), then we can write lA?i = 04+b4
for some b4 € L, and

p(M) =8(uyc2(Zy) —u_ca(Z_) + 12vyby — 12v_b_) mod 24.

In particular, if the involution blocks are pleasant then the greatest integer dividing p (M)
is gcd(24, n) where n is the greatest integer dividinguy.¢c2(Zy) —u_ca(Z_)+12v by —
12v_b_ e H3(T? x £) mod I, + I_.

7.6 %-twisted connected sums

Now we describe how to work out the torsion in H*(M) and the divisibility of p(M) in the
case ¥ = %, and carry it out for some examples.
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As described before, we use a block Z; with involution and an ordinary block Z_.
We assume that Z is pleasant, in order that H*(M. ) is torsion-free. Therefore the only
contribution to the torsion comes from the Mayer—Vietoris map § : H 3(T?x2) —> HY M),
whose image is a split summand in H*(M).

By Lemma 2.20 the assumption that Z is pleasant ensures that the image of H> (M) —
H3(T? x ) is exactly

Iy :={vin+ust: neNy, teT,n+t=0 mod2L}. (7.25)
On the other hand, the image of H3(M_) is just
I_:=v_N_Gu_T_.

The image §(H3(T? x X)) is isomorphic to H3(T? x £)/(I4+ + I_).
To make this more manageable, note that {2u;, u_} is a basis of H 1(72), and that we

may define a surjective homomorphism
H*(T? x ) — NI & N*, (7.26)
2upx +usy > (0T (), b7 () '

forx,y € L, where b* : L — N is defined by the intersection form. Elements in the kernel
of (7.26) have x € Ty, y € T_, so definitely lie in /4 + /_. Hence,

S(HYT? x £)) = (Nf @ N*)/(I4 + 1), (1.27)
where I is the image of It under (7.26). Using that
vi=uy+u_, v_=2uy+u_
inad® = % matching, we find
L = (3T (0), b7 (x) s x € Ny},
L= (0T (). () 1y e N-J,

where Ny = {x € Ny : b*(x) € 2N}

(7.28)

Proposition 7.29 Let M be a %-twisted connected sum of blocks Z4 and Z_, where Z is
pleasant, and let
W:iNi@®N_— NI®N*, (x,y) = (3T +bT (), b~ (x) +b~(»).

Then

() S(H3(T? x X)) = coker W.

(ii) Under the hypotheses of Corollary 1.9, this isomorphism maps p(M) mod 24 to the

image 0f(%5+, —C_).

(iii) Let z1,z2 € Tor §(H3(T? x X)), let (a1, B1), (22, B2) € N ® Nf_ be representatives

of the images,\ole and z2 in coker W, and pick some (x,y) € N4 x N_ such that
m(ay, B1) = W(x, y). Then by (21, 22) = (a2 (x) + B2(»)) € Q/Z.

Proof (i) is proved in the preceding discussion, while (ii) is immediate from Corollary 7.9.
For (iii), let p1, p» be 8-pre-images of z1, zo in H>(T'? x ). According to Lemma 7.6,

1
bm(z1,z2) = —py p2,
m
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where mp| = pf” — pi € I + 1_.Now §(p1) = z; means that (7.26) maps p; to (a1, B1).
Hence, m(aq, f1) = W(x, y) means that mp; = uy(x +2y +14) +u_(x +y +1¢_) for
some fy € Ty (with x + 71 even). Therefore
pl+ =Vix + uyfy = u+(x + t+) +u_x,
—py =v-y+tui =2uytu (y+1r1),
and in particular y + 7 = —x mod m. Hence, writing p» = 2uyw4 +u_w_ forwy € L
(so that ap = b+ (w,) and Br = b~ (w_)),
pyp2 = —(Voy +u_t)(Vows +us(wo — wy)) = —f_wy + y(w_ — wy)
=yw_ —wy(y+1-) =yw_ +wyx = fo(y) + a2(x) mod m. o
Now consider the case when N and N_ are purely at angle % Letmy : Ny(R) — Ni(R)
be the orthogonal projections, and recall that pure angle % means that 74 (x). 74 (y) = %x. y
forany x, y € Nx(IR). In particular, note that 7* N* C N7 (R) equals (274 N_)*. Therefore
NI +2r*N* = (Ny N2m N_)*, and we get a surjective homomorphism
NI @® NI — (N N2 N_)¥,
(a, ) > o — 2B

Note further that 7* o b~ equals b™ on N_(R) and %b* on N4 (R). Therefore I are both
contained in the kernel of (7.30). The kernel is in fact

{(@,B):a=7*B e (Ny 421, N_)*,

(7.30)

isomorphic to (N4 + 27 N_)* by projection to the first component. The images of I+ in
there are simply b* (3 N;.) and b+ (N_), respectively. Notice that

bTANL) +0T(N2) = (3bT(x) 1 x € Ny + 274 No, bT(x) € 2(Ny + 27 N_)*}.
(7.31)

Hence, there is a surjection f from the discriminant group A of the even integral lattice
N4 4+ 27 N_ to the coquotient of Im W= I + I_ in the kernel of (7.30), with kernel
precisely the 2-torsion T» A; thus, Tor §(H3(T? x £)) = A/TA.

To evaluate the torsion linking form on a pair of elements in Tor H*(M) corresponding
to images in A of «j,ay € (Ny + 2wy N_)*, note that the corresponding elements in
Ni @ N* are (o, 215 e). If may = 1bJr(x +2m,y) forx € Ny and y € N_, then
m(ay, 2nfoy) = VT/(x, y) and Proposition 7.29 gives by (f(a1), f(a2)) = a(az(x) +
Q) () = Lon(x 4 274 y). In summary

Corollary 7.32 For a pure 5 matching where Z.,_ is pleasant

o There is an isomorphism f : A/To A — Tor H*(M).

o Forx,y e A by(f(x), f(3)) =2ba(x,y), where bp is the dlscrzmmanty.?}rm of A.

o Thefree part of §(H3(T? x X)) is naturally isomorphic to (NL N2m4y N_)* = = (NN
N_)*

e The image of p(M) mod 24 in the free part of S(H>(T? x %)) corresponds to %E+ +
w¥c_ e (Ny N2my N )* ormicy +c- € (m-Ny NN_)*

Note in particular that if N1 has 2-elementary discriminant then automatically A = Th A
and 27, N_ € Ny (and 7Ny D N_), so H*(M) is torsion-free, and the direct summand
S(H3(T? x ¥)) € HY (M) is naturally isomorphic to N*.

