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ABSTRACT. We develop a version of Seiberg—Witten Floer cohomology/homotopy
type for a spin® 4-manifold with boundary and with an involution which re-
verses the spin® structure, as well as a version of Floer cohomology/homotopy
type for oriented links with non-zero determinant. This framework generalizes
the previous work of the authors regarding Floer homotopy type for spin 3-
manifolds with involutions and for knots. Based on this Floer cohomological
setting, we prove Frgyshov-type inequalities which relate topological quanti-
ties of 4-manifolds with certain equivariant homology cobordism invariants.
The inequalities and homology cobordism invariants have applications to the
topology of unoriented surfaces, the Nielsen realization problem for non-spin
4-manifolds, and non-smoothable unoriented surfaces in 4-manifolds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. We introduce a version of Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology
theory for 3-manifolds with involutions, as well as a version of Seiberg—Witten
Floer cohomology theory for oriented links with non-zero determinant, which can
be seen as a generalization of a theory developed by the authors in [21].

In [21], for a given oriented 3-manifold ¥ with a spin structure s and an odd invo-
lution ¢, the authors constructed Seiberg—Witten Floer Floer homotopy theory/K-
theory and proved a 10/8-type inequality in the setting, based on Manolescu’s
Seiberg—Witten Floer homotopy type [32].

In this paper, we extend such a theory for (possibly non-spin) spin® structures
called real spin® structures defined as follows. A real spin® structure on a manifold
is a pair of a spin® structure s and an orientation-preserving smooth involution ¢
on the manifold such that

1%

"5 5,
where § is the conjugate spin® structure of s. We call a manifold equipped with
a real spin® structure a real spin® manifold. In this paper, we mainly consider

involutions that have codimension-2 non-empty fixed sets.

For a real spin® 3- or 4-manifold, we shall define an involutive symmetry I of
the Seiberg—Witten equations acting anti-linearly on the domain and the codomain
of the map corresponding to the equations. When a spin® structure is spin, the
involution I is the same as the involution I = j o 7 used in previous paper [21],
where 7 is a lift of ¢ to a spin structure and j denotes the third basis vector of the
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quaternion. We shall use information of Seiberg-Witten theory corresponding to
the fixed point set of I.

There are several preceding studies of Seiberg—Witten theory for real spin® 3-
or 4-manifolds, which may be called real Seiberg—Witten theory. In [52], Tian
and Wang introduced real Seiberg-Witten invariants for hermitian almost com-
plex 4-manifolds by counting the moduli spaces corresponding to the I-fixed point
parts. Recently, Li [28] introduced real monopole Floer homology for real spin®
3-manifolds, which can be seen as the associated Floer homology to consider the
relative version of real Seiberg—Witten invariants for real 4-manifolds in [52], by
developing Floer theory for the I-fixed point parts.

It is natural to conjecture that our framework gives a Floer homotopy refine-
ment of Li’s real monopole Floer homology for real spin® 3-manifolds under the
assumption that b; = 0, as Manolescu’s Seiberg—Witten Floer homotopy type gives
a spacial refinement of monopole Floer homology [29].

While we shall mainly focus on involutions with codimension-2 non-empty fixed
point sets, the corresponding theory for free involution has been known as Pin™ (2)
Seiberg—Witten theory developed by Nakamura [411[42]. Also, when we consider
a real spin structure, the corresponding Floer homotopy type or 4-dimensional
invariant can be seen as the fixed point parts of Montague’s [38] Z4 xz, Pin(2)-
equivariant homotopy spectra SW F(3(L), s) and Z4 Xz, Pin(2)-equivariant Bauer—
Furuta invariant with respect to the element [(7, 7)], where ¢ is a generator of Zj.

Our main results are Frgyshov-type inequalities for real spin® 4-manifolds with
boundary, and for surfaces bounded by links. We first exhibit results for closed
4-manifolds below.

1.2. A constraint on involutions on closed 4-manifolds. Let (W, s, ) be areal
spin® 4-manifold, i.e. W is an oriented smooth 4-manifold, s is a spin® structure
on W, and + : W — W is an orientation-preserving smooth involution such that
t*s =2 5. We shall define the notion that ¢ is of odd type, and see that ¢ is of
odd type if the fixed-point set W* is non-empty and of codimension-2. Let o(W)
denote the signature of W and b+ (W) denote the maximal dimension of positive-
definite subspaces of H?(W;R). We denote by b/ (W) the maximal dimension of
the (-invariant part of positive-definite subspaces of H2(W;R). One of our main
theorems is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let (W,s,1) be a closed oriented smooth real spin® 4-manifold with
b1 (W) = 0. Suppose that v is of odd type. If b7 (W) = bT (W), then we have

(1) c1(s)? —o(W) < 0.

For negative-definite 4-manifolds, the inequality () is well-known to be held for
every spin® structure. The theorem states that we have the inequality () also for
non-negative-definite 4-manifolds, as far as b;" (W) = b" (W) and s is real.

Remark 1.2. One can apply Theorem [[.T] to 4-manifolds with involution obtained
from double branched covering spaces along surfaces in 4-manifolds. By describing
(@ in terms of the base 4-manifolds, we obtain the following from Theorem [[1} for
a closed 4-manifold X and a smoothly embedded (possibly non-orientable) surface
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S satisfying
1 1
[S] = 0mod2 and b (X) + §b1(S) - ZSO S =0,
one has

(2) c1(s)? — 20(X) + %S 0S5 <0

for any spin® structure on the double branched covering space 3(S) which satisfies
1*s =2 5, where ¢ is the covering involution on ¥(5) and So S denotes the evaluation
of the normal Euler class of S.

1.3. New link concordance invariants. Theorem [[LT]is generalized to the case
of 4-manifolds with boundary and it will be translated as constraints of surfaces
embedded into 4-manifolds via the double branched cover construction. In order to
write Frgyshov type inequality for 4-manifolds with boundary, we need to introduce
Frgyshov type invariants. As such a Frgyshov invariant, we shall define a link
mvariant

1
5R(L) € EZ

for an oriented link with non-zero determinant, where ¥(L) is the double branched
covering space along L and tr, is the spin structure corresponding to the orientation
of L. Here R stands for real Seiberg—Witten Froyshov invariant. In order to sum-
marize basic properties of dr(L), it is convenient to use notion of x-concordance
introduced in [8]. Let us first review the definition of y-concordance. A marked
link is a link in S® equipped with a marked component. For given oriented marked
links Lo and L1, we call Lo and Ly are x-concordant if —L{# L, bounds a smoothly
properly embedded surface F' in D* such that

(i) F' is a disjoint union of one disk together with annuli and Mobius bands;
(ii) the boundary of the disk component of F' is the marked component of
~Li#L;
(iii) we require orientable components of F' to be oriented compatible with the
orientation of —L§#L; ,

where L* means the mirror image of L and the connected sum —L{#L; is taken
along marked components. In [8], it is proven that the set £ of all y-concordant
classes of oriented marked links forms an abelian group with respect to the con-
nected sum along marked components. The group L is called the link concordance
group. In this paper, we focus on the subgroup Fof L generated by oriented
marked links whose determinants are non-zero. For an embedded surface S in a
given 4-manifold X, we denote by X(S) the double branched cover of X along ¥ if
it exists.

Theorem 1.3. The invariant dr(L) associated to an oriented link with non-zero
determinant satisfies the following properties:

(i) The quantity dr(L) is a x-concordance invariant. Thus, we have a well-
T 1
defined map 5R~- F = 15Z.
(ii) The map dr : F — 17 is a homomorphism.
(iii) Let L and L' be oriented links in S® with non-zero determinants, X be an
oriented smooth compact connected cobordism from S® to S, and S be a
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compact connected properly and smoothly (possibly non-orientable) embed-
ded cobordism in X from L to L' such that the homology class [S] = 0 mod 2.
Suppose that by (X) =0,

1 1 1 1
and there is a spin® structure s on X(S) such that t*s = 5 and whose
restrictions are compatible with orientations of L and L.
Then, we have

() Sr(D)+ 55

where o (L) denotes the signature of L (with the sign convention o(T'(2,3)) =
—2), and S o S means the self-intersection number (or normal Euler num-

ber) of S in X.

L <<01(5)2, 2(9)]) —20(X) — %S oS—o(L)+ U(L’)> < ér(L)

As an advantage of the inequality (B4]), which we may call real Frpyshov inequal-
ity, we can directly treat non-orientable surfaces.

Remark 1.4. The inequality (B4]) implies (@) if we put L and L’ are the unknot. Also
note that the quantity b*(X) + 2b1(S) — 350 S — 10(L) + 10(L') is non-negative
since it can be written as b+ (3(S)) — b7 (3(9)).

Remark 1.5. When we restrict i as a function on the knot concordance group, we
obtain a homomorphism

1

For two bridge knots, we have g = —%0. It is natural to ask dg is a slice torus

invariant ([27,[30]) up to constant multiplication. However, ([B84) does not imply
slice genus bounds and, for torus knots, it is not equal to their slice genera up to
constant multiplication.

As analog of invariants introduced by Stoffregen [50] 6(Y,t), d(Y,t) correspond-
ing to d(Y,t), d(Y,t) in involutive Heegaard Floer homology [16], we also define
invariants )

Sr(L) and (L) € EZ
for any link L with non-zero determinant.

When s is spin and (B)) is satisfied, we also have inequalities similar to ([34]). See
Theorem for the details. Moreover, we also have the following Theorem B type
inequality:

Theorem 1.6. The invariants § (L) and 0r(L) associated to an oriented link with
non-zero determinant satisfies the following property: Let L,L', X, S be as in (i)

of Theorem [[.3, except for that we suppose that s is a spin structure and that
1 1 1 1
(5) bH(X) + 50i(8) = 508 = so(L) + zo(L) = 1,

instead of @)). Then, we have

(©) Sal) + 15 (~2000 + 58 0.5+ alL) - o (L)) < BulL')
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Remark 1.7. If we take the unknot as both L and L and the trivial null-homologous
2-disk embedded in a spin 4-manifold X as S, then the inequality (3I)) implies
—20(X) <0if b7(X) = 1. This recovers Theorem B proven by Donaldson [10].

By specifying Theorem to X = 53 x[0,1], L’ = U and L is a knot, we have
the following constraint on topology of non-orientable surfaces in D*:

Theorem 1.8. Let S be a (possibly non-orientable) smoothly and properly embedded
connected surface in D* bounded by a given knot K. Suppose that

(i) the determinant of K is 1;
(ii) the Manolescu—Owen invariant [35] 6(K) = 6(X(K)) is zero;
(iii) 0r(K) < 0.

Then, we have

—o(K)+ %SoS—i— 1< bu(S).

We shall use Theorem to obstruct certain types of non-orientable surfaces
bounded by torus knots in the next subsection.

Remark 1.9. As a corollary of Theorem[I.3] one can provide crossing change formula
for 6r(L), 6r(L) and §x(L). Let us summarize the results for the case of knots:
Let K and K’ be knots in S3. Suppose that K’ is obtained from K by a positive
crossing change, where our convention on the positive crossing change is the same
as in [2I]. Then, we have the following:

(i) Suppose o(K) — o(K') = 2. Then the inequalities
1

Sr(K) + 5 < 6(K'), 8p(K) + < < 8n(K'), Br(K) + 3 < Fr(K)
hold.

