
EXOTIC CODIMENSION-1 SUBMANIFOLDS IN 4-MANIFOLDS

AND STABILIZATIONS

HOKUTO KONNO, ANUBHAV MUKHERJEE, AND MASAKI TANIGUCHI

Abstract. In a small simply-connected closed 4-manifold, we construct infin-

itely many pairs of exotic codimension-1 submanifolds with diffeomorphic com-
plements that remain exotic after any number of stabilizations by S2×S2. We

also give new constructions of exotic embeddings of 3-spheres in 4-manifolds

with diffeomorphic complements.

1. Introduction

It is one of the key topics of the study in 4-manifold topology to understand
exotic phenomena, i.e. those properties that are true in the topological category
but not in the smooth category. The main three exotic phenomena that have been
getting lots of attention in recent times are existence of exotic smooth structures
in 4-manifolds, existence of exotic surfaces in 4-manifolds and existence of exotic
diffeomorphisms in 4-manifolds. Motivated from the 4-dimensional smooth Schoen-
flies conjecture, we recently started studying exotic codimension-1 submanifolds in
4-manifolds [16]. Here let us first clarify the term “exotic codimension-1 submani-
folds” of a 4-manifold and “exotic embeddings of 3-manifolds” into a 4-manifold in
this paper:

Definition 1.1. We say that two codimension-1 smooth submanifolds Y1 and Y2
in a smooth oriented 4-manifold X (resp. two smooth embeddings i1, i2 : Y → X)
are exotic if

(i) there is a topological ambient isotopy Ht : X×[0, 1]→ X such that H0 = Id
and H1(Y1) = Y2 (resp. H1 ◦ i1 = i2),

(ii) there is no such smooth isotopy,
(iii) the complements of Y1 and Y2 are diffeomorphic, i.e there exists a diffeo-

morphism f : X → X such that f(Y1) = Y2 (resp. f ◦ i1 = i2).

Exotic codimension-1 submanifolds are closely related to interesting topics of
diffeomorphisms of a 4-manifold. For instance, the existence of exotic codimension-
1 submanifolds leads to a counterexample to the π0-version of the Smale conjecture
in the following sense: If there is a pair of exotic codimension-1 submanifolds in S4

whose diffeomorphism type is Y so that the mapping class group of Y is trivial,
then it is easy to provide a non-trivial element of the kernel of

π0(Diff(S4))→ π0(Homeo(S4)).

This gives a way to disprove the 4-dimensional Smale conjecture different from the
one by Watanabe [42].

Remark 1.2. If the mapping class group of Y is trivial, then exotic embeddings
yield exotic submanifolds, and vice versa.
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Remark 1.3. The notion obtained by dropping the condition (iii) of Definition 1.1
might be called “weakly exotic submanifolds/embeddings”. It is relatively easy
to construct such exotic codimension-1 submanifolds using (exotic) corks, as de-
scribed in [16, Introduction]. Corks yield also examples of this weaker version of
exotic embeddings. Indeed, let (W, τ) be a cork, where τ is a diffeomorphism of
∂W . Then it is easy to see that the double W ∪∂W (−W ) admits weakly exotic
embeddings of ∂W by considering two embeddings of ∂W that correspond to Id∂W
and τ . However, this cork example does not give exotic embeddings in the sense of
Definition 1.1.

We shall study the existence of exotic codimension-1 submanifolds, but also
consider behavior of them under stabilizations, i.e. connected sum with S2×S2’s, or
more general 4-manifolds. In the context of exotica (in the category of orientable 4-
manifolds), one remarkable discovery by Wall [41] in 1960’s says that exotic smooth
structures disappear under sufficiently many stabilizations by S2×S2. For surfaces
in a 4-manifold and diffeomorphisms of a 4-manifold, analogous results were later
established by Perron [34], and Quinn [35] (combined with a result of Kreck [19]).
One can similarly expect that such a principle should be true for exotic 3-manifolds
in 4-manifolds. Such a principle holds for previously known examples of exotic
embeddings of 3-manifolds since those examples were constructed as images of
exotic diffeomorphisms, and those diffeomorphisms are smoothly isotopic to the
identity after stabilizations, as described.