@ Springer



2 Page 62 of 80 Annals of Global Analysis and Geometry (2023) 64:2

Remark 7.33 In Remark 7.20 we pointed out that some of the expressions for p(M) are not
obviously even, even though Lemma 7.7 tells us that p (M) is even for any closed 7-manifold.
The appearance of % as the coefficient of ¢+ in Corollary 7.32 is an instance of this: c_ € N_

is even, and hence so is its contribution to p(M), but it is not obvious why that of %E.,_ should
be too. Indeed, ¢4 need not be even considered as an element of ZNi + b(N4), and for
arbitrary even elements ¢ € N7, the image of %c in (N4 N 274 N_)* need not be even.

However, note that Ny N 27, N_ € N, and that any x € N4 N2, N_ has x> divisible
by 4. Meanwhile Remark 7.20 and Lemma 5.15 imply that ¢y x = x> mod 4 forany x € N,
explaining why %54_ must be even as an element of (N1 N 2w N_)*.

7.7 %-twisted connected sums

Now we move on to describing the torsion in H 4(M) and the divisibility of p(M) in the
case U = %. The calculations are very similar to the case ¥ = %, but the details are just
sufficiently different to require repetition.

We use a pair of involution blocks Z4, but recall that there is a basic asymmetry in the
set-up. (see Fig. 5). We assume that Z4. are both pleasant, in order that H*(M..) are torsion-
free. Therefore the only contribution to the torsion comes from the Mayer—Vietoris map
§: H3T? x ©) - H*(M), whose image is a split summand in H*(M). By Lemma 2.20
the image of H3(My) — H3(T? x ) is exactly

Iy ={vin4+ust: ne Ny, t €Ty, n+t=0 mod 2L}. (7.34)

The image §(H3(T? x X)) is isomorphic to H3(T? x £)/(I4 + I_).

Note that {2u, 2u_} is a basis of H L(7?2), so that we may define a surjective homomor-
phism

H*(T* x ©) - NI & N*,

(7.35)

2upx +2u_y > (0 (), b7 (y))

forx, y € L, where bE: L — N is defined by the intersection form. Elements in the kernel
of (7.35) have x € T4, y € T_, so definitely lie in 7 + /_. This reduces the problem to
understanding the image of the induced isomorphism

S(HX(T* x D) = (N @ N*) /(I + 1), (7.36)
where I is the image of I+ under (7.35). Using that
vi=uy+2u_, v_=2u; +3u_
inad = % matching, we find
L = {(3p7(0), b7 () s x € Ny,
L= {0F (). 35" () :y e N,
where N+ = {x € N1 : bE(x) € 2N}

Proposition 7.37 Let M be a g -twisted connected sum of pleasant involution blocks Z . and
Z_, and let

W:Ne@®N_— NI N, (x,y) > (3bT(0) +6T(y), b (x) + 367 (y)).
Then
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() 8(H3(T? x %)) = coker W.
(i1) Under the hypotheses of Corollary 7.9, this isomorphism maps p(M) mod 24 to the
image 0f(%5+, —%5_).
(iii) Let z1,z» € Tor§(H3(T? x X)), let (a1, B1), (a2, o) € NI @ NZ be representatives

of the images in (N} @ N*)/(Iy + 1), and pick some (x,y) € Ny x N_ such that
m(ar, B1) = W(x, y). Then by (21, 22) = (@2(x) + f2()) € Q/Z.

Proof (i) is proved in the preceding discussion, while (ii) is immediate from Corollary 7.9.
For (iii), let py, p2 be §-pre-images of z;, z2 in H3(T2 x X). According to Lemma 7.6,

by (z1,22) = %prz,
where mp| = pfr —p; €14 +1-.Now
pl+ =vix +upty =up(x +14) + 2u_x,
—py =v-y+tut_ =2uy+u_QGy+1t),
3y+t-

for some 71 € Ty (with x + 74 and y + 7— both even). In particular, =5— = —x mod m.
Hence, writing p» = 2uiwy +2u_w_ forwy € L,

prp2=—(v_y+u ) (vowy +u_Quw_ —3wy)) = 3(—wy + yQw_ —3wy))
3y +1-
2

=yw_ — w4 = yw_ +wyx = PBo(y) + az(x) mod m. O

Now let us assume that Ny and N_ are purely at angle %. Let m4 : Nx(R) — N+(R)
be the orthogonal projections, and recall that pure angle % means that 74 (x). 74 (y) = %x. y
for any x, y € Nx(R). In particular, see that %niNf C NI (R) equals (27 N_)*. We can
therefore surjectively map

N* @ N* — (N N 27 N_)*,

7.38
(o, B) > a — 3% . 739

Note further that 7* o b~ equals b™ on N_(R) and %b* on N4 (R). Therefore I are both
contained in the kernel of (7.38). The kernel is in fact

{0, ) =3B e (Ny + 21, N},

isomorphic to (N4 + 27 N_)* by projection to the first component. The images of I in
there are simply b+(%1§7+) and b*(N_), respectively. Like in the ¥ = 7 case, their sum
is described by (7.31), implying that the coquotient of I, + I_ in the kernel of (7.38) is
isomorphic to the discriminant group A of the even integral lattice N1 + 2w N_ modulo its
2-torsion TH A.

Similarly to Corollary 7.32 we thus obtain

Corollary 7.39 For a pure % matching where Z 1 are both pleasant

e There is an isomorphism f : A /T, A — Tor H*(M).
e Forx,y e A, by(f(x), f(y)) =2ba(x,y), where ba is the discriminant form of A.
2y
e The free part of S(H3(T? x %)) is naturally isomorphic to (Ny N 2npN_)* =
(3n_Ny NN
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e The image of p(M) mod 24 in the free part 0f8(H3(T2 X X)) corresponds to %Eq_ +
imtco e (Ny N2m N_)* orwicy + 36— € Gn_Ny N N_)*

Note in particular that if Ny has 2-elementary discriminant then automatically A = Th A
and 27, N_ C N (or N- C 27_N,), so H*(M) is torsion-free, and 8(H>(T? x X))
is naturally isomorphic to N*. (The asymmetry of the construction entails that N_ being
2-elementary is not as helpful: note that 2 N_ is isometric to N_(3) which always has
some 3-primary discriminant.)