(ii) Suppose o(K) — a(K') = 0. Then the inequalities
Sr(K') — 7 < Or(K), 8p(K') = 1 < 0p(K), Sr(K) ~ § < 5n(K)
hold.

We compute 6r(L),6r(L),dz(L) for some class of links:
Proposition 1.10. We have the following computations:
(i) For a two bridge link K (p,q), we have
Or(K(p.q)) = dp(K(p.q)) = 0r(K(p,q) = —W-

(ii) Let p,q be coprime odd integers and T(p,q) be the torus knot of type (p,q).

Then we have
Sn(T(p.0)) = (T (p, ) = n(T(p, ) = ~LEELA)

where i denote the Neumann—Siebenmann invariant [43].

Also, the following computations follow from Montague’s computations of equi-
variant Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy types [3§].
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Ezample 1.11. For Montesinos knots of type M (2,3,6n+ 1), we have the following
computations (see Example B2T)):

|Montesinos knot || ORr | ORr | or |

M(2,3,12k—1) [ 1/2]1/2] 0
M(2,3,12k—5) || 0 | 0 |—1/2
M(2,3,12k+1) || 0 | 0 | ©
M(2,3,12k+5) | 1/2[1/2| 12

Now, we focus on applications of Theorem [[.T] and Theorem

1.4. Applications to non-orientable surfaces in D* bounded by torus knots.
Recently, using several types of Floer theories, the non-orientable 4-genus has been
studied, for example see [1L5,6LB3148]. For a given knot K in S®, we focus on topo-
logical types of smoothly and properly embedded possibly non-orientable surfaces
in D* bounded by K. For such a surface S, the non-orientable genus h(S) of S
is defined by h(S) := b1(S). The non-orientable 4-genus is the minimum number
of h(S) for all such S. Moreover, there is also another topological invariant of the
embedding S, called the normal Fuler number S o S. The number S o S is defined
as the evaluation of the twisted Euler class of a normal bundle of S by the funda-
mental class of S (in the orientation local system of S). The following question is
natural to ask regarding topology of non-orientable surfaces:

Question 1.12 ([1]). For a given knot K in S®, what is the set of realizable pairs
(So8,h(S)) €7 x T,

where S are properly and smoothly embedded (possibly non-orientable) surfaces in
D* bounded by K.

Even for torus knots, Question [[.12 has not been solved completely. We focus on
torus knots of type T'(3, ¢). By using the Heegaard Floer d-invariant and the upsilon
invariant T [44], Allen [I] detected the set all such possible pairs (S o S, h(S)) for
positive torus knots T'(3,6n + 4) and T'(3,6n + 5). By a similar argument, she [I]
detected the realizable pairs (S o S, h(S)) for T'(3,6n + 1) and T'(3,6n + 2) except
for the following cases:

(i) for T'(3,6n+ 1), (e,h) = (8/3(1 —=n) + 2+ 2m, 1+ m);
(i) for T(3,6n+2), (e,h) = (8/3(2 —n) + 2+ 2m,3 + m),

where m is a non-negative integer. Related the remaining parts, Allen conjectured
the following.

Conjecture 1.13 ([1]). Both of (i) and (ii) are not realizable.

Theorem [L.§] enables us to prove the half of the conjecture.

Theorem 1.14. The case (i) is not realizable.

Combined with Allen’s result, we can detect all realizable pairs.

Corollary 1.15. The set of realizable pairs (S o S, h(S)) for T(3,6n+ 1) is given

by
(-2 —16n+2m,14+m+2l), m,l > 0.
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1.5. Nielsen realization for non-spin 4-manifolds. Next application is about
the Nielsen realization problem. Given a smooth manifold W, a subgroup G of
mo(Diff (W)) is said to be realizable in Diff (W) when there is a section s : G —
Diff (W) of the natural map Diff (W) — mo(Diff (W)) over G. Recall that, for a
(—1)-sphere S in an oriented 4-manifold W, we obtain an orientation-preserving
diffeomorphism ps : W — W called the reflection, which is locally modeled on
the complex conjugation on —CP?. Tt is easy to see that the diffeomorphism pg
generates an order 2 subgroup of 7o(Diff (W)). (See Lemma [5.41)

Theorem 1.16. Let W be a closed oriented smooth 4-manifold with o(W') # —2.
Let s be a spin® structure on W and let S be a smoothly embedded (—1)-sphere in
W. If ci(s)*> — o(W) > 0 and pis = 5, then ps is not homotopic to any smooth
involution.

Ezample 1.17. Let W’ be a closed oriented spin smooth 4-manifold with o(W') <
0. Set W = W'#(—CP?). Let S be the canonical (—1)-sphere of the (—CP?)-
component. Then pg : W — W is not homotopic to any smooth involution.
Indeed, let s be a spin® structure on W such that ¢1(s)|ws = 0 and ¢1(s)|_cp2 is a
generator of H2(—CP?). Then the reflection pg : W — W satisfies the assumption
of Theorem for s.

Example [[.T7 immediately implies:

Corollary 1.18. Let W' be a closed oriented spin smooth J-manifold with o(W') <
0. Set W = W'#(—CP?) and let S be the exceptional sphere in the (—CP?)-
component. Then the order 2 subgroup G of wo(Diff (W)) generated by the mapping
class [ps] of the reflection about S is not realizable in Diff(W).

To the best of the author’s knowledge, Corollary [[L.IS] gives the first example of
a non-spin 4-manifold that admits non-realizable finite subgroup of the mapping
class group. The first example of a 4-manifold that is shown to admit a non-
realizable finite subgroup is some nilmanifold [47] due to Raymond and Scott. (Note
that every nilmanifold is parallelizable and hence spin.) Recently, many simply-
connected spin 4-manifolds are shown to admit non-realizable finite subgroups: for
K3 by Baraglia and the first author [4] and by Farb and Looijenga [11], and later
for more general spin 4-manifolds by the first author [20].

Remark 1.19. After the first version of this paper appeared on arXiv, the authors
were informed that, in their upcoming work [2], Arabadji and Baykur give other
examples of non-liftable subgroups of mapping class groups of non-spin 4-manifolds,
including irreducible 4-manifolds and definite 4-manifolds.

Remark 1.20. Generalizing Corollary [LI8] one may also obtain a non-realizable
order 2 element of mo(Diff(W)) for W = W'#n(—CP?) for a spin W and for a
general n > 1 by considering connected sums of pg along fixed points.

Remark 1.21. The assumption that c¢;(s5)> — o(W) > 0 in Theorem cannot
be dropped in general. To see this, let us consider —CP?. The model reflection
ps : —CP? — —CP? about the exceptional sphere S is a smooth involution, while
any spin® structure s on —CP? is reversed by pg. This is consistent in Theorem [16]
as ¢1(s)? — o(—CP?) < 0.
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More generally, let f be an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism of W = CP?#n(—CP?)
with n < 8 for which f, : Hy(W) — Hz(W) is an involution. Then it follows from a
result by Lee [25] Corollary 1.5, Remark 1.7] that f is topologically isotopic (hence
homotopic) to some smooth involution. This is consistent in Corollary [T, as
CP?4#n(—CP?) is not diffecomorphic to a manifold of the form W'#(—CP?) with
spin W’ with o(W’) < 0.

We also give a comparison result on the smooth and topologival Nielsen realiza-
tion problems. As a topological version of the above realization problem, given a
subgroup G of mo(Homeo(W)), we say that G is realized in Homeo(W) if there is
a section of the natural map Homeo(W) — mo(Homeo(W)) over G. One may ask
whether there is a discrepancy between the realization problems in the smooth and
topological categories. Such a comparison result was obtained first by Baraglia and
the first author [4, Theorem 1.2], and it was generalized in [20, Theorem 1.3] by the
first author. These results treated only spin 4-manifolds. The following theorem is
the first comparison result for a non-spin 4-manifold:

Theorem 1.22. Forp > 0 and ¢, > 0, set W = pK3#¢S? x S*#r(—CP?). Then
there exists a subgroup G of mo(Diff(W)) of order 2 that satisfies the following
properties:

e The group G is not realized in Dift (W).

e Define a subgroup G' C mo(Homeo(W)) to be the image of G under the map
mo(Diff (W)) — mo(Homeo(W)). Then G’ is non-trivial and not realized in
Homeo(W).

By the use of Theorem [[LI] we provide the two applications: regarding non-
smoothable and non-orientable surfaces and the Nielsen realization problem.

1.6. Non-smoothable and non-orientable surfaces. While non-smoothable
orientable surfaces have been well studied by the use of Theorem A, 10/8 inequal-
ity and adjunction inequality combined with Freedman’s theory (for example, see
[14, Proof of Lemma 9.4.2 and Addendum 9.4.4]), to the best of our knowledge,
construction of non-smoothable and non-orientable surfaces have not been devel-
oped well. By combining Rochlin’s theorem, Theorem A, or 10/8 inequality with
surgery technique, several constraints have been proven [2326136]. In [26], Levine—
Ruberman—Strle gave genus bounds when the ambient 4-manifold is definite or
the embedded surface is characteristic. Below we give non-orientable and non-
smoothable surfaces, based on a constraint on surfaces that is not characteristic
and the ambient 4-manifold is not definite:

Theorem 1.23. Let m,k >0 and n > 0 and set
X = (m + n)CP?*#(—n — 8)CP?.
Then there exists a locally flat embedding of kRP? into X that is not topologically

isotopic to any smoothly embedded surface. More precisely:

e The homology class of the image of the embedding of kRP? is zero in
Hy(X;Z/2). In particular, the image of the embedding is not a charac-
teristic surface, i.e. [kRP?] # wo(X) in H?(X;Z/2).

o The normal Euler number is given by 4m + 2k.
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Let us remark that Theorem[1.23]is almost a rephrase of the following application
to detect non-smoothable involutions:

Theorem 1.24. Let m,k > 0 and n > 0 and set
W = (m + 2n)CP*#(—m — 2n — k — 16)CP?.

Then there exists an orientation-preserving non-smoothable locally linear involution
LW =W withbF (W) =m, b7 (W) =n+38.

Remark 1.25. Non-smoothable involutions on spin 4-manifolds have been exten-
sively studied by Nakamura [40], Kato [I7] and Baraglia [3]. Baraglia [3, Propo-
sition 7.3] gave also a homological constraint on smooth involution on connected
sums of copies of CP? and —CP?. However, this constraint works for an involution
v on W with b} (W) = 0, which is complementary to Theorem [[.241

1.7. Structural conjecture. The invariants §, and dr are analogs of the in-
variants of homology 3-spheres § and & in Seiberg-Witten theory [50], which are
conjectured to be equal to d and d in involutive Heegaard Floer homology [16]. One
can ask if several analogous phenomena also hold for our invariants § ; and or. We
conjecture the following which can be seen as an analog of [49, Theorem 1.3] and
[15, Theorem 1.2] for our invariants.

Conjecture 1.26. For any knot K, we have

li_>m w =4(K) and li_)rn @ = §(K).

Moreover, as a ‘real’ version of Manolescu-Lidman’s isomorphism [29], we con-
jecture the following:

Conjecture 1.27. For any oriented link L with non-zero determinant, we have
HMR,(L,51;Zs) = H(SWF(L); Zs),
HMR.(L,s1;7s) = cH? (SWF(L); Zs)
HMR,(L,s1;Z2) = tH?(SWF(L); Zs),

where HZ2 ,cH”? and tH?? are Zy-equivariant Borel, coBorel and Tate homologies
respectively and HMR® are real monopole Floer homologies introduced in [28] for
the spin structure sg, determined by orientation of L.