In order to state our first result, we use the Heegaard Floer tau-invariant [33] τ :
C → Z, where C denotes the knot concordance group. Let sign : Z \ {0} → {1,−1}
be the sign function. The first main theorem of this paper is:

Theorem 1.4. Let K be a knot in S3 with τ(K) 6= 0 and let n > 0. If the mapping
class group of the 3-manifold S3

sign(τ(K))/n(K) is trivial, then

Xn :=

{
#2S

2 × S2, n is even

#3(CP 2#(−CP 2)), n is odd

contains exotic codimension-1 submanifolds Y1 and Y2 whose diffeomorphism types
are S3

sign(τ(K))/n(K), and which survives after a connected sum by any connected

4-manifold M , where M is attached to a point away from Y1 ∪ Y2. In particluar,
we can choose M = #mS

2 × S2 for any m > 0.

Example 1.5. Many examples of knots satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 1.4
can be found as follows: Take a hyperbolic knot K which has trivial symmetry
group, i.e. the isometry group of the hyperbolic knot complement is trivial. For
large n, the mapping class group of S3

1/n(K) becomes trivial. (Here, we used

the generalized Smale conjecture for hyperbolic 3-manifolds proven by Gabai [12]
together with Thurston’s hyperbolic Dehn filling theorem [39].) For example, using
Snappy [7], we can ensure that one may take a hyperbolic knot K = 10149 with
trivial symmetry group and with τ(K) = 2.

The authors do not know whether there exists a pair of codimension-1 subman-
ifolds in smaller 4-manifolds than #2S

2 × S2 and #3(CP 2#(−CP 2)). So we can
ask the following question:
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Question 1.6. Does there exist a closed 4-manifold smaller than one in Theo-
rem 1.4 that support exotic codimension-1 submanifolds? More concretely, do S4,
S2 × S2, or CP 2#(−CP 2) contain exotic codimension-1 submanifolds?

Theorem 1.4 is derived from the following theorem on exotic embeddings, to-
gether with Remark 1.2:

Theorem 1.7. Let K be a knot in S3 with τ(K) 6= 0 and let n > 0. Then, there
are two embeddings i1 and i2 from Y = S3

sign(τ(K))/n(K) into

Xn :=

{
#2S

2 × S2, n is even

#3(CP 2#(−CP 2)), n is odd

that are exotic. Moreover, they remain exotic in Xn#M for any closed smooth
connected 4-manifold M , where M is attached to a point away from i1(Y )∪i2(Y ). In
particular, they remain smoothly non-isotopic in Xn#(#mS

2×S2) for any m > 0.

For example, we can take the positive torus knot K = T (2, 3). Then we have
S3
1/n(K) ∼= −Σ(2, 3, 6n − 1). Moreover, we can take K to be any alternating knot

with non-zero knot signature or any non-slice quasi-positive knot.

Remark 1.8. In recent work [17], Kang showed the existence of a cork W where
the involution on the boundary Y does not extend over the 4-manifold W#S2×S2

as a diffeomorphism. So if X = W ∪Y (−W ), then we can find two embeddings
of Y , i.e the identity map and the involution of Y in X that are topologically but
not smoothly isotopic and remains exotic after connected sum a copy of S2×S2 in
the both components of the complement. In our language this is the first example
of weakly exotic embeddings that survives stabilizations on both sides of the 3-
manifolds. So we can ask the following question:

Question 1.9. Does there exist an example of exotic codimension-1 submani-
folds/embeddings that survives after stabilizations on both sides of the comple-
ments?

Remark 1.10. Recently Lin [27] showed that the existence of an exotic diffeomor-
phism that survives a single stabilization and later Lin and the second author [28]
showed that there are exotic surfaces that survive after a single stabilization.

As more concrete examples of exotic 3-manifolds, we can treat a class of homology
3-spheres bounded by definite 4-manifolds including S3.

Theorem 1.11. Let Y be a homology 3-sphere with d(Y ) = 0 that bounds a compact
simply-connected definite smooth 4-manifold, where d denotes the Heegaard Floer
d-invariant. Then there is a closed smooth 4-manifold X containing a pair of exotic
embeddings of Y .

Since any Seifert homology 3-sphere bounds a simply-connected compact definite
4-manifold (for example, see [2, Proposition 4.2]), Theorem 1.11 implies:

Corollary 1.12. Every Seifert fibered homology 3-spheres with d(Y ) = 0 admits a
pair of exotic embeddings into some closed smooth 4-manifold.

We also construct new examples of exotic 3-spheres in many 4-manifolds.
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Theorem 1.13. Let X be a 4-manifold of the form

K3#(S2 × S2)#M or 2CP 2#(−10CP 2)#M,

where M is any closed smooth 4-manifold. Then there exists a pair of exotic
codimenion-1 submanifolds diffeomorphic to S3.