7.8 Further invariants and classification results

Any metric of holonomy G has an associated torsion-free G-structure. To a G-structure ¢
on closed 7-manifolds, [13, Definition 1.2] associates a value v(¢) € Z/48 which is invariant
under diffeomorphisms and homotopies, and can thus in particular distinguish components
of the moduli space of metrics of holonomy G».

A stronger invariant v(¢) € Z is introduced in [3, Definition 1.4]; for manifolds with
holonomy G the value of v(¢) is recovered by

V(@) = B(p) +24 mod 48. (7.40)

For extra-twisted connected sums (involving only involutions as in this paper), it can be
computed purely in terms of the gluing angle ¥ and the configuration angles of the matching
(Definition 6.12).

Theorem 7.41 [3, Corollary 2] Let (M, @) be an extra-twisted connected sum Go-manifold
as in Construction 1.10 with gluing angle ¥. Set p := w — 2¢. Then

b(p) = —722
T
+3(Signp)(#{j |oj e tr —lpln)} —1+2#{j o] € (m — |,0|,7'r)}) ,

where o, ..., o are the configuration angles of the configuration of the hyper-Kéhler
rotation used in the construction.

There are a number of further invariants of closed 7-manifolds with G,-structure that
we do not compute: the quadratic refinement ¢ of the torsion linking form [10, Definition
2.32], the generalised Eells-Kuiper invariant p that can detect different smooth structures
[11, (26)], and the diffeomorphism and homotopy invariant &(¢) of the G,-structure [13,
Definition 6.8]. The problem is that these invariants are defined in terms of coboundaries,
and we have not identified any explicit coboundaries of our extra-twisted connected sums.
(The invariant v(¢) is also defined in terms of coboundaries, but in this case the analytic
formula for v above gives an alternative method of calculation.) In the case of 2-connected
7-manifolds we have good classification results, but they do in general rely on all of the
invariants.

Theorem 7.42 [11, Theorem 1.2 & 1.3] Let M| and M, be closed 2-connected 7-manifolds,
andlet F : H*(M>) — H*(M) be a group isomorphism. Then F is realised as {* for some
homeomorphism f : M1 — My ifand only if F (p(M>)) = p(My) and F preserves b and q.
F is realised as * of some diffeomorphism if and only if F is in addition preserves ..
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Theorem 7.43 [13, Theorem 6.9] Let M| and My be closed 2-connected 7-manifolds with
Go-structures @1 and ¢, and let F - H*(M>) — H*(M)) be a group isomorphism. Then
F is realised as f* for some diffeomorphism f : M| — My with f*@, homotopic to ¢ if
and only if F(p(M3)) = p(My), v(p1) = v(¢2) and F preserves b, g and &.

However, in many examples the invariants ¢, ; and £ are redundant. The quadratic refine-
ment g is uniquely determined by b unless T H* (M) has 2-torsion. The Eells-Kuiper invariant
is vacuous unless p(M) is divisible by 8 modulo torsion, and & is completely determined
by @ and v when the greatest divisor of p(M) modulo torsion divides 112. Therefore, even
though we have not computed ¢, 1« and & we can still apply the above classification theorems
to many of the examples in Sect. 8.

For rectangular twisted connected sums, ¢ and u were computed in [12], and & by Wallis
[35].

8 Examples of extra-twisted connected sums

We now combine the preceding results to produce examples of extra-twisted connected
sums. We select 50 convenient examples that illustrate some interesting phenomena. All but
Example 8.15 are 2-connected, and their properties are summarised in Tables 4 and 5. In
each case, we describe a configuration of the polarising lattices in terms of a push-out W
as described in Remark 6.5, and deduce from Theorem 6.10 that the given configuration is
realised by some -matching.

. . n
8.1 Matchings with pure angle 7

We begin by considering 7 -extra twisted connected sums, using configurations where the
polarising lattices are at “pure angle” % as discussed in Sect. 6.4, so that Theorem 6.10 can
be applied to produce matchings without using any genericity results beyond Proposition
3.7. The topology is also easy to compute using Corollary 7.32.

Matchings among rank 1 blocks are relatively easy to study systematically. We have listed
7 involution blocks of rank 1 (Examples 3.24, 3.25y, ...3.255 and 5.21;), and 18 ordinary
rank 1 blocks (17 in Example 3.8, and one in Example 5.21).

If the squares of the generators x and x_ of the polarising lattices of the building blocks
are ny and n_, respectively, then as in (6.14) the necessary and sufficient condition for the
existence of a matching is that 2nn_ be a square. A simple computer script identifies that
the condition is satisfied for 25 of the 119 pairs of blocks, and computes the topological
invariants from the data in Tables 1 and 3 as follows.

If the condition holds then we can uniquely write ny = 2mq_%_ and n_ = mqgZ, for ¢
and ¢g_ coprime, and define the configuration by

W— ( 2mq3 mq+q—)
= 2 .
mqiq- mq*

We can now apply Corollary 7.32 to compute the topological invariants. We find that
maps x_ to Z‘Iq—‘+x+, so N4 + 2w N_ is generated by ier, which has square 2 m. Therefore

Tor H*(M) = 7Z,,. Meanwhile 7_ N, N N_ is generated by ¢4 x_, and hence, the greatest
divisor of p(M) modulo torsion is (7} ¢y + c-)(g4x—) = %E.,_ (x4) +gyc—(x2).
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In those cases where the order m of Tor H*(M) divides the greatest divisor of p(M)
modulo torsion, the above computation does not suffice to determine p(M) up to isomor-
phisms of H*(M). However, in all cases it turns out that the greatest divisor of p(M) equals
the greatest divisor of p(M) modulo torsion; then, it is possible to choose the isomorphism
H*(M) = ZP3M) » 7, so that the image of p(M) has no Z,, component. When m = 2
there is nothing to check, since p(M) is even a priori for any spin 7-manifold according to
Lemma 7.7. In the remaining 4 cases, we find that %E.,_ and c_ are both divisible by m, so
p(M) is too.