1.8. Structure of the paper. We finish off this introduction with an outline of
the contents of this paper. In Section[2] we define a symmetry I of Seiberg—Witten
equation for a given real spin® structure. In Section [B] using the I-invariant part of
Manolescu’s Floer homotopy type, we introduce three invariants d(Y, s, ¢), E(Y, 5,1),
and d(Y, s, ) for 3-manifolds with real spin® structures (Y, s, ¢). Moreover, we prove
several fundamental properties of these invariants including Frgyshov type inequal-
ity, connected sum formula, and duality formula. In Section M, by setting Y to
be the double branched covering space of an oriented link L in S with non-zero
determinant, we obtain invariants for L: d(L), d(L), and d(L). Moreover, we prove
these invariants are x-concordant invariants, and d(L) defines a homomorphism on
the subgroup of the link concordance group generated by oriented based links with

non-zero determinant. In Section [5] we prove all applications in the introduction
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such as non-smoothable and non-orientable surfaces in 4-manifolds (Theorem [[223)),
obstruction to Nielsen realization problem (Theorem [[LI6) and non-orientable sur-
faces in D* bounded by torus knots (Theorem [[.T4)).
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2. INVOLUTION [

In this section, we explain the definition of the anti-linear involution I which
covers the involution ¢. Let W be an oriented smooth 4-manifold and s be a spin®
structure on W. Let ¢+ : W — W be a smooth involution that preserves the

orientation of W and satisfies that (*s = 5. We also assume that W* # 0 and
HY(W,Z) is 0. In this section, we fix an ¢-invariant metric on W.

Note that a spin® structure s gives rise to a Z/2Z-graded Clifford module S =
StT®S~ with a hermitian metric, and s is determined uniquely by S [22] Section 1.1].
In this section, we identify s with S.

Firstly, we give an anti-linear involution on s if the involution ¢ satisfies a condi-
tion which is called odd type. We will prove later that such an involution is unique
up to gauge transformations.

Definition 2.1. Let s be a spin® structure on W and we will denote by S = ST@S~
the spinor bundle of s and will denote by p its Clifford multiplication. Let 5§ be
a complex conjugate spin® structure whose spinor bundle S is the conjugate of
S, while Clifford multiplication is unchanged as real-linear map. We define the
pull-back of the spin® structure s, say ¢*s, as follows: The spinor bundle of +*s is
t*S as a complex vector bundle. We define its Clifford multiplication by (£, ¢) —
p((t=1)*(€))¢ where £ € T;W and ¢ € *S, = S,(;). To simplify the notation, we

write ¢ when it should be ¢~ since ¢ is an involution.

We now give an anti-linear map on S which covers ¢ which may not be an
involution.

Definition 2.2. Let t*: t*s — s be a natural map that covers ¢. Note that this
is a bijection. Let us take an isomorphism of the spin® structures ¢: s — +*s and
complex conjugate c: § — 5. Let us define I, = ¢* o p oc. This is an anti-linear
map on S which covers the involution ¢.

Note that the definition of the isomorphism between the spin® structures s and
s’ is an isomorphism of complex vector bundle ¢ from the spinor bundle S of 5 to
that of §" which satisfies ¢(p(£)¢) = p(&)p(¢) for & € TSW and ¢ € S,. From the
definition of I,,, we can easily prove the lemma below.
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Lemma 2.3. The anti-linear map I, satisfies

Io(p(§)9) = p(t" () (0)

forall £ € T,W and ¢ € S,. Moreover, I, preserves the hermitian metric on S.

We will prove that there is a gauge transformation u such that (ul,)? = £1. We
prove two lemmas for preparation.

Lemma 2.4. There exists a gauge transformation u,: W — U(1) such that I; =
Usp.

Proof. We see that I2 is an automorphism of the spin® structure 5. Thus I is a
gauge transformation.

Lemma 2.5. The gauge transformation u, in Lemma[2.] satisfies that u,(t=*(z)) =

Uy ().

Proof. Note that for ¢ € T'(1*s), t*(¢)(x) = (.71 (x)). We see that for all ¢ € ['(s),

Thus we have u,(: 71 (2)) = u, (). O

Now we prove the following proposition.

Lemma 2.6. There exists a gauge transformation u such that (uIS(,)2 =+1.

Proof. From Lemma and the assumption that H'(W,Z)~* = 0, we have that
there exists a real valued smooth function f such that f(:7!(x)) = —f(x) and
up(z) = texp(if(x)). We set u(zx) = exp(—if(x)/2). Then we have

uly o uly(d(x)) = ul@) o (u(x)lp(d(x)))

(@) (u()p o ¢
= u(z)u(e= (2)) I3
(z)

u\xr

Nz

u(e™H(2))up(2).
From the definition of u, we see u(:=!(x)) = u(z) and u(z)? = tuy,(x). Thus we
have (ul,)? = £1. O

=u

From the following lemma, we see that an anti-linear involution on S which
satisfies some conditions is unique up to ¢ invariant gauge transformations.

Lemma 2.7. Let I;,I5: s — s be an anti-linear map which satisfies that I, I3
covers v and Iy, Is is compatible with Clifford multiplication p in the following sense:

Li(p(X)o(x)) = p(du(X))Li(¢(x)). (i = 1,2)
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Then there exists a gauge transformation ug such that Is = uoly. If Ii and the
gauge transformation ug satisfies that I3 = +1 and (uol1)? = 13, then ug is an ¢
invariant gauge transformation and (uol;)? = I?.

Proof. From the assumption of the compatibility of the Clifford multiplication of
Iy, I, we see that I; o 12_1 is an automorphism of the spin® structure s. Thus this
is a gauge transformation wug.

Let us show the second half of the lemma. Note that I1(¢)(:=(z)) = I(¢(x))
for all ¢ € I'(s). We have

uo(@) 11 (uo (™" (2)) 11 (6(2))) = uo(@)uo (1= (@) 17 (¢(x)) = £I7 (d(x)).
Thus ug satsfies that ug(x)ug(:=*(x)) = £1. From the assumption that W* # (),
we have ug(z)ug(t=1(z)) = 1. O

From Lemma 2.7, we see that the sign (ul,)> = +1 does not depend on the
choice of p and u. Moreover, If we have (u'l,)? = %1 for another choice of a gauge
transformation u’ and an isomorphism ¢’: § — ¢*s, we have that ul,, coincides with

u'I, up to some ¢-invariant gauge transformation. For abbreviation, we write ul,
for I.

Definition 2.8. We say that an involution ¢ is of odd type for s when I? = 1.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose that W* # (). Then W* is of codimension-2 if and only if ¢
is an odd type.

Proof. Let g € W be an ¢ fixed point. Let U(zo) an ¢ invariant normal coordinate
chart centered at a point xg. In the open set U(xg), there is the unique spin
structure so. We fix the trivialization S|y (z,) = U(wo) x (H @ H) of the spinor
bundle of so which satisfies that the Clifford action p is represented by 4 x 4 matrices
as follows:

)= (5 ) oten= (3 0) oten= (7 3) oen=(3 o)-

(In our convantion, ijk = 1. ) In this chart, the restrictions of the spin® structures
5,5 and ¢*s are isomorphic to the spin® structure s¢. Using this identification, we fix
an isomorphism of the spin® structure ¢: 5 — ¢*s. Let -j: 590 — 50 is an anti-linear
map given by the right multiplication of j. Then we see that i = t*opoco(-j): 59 —
50 is a lift of the involution ¢ to the spin® structure s¢. Therefore i, can be written
by [g,u] € Spin®(4) = (Spin(4) x U(1))/{(1,1), (—=1,—1)} where g is a lift of di,
to Spin(4). Thus we see that for ¢ € S, Z H® H,

Loy (¢) = gpju™"

and we have I%(¢) = —g?¢. Hence ¢ is odd if and only if g = —1. One can easily
check that g? = —1 if and only if fixed point sets of ¢ is codimension 2. O

From Lemma [2.0] we may obtain a convenient sufficient condition that ¢ is an
odd type:

Lemma 2.10. Let W be a closed, oriented smooth 4-manifold. Let v: W — W be
an orientation-preserving smooth involution. Let s be a spin® structure on W and
suppose that v*s =5. If o,(W) # a(W)/2, then v is an odd type.
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Proof. Assume that ¢ is an even type. By the G-signature theorem, o, (W) can be
obtained by adding o(W)/2 to contributions from W*. However, by Lemma 2.9
W* consists only of isolated points, and the contribution from isolated fixed points
are zero for a general involution. (Il

As well as for involutions on 4-manifolds discussed until here, we can repeat
similar arguments for involutions on 3-manifolds. We summarize it below:

Theorem 2.11. Let Y be a closed, oriented three-manifold and t be a spin® struc-
ture on Y. Let t: Y — Y be an involution such that Y* # (0, t*t = t, and
HY(Y,Z)~"" = 0. Then we have an anti-linear map I: t — t such that I covers v
and I is compatible with Clifford multiplication p in the following sense:

I(p(X)o(z)) = p(du(X))I(4(x)).

The choice of I is unique up to v invariant gauge transformations. Moreover, I
satisfies that I? = +1 and I? = 1 if and only if the fived point set of v is codimension
2.

From now, we assume that ¢ is of odd type.
Next, we show that the Seiberg—Witten equation is equivariant with the involu-
tion —u* @ I.

Proposition 2.12. Let us define an involution on QY (W) @ T(ST) and QT (W) @
T(S™) by —* @ I. We have the Seiberg—Witten equations with t-invariant Rie-
mannian metric on W is equivariant with this involution.

Proof. Let Aj, be a spin® connection on 5. We define the covariant derivative
day: QW) @T(S) = QW) @ T'(S) to be

1
da, = §(d‘46 + (" @I)oday o (L @1)).

It is easy to check that this is an ¢* ® I invariant spin® connection on 5. Moreover, we
have that the curvature form Fy; of det ST induced by the connection Ag satisfies
that .*F Ay = -F A7 since Fla, is an imaginary-valued 2-form and I is an anti-linear.
We set Ag to be a reference connection. Let A = Ag++/—1a. We only need to show
that the non-linear terms of the Seiberg—Witten equations are equivariant with the
involution. From Lemma 23] we have

(7) I(vV=1p(a)$) = —V~1I(p(a)$) = —V~1p(c"a)I(¢)

for any a € Q*(W) and ¢ € I'(ST). Thus we have that the Dirac equation is
equivariant to the involution.

Next, we show that the equation of curvature
Ff =vV-1ldta+ FXE = —V—17(¢, 9)

is equivariant under the involution. The quadratic form 7: ST ® ST — AT is
characterized by the following relation:

(b, 7(d1,02))a+ = —(V—1p(b)b1, P2) 5+
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where b € QT (W) and ¢1,¢2 € T(ST). The inner product (,)r+ and (,)g+ are
invariant under the involution ¢* and I respectively. From (7)), we have

(b, 0" 7(p1, P2)) a+ = (b, 7(P1, P2)) a+

= —(V=1p(t"b)p1, ¢2) 5+
—(I(v=1p(c* b)), I(h2)) s+
(V=1p(0)I(d1),1(¢2))s+

_<b7 T(I(¢1)7 I(¢2))>A+ :
This completes the proof. (I

We can prove that the Seiberg—Witten equation on 3-manifolds with involution
¢ is invariant under the involution —¢* & I in a similar way.