As an immediate corollary of Theorem 1.13 and Wall’s theorem [41], we have
the following result on exotic embeddings of 3-spheres.

Corollary 1.14. Let X be a simply-connected closed 4-manifold. Then there exists
an integer n > 0 such that, for any k > n, X#kS2 × S2 contains a pair of exotic
codimenion-1 submanifolds diffeomorphic to S3.

Remark 1.15. Gabai–Budney [1] and Watanabe [43] have constructed examples
of 3-balls in S1 × B3 and some general integer homology spheres in 4-manifolds
that are not smoothly isotopic and their complements are diffeomorphic as they
are related by some diffeomorphisms of ambient 4-manifolds. However it is not
clear if their examples are topologically isotopic or not. (Regarding the problem
whether these examples are topologically standard or not, there is a paper [31]
showing the topological light bulb theorem in dimension 4.) In [16], Iida and the
authors constructed the example of exotic 3-spheres in some 4-maniofolds, and to
the authors best knowledge this is the first known example. In an upcoming paper
entitled “Exotic phenomena in dimension four: diffeomorphism groups and embed-
ding spaces”, Auckly and Ruberman also construct such examples. Theorem 1.13
gives some new constructions of exotic 3-spheres in 4-manifold which are different
from Auckly–Ruberman or our previous examples.
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Ian Agol to tell us a fact on mapping class groups used in Example 1.5 in [14]. The
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ported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 20K22319, 22K13921 and RIKEN iTHEMS
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2. Proof of main results

2.1. Non-smoothable homeomorphisms. Let us write the Frøyshov invariant
by δ(Y ) ∈ Z which is defined using Seiberg–Witten Floer homotopy type [30] and
which has several different formulations [10,11,20]. For example, see [18, Subsection
2.2]. The main ingredient in this paper is as follows:
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Theorem 2.1. Let X be a compact simply-connected oriented smooth 4-manifold
with σ(X) ≤ 0, b+(X) = 1 and with boundary Y which is an integral homology
3-sphere. Suppose that X and Y satisfy at least one of the following conditions:

(1) δ(Y ) ≤ 0 and σ(X) < −8.
(2) δ(Y ) < 0, and in addition σ(X) < 0 if X is non-spin.

Then there is no diffeomorphism g : X → X which reverses an orientation of
H+(X) and fixes boundary pointwise. Moreover, there is a homeomorphism h :
X → X which reverses an orientation of H+(X) and fixes boundary pointwise.

We mainly use the techniques developed in [18] to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. The first fact, i.e. existence of no such diffeomorphism g
follows from [18, Theorem 1.1]. In [18], under the assumption of Theorem 2.1, we
constructed a relative homeomorphism h (i.e. homeomorphism that is the identity
on the boundary) of X which is not smoothable as a relative diffeomorphism i.e.
not topologically isotopic to any relative diffeomorphism.

Since h is the main ingredient of this paper, we give a sketch of the construction in
the case of Theorem 2.1 (1) for the reader’s convenience. Suppose that σ(X) < −8.
Let −E8 denote the negative-definite topological E8-manifold and −CP 2

fake denote
the fake −CP 2. Then X is homeomorphic to

S2 × S2#n(−CP 2)#(−E8)#(−CP 2
fake)#W(1)

or

S2 × S2#n(−CP 2)#(−E8)#W,(2)

where n ≥ 0 and W is a compact oriented contractible topological 4-manifold
bounded by Y . Let f0 be an orientation-preserving self-diffeomorphism of S2 × S2

which reverses orientation of H+(S2×S2) and has a fixed 4-disk, where H+(X) is
a maximal positive definite subspace of H2(X;R) with respect to the intersection
form of a given 4-manifold X. Such f0 can be easily made by deforming the
componentwise complex conjugation of CP 1 ×CP 1 = S2 × S2 to have a pointwise
fixed 4-disk.