Finally, b3 (M) is simply 22 + b;’(ZJr) +b3(Z_) by (7.2). This is even, so cannot coincide
with b3 of any 2-connected ordinary TCS.

These topological invariants of the 25 %—matchings of rank 1 blocks are summarised in
Table 4, listing b3(M), the greatest divisor d of p(M) and the order of TH*(M). We also
list the self-linking of a generator of T H*(M) when it is not vacuous (i.e. when the order
of the cyclic group T H*(M) is greater than 2). We have not included the v-invariant in the
table, since it is the same in all cases: for a Z--matching of rank 1 blocks, the only possibility
for the configuration angles is that o = - - = &y = 0, so Theorem 7.41 gives v = —39.

We now give 5 examples of pure angle %-matchings of blocks of rank 2. In each case
we define the desired configuration by writing down a symmetric 4 x 4 matrix W, where
the diagonal 2 x 2 blocks are the polarising lattices N4 and N_ of the two building blocks,

and the off-diagonal blocks are chosen to ensure that NE = Nu; this can be verified by
checking that 74 (x). 74 (y) = %x.y for any x,y € N4. By using bases for Ny and N_
that consist of edges of the respective ample cones (i.e. the bases used in Tables 2 and 3),
verifying hypothesis (6.11) of Theorem 6.10 becomes a simple matter of checking that some
element in the positive quadrant of Ny is mapped to the positive quadrant of N_ by w4
(or vice versa). Theorem 6.10 then produces a matching with the desired configuration. The
resulting %-twisted connected sum M has b3(M) = 21 + b;(Z+) + b3(Z-) by (7.2), and
the main remaining topological invariants are easily computed using Corollary 7.32.

For a pure angle Z configuration of rank 2 blocks, two of the configuration angles take
the values 7 and —7 while the remaining 17 configuration angles are 0. Hence, Theorem
7.41 gives v = —36.

We collect the data of these and all remaining 2-connected examples in Table 5. We list
for each example the gluing angle, the blocks used, b3(M), the greatest divisor d of p(M)
in H*(M; Z) (which for all examples except 8.14 is the same as the greatest divisor modulo
torsion), the order of the torsion subgroup T H*(M), a description of the torsion linking form
b, and v. When the torsion T H*(M) is cyclic we describe the linking form by giving the

self-linking of a generator. The only examples of non-cyclic T H*(M) are (Z/2)?, where the
1

1 1
possibilities for the linking form are that it is diagonalisable (3 (l) ) or hyperbolic (g 8 )
2 2

Example 8.1 We match the involution block from Example 3.31 (from one-point blow-up
of degree 1 del Pezzo 3-fold) and the regular block from Example 3.103 (from degree 1
del Pezzo 3-fold blown up in an elliptic curve) at pure angle 7. The polarising lattices are
Ny =(33)and N_ = (343). and we define the configuration using the matrix

2221
2020
2242
1020
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Actually, because Example 3.31 is not a semi-Fano block, Proposition 3.7 does not provide
the genericity result needed for Theorem 6.10 to produce matchings; the required genericity
result is instead Lemma 4.4.

The resulting %-twisted connected sum M is 2-connected, with b3(M) = 21 +44+32 =
97. Because N, has 2-elementary discriminant, it is immediate from Corollary 7.32 that
H*(M) is torsion-free. In the respective bases for N}, we have ¢y = (2624) and c_ =
(20 12), while 7 : N_ — N is represented by ((1) 2 ) In the basis for N* we thus get

_ 10
w¥c, = (2624 i ) = (2612), and
1e =020 (o) = o12)
micy +Co = (26420 12412) = (46 24)

so p(M) has greatest divisor 2 by Corollary 7.32.

By Theorem 7.42, there is a unique diffeomorphism class of 2-connected 7-manifolds M
with b3(M) = 97, torsion-free H*(M) and d = 2. According to [2, Table 3], there are two
different rectangular twisted connected sums of rank 1 Fano blocks with these invariants,
so yield further torsion-free G,-structures on the same manifold. However, the %-twisted
connected sum has v = 36 while the rectangular twisted connected sums have v = 24, so the
G,-structures cannot be homotopic. In particular, the moduli space of holonomy G, metrics
on this manifold is disconnected.

Example 8.2 Match Example 5.20 (from K3 with non-symplectic involution that is a branched
double cover of P! x P!} and Example 3.10;¢ (from blow-up of complete intersection of two
quadrics in an elliptic curve) using the configuration defined by

0240
2011
2284
2040

Now b3 (M) = 21 4 32 4 24 = 77. Corollary 7.32 gives that H*(M) is torsion-free. Also,
TiCr+co = (1212) (% é) + (28 12) = (30+28 6+12) = (58 18), whose greatest divisor is 2.
These are the same invariants as Example 8.19. Moreover, according to [2, Table 3] there
is also a rectangular twisted connected sum of rank 1 Fano-type blocks (namely Examples
3.8}2 and 3.8% 4) with these invariants. Thus, the smooth 2-connected 7-manifold M with
b3(M) = 77, torsion-free H*(M) and d = 2 admits torsion-free G»-structures with v(p) =
—36, —48 and 0, so its moduli space of holonomy G, metrics has at least 3 components.

Example 8.3 Match Examples 3.30, (from double cover of quadric-fibred degree 2 semi del
Pezzo 3-fold) and 3.10;¢ using the configuration defined by

4442
4040
4484
2040

by(M) =21+ 12+ 24 =57.

To use Corollary 7.32 to compute T H*(M), note that 277, N_ is contained in N, so
N4 + 274 N_ = N,. The discriminant is a diagonal A = (Z)4)?, so TH*(M) = (Z./2)?
with diagonal linking form.
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Table 4 Extra-twisted connected sums of rank 1 one blocks, with ¢ = %

Zy Z_ b3 d TH* b
3.25, 3816 60 24 4 i
324 3.8l 64 24 2

3.25; 381, 68 6 3 i
3.25, 3.8], 72 12 2

325, 3.83 74 12 4 1
324 3.8} 78 4 2

3.24 3.8% 78 24 2

521, 3.8l 82 4

3.25, 3.82 86 8 2

3.25, 3.84 86 12

3.25, 3.8l 92 4

3.24 3.82 92 2 2

5214 3.83 9 2

3.25, 3.82 100 6

3.25, 3.8¢ 102 2 i
3.254 3.8} 102 4 i
3.25 3.83 106 2

521, 3.8} 124 2

5214 3.8t 124 8

3.25, 3.8} 134 6

3.25, 3.8t 134 24

3.24 521, 148 4 2

3.24 3.8} 148 12 2

3.25, 3.8} 156 2

3.25, 521, 156 2

wicy+co = (2812) ((1) (%) ) + (28 12) = (56 18), so Corollary 7.32 implies that the greatest
divisor of p(M) modulo torsion is 2. Since there is only 2-torsion, and p(M) is even a priori,
p(M) cannot have any interesting torsion component.