3. FLOER HOMOTOPY TYPE OF RATIONAL HOMOLOGY 3-SPHERES WITH
INVOLUTION AND FR@OYSHOV TYPE INVARIANTS

In [21], we defined a (Z4-equivariant) “doubled” Seiberg—Witten Floer stable ho-
motopy type of spin rational homology 3-spheres with involution DSW Fy, (Y, t,¢).
The doubling construction was considered mainly to define a K-theoretic Frgyshov-
type invariant easily. In this section, we define Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homo-
topy type of real spin® rational homology 3-spheres SW Fy, (Y, t, ), without taking
double, and define a Frgyshov type invariant

1
53(}/, t, L) € EZ

applying the Zs-equivariant ordinary cohomology to SWFy,(Y,t,¢). Moreover,
when t is spin, we also define two Frgyshov type invariants

< 1
dr(Y,t,0),0r(Y, 1) € EZ

applying Zs-equivariant ordinary cohomology to SWFz,(Y,t,:). These invariants
are analogues of Stoffregen’s invariants §, and dg. Throughout this section, we
consider cohomologies with coefficient F = Zs.

3.1. Representations. First let us consider Zs-representations. Let R be the triv-
ial real 1-dimensional representation of Zs, and C denote the complex 1-dimensional
representation of Zy defined as the scalar multiplication of Zo = {1,—1}. For a
finite-dimensional vector space V, let VT denote the one-point compactification of
V.

Recall that we defined the group G to be the cyclic group of order 4 generated
by j € Pin(2), i.e.
G = {17j7 _17 _j}
Define a subgroup H of G by
H={1,-1}cCG.

Let R denote the trivial 1-dimensional real representation of G. Let R be the 1-
dimensional real representation space of G defined by the surjection G — Zy =
{1, -1} and the scalar multiplication of Zs on R.
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Let C be a 1-dimensional complex representation of G defined via the surjection
G — Zs and the scalar multiplication of Zs on C. Note that, for an even natural
number s, say 2t, there is an isomorphism of real representations R2s =~ Ct. We
introduce also a G-representation C (the same notation of the complex number)
which is the complex 1-dimensional representation defined by assigning j € G to i
in C.

3.2. Numerical invariants d, d, d. We first define the main ingredient of the
Frgyshov invariant using Zs-equivariant cohomology, following Stoffregen’s formu-
lation [50].

Definition 3.1. Let G be a group and H be a subgroup of G. Let V be a coutable
direct sum of a fixed 1-dimensional real representation G. Let X be a pointed finite
G-CW complex. We call X a space of type (G, H)-SWF if

e X is G-homotopy equivalent to V*, where V is a finite dimensional sub-
space of V.
e H acts freely on X \ X .

The dimension dim V' is called the level of X. We put u(X) € Q/2Z by u(X) =
dim V/2 mod 2.

The situation we have in mind is either
(G, H) = (Zg, Zg) or (Z4, Zg)
We often drop H in the notation in (G, H).
First, let us consider (G, H) = (Z2,Z2). Note that

H;, (%) 2 Zo[W),
where W is of degree 1. For a space X of type Zs-SWF, define
d(X) :min{mz 0 ‘ Iz € AP(X), Wa #£0 (Vi > 0)}
:min{mz 0 ‘ dr e EIZ’Z(X),O#L*xE ﬁé(XH)}

(See [50, Equation (19)].) By an equivariant localization theorem (see, e.g., [50,
Theorem 2.3]), we have d(X) < +o0.

Next, let us consider (G, H) = (Z4,Z2). In this case, we have

HE(S°) = 2[U, Q)/(Q* = 0),
where deg U = 2 and deg Q@ = 1. For a space X of type Z,-SWF, define
d(X) = min{m =2u(X) > 0 (mod 2) ‘ dr e flﬂ(X), Ulz #0 (VI >0) }
and

d(X) :min{mE 2u(X) +1> 0 (mod 2) } 3z € HY' (X), Uz # 0 (V1 > 0) }—1.

Again, by an equivariant localization theorem (see, e.g., [50, Theorem 2.3]), we
have that d(X),d(X) < oco.



INVOLUTIONS, LINKS, AND FLOER COHOMOLOGIES 17
We also use alternative descriptions of invariants d and d by using infinity version
of equivariant cohomology. For a space X of type G-SWF, we define

Im(IzG(X) S U THg(X) if G =174

ooHg(X) = {Im(HG(X) W Hg (X)) if G = Zs.

We have the following classification result of ideals of U~1Zy[U, Q]/(Q? = 0).

Lemma 3.2. Any graded ideal J of U~'Zs[U,Q]/(Q* = 0) such that U~'J =
U~1Z,[U,Q]/(Q* = 0) have the following form:

J = (U",QU7)
for some i >j>0.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the proof of [34, Lemma 2.8]. O

If ooflg"’*(X) = (U*,QUY), then we have
() dX)=i+nand d(X)=j+n.
In particular, this expression (§]) enables us to check
d(xX) < A(X).
Moreover, we have the following properties with respect to stabilizations:

Lemma 3.3. Let X be a space of type G = Zy SWF, and V' a representation of
G = 7Z4. Then, we have

(9) dEVX)=d(X) +dimV and d(2Y X) = d(X) + dim V.
Similarly, for a space X of type G = Zo SWF and a Zs-representation V , we have
(10) d(xVX) =d(X) +dimV.

Proof. As it is proven in [34, Proposition 2.2], for any finite-dimensional represen-
tation V of G = Z4 or Zsy, we have the suspension isomorphism of Hg (SY)-modules:

(11) HE(SY X3 20) = Hy V(X Zy).

The equations ([@) and (I0) follow from (IT. O
Later we shall use the following elementary lemmas. Recall that, given a G-

vector bundle £ — B, the (mod 2) G-equivariant Euler class eq(E) € HS(B) is

defined by
eg(E) = e(EG xagF — EG x¢g B) S HE(B)

Lemma 3.4. The cohomology class W € flz*z (8°) coincides with ez,(R), where R
is regarded as a Zg-vector bundle over {pt}.
Proof. By definition, we have

€7 (R) = 6(EZ2 b/ R — BZQ) S ﬁéz (SO)

The right-hand side coincides with w;(EZg xz, R) and it is the generator of
H'(BZs) = Hy,(S°). This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 3.5. The cohomology class @ € I~{£4(SO) is the image of W € f{zz(SO)
under the natural map f{Z*z (8% — I~{£4(SO) induced from the surjection Zs — Zs.

Proof. The surjection Z4 — Zs induces a surjection H, (BZ4) — H, (@Zg). Pass-
ing to the dual, this induces the isomorphism of the cohomologies H'(BZ3) —
H'(BZ,), thus the generator W of H'(BZz) maps to the generator Q of H'(BZ,).

O

For S9, the simplest example of the space of type SWF, it is easy to see that the
above invariants coincide,

d(S°%) = d(S°) =d(S°) = 0.
Below we exhibit an example for which the invariants d and d, d are distinct,

following [34, Example 2.10].

Ezample 3.6. Set G = Z4, and let G denote the unreducible suspension of G. We
regard G as a based space by choosing one of the cone point of G as the base point.
This space G is obviously a space of type Z4s-SWF. We claim that

(12) dG) =0, dG)=1, dG)=2.

To see this, first note that the Zy-invariant part of G is given by G%2 = S°. The
cone of the inclusion map S° < G is given by the reduced suspension X*G, of
G4+ = G Upt. Thus we obtain the long exact sequence

(13) - = HE(SRGy) = HE(G) — HE(S) — HET(ZRGL) — -+
It follows from this long exact sequence combined with
HE (SRG4) = Hy(Gy) = HE (pt)

that the restriction map HZ(G) — HZ(S) is isomorphic if m > 2. On the other
hand, it is clear that flg (é) = (. This combined with the above long exact sequence
(@3) implies that the restriction HE(G) — HE(S) is isomorphic. The claims that
d(G) = 0 and that d(G) = 2 immediately follow from these computations.

Next, we prove the claim d(G) = 1. First, we obviously have ﬁgQ (G) = 0.
Second, by combining a long exact sequence for ﬁgQ analogous to (I3)) with that

H3,(2*Gy) = Hz,(Gy) = H' (pt Upt) =0,

we can see that the restriction map ﬁ%Q (G) = ﬁ%Q (89) is surjective. The claim

d(G) = 1 directly follows from these observations.

Next we see a certain monotonicity for the quantities d, d, d:

Lemma 3.7. Let X and X' be spaces of type Zo-SWF at the same level. Suppose
that there exists a pointed Zo-equivariant map f : X — X' whose Zo-fized-point set
map s a homotopy equivalence. Then we have

d(X) < d(X").
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Similarly, for spaces X, X' of type Z4-SWF at the same level, if there exists a pointed
Zy-equivariant map f : X — X' whose Za-fized-point set map is a Z4-homotopy
equivalence, then we have

AX) <dX'), d(X) < d(X).
Proof. This is a standard argument, but we give a sketch of the proof for the reader’s

convenience. We first show the claim for the invariant d. Set (G, H) = (Z2,Zz2).
Consider the following commutative diagram:

g " NH
XY —— (X))

! !

x 1 x.

Here the vertical maps are inclusions. By applying ﬁg, one has a commutative
diagram

Hy(xMy 00 f ((xnH)

| [
He(X) L Hy(x).

It follows from the assumption that (f)* is a homotopy equivalence combined
with the equivariant localization theorem that f* is an isomorphism in large enough
degree. From this combined with that f* commutes with the W-action, the com-
mutative diagram above implies that

(14)
7 ({ o' e HA(X) | W' £0 (Vi > 0) }) c {x e HL(X) | Wl £0 (V1 > 0) }
The desired inequality d(X) < d(X') follows from this.

For the invariants d, d, we may repeat the above argument for (G, H) = (Z4, Zs),

with replacing W with U in ({4)). O

We also note a smash formula of d:

Lemma 3.8. Let X and X' be spaces of type Zo-SWF at the level | and l'. Then,
X N X' becomes a space of type Zo-SWEF at the level | + 1 and

dXANX')>d(X)+d(X")
holds.

Proof. Set (G, H) = (Za,Z2). The following commutative diagram is a key ingre-
dient in the proof:

HE((X A X)) =20 fig(XH) @ Hy((X)H)

(L/\L/)*T L*®L/*T

Hey(XAX') —T Hy(X) @ Hy(X),
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where the horizontal maps are induced from the inclusion maps X — X A X’ and
X’ — X A X’ and the vertical maps are induced from inclusions X — X and
(X")H — X'. Take an element z € flg(X/\X') so that «®x # 0 and d(X AX") = n.
Then, for an expression (¢ ® /)" o #(z) = >, a; ® b; with a; € fIE(XH) \ {0}
and b; € ﬁé((X')H) \ {0}, each of a; and by are images of elements of fIE(X)

and H(X') under the restriction maps, respectively. Then, by the definition of
d, one has d(X) < deg(ai) and d(X') < deg(by). On the other hand, we have
deg(ay) + deg(by) = deg(x) = n. This completes the proof. O

At the end of this subsection, we provide a key ingredient of a Theorem B type
theorem in our theory.