We extend f0 as a homeomorphism of X by the identity map on the other
connected sum factors in (1) or (2). We call the extension h. Note that the
restriction of h onto the boundary is the identity map. Thus h satisfies desired
condition. �

2.2. Proof of the main results. Before proving Theorem 1.7, let us recall the
following two facts:

Remark 2.2. The following fact is pointed out in [29, Remark1.1]. The isomorphism
between the monopole Floer homology and the Heegaard Floer homology [23], [24],
[25], [21], [22], alternatively, the work of Colin, Ghiggini, and Honda [4] [5] [3] and
Taubes [38], (for the comparison of Q-gradings: see [36], [6] and [15]) implies

1

2
d(Y, t,F2) = −h(Y, t,F2),

where d(Y, t,F2) is the correction term of Heegaard Floer homology defined over
F2-coefficients and h(Y, t,F2) is the monopole Frøyshov invariant defined over F2-
coefficients. On the other hand, in [26], it is proven that

−h(Y, t,F2) = δ(Y, t).
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Summarizing the results above, we have

1

2
d(Y, t,F2) = δ(Y, t).(3)

In this paper, we use the Heegaard Floer d-invariant over Z2-cofficients which we will
denote by d(Y ) for an oriented homology 3-sphere Y with unique spinc structure.

Remark 2.3. We remark that there is the following relation between the correction
term d and Heegaard Floer tau-invariant τ :

if τ(K) > 0 then d(S3
1/n(K)) < 0(4)

for any positive integer n. First, (4) is proven for n = 1 essentially in [13]. (See
also [37].) Then (4) for general n follows from the fact that

d(S3
1(K)) = d(S3

1/n(K)),

which is proven in [32, Proposition 1.6].

Now we prove the first main theorem of this paper, examples of exotic codimenion-
1 embeddings/submanifolds in small 4-manifolds that survive after any stabiliza-
tions:

Proof of Theorem 1.7. First we prove for the case when τ(K) > 0. From the re-
marks (3) and (4), we have

δ(S3
1/n(K)) = δ(S3

1(K)) < 0.(5)

Let W1/n(K) be the trace of the surgery with respect to the left Kirby diagram

in Figure 1 with boundary Y = S3
1/n(K). The intersection form of W1/n(K) is

isomorphic to diag(1,−1) for n odd, and isomorhic to

(
0 1
1 0

)
for n even. Set

X ′n := W1/n(K) ∪S3
1/n

(K) (−W1/n(K)).

Then, the handle slidings along the red 0-framed 2-handles shown in Figure 1 proves
that there is a diffeomorphism

X ′n
∼=

{
#2S

2 × S2 if n is even,

#2(CP 2#(−CP 2)) if n is odd.

K K

0

−n

→

0

−n

0

0

Figure 1. Taking a double of W1/n(K)
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Now we set

Xn =

{
X ′n = W1/n(K) ∪Y (−W1/n(K)) if n is even,

(−CP 2)#W1/n(K) ∪Y (−W1/n(K))#CP 2 if n is odd.

Let i1 : Y → Xn be a smooth embedding obtained as the inclusion. Now,
for an even n (resp. odd n), let h be the homeomorphism of W1/n(K) (resp.

(−CP 2)#W1/n(K)) that fixes the boundary pointwise, given in Theorem 2.1. We
define a homeomorphism h′ of Xn by

h′ := h ∪IdY
(−h) : Xn → Xn.

It is easy to see by an elementary argument (or by Wall’s theorem [40]) that
any automorphism of the intersection form of Xn can be realized by an orientation-
preserving diffeomorphism. In particular, there is an orientation-preserving diffeo-
morphism f of X ′n such that

f∗ = h′∗ : H2(Xn;Z)→ H2(Xn;Z).

Define a smooth embedding i2 : Y → Xn by

i2 = f ◦ i1 : Y → Xn.

A result of Perron [34] and Quinn [35] implies that there is a topological isotopy
from h′ to f . Also, h′ fixes Y pointwise by construction. It follows from these that
i1 and i2 are mutually topologically isotopic.

However, i1 and i2 are not smoothly isotopic to each other. Indeed, if so, for
an even n (resp. odd n), by composing an ambient isotopy between i1 and i2
with f , we obtain a diffeomorphism g of W1/n(K) (resp. of (−CP 2)#W1/n(K))

that preserves Y pointwise and that reverses orientation of H+(W1/n(K)) (resp.

H+((−CP 2)#W1/n(K))). This combined with (5) contradicts Theorem 2.1.
In the case of τ(K) < 0, we have τ(K∗) > 0 for the mirror image K∗ of K.

Again, from the remarks (3) and (4), we have

δ(S3
1/n(K∗)) = δ(S3

1(K∗)) < 0.

Since S3
1/n(K∗) ∼= −S3

−1/n(K) and δ is a homomorphism, we have

δ(S3
−1/n(K)) = δ(S3

−1(K)) > 0.