Example 8.4 Matching Examples 3.304 (from double cover of quadric-fibred degree 4 semi
del Pezzo 3-fold) and 3.1019 using

8464
4020
6284
4040

The calculations are very similar to the previous example. We again find b3(M) = 21 +
12 4+ 24 = 57. However, this time the discriminant form on A = (Z/4)? is hyperbolic, so
although T H*(M) = (Z/2)?* again, the torsion linking form is hyperbolic is hyperbolic in
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Table 5 Examples of

2-connected extra-twisted Ex v Z+ Z- b3 d THY b v

connected sums 8.1 % 331 3.105 97 236
8.2 T 520 3101 77 -36
8.3 T 330, 3100 57 2 22 ( (%) 2 ) -36

2
8.4 T 3304 31019 57 2 2.2 (i é) -36
2

8.5 T329 314 45 2 7 -1 -36
8.6 T 5213 311 98 6 33
8.7 325 31019 91 4 -36
8.8 T 521, 310y 92 4 -33
8.9 3303 31017 60 6 33
810 X 3284 31017 60 6 -39
811 I 325 326, 71 6 3 3 -36
812 -I 326, 38 71 6 3 i 36
814 T 326, 333 42 47 8 33
816 Z 325, 3253 54 6 -51
816 T 3255 325 54 2 3 i -51
816 Z 521 3253 76 6 -51
816 L 325 521; 76 24 3 1 -51
816 Z 325, 3255 86 6 -51
816 I 3255 325 8 4 3 3 51
817 I 331 33l 109 2 -48
818 I 331 33l 109 8 -48
819 I 331 3305 77 2 -48
820 X 331 3295 77 4 -48
821 Z 329, 38, 45 2 7 -4 -48

T In Example 8.14, the greatest divisor of p(M) modulo torsion is 8

this example. 3¢y +c- = (3212)

1
; ?) + (28 12) = (46 24), so Corollary 7.32 implies that

the greatest divisor of p(M) modulo torsion is 2. Again p(M) cannot have any interesting

torsion component.

Thus, this example is distinguished from Example 8.3 only by the torsion linking form.

Example 8.5 Match Examples 3.29, (from double cover of conic-fibred degree 2 del Pezzo
3-fold) and 3.14; (ordinary block from the conic-fibred degree 2 del Pezzo 3-fold itself)

using

4662
6223
6246
2362
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b3 =214+6+4+18 =45. Ny + 27, N_ = N, whose discriminant group A = Z/14 x Z/2.
Thus TH*(M) = A/ThbA = 77, and the image of o := (10) € A is a generator of
TH*(M). Now ba(a, @) = (10) (48) 7' () = =4, so the image in T H*(M) has self-
linking — 1.

TGy + - = (2818) (‘]) é) +(2018) = (3832),s0d = 2.

Finally, here is a rank 3 matching.

Example 8.6 Use involution block from Example 5.213 and ordinary block from Example
3.11. Match using

222112
202110
220022
110022
112202
202220

b3(M) = 20 + 28 + 50 = 98. Since N is 2-elementary, H*(M) is torsion-free.
010
wicy +co=(181212) (E _%é) 4+ (121212) = (182424),50d = 6.
2 2
For any pure % matching of rank 3 blocks, exactly 2 each of the configuration angles
o, ..., Qg are % and —% while the other 15 are 0. Thus Theorem 7.41 gives b = —33.

8.2 Other 7-matchings

We now consider 8 examples of 7 -extra twisted connected sums where the configuration
does not have pure angle % (including one that is not 2-connected). This involves carrying
out some extra work for each example. In addition to checking hypothesis (6.11) in Theorem
6.10, we also need to compute A+ as in (6.9), and verify that the families are A -generic
(most of the work for the last step has already been carried out in Sect. 4).

Moreover, we cannot use Corollary 7.32 to compute the topology, but instead have to apply
the more cumbersome Proposition 7.29. However, we can speed up the required calculatlon

of coker W alittle with the following observation:if A € NlandA_=n_A € N_ ,then
the image of W is contained in the kernel of the homomorphlsm (A, A) : NI®N* - Z.

Example 8.7 Match the involution block from Example 3.25; and the regular block from
Example 3.101¢ at angle % using the matrix

231
W=|384
140
m— maps the positive generator H; € N, to %A,, for A_ = ( } ) € N_. This is in indeed
in the ample cone of the family of Example 3.101¢, so (6.11) holds.
Now A_ = N_, so for the family of Example 3.10;90 we do not need any genericity

result beyond Proposition 3.7. On the other hand, A is generated by N and the orthogonal

complement of A_ in N_, so
~ (2 0
Az (O o 6) .
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In particular there are no (—2)-classes orthogonal to the degree 2 class H... Therefore Propo-
sition 4.2 implies that the family of blocks from Example 3.25; is (A, H+R™)-generic, so
we can apply Theorem 6.10 to find a matching with this configuration.

The resulting extra-twisted connected sum M is 2-connected, and (7.2) gives b3(M) =
23 —1—-2446+24+ 1 = 91. Proposition 7.29 shows that the torsion is isomorphic to the
cotorsion of the image of the matrix

131
W=1_384
140
Its image is exactly the kernel of (4 —1 —1), so the torsion is in fact trivial.

Since ¢y = 26 while c_ = (124), Proposition 7.29 further gives the greatest divisor
of p(M) in terms of the greatest divisor of (13 —12 —4) modulo Im W; since (4-1-1) -
(13 —12 —4) = 68, we therefore find that the greatest divisor of p(M) is gcd(24, 68) = 4.