Lemma 3.9. For spaces X, X' of type Z4-SWF, if there exists a pointed Z4-
equivariant map f : X — X' whose Zo-fized-point set map is induced from a
Zy-injective linear map whose image is of codimension-1, then we have

d(X) < d(X').

Proof. Set (G, H) = (Z4,Z5). Let s,s" denote the levels of X and X’ respectively.
By the assumption on f, we have that s + 1 = s’. Recall that the Zs-equivariant
Thom isomorphism implies that I_NIE; (XH)~H, &(89)(s), where [s] denotes the degree
s-shift. Let [s] : H%(S?) — IA{T’C@(SO)[S] denote the degree s-map defined by just the
degree shift.

As in the proof of Lemma [3.7 consider the commutative diagram

Hy(S°) Hy(S°)
[S]l [S,]l
(15) Hgxm) L2 Fe ()
T WT

7 I 7%
Hg(X) HE (X,

where i : X — X and i : (X')# — X’ are inclusions.

We claim that
[=s]o (f) o [s'] : H5(S®) — HE(S°)
is given by multiplication by Q. To see this, note that I_NIE; (XH) and I_NIE; (XH) are
rank 1 free I_NIE; (S%)-modules generated by the G-equivariant mod 2 Thom classes
Te and 7, of R* — {pt} and R — {pt}, respectively. By the assumption on f,
we have
(f")y 75 = ec(®)7a,

where ec(R) is the G-equivariant mod 2 Euler class of R — {pt}. Since G acts on

R as {£1}-multiplication, we have that eq(R) = Q from Lemmas B4 and B This
proves the claim.

In each of flé (XH) and LNIE;((X')H), there are exactly two U-towers that are
degree shifts of {U'};>0 and {QU'};>¢ in HE(S®). Fori = 0,1, let 7; € HL(XH)
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and T/ C ﬁg((X’)H) denote these towers such that every z € 7; and 2’/ € T/
satisfy that

degr =2u(X)+4i and degz’ =2u(X')+i mod 2.

It follows from the above claim that the restriction of (f)* on 7 gives a bijection
onto 7. This combined with the commutative diagram ([H) implies that d(X) <
d(x’). O

3.3. Duality. We prove a duality theorem for d, d, and d, which can be seen
as an analog of [34] Proposition 2.13]. In order to prove the duality, we use the
following duality relations among equivariant cohomologies. See [37, Section XVI.
8], [34, Subsection 2.2] for the definition of (equivariant) V-dual.

If X and X’ are V-dual with m = dim V, the coBorel cohomology of X’ can be
viewed realized as follow:

cHO(X;Zs) =2 HE (X' Zo).
Moreover, there is a long exact sequence relating Borel homology with co-Borel
and Tate homologies:
o= cHE (X Zo) — tHE (X Zo) — HE (X3 Z2) — -+

For our purpose, it is also convenient to describe d, d, and d in terms of homolo-
gies as in [34] (17), (18), and (19)]. We first define

oHS(X):= (| ImU™: HY(X) —» H,,,(X).

*—2m
m>0

Then, alternatively, for a space X of type G = Z4-SWF of level s, we can write
c_l(X):min{rEs mod 3 ‘ Jx, O#xEOO}NITG(X)},

d(X)

min{rzs—l—l mod3’§|x, O#xEMﬁE(X)},

d(X) min{rzs mod2}3x,0#x€ooﬁrz2()()}.

Lemma 3.10. Let G be Zo. If X and X' are equivariantly V -dual, then
d(X)=dimV —d(X")
hold. Moreover, if G = Z4, then we have
d(X) =dimV —d(X").
Proof. Suppose the level of X is s and m = dim V. Then the level of X' ism—sby
duality. The proof for d is an easier version of the proof for d and d. Thus, we only
write a proof of the second equality. The main strategy is the same as the proof of

[34, Proposition 2.13]. We have the exact sequence connecting Borel, coBorel and
Tate cohomologies:

o cHE (X Z9) — tHE (X Z2) — HE (X;Z9) — - - .
Since X and X’ are V-dual, from the associated isomorphism

cHEY(X;Z2) = HY (X3 Zs),
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we have
v HETNX 3 Zg) — tHE (X Z2) — HE (X Z2) — -+ - .
Moreover, the localization theorem implies
tH (X3 22) = (U 22U, Q)/Q = 0) 0.
Then by the same arguemnt given in [34] Proof of Propsotion 2.13], after shifting
degrees by s + 2, the exact sequence above induces

e coHE TS HN(XY) = U (U, Q1/(QF = 0) — HE, (X) = -

which connects the infinity versions of homology and cohomology directly. Since
we have a concrete formula of infinity versions using d and d. This enables us to
write

Zoifx =m—s—24+d(X")+2jj>0,
coHR 52 (X ={ Zyif s =m —s—3+d(X')+2j j >0,
0 if otherwise,
Zoif ¥ =—s+d(X)+2jj>0,
0oHG, (X) = Zyif x = —s+1+d(X)+2j j >0,
0 if otherwise.

This completes the proof. (I

3.4. Spectrum classes. Let (G, H) be either (Zg,Zs3) or (Z4,Zs), where, in the
latter case, Zo is regarded as a subgroup of Z4 in a natural way. When (G, H) =
(Za,Z2), we set

V=anR, W=anR,
and When (G, H) = (Z4,Z2), we set
V=anR, W =aC.
Following [33] Section 4], consider a triple (X, m,n), where X is a space of type

G-SWF, and m € Z and n € Q. For a finite dimensional representation V' of G and
a pointed G-space X, we denote by ¥V X the suspension V* A X. Set

R if G=12Z , 1 if G=127s
¢ {(C if G=7, ¢ = R B {2 if G=17,

where R, R, C, C are the representations we introduced in Subsection Bl

Definition 3.11. For such triples (X, m,n), (X’,m’,n), we say that they are G-
stably equivalent to each other if n — n’ € Z and there exist finite dimensional
subspaces V, V' of V and W, W’ of W and a pointed G-homotopy equivalence

SYsWx 5 VsV x/

where dimg V' — dimg V/ = m’ — m and dimg, W — dimg, W’ = n’ —n. Define €¢
as the set of G-stable equivalence classes of triples (X,m,n). An element of €g is
called a spectrum class.
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Informally, we may think of the triple (X, m,n) as the formal desuspension of
X by V and by W, where V.C V,W C W with dimg V = m,dimg, W = n, so
symbolically one may write
nmEponR X if G = 7,

X _ )
(X,m,n) {z—mRz—nCX i G =174

For G = Zs, as in [32], we have canonical stable equivalences
(VeW)t AX,2dimg V +m,n) ~ (X, m,n),
(WaW)" AX,m,2dimg W +n) ~ (X, m,n).
The reason why we take twice of dimg V' and dimg W and put a copy of V and W
at the first factor is that GL(N,R) for N > 0 is not connected and thus there is no

canonical choice of trivialization of a given real representation. When G = Z,4, we
actually have a simpler formula for W: there is a canonical stable equivalence

(W AX,m,dimg W +n) ~ (X, m,n),
since W is a complex representation of G.

As well as the non-equivariant case, we can define the notion of local equivalence,
which was introduced by Stoffregen [51], in our G-equivariant setting:

Definition 3.12. Let (X, m,n), (X', m’,n’) be triples as above and let [ € Q. A
G-stable map (X, m,n) — (X',m’,n’) of height [ is a pointed G-map

VEVx 52V eV X!
for some subspaces V, V' C V and W, W' Cc W with dimg V —dimg V' = m’ —m and
and dimg, W —dimg, W/ =n' —n+1. A G-stable map (X, m,n) = (X’',m/,n’) is
called a G-local map if dimg V — dimg V' = m’ — m and it induces a G-homotopy
equivalence on the H-fixed-point sets. We say that (X, m,n) and (X',m/,n’)

are G-locally equivalent if there exist G-local maps (X, m,n) — (X’,m’,n’) and
(X',m/\n) = (X, m,n).

The G-local equivalence is evidently an equivalence relation, and we call an equiv-
alence class for this relation a G-local equivalence class. The set of G-local equiv-
alence classes is denoted by LEg. We write an element of LE¢ by [(X, m, n)]ioc-
Evidently the G-stable equivalence implies the G-local equivalence, and thus we
have a natural surjection €5 — LE¢.

Fix G = Zs or Z4. For a triple (X, m,n) above, we define

HE(X,m,n) = HET™ e (X)),

Then we may assign each element X = [(X,m,n)] € €g to the isomorphism class
of equivariant singular cohomology,

HE(X) = [HE (X, m,n)),
as a graded I_NIE; (S%)-module. If G = Zy, we set
d(X,m,n) =d(X)—-m—necQ.
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If G =74, we set
d(X,m,n):=d(X)—m—2n€Q,
d(X,m,n):=d(X)—m—2neQ.
Obviously, the invariants d, d, d descend to invariants
ax), Ax), dX)
for X € €q.
The invariants d(X), d(X) and d(X) satisfy the following inequalities:
Lemma 3.13. First we suppose (G, H) = (Za,Z2). Let (X,m,n),(X’,m/',n') be
triples as above. If there is a stable local G-map of height [, then
d(X,m,n) +1<d(X',m',n).
Nezxt, we suppose (G, H) = (Z4,Z2). If there is a stable local G-map of height [,
then we have

d(X,m,n)+ 2l <d(X',m',n), d(X,m,n)+20<d(X' m, n).
Proof. This follows from Lemma [3.7] O

As a corollary of Lemma B.13] we have the following.

Corollary 3.14. The rational numbers d(X) is a Zg-local equivalence invariant
and d(X) and d(X) are Zy-local equivalence invariants.

Lemma 3.15. Let (G, H) = (Z4,Z2) and let (X,m,n),(X’',m/,n') be triples as
above. Suppose that there is a G-stable map

fiYVeVx VsV x!
from (X,m,n) to (X',m’,n') of height | as in Definition [T13 such that fH :
SV XH 5 V(XN is induced from a linear injection whose image is of codimenion-

1. Then we have 3
d(X,m,n)+2l <d(X',m',n).

Proof. This follows from Lemma O

3.5. Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type for non-spin case. In
previous paper, for a spin rational homology 3-sphere with odd involution, we
defined Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type. In this section, we extend our
theory to a theory of non-spin case.

Let (Y,t) be a spin® rational homology 3-sphere and ¢ be a smooth orientation-
preserving involution on Y. Suppose that ¢ also preserves the given spin® structure t
on Y and is of odd type. If t comes from a spin structure, we set (G, H) = (Z4,Z2),
and otherwise set (G, H) = (Z2, Z2).

Fix an ¢-invariant metric g on Y. Once we fix A < 0 < u, by Manolescu’s
construction [32], we obtain a G-equivariant Conley index I§ (Y, t, g) for a finite-
dimensional approximation of the Seiberg—Witten flow. Recall that, the finite-
dimensional approximation of the configuration space is decomposed into

V(Y. g) @ WY, 4, 9).
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Here each direct summand is isomorphic to some finite dimensional subspaces of
V and W as G-representations. The H-invariant part of I{(Y,t,g) is given by
V(Y. g).