Then, we can do the same discussion for the 4-manifold corresponding the 4-
manifold −W1/n with boundary in Figure 1.

Next, we take a connected sum with a connected 4-manifold M attached to a
point x ∈ Xn away from i1(Y )∪i2(Y ). Suppose that i1 and i2 are smoothly isotopic.
Then, for an even n (resp. odd n), after applying an ambient isotopy between i1
and i2, the point x lies in one of W1/n(K) or −W1/n(K) (resp. (−CP 2)#W1/n(K)

or (−W1/n(K))#CP 2). For an even n (resp. odd n), if x ∈ W1/n(K) (resp.

x ∈ (−CP 2)#W1/n(K)), we can do the same argument as before using the opposite

orientation of −W1/n(K) (resp. (−W1/n(K))#CP 2). If x ∈ −W1/n(K) (resp.

x ∈ (−W1/n(K))#CP 2), we do the same argument as before using W1/n(K) (resp.

(−CP 2)#W1/n(K)). This completes the proof. �

We give the proof of Theorem 1.11 which gives more examples of exotic codimension-
1 embeddings.
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Proof of Theorem 1.11. We know that δ(Y ) = 0 from (3). Let W be a simply-
connected definite smooth compact 4-manifold bounded by a homology 3-sphere
Y . Without loss of generality, we can assume that W is negative definite. Take
a simply-connected smooth 4-manifold W ′ bounded by −Y and consider the 4-
manifold

X := CP 2#(−10CP 2)#W ∪Y W ′.
If necessary, we may assume that W ′ contains S2 × S2 as a summand of a smooth
connected sum decomposition. Now, we apply Theorem 2.1 (1) to CP 2#(−10CP 2)#W
to obtain a homeomorphism h′ that fixes the boundary pointwise and reverses ori-
entation of H+. Let h : X → X be a homeomorphism defined as the extension of h′

by the identity of W ′. As in the proof of Theorem 1.7, combinining Wall’s theorem
with Quinn and Perron’s theorem, we may take a diffeomorphism g on X such that
g is topologically isotopic to h. Then we see the natural inclusion i : Y → X and
g ◦ i : Y → X are exotic by a similar argument in Theorem 1.7. �

Lastly, we prove the result on exotic embeddings of 3-spheres:

Proof of Theorem 1.13. We start with the case that X is of the form X = K3#S2×
S2#M . Then, from the topological decomposition K3 ∼= #3S

2 × S2#(#2(−E8)),
one can construct a homeomorphism h′ on K3 \D4 rel boundary so that h′ acts on
H+(K3 \D4) as an orientation reversing map. Then we define a homeomorphism
h on K3#S3S2 × S2#M by extending h′ as the identity on (S2 × S2 \D4)#M .

Let Y = S3 be a separating 3-sphere in the neck of the connected sum of K3
and S2 × S2#M . Now, using Wall’s theorem and Quinn and Perron’s result, we
may take an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism f of X which is topologically
isotopic to h.

We claim that Y and f(Y ) are exotic submanifolds. First, Y and f(Y ) are
topologically isotopic since f is topologically isotopic to h and h fixes Y pointwise.
Suppose that Y and f(Y ) are smoothly isotopic. Then, we obtain a diffeomorphism
g′ on K3 that reverses orientation of H+(K3) noting that the mapping class group
of S3 is trivial. This contradicts a result by Donaldson [8] (or Theorem 2.1 (1)).

Next, we consider the case that X = 2CP 2#(−10CP 2)#M . We apply Theo-
rem 2.1 (1) to CP 2#(−10CP 2\D4) and obtain a homeomorphism h′ on CP 2#(−10CP 2\
D4) rel boundary which cannot be isotopic to any diffeomorphism. We extend h′

to a homeomorphism h on X by putting the identity on the rest of X. We again
use Wall’s theorem and Quinn and Perron’s theorem to obtain a diffeomorphism
g which is topologically isotopic to h. Now we consider the 3-sphere Y = S3 that
separates CP 2#(−10CP 2) and CP 2#M in X.

We claim that Y and g(Y ) are exotic submanifolds. Again these are topologically
isotopic by construction. If they are smoothly isotopic, we obtain a diffeomorphism
of CP 2#(−10CP 2) that reverses orientation of H+. This contradicts a result by
Friedman–Morgan [9] (or Theorem 2.1 (1)). This completes the proof. �
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