Only one of the configuration angles o, ..., &g is non-zero, and takes the value 7.

Hence, Theorem 7.41 gives v = —36.
According to [12, Table 4], there are two rectangular twisted connected sums from Fanos
of rank 1 or 2, with the same diffeomorphism invariants.

Example 8.8 Match Examples 5.21, (from K3 with non-symplectic involution branched over
one-point blow-up of P?) and 3.10,7 (from P? blown up in a twisted cubic) using

2223
2011
2125
3154

LetAy = (%) € Ny,andA_ = (}) € N,.ThenAf_ =32and A2 = 16,andr_A; = A_

e

andm A_ = lA_‘_. Thus, AL € Nf, so (6.11) is satisfied.
The orthogonal complements of A+ in N are spanned by B, where By := (35) and
B_ = (_97). A+ is spanned by N+ and B, so

22 -3 25 —1
Ar=|20 2 |, a_=[541
—32-272 —11-32

Then Proposition 5.23 and Lemma 4.5 give the genericity results needed for Theorem 6.10
to yield a matching.

b3(M) =23 —2 — 2+ 32440 + 1 = 92. By Proposition 7.29, T H*(M) is isomorphic
to the cotorsion of

1123
1011
2125)°
3154

W:

which is trivial. Indeed, coker W is mapped isomorphically to Z by (23 —1 —1). This maps
(584, —C-) = (9618 -22) t0 76,50 d = 4.

To compute v, we need to determine the configuration angles. Note that 7y B_ = %B+,
whose square is ﬁ of the square of B_. So By is in the ﬁ—eigenspace of mymx. By (6.13),
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two of the configuration angles are 2 where (cos V)2 = ﬁ , and the other 17 configuration

angles are 0. Because 2 is in the interval (%, 1), Theorem 7.41 gives v = —33.
The diffeomorphism classifying invariants coincide with those of the extra-twisted con-
nected sum of Examples 3.25% and 3.8}6 in line 11 of Table 4, but the v-invariants differ.

The next two examples illustrate the dependence of v on the configuration angles.

Example 8.9 Matching of Examples 3.303 (from double cover of a quadric-fibred degree 3
semi del Pezzo, or equivalently a double cover of a small resolution of cubic 3-fold containing
a plane) and 3.1017 (from the blow-up of a quadric 3-fold in an elliptic curve of degree 5),
using

6445

4022

4247
5276

The ample class Ay = (‘3‘) € N4 (with square 192) is mapped by m_ to A_ = (%) e N_

(with square 96), while 7, A_ = LA . Therefore A4 € N{, 50 (6.11) is satisfied.
The orthogonal complement of A4 in N4 is spanned by By for By = (_49) and B_ =
( _11?1 ), of square —192 and —600, respectively.

6 4 3 4 7 4
Ar=140 —4 |, A_=|76 =2
3 —4 —600 4 -2 —-192
Proposition 4.7 and Lemma 4.8 provide the genericity results needed for Theorem 6.10 to
yield matchings.
b3(M) =23 —2—2+4 12+ 28 + 1 = 60. The cokernel of
3245
= 2022
V=14247
5276

is mapped isomorphically to Z by (43 -2-2), so H*(M) is torsion-free. (%EJF, c_) =
(156 —22 —26) is mapped to 174, so d = gcd(174,24) = 6.

nyB_ = %BJr, whose square is —12. Therefore B are mmr-eigenvectors with eigen-
value 51—0. Then the non-zero configuration angles are +2v for (cos ) = %‘ Because
¥ e (%, 1), Theorem 7.41 gives v = —33.

Example 8.10 Match Examples 3.284 (from double cover of one-point blow-up of a complete
intersection of two quadrics, or equivalently a flop of the small resolution of a cubic 3-fold
containing a plane that was used in the previous example) and 3.1017, using

8846
8654
4547
6476

The ample class Ay = (3) € N (with square 192) is mapped by 7_ to A_ = (}) € N_

(with square 96), while A_ is mapped by 74 to %A+. So At € N} . The orthogonal com-

plements are spanned by By = (Tg) € Ny and B_ = (_1131) € N_, of square —192 and

@ Springer



Annals of Global Analysis and Geometry (2023) 64:2 Page730f80 2

—600, respectively.

8 8 14 4 7 14
Ar=[8 6 —21), AL=[7 6 -14
14 —21 —600 14 —14 —192

Proposition 4.7 and Lemma 4.8 provide the genericity results needed for Theorem 6.10 to
yield matchings.

b3(M) = 60 just as in the previous example. Also, we find again that H*(M) is torsion-
free, and that d = 6, so the classifying diffeomorphism invariants all agree.

However, 7. B_ = 7 B, whose square is —588. Therefore the non-trivial configuration
angles 21 are in this case given by (cos ¥/)* = %. Since 2y < %, Theorem 7.41 yields
v =—-39.

The next two examples of 7-twisted connected sums are related by an orientation-
reversing diffeomorphism. As the underlying manifold has 7 H* = 7Z/3, it does not admit
an orientation reversing self-diffeomorphism, and components of its G, moduli space can
be distinguished by the sign of v.

Example 8.11 Match Example 3.253 (from double cover of cubic hypersurface) with Example

3.26¢ (from double cover of (1,1)-divisor). The polarising lattices are N = (6) and N_ =
(% ‘21 ), and we use the configuration defined by

633

wW=1|324

342

If H, is the generator of Ny and A_ := ({) e N_thenniA_ =Hiandn_Hy = %A,,
so Ny = NE and A_ € N . Thus, condition (6.11) holds.

The orthogonal complement of A_ in N_ is generated by B_ = (_11 ) and

(6 0
A+=N+€BB_Z=<O_12>.