As explained in Section 2] the involution I on the configuration space is deter-
mined only by ¢ up to t-invariant gauge transformation. Henceforth, we pick a
choice of I. Let us set

Y teg) =1{ (Y.t 9)', VIV teg) =VEY tg), WY, tg) =W tg)

As in [32], set

2 w 1
(16) n(Y;t,g) = indie, Dy + -2 ¢ Ly
ke 8 8

where W is a compact spin Riemann 4-manifold bounded by (Y, g) and ind¢c Dw
is the complex spin Dirac index on W with spectral boundary condition.

Definition 3.16. Given Y.t ¢, g as above, define an element SWF;(Y,t,1) € €¢
by

SWFa(Y,t,0) == [(I}(Y, 4,1, g), dimg VY, dimg, WY + n(Y, t,g)/2)].

We call SWFg(Y, t,1) the G-equivariant Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type
or Seiberg—Witten Floer G-spectrum class for the involution ¢.

As in [21], SWFg(Y,t,¢) is an invariant of (Y, t,¢):

Proposition 3.17. The spectrum class SWFg(Y,t,1) € €g is an invariant of
(Y,t,0), independent of A, u, and g.

Definition 3.18. A G-stable map (X,m,n) — (X’,m/,n’) is called a G-local
map if it induces a G-homotopy equivalence on the H-fixed-point sets. We say
that (X, m,n) and (X',m/,n’) are G-locally equivalent if there exist G-local maps
(X,m,n) = (X';m/,n’) and (X', m/,n') = (X, m,n).

The G-local equivalence is evidently an equivalence relation, and we call an equiv-
alence class for this relation a G-local equivalence class. The set of G-local equiv-
alence classes is denoted by LEg. We write an element of LEg by [(X, m, n)]ioc-
Evidently the G-stable equivalence implies the G-local equivalence, and we have a
natural surjection € — LE 4.

3.6. Seiberg—Witten Floer cohomology for involutions. As in the last sub-
section, let (Y, t) be a spin rational homology 3-sphere and ¢ be a smooth orientation-
preserving involution ¢. Suppose that ¢ also preserves the given spin structure t and
is of odd type.

Definition 3.19. For G = Zy or Z4, define the G-Seiberg—Witten Floer cohomology
for the involution v by

SWFHg(Y,t,1) := Hy(SWFa(Y, t,1)),
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defined as the isomorphism class of an Hg (S?)-module. We define also the Froyshov-
type invariants by

or(Y,t,0) := %d(SWFZ2 (Y, t,0))
Sr(Y,t,0) :== %E(SWFZ4(Y, t,¢)) and
(Y t0) = % A(SW Fs, (Y, 4,1)).

Note that
1
Sr(Y,t,0),05(Y, t,0),0r(Y, t,1) € IGZ
since we have that n(Y,t,g) € 1Z.

Lemma 3.20. The isomorphism class SWFg(Y,t,1) and the rational numbers
dr(Y,t,0), 0r(Y,t,1) and (Y, t, 1) are invariants of (Y, t,¢).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 317 O

When Y is an integral homology 3-sphere, we often drop the unique spin struc-
ture t on Y from our notation.

Ezxample 3.21. For a Brieskorn sphere
Y =3(p,q,r)={2V+28+25=0},

let ¢ : Y — Y be the involution defined as the complex conjugation. Namely, define
1(z1, 22, 23) = (21, Z2, Z3). The fixed-point set Y* is of codimenion-2, and hence ¢ is
of odd type. In fact, Y* is known as the Montesinos knot M (p, g, r).

Recall that an odd involution gives rise to a Z4 Xz, Pin(2)-symmetry on the
Seiberg-Witten equations ([7L38]). For several series of Brieskorn spheres, Mon-
tague [38, Subsubsection 8.3.1] computed the Z; xz, Pin(2)-equivariant Seiberg—
Witten Floer spectra and their I-invariant parts (which correspond to the (ju)-
invariant parts in the notation of [38]). In particular, in our notation, the local
equivalence class of SWFyz,(Y,:) for Y = 3(2,3,6n £+ 1) is given by

(ST Fz, (5(2,3,12k — 1), )oc = [(G.0,0)]10c,
(ST EL, (52,3, 12k - 5), e = [(G, 0, 1/4)]10c.
[SWEy, (5(2,3, 12k + 1), )loc = [(5°, oomm
(ST Fa, (£(2,3, 12k 4 5), ioc = [(5°,0, —1/4)ioc

for k > 1. Using this combined with Example [3.6] we can immediately calculate d,
dp, O for (2(2,3,6n £ 1),¢), which is summarized in the following table:

| Brieskorn sphere equipped with ¢ || Or | OR | or |

(2(2,3,12k — 1),0) 1211/2] 0
(2(2,3,12k — 5),1) 0] 0 |-1/2
(2(2,3,12k + 1), 1) 0] 0] O
(2(2,3,12k £ 5),1) 12[1/2] 12
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3.7. Cobordisms. Let (Yp,t9) and (Y1, 1) be spin® closed 3-manifolds with by (Y;) =
0. We do not assume that Yy and Y7 are connected. Suppose that we have an in-
volution ¢; on each of Y; is an odd type. Let (W, s) be a smooth spin 4-dimensional
oriented cobordism with b (W) = 0. We assume that there is an odd involution

¢ on W such that t|y, = ¢; for i = 0,1. Let ST be positive and negative spinor
bundles on W and let S; be the spinor bundles on Y; ¢ =0, 1.

Here we consider the Sobolev norms L? for the spaces Q* (W) and I'(S*) obtained
from (-invariant metrics and ¢-invariant connections for a fixed integer k > 3. The
relative Bauer—Furuta invariant of W introduced by Manolescu [32] gives a map
between the Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy types of Yy and Y;. This is
obtained from the Seiberg—Witten map on W, which is given as a finite-dimensional
approximation of a map

(17)  SW:QLo(W) x I(ST) = QF (W) x T(S7) x V(=Yo)" .. x V(Y1)*
for large p. Here

QéC(W)—{ate(W) ‘ d*a:(),d*tia:(),/ ti*a—()}
Y;

is the space of 1-forms satisfying the double Coulomb condition. This is introduced
by Khandhawit in [19]. Here for a general rational homology sphere Y equipped
with the spin® structure, V (Y, )" _ is a subspace of V (Y, t) = Ker d* x I'(S) which
is defined as the direct sum of eigenspaces whose eigenvalues are less than pu. The
QT (W) x I'(S™)-factor of the map SW is given as the Seiberg-Witten equations,
and the V(=Yp)" . x V(Y1)" , -factor is given, roughly, as the restriction of 4-
dimensional configurations to 3-dimensional ones. Taking the I-invariant part of
(@), we obtain a G-equivariant map and a finite-dimensional approximation of this
gives us a G-equivariant map of the form

(18) f o mmoRgnoke 1o (vy) o wmRymke iy,

where I/ (Y;) = I}(Y;, 4, ti, i), and m;, ni > 0 and —\, p1 are sufficiently large. The
representation spaces R and K¢ are the representations of G which we introduced
in Subsection [3.4

Let us denote by V;(R)4 the vector space V(R)%, a finite-dimensional approxi-
mation of the I-invariant part, for Y;, and let us use similar notations also for other
representations.

Lemma 3.22. We have
(19)  mo —my =dimg(Vi(R)}) — dimg(Vo(R)%,,) — b (W) + b, (W),
no —mni = dlmKG( Vi(Ke)R) — dimg,, (Vo(Ke)? ,,)

(20) i (M +n(Y1,t1,01) — n(Yoﬁoago)) :

Proof. From [I9] Theorem 1.], we can calculate the index of the linearization of the
map (7). Taking the (—¢*, I)-invariant part of the finite dimensional approxima-
tion of f, we have that mg — m; and ng — n; coincides with the index of —/* and
I fixed part of the form part and spinor part respectively. Since I is an anti-linear
involution, ng — n is half of the Dirac index. ([
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3.8. Proof of Frgyshov type inequalities. Let Y be an oriented closed rational
homology 3-sphere. Let (t,¢) be a real spin® structure on Y, i.e. tis a spin® structure
onY and ¢ : Y — Y is an orientaion-preserving smooth involution on Y such that
1*t =2 t. As in dimension 4, we shall define the notion that ¢ is of odd type, which
is satisfied if the fixed-point set Y* is non-empty and of codimension-2. For this
triple (Y, t,¢), we have the Frgyshov-type invariant

1
5R(K t, L) € EZ

First, we state and prove the main inequality of this paper in the most general
form, which relates dr(Y, t,¢) with topological quantities:

Theorem 3.23. Let (Yo, o), (Y1,t1) be spin® rational homology 3-spheres. Let ig, 11
be smooth involutions on Yy, Y1. Suppose that 1o, 1 preserve the given orientations
and spin® structures to,t1 on Yy, Y1 respectively, and suppose that 1,11 are of odd
type. Let (W, s) be a smooth compact oriented spin® cobordism with by (W) = 0 from
(Yo, to0) to (Y1,t1). Suppose that there exists a smooth involution ¢ on W such that
L preserves the given orientation and spin® structure s on W, b (W) — b (W) =0
and that the restriction of v to the boundary is given by tg,t1. Then we have

C1 (5)2 — O'(W)

(21) r (Yo, tos o) + L

S 5R(Y17t1; Ll)-

Proof. The relative Bauer—Furuta invariant for (W,s,:) gives a map
VSV SWEF (Yo, to, o) — SV SV SWE(Y, t1, 1)

and we have dimg (V) — dimg (V') = b* (W) — b,/ (W) and dimg(W) — dimg(W') =
(c1(s)? — o(W))/8. The claim of theorem follows from Lemma [3.7] applied to this
O

If we focus on the case that t comes from a spin structure, for which one has
t =2 t, we may define invariants analogous to invariants introduced by Stoffre-
gen [50] 6r(Y,t), d5(Y,t) corresponding to d(Y,t), d(Y,t) in involutive Heegaard
Floer homology [16]. For a spin rational homology 3-sphere (Y, t) and an orientaion-
preserving smooth involution ¢ : Y — Y such that :*t = t, when ¢ is of odd type,
we have two invariants

- 1
or(Y,t,1), dp(Y,t,0) € EZ,

which satisfy inequalities
éR(Yu t7 L) < 5R(K tu L) < SR(K tu L)'
On these invariants, we have the following:

Theorem 3.24. Let (Yo, to), (Y1,t1) be spin rational homology 3-spheres. Let 1g, t1
be smooth involutions on Yy, Y1. Suppose that 1o, 1 preserve the given orientations
and spin structures to,t; on Yy, Yy respectively, and suppose that vo,t1 are of odd
type. Let (W,s) be a smooth compact oriented spin cobordism with by(W) =0 from
(Yo, t0) to (Y1,t1). Suppose that there exists a smooth involution ¢ on W such that
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L preserves the given orientation and spin structure s on W, b (W) — b} (W) = 0
and that the restriction of v to the boundary is given by vo,t1. Then we have

(22) 5r (Y0, to, o) — 0(112/) <Or(Y1,t1,00),

(23) 0r(Yo,t0,t0) — 0(1‘/6[/) <dp(Y1,t1,02).
Moreover, if b (W) — b (W) =1, then we have

(24) 0r(Yo, to0,t0) — 0(1‘/6[/) < or(Y1,t1,01).