The family of blocks from Example 3.8, is (A, HyR™)-generic by Proposition 4.6, so
Theorem 6.10 yields matchings with the given configuration.

b3(M) = 23 — 1 —2+ 18 4+ 32 + 1 = 71. By Proposition 7.29, §(H3(T? x X)) is
isomorphic to the cokernel of

R 333
W=|324
3472

The image of W is an index 3 sublattice of the kernel of (2-1-1):73 - Z,s0 TH*(M) =

. P 1 . F 1
7Z./3. The cotorsion of W is generated by (}) Its preimage under W is % (8), so by

Proposition 7.29 the corresponding generator of 7 H*(M) has self-linking %

The image of (%EJF, c_) = (15-18 —18) in Z is 56, so the greatest divisor of p(M) modulo
torsion is gcd(66, 24) = 6. Since this is not coprime to the order of the torsion subgroup, we
also need to check the divisibility of p(M) itself to determine the isomorphism class of the
pair (H* (M), p(M)). But the image of (15 —18 —18) in coker W is divisible by 6 too, so we
can choose an isomorphism H*(M) = Z’! x Z/3 such that the image of p(M) has no Z/3
component.
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We find v = —36 like in Example 8.7.

Example 8.12 Match Example 3.26¢ (from double cover of (1,1)-divisor) with Example 3.8%
(from cubic 3-fold in P*). The polarising lattices are the same as in the previous example,
except that the roles of N, and N_ have been swapped, so we can use essentially the same
W as above to define the configuration. The justification for existence of matching is then
just the same, and v = —36 by the same calculation as before.

However, the topological computations are different from the previous example, even
though most of the final values turn out to be the same. This time b3(M) is computed by
23 —1—-2+4+14+36+1 =71, while TH4(M), etc., is controlled by

R 123
W=1213
336

The image of W is an index 3 sublattice of the kernel of (11 1) : Z3 — Z, so T H*(M) =

7Z./3. The cotorsion of W is generated by (i) Its preimage under W is % (001), so by
Proposition 7.29 the corresponding generator of 7 H*(M) has self-linking %

(%EJF, —C_) = (99 -24), which is divisible by 6 modulo the image of W. Thus, p(M) is
divisible by 6. The image in the free part of the cokernel is 9 + 9 + 24 = 42, so the greatest
divisor of p(M) modulo torsion is 6 too.

Since the torsion-linking form is different from Example 8.11, there is no orientation-
preserving diffeomorphism between these 7 -twisted connected sums. However, if we reverse
the orientation of one, then the sign of the torsion linking form changes (as does v) while the
other invariants stay the same, so there does exist an orientation-reversing diffeomorphism.

Remark 8.13 Recalling from Sect. 1.3 that changing the sign of the gluing angle corresponds
to reversing orientation, we could rephrase this as: If we use the configuration in this example
to construct a (—%)-twisted connected sum, then that is oriented-diffeomorphic to the %-
twisted connected sum from Example 8.11. However, the (— %)-twisted connected sum has
v = 36, so the two components of the G, moduli space are distinguished. To emphasise this
point, the entry in Table 5 for Example 8.12 lists the (— %)-twisted connected sum.

Example 8.14 Match Example 3.26¢ with 3.33 using

2442
4242
4488
2280

Ifweset Ay =(])eNyandA_ = (}) e N_,thenmyA_ = A and 7 Ay = JA_.So

Ay € N, and condition (6.11) is satisfied. The orthogonal complements are generated by
By = (1) e Nyand B_ = (), respectively. In fact B is also orthogonal to N+, and

24 0 88 0
Ay=[42 0 |, A_=[80 0
00 -32 00—12

Proposition 4.11 and Lemma 4.10 provide the genericity results needed for Theorem 6.10 to
produce matchings with the given configuration.
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b3(M) =23 —2 -2+ 14+ 8 + 1 = 42. The cokernel of

1242
2142
4488
2280

W=

is isomorphic to Z & 7Z/8. The first component is multiplication by (22 —1 —1), while the

second component can be taken to be multiplication by (0012). In particular T H*(M) =
0 0

Z:/8. We can take ( (1) ) as a generator for the cotorsion. It has % < 91 ) as a preimage under
-1 2
W, so the self-linking of the corresponding generator of T H*(M) is %.

The image (%E+, —c_) = (99 -28 —24) in the free part of coker W is 88, so the greatest
divisor of p(M) modulo torsion is 8. On the other hand, the image in Z/8 is 28 + 24 = 4
mod 8.

The parameter max{d, : sp(M) is divisible by s2d, for some s € N} is identified by
Wilkens [9, Conjecture p.548] as key to computing the inertia group of a 2-connected 7-
manifold. In this example, we have d, = 4, so Wilkens’ conjecture predicts that the inertia
group of M is the full group of homotopy 7-spheres ®; = Z/28; equivalently that the
topological manifold underlying M has a unique class of smooth structure. However, it
turns out that this isomorphism class (H (M), p(M)) is an exceptional case where Wilkens’
prediction is incorrect. There are in fact two inequivalent smooth structures on this manifold,
see [11, Theorem 1.10 & Example 5.2].

Of the 19 configuration angles a;, ..., a9, two take the value = while the other 17 are
0. Thus, v = —33.

Finally, hereis a % -matching using a configuration where there is a non-trivial intersection
between the polarising lattices.

Example 8.15 The involution blocks in Example 3.10g (from double cover of one-point blow-
up of P%) have polarising lattice N;. = (44), while Example 3.12 (from blow-up of P in an
elliptic curve of degree 7) has N_ = (§3).Let Ay := (}) € Nyand A_ := (3) € N_.The

respective orthogonal complements are spanned by By := ( 3) € Ny and B_ := (3°).

We have Ai = 196, A2 = 98 and BJ2r = B? = —98. We can thus view N, as the

overlattice extending ( 19° _9 ) by adjoining -5 (9A +8B.), and N_ as extending ( ¥ _
0 —98 39 0 —98

by 15 (SA_ + 3B_). Now extending

196 0 98
0 —98 0
98 0 98

by 4—19 (%93)) and 11—4 (g) defines an integral lattice W that contains N4 and N_, and can be

T
used to define a configuration where AL € N . Alternatively, W can be described as the
quotient of the degenerate lattice

4453
4224
5249
3498
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by its kernel. In any case, although this configuration does not have pure angle 7, because

Ny is spanned by N} and Ny N N_ it is still the case that Ny = A. Therefore we do not
need any genericity results beyond Proposition 3.7 in order to produce matchings with this
configuration from Theorem 6.10.