Proof. When s is spin and b™ (W) — b (W) = 0, the Bauer—Furuta invariant for
(W,s,1),

F VSV SWF (Yo, to, w0) — SV SV SWF(Y, t1, 1),
is a Zs-equivariant local map of height —o(W)/8 since dimg (V) — dimg (V') =
bt (W) — b (W) and dimg (W) — dimg(W') = —a(W)/8. So, the first two inequal-
ities follow from Lemma [3.13] applied to this f. The third inequality follows from
LemmaB9applied to Zs-equivariant relative Bauer—Furuta invariants of (W,s). O

The inequality (24]) can be seen as a real and 4-manifold with boundary version
of Donaldson’s Theorem B [9J].

3.9. Connected sum formula. In this section, we prove the following connected
sum formula of [SWF(Y,t,¢)]oc and §. We first write a statement of connected
sum for [SWF(Y,t,¢)]i0c-

First, we recall the operation of equivariant connected sum. For more details,
see [21] Definition 3.43]. Let (Y, to, o) and (Y1, t1,41) be spin® rational homology
3-spheres with base points. Let 19 and ¢; are involutions on Y; and Y7 respectively.
Suppose that the fixed-point set of ¢; are codimension-2 and ¢;(y;) = y;, and that
t; preserves the spin structure t; for ¢ = 0, 1. We give an orientation o(¢;) of the set
of fixed points of the involution ¢;. For these data, the equivariant connected sum

(Y0, to, Yo, o, 0(v0))#(Y1, t1, Y1, t1, 0(e1))
is defined. We sometimes drop yo,y1 and o(¢1),0(t2) from our notation.

The standard 3-handle cobordism between the connected sum and disjoint union
of two manifolds can be considered equivariantly. Namely, we have an oriented
homology cobordism

Wou = (Yo, to, Lo, 0(t0))# (Y1, t1, L1, 0(e1)) — (Yo, to, o, 0(20)) U (Y1, t1, 01, 0(01))
that is equipped with an involution ¢ whose restriction to the boundary is given by
Lo, L.

Lemma 3.25. The cobordism Wy1 admits a spin® structure s whose restriction to
the boundary is given by to,t1 such that 1*s = 5.

Proof. From homological computations, one can verify H?(Wyy,0Wo1;Z) = 0.
Thus, we know an extension of spin® structure of ty U t; U tg#t; exists and is
unique up to isomorphism. (|
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The connected sum theorem can be formulated as follows.

Theorem 3.26. Let (Yo,to,t0) and (Y1,t1,01) are spin® Za-homology 3-spheres
with odd involutions vy and t1. Suppose that the fized-point set of v; is non-empty
and connected for each i = 0,1. Then, we have

[SW Fg (Yo, %0, t0) A SW Fg(Yi, t1,t1)]ioc = [SWFa(YH 67,7 )ioc,
where (Y# % 1%) := (Yo, to, t0)# (Y1, t1, 11).
Proof. This follows from the same argument in the proof of [2I, Theorem 3.48]
although the doubled Floer homotopy types are used in [21I]. The local maps of

both directions are given as relative Bauer—Furuta invariants for spin® cobordism
+Wy1 with involution. O

Theorem 3.27. Let (Yo,t0,t0) and (Y1,t1,t1) are spin® Zo-homology 3-spheres
with odd involutions vy and 1.

SrR(Y, 1,t) + 6r(Y', /) = Op(YH#Y' 14t t#1).

In order to prove Theorem B.27] we first prove the following duality result:

Lemma 3.28. Let (Y,t,0) be an oriented spin rational homology sphere with odd
involution. Then we have

5R(Ya tv L) = _6R(Ya tv L)'
Moreover, suppose t is spin, we have
Spr(Y t,1) = —0r(=Y, t,0).
Proof of Lemma[328. We first claim that I*, (Y, ¢, g) and I*, (=Y, ,g) are equiv-
ariantly V2, (Y, ¢, g) & W2, (Y,t,g)-dual. This can be obtained as the restriction

of the V-dual map [38 Proposition 6.23]. Then the inequalities of the conclusion
directly follow from Lemma 310 O

Proof of Theorem[3.Z7 From Lemma 3.8 and Theorem [3:20] the following inequal-
ity has already been proven:

Sr(Y,1,t) + 0r(Y', /) < Sp(YHY', 1t t#t)).

The remaining part is to see the opposite inequality. To see this, using the above
inequality to orientation reversals, we obtain

Or(=Y,1,t) + 0p(=Y', /') < Op(—(YH#Y"), 14 t#1).
Then, we use Lemma and obtain
Sr(Y, 1, t) + (Y, /) > Sr(Y#Y' 14 t#1).

This completes the proof. O
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3.10. SWF-spherical. We introduce the easiest case to calculate our invariants
d, d and d.

Definition 3.29. We say that a triple (Y,t,¢) of a rational homology 3-sphere,
spin® structure, and an odd involution is SWF-spherical if

[SWEa(Y,t,)]i0c = [(SY,m,n)]10c

for some m € Z and n € Q.

The following computations are obvious from the definitions of invariants ég, dp
and Og.

Proposition 3.30. If a triple (Y,t,.) is SWF-spherical, then

Sr(Y,1,) = (Y1, 0) = Sp(Y,e,) = =35 — 5

for m,n satisfying [SW Fg(Y,t,0)]10c = [(S°,m,n)].
Now, we prove Proposition [[.10] using Proposition B.30

Proof of Proposition [LI0. From [21], for lens spaces, we have the following com-
putation: Let p, ¢ be coprime natural numbers. Regard the lens space ¥ =
Y(K(p,q)) = L(p,q) , and equip Y with the standard metric g, which has pos-
itive scalar curvature. The complex conjugation on Y defines an involution ¢ on Y
that preserves g. The fixed-point set of ¢ is non-empty and of codimension-2, which
is called two bridge knot/link. Through the same discussion given in |21, Example
3.56], we have

SW Fa(L(p,q),t,1) = [(5°,0,n(L(p, q),t,g)/2].

This combined with Proposition completes the computations for 6, 0r and
dp. For torus knots, the proof is similar and we use the argument of the proof of
[21, Theorem 3.58] instead of [2I, Example 3.56]. O

4. FLOER HOMOTOPY TYPE OF LINKS AND FROYSHOV TYPE INVARIANTS

In [21], we defined a Floer homotopy type of a knot
K+ DSWF(K)

which we called the doubled Floer homotopy type for a knot K. For some reason
related to K-theory, we made the doubling operation. In this paper, we give a
Floer homotopy type SWF(K) without taking double. Moreover, we generalize
the invariant SW F(K) to that of oriented links L in S® with non-zero determinant:

L— SWF(L).

Using them, for links with non-zero determinant, we introduce Frgyshov type in-
variants

L+ dr(L),dp(L),0r(L) € %Z.
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4.1. Floer homotopy type of links. Let L be a link in S® with non-zero deter-
miant. Then, we can associate the double branched cover

Y(L) — S3

uniquely and a covering involution ¢ : (L) — 3(L). Since our theory uses real
spin€ structures, we need to confirm compatibility between the covering involutions
and spin(¢) structures on the double branched covering spaces. The following cor-
respondence between orientations of L and spin structures on (L) is proven by
Turaev [53]:

Lemma 4.1. There is a canonical one-to-one correspondence between the set of
isomorphism classes of spin structures on X(L) and {orientations on L}/{£1}.

We need to clarify the correspondence in Lemma [£.]] to see if the spin structures
are preserved by the involution.

For a given link L, we take an open tubular neighborhood Ny of L in %(L),
where L is the lift of L in ¥(L). Let s be the unique spin structure on 3(L) \ Ny,
coming from the pull-back of the spin structure on S\ L, which is the restriction

of the spin structure on S3. We pick an orientation o of L. Corresponding to o,
one can associate an element h(0) of HY(3(L) \ Np;Zs) as follows:

MO)1) = 3 K(p(0), L) - Hy(S(E) \ N33 2a) = 2o,

where p is the covering projection of 3(L) and lk is the linking number with respect
to the orientation o. Thus, we have a spin structure s + h(0) on X(L) \ N, which
has the unique extension to the spin structure on ¥(L) denote by s(0). Then, the
map

(25) {orientations on L}/{£1} — Spin(3(L)) ;0 — s(0)

gives a bijection, where Spin(X(L)) denotes the set of ismorphism classes of spin

structures on X(L). From the constructions of the map (28), we can ensure that
the spin structure s 4 h(0) is preserved by the covering involution ¢. Thus we have:

Lemma 4.2. Any spin structure on 3(L) is preserved by the involution ¢.
For a given orientation of L, we denote by t; the spin structure on X(L) corre-
sponding to the orientation. Note that t; = t_.
Definition 4.3. For a given oriented link L with non-zero determinant, we define
SWFE(L) := SWF(X(L),t,t).

Obviously, the Z4-equivariant stable homotopy type SW F'(L) is invariant under
isotopy for links.

4.2. Frgyshov type invariants for links. Now, we define the three invariants:
Definition 4.4. For a given oriented link L, we define
Sr(L) :=0r(2(L), t,t), Or(L):=0R(E(L),t,tr), dR(L):=8x(S(L),,tr),

where t, is the spin structure corresponding to the given orientation of L. For the
correspondence between orientations of L and spin structures on (L), see (25).

Similarly, we define
k(L) = k(Z(L), ¢, ).
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Here k(—) is the invariant defined in [2I, Theorem 1.1].

Before proving Theorem [[.3] we need to calculate several fundamental quantities
of double branched covering spaces.

Let (X, S) be a connected (possibly non-orientable) link cobordism from (S2, L)
to (S3,L') with Hy(X;Zs) = 0. Suppose the determinants L and L’ are non-
zero. As in the closed case given in [39, Corollary 2.10], we see that the surface
S in X determines a unique double branched covering space if and only if 0 =
[S] € Ho(X,0X;Zs). The followings are fundamental computations regarding the
homologies of double-branched covering spaces.

Lemma 4.5. The following equalities hold:

(26)  o(%(8)) = 20(X) - 3505~ o(L) + (L)),

(27) ba(X(S)) = 2b2(X) + b1(S),

(28)  B(S(S) = 2 (X) + 5hi(S) — 1S 05— 2o(L)+ go(L))
(29)

29 b1 (X(5)) = b3(X(5)) = 0.

Moreover, if L and L' are knots, there is no 2-torsion in the cohomology H*(X(S); Z).

Proof. The equality (29) follows from the exact sequence given in [24]. The Mayer—
Vietoris argument given in [2I, Lemma 4.2] enables us to confirm (26) by the
following discussion. It is confirmed in [I8, Lemma 1.1] that for a Seifert surface
Sr, in S3 bounded by L giving o(L), the double branched covering Ny, for its push
into D* satisfies

(30) o(L) =0o(NL).

From G-signature theorem for closed 4-manifolds and (B0, we obtain (26). Next,
we see (29). Since 3(S) — X is a degree 2-branched cover, we have x(2(S)) =
2x(X)—x(S). From (29), we have ba(3(S)) = 2b2(X)+b1(S). We note [28)) follows
from ([27) and (26). We finally show there is no 2-torsion in H*(X(S);Z) when L
and L’ are knots. From [24], the sequence

HQ(X,ZQ) — Hl(X, S,Zg) — Hl(E(S),ZQ) — 0.

is exact. The pair exact sequence for (X, .S) combined with connectivity of S implies
Hy(X,S;Z3) = 0. Thus we have Hy(3(S);Z2) = 0, and there is no 2-torsion in
H1(X(S);Z) = 0. This implies there is no 2-torsion on H2(X(S)). This completes
the proof. O

We now prove Theorem [[3)(iii).