The resulting Z -twisted connected sums have

M= H* (M) 2 N.NN_ =7,

so are not 2-connected. (7.2) gives b3(M) =23 -2 -2+ 1416+ 12+ 1=49. The
cokernel of

2253
2124
5249
3498

W:

is mapped isomorphically to Z by (18-3—1), so H*(M) is torsion-free. The image of
(%E+, —c-) = (109 —22 -32) is 186, so the greatest divisor of p(M) is d = gcd(186, 24) =
6.

All 19 of the configuration angles a;” = -+ = a9 = 0, s0 v = —39 by Theorem 7.41.

8.3 §-matchings
Finally we give 11 examples of %-matchings (all but one with pure angle %).

Example 8.16 We can search for % -matchings of rank 1 involution blocks similarly to how we
found the 7 -matchings of rank 1 blocks in Table 4. If the generators of the polarising lattices
square to 4 and n_, respectively, then there is a % -configuration if and only if 3n,n_ is a
square integer. Among the 7 rank 1 involution blocks in Table 3, there are 6 such (ordered)
pairs.

For instance, we can match the involution blocks from Examples 3.25; and 3.253 at pure

angle ¢ using the matrix
23
w=(3e):

b3(M)=23—-1—-1+4+184+46+1=86.

Then

Since N is 2-elementary, H*(M) is torsion-free. Further we have that %n_ NiNN_=N_,
somicy + %E, € (%JT,NJr N N_)* = N* = Z corresponds to 26 - % + %30 = 54. Hence,
the greatest divisor of p(M) is 6.

If we swap the roles of those two blocks, then we instead define the configuration by

63
W= (3 2) :
7+ maps the generator of N_ to half the generator of N, soin particular Ny +27 N_ = Ny.

Its discriminant groupis A = Z/6Z, so Corollary 7.39 gives Tor H*(M) = A /T, A = 7./37Z,
and that a generator has self-linking %
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We still have _%71_ NiNN_ = N_.Interms of the generator for N* wehave r} ¢ +%E_ =
%26 . % + %30 = 28, so the greatest divisor of p(M) is 4.

Similarly, we get two examples by matching Example 3.253 to Example 3.254 and another
two by matching it to Example 5.21, with invariants as listed in Table 5.

Example 8.17 Match the involution block from Example 3.31 with itself at pure angle ¥ = %
using the matrix

2221
2012
W=1,122

1220
b3(M) =23 —22+2.44+2 = 109.

Since N has 2-elementary discriminant, H*(M) is torsion-free, and to determine the greatest
divisor of p(M) we just have to consider w3} ¢y + %E, € Ni. We compute

2

micy + %E, = (2624) <7 }) + (13 12) = (38 50)

=

so the greatest divisor of p(M) is 2.
According to row labelled 86 in [2, Table 3], there are 3 rectangular TCS of rank 1 Fanos
with the same classifying invariants.

Example 8.18 Example 3.31 with itself at pure angle % again, but this time with configuration

2221
2030
2322
1020

The topological calculations are the same as in the previous example, except that p(M) is
determined from

3
wicy + %E_ = (2624) ( % ?) + (13 12) = (4024)

22

leading to d = 8 instead. So different pure angle matchings of the same pair of blocks can
lead to non-diffeomorphic extra-twisted connected sums.

Example 8.19 Match the involution blocks from Examples 3.31 and 3.305 at pure angle
¥ = % using the configuration defined by

2242
2030
43104
2040

b3(M) = 21444412 = 77. N4 is 2-elementary, so H*(M) is torsion-free niEJr + %E_ =
3
(26 24) ( 7 (1)> + (176) = (68 30), with greatest divisor 2.

2
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Example 8.20 We can match the involution blocks from Examples 3.31 and 3.295 with a
configuration defined by

2242
2033
43106
2362

In fact, instead of applying Theorem 6.10 directly, we can obtain the matchings with this
prescribed configuration from the matchings in Example 8.19. This relies on the fact that
Example 3.295 is a flop of Example 3.305, and the lattice W defining the configuration here
is isometric to the configuration lattice from Example 8.19. Therefore, for any %-matching
T: X4 — X_ of blocks Z from Example 3.31 and Z_ from Example 3.305 as in Example
8.19, flopping Z_ yields a building block 7Z_ inthe family of Example 3.295 with the same
anticanonical divisor X_, so that r is a %-matching of Z; and 7. Thus, the %-twisted
connected sums from this example and Example 8.19 can be regarded as being related by a
“G1 conifold transition” of the kind discussed in [2, Section 8].

Flopping does not change the cohomology groups, so just like in the previous example
we find that b3(M) = 21 3+244 + 12 = 77, and H*(M) is torsion-free. On the other hand

niEJr + %5_ = (2624) i 31 ) + (179) = (68 36), so the greatest divisor of p(M) is 4 in
272

this example.
. . . . -
Finally we consider a matching that is not at pure angle %.

Example 8.21 Match Examples 3.29; and 3-8<13 using

465
W=1]624
546

Letting A1 = (]) € N4 and H_ be the generator of N_, we find 7_A;, = 3H_ and
i H_ = %AJF, sOA; € N_E and N_ = N°. Thus, (6.11) holds. A _ is spanned by N_ and

By :=(%),s0
~ ({6 O
A_:<0—126)'

The family of blocks from Example 3.8é is (A_, H_R™)-generic by Proposition 4.6, so
Theorem 6.10 yields a matching with the prescribed configuration.
b3(M) =23 —-1—-2+6+ 18 + 1 = 45. The image of

(235
Ww=|314
549

is an index 7 sublattice of the kernel of (11 1) : Z*> — Z, so TH*(M) = Z/7. The image
of (%E+, —%E,) = (14,9, —15) in Z is 38, so the greatest divisor of p(M) modulo torsion
d = gcd(38,24) = 2. As this is coprime to the order of the torsion, p(M) can have no
interesting torsion component.

The data we have computed so far are enough to show that this -twisted connected sum
is diffeomorphic to Example 8.5, but to determine the orientedness of the diffeomorphism
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~ 1
we also need to determine the torsion-linking form. The cotorsion of W is generated by ( % )
1 . -~ .
That has % ((1)) as a preimage under W, so the corresponding generator of T H 4(M) has

torsion self-linking % As 3 is not a quadratic residue mod 7, another choice of generator has
self-linking %1 Thus, the diffeomorphism between this %-twisted connected sum and the
one from Example 8.5 is orientation-preserving.
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