Proof of Theorem [L.3(iii). This follows from Theorem[3.23 combined with the com-
putation of homological invariants in Lemma O

We also have similar inequalities for 6z and §z. Note that Theorem follows

from (B3]).
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Theorem 4.6. Let L and L’ be links in S with non-zero determinants, X be an
oriented smooth compact connected cobordism from S3 to S3, and S be a compact
connected properly and smoothly (possibly non-orientable) embedded cobordism in
X from L to L' such that the homology class [S] = 0mod 2. Suppose H1(X;Z) =0,
PD[S] = we(X) € H*(X;Zy),

BH(X) 4 9(5) ~ 1505 — 5o(L) + 3o(I') =0

and there is a spin structure s on X(S) such that v*s = s and whose restrictions
are compatible with orientations of L and L'.

Then, we have

(31) Sr(L) + % <—2U(X) + %S oS +o(L)— a(L’)> < Or(L)
3 an(0)+ g (<2004 3505+ oD - aL))) < auL)

where S oS means the self intersection number of S in X.

Moreover, when

bH(X) + 9(8) — 1S 08 — go(l) + 5o(L) =1,
we have
(33) or(L)+ %6 (—20()() + %S oS+o(L)— a(L’)) < 0r(L")

Proof of Theorem[{.12 These inequalities follow from Theorem B.23 and Theo-
rem combined with Lemma O

As we discussed in the introduction, our invariant will be y-concordance invari-
ant. Thus, we introduce the notion of y-concordant. First, we introduce a notion
of x-slice:

Definition 4.7. A link L in S2 is x-slice if L bounds a smoothly properly embedded
surface F in D* without closed components, and with x(F) = 1. If L is oriented
we require F' to be compatibly oriented for orientable components of F'.

Note that y-sliceness gives a generalization of sliceness of knots. In order to take
connected sum, we also need a base point. A marked link is a link in S2 equipped
with a marked component.

Definition 4.8. For given oriented marked links Ly and L1, we say Lo and L are
X-concordant if —L#L; bounds a smoothly properly embedded surface F in D*
such that

(i) F is a disjoint union of one disk together with annuli and Mobius bands;
(ii) the boundary of the disk component of F' is the marked component of
—Lg#La;
(iii) we require orientable components of F' to be oriented compatible with the
orientation of —L{# L .

Here the conncted sum —L{#L; is taken along marked points.
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If Ly and Ly are x-concordant, then —L{#L, is x-slice. On the other hand, the
converse is not true. In [§], it is proven that the set L of all y-concordant classes of
oriented mariked links forms an abelian group with respect to the connected sum
along marked components. The group £ is called the link concordance group. In
this paper, we focus on the subgroup Fof L generated by oriented mariked links
whose determinants are non-zero.

We first provide a homotopy theoretic homomorphism:

Proposition 4.9. The map [L] — [SWF(L)|ioc gives a homomorphism from the
link concordance group F to LEG, where G = Zy4.

Proof. As Zs-equivariant spin manifolds, we have
(S(LAL), eoprr s topr) = (B(L), en, t)#(2(L), oo, to).

where ¢;, denotes the covering involution of double branched covering space. Also,
taking local equivalence class [—]joc is & homomorphism from Theorem 3226 This
completes the proof. (I

We next prove a relation between our invariants and x-sliceness.

Lemma 4.10. If L is x-slice, then § (L), 6r(L) and k(L) are zero. Moreover, the
quantity 0r(L) is a x-concordace invariant.

Proof. Suppose L is x-slice, i.e. —L{#L; bounds a smoothly properly embedded
surface S in D* without closed components, and with x(S) = 1. Then [8, Propo-
sition 2.6] implies the double branched cover gives a rational spin homology D*
bounded by X(L) with a spin structure corresponding to the orientation of L.
Then Theorem .0 and [2I, Theorem 1.1 (iv)] implies

0 < 6r(L),0 < 8,(L),0 < r(L),0 < k(L).

Also, if L is x-slice then, —L* is also x-slice. It implies that § z(L), 6g(L) and x(L)
are zero.

Suppose L and L’ are x-concordant. Then —L{#L; is x-slice. This implies
dr(—LE{#L1) = 0. On the other hand, since ¢ is homomorphism, we see dg(Lo) =
dr(Ly). O

As a corollary of Theorem .27, we have;

Corollary 4.11. The invariant §gr(L) gives a homomorphism from F to %Z.

4.3. k invariants for links. We gave a generalization of the kappa invariant for
knots defined in [2I] to that of links with non-zero determinant in Definition 4t

1
L— k(L) € —Z.
w(L) € 75
We also note general properties of the invariant for links. In particular, we provide

10/8-inequality for surfaces bounded by links as (iv) in the the following theorem.

Theorem 4.12. The invariant k satisfies the following properties:

(i) 26(L) = =2 mod 2,
(if) w(L)+r(=L") =0,
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(iii) Let L and L' be oriented links in S®, X be an oriented smooth compact
connected cobordism from S3 to S® with Hy(X;Z) = 0, and S be an ori-
ented compact connected properly and smoothly embedded cobordism in X
from L to L' such that the homology class [S] of S is divisible by 2 and
PD(wy(X)) = [S]/2mod 2. Then, we have

o(X) 9 9

9 /
3 +§SOS_EU(L)+1_60

(34) - (L) <bH(X) +g(S) + k(L) — k(L).

Proof. For a proof of (i), we take a properly and smoothly embedded and connected
oriented surface S in D* bounded by L. For such a surface, the signature of L is
given by ¢(%(S5)) from Lemma Thus, one can describe the Rochlin invariant
of X(L) by £0(2(S)). Then Theorem 1.1 (i) in [2I] implies

~26() = u(S(E), 4) = 30(5(5)).

This completes the proof of (i). The inequality (ii) followed from [2I, Theorem
1.1 (iii)]. The inequality (iii) follows by combining Lemma .5 with [2I, Theorem
1.1(3iv)]. O

5. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we prove applications in the introduction such as non-smoothable
and non-orientable surfaces in 4-manifolds Theorem[I.23] obstruction to the Nielsen
realization problem Theorem and non-orientable surfaces in D* bounded by
torus knots Theorem [[.T4]

5.1. Applications to non-smoothable actions. We start with proving an ap-
plication to non-smoothable actions, Theorem [1.24]

Proof of Theorem[I.Z]] First, we shall construct a locally linear involution ¢ : W —
W. Define a topological 4-manifold W' by

W' = mS? x S?#k(—CP?*)#2(— FEg)#2nS? x 52.
By Freedman theory [12], we have a homeomorphism h : W — W’. Define
orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms fo : S? x §2 — $2 x §2 and f, : —CP? —
—CP? by fo(x,y) = (y,2) and fi([z0 : 21 : 22]) = [0 : Z1 : Z2]. Both of fy and fi

have codimention-2 fixed-point set, diffeomorphic to S? and RP? respectively, and
we may form an equivariant connected sum

fu = #mfotnfi i mS? x S2#k(—CP?) — mS? x S%#k(—CP?).

Choose a point zy € mS? x S?#k(—CP?) outside the fixed-point set of fg, and
attach two copies of (—Eg)#nS? x S? along z¢ and fx(zo). Now we obtain a locally
linear involution f’ of W', and define ¢t = h=' o f’ o h.

It is straightforward to check that
bf(S®x 8%) =1, b, (5?xS*) =0, bf(-CP?)=0, b} (—CP?) =0,
and thus we have

(35) bf(W)=m, b (W)=n+S8.
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Let ¢ € H?(W';Z) be a characteristic element defined by
C/ = (037E17 cee 7Ek70ES)7

where 05 and 0gs denote the zero elements of H?(m.S?xS?) and H?(2(—Eg)#2n5?x
S2) respectively, and E; are copies of a generator of H?(—CP?). Let ¢ = h*¢’ and
let s be a spin® structure on W with ¢;(s) = c¢. Since f{E = —F, we have that
1*s = 5.

Since ¢ has codimenion-2 fixed-point set, by Lemma ¢ is of odd type. Hence
it follows from ([B5) and and Theorem [Tl that ¢1(s)? — o(W) < 0. However, since
we have ¢;1(s)? — o(W) = 16 by a direct calculation, this is a contradiction.

O

5.2. Applications to non-smoothable and non-orientable surfaces. The
above argument on non-smoothable actions can be translated to a result on smooth-
able and unorientable surfaces, Theorem [[.23}

Proof of Theorem [[.23. Let us use the notation of the statement and the proof of
Theorem[[:224] Then it follows that X is homeomorphic to W/t. Let S be the fixed-
point set of ¢ : W — W. Then S is homeomorphic to kRP? and is locally-flatly
embedded in W, and hence also in X. If S is topologically isotopic to a smoothly
embedded surface, it induces a smooth odd involution that acts on homology just
as ¢ does, but it is a contradiction by the proof of Theorem [[.24]

We shall see what the homology class of S is. As the fixed-point set of fj :
52 x 82 — §2 x S2 is the diagonal, which descends to a 2-sphere in CP? that
represent 2[CP'] € Hy(CP?). On the other hand, —CP?/f; is diffeomorphic to S*.
Thus we have that the homology class of S is zero in Ha(X;7Z/2).

The normal Euler number [kRP?]? can be immediately deduced from Lemma E5
O

5.3. Applications to the Nielsen realization problem. In this subsection, we
shall prove a result on the Nielsen realization problem for non-spin 4-manifolds,
Theorem First, we recall the definition of a diffeomorphism called the reflec-
tion about a (—1)-sphere in a 4-manifold:

Definition 5.1. Let W be a smooth oriented 4-manifold W and S a (—1)-sphere
S in W. Then one may form an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism

ps: W —>W

called the reflection, constructed as follows: first, let p : CP?* — CP? be the complex
conjugation, [2o : 21 : 22] + [Z0 : Z1 : Z2]. Take an embedded 4-disk D* in CP?. Let
o' be a diffeomorphism that fixes D* pointwise obtained by deforming p near D* by
isotopy. By reversing orientation, it induces a diffeomorphism p’ : —CP?> —» —CP2
In general, for a (—1)-sphere S in W, a tubular neighborhood of S is diffeomorphic
to a tubular neighborhood of —CP' in —CP?, which is the fixed point set of p. Since
a tubular neighborhood of —CP' in —CP? is diffeomorphic also to CP? \ intD*,
we may implant p’ into W by extending it by the identity, which we denote by
ps W = W.
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To prove our results on the Nielsen realization problem, we need to take care of
Dehn twitsts. First, let us recall the definition of the Dehn twist along an embedded
annulus:

Definition 5.2. Let W be a 4-manifold and let A = S3 x [0, 1] be an embedded
annulus in W. Then one may define an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism

T W =W
called the Dehn twist along A as follows. Define the model Dehn twist 19 : S® x
[0,1] — 83 x [0,1] by 7o(y,t) = (I(t) - y,t), where [ : [0,1] — SO(4) is the homo-
topically non-trivial loop in SO(4). As 7y is supported inside S x (0,1), one may
extend 7y by the identity and get a diffeomorphism 7: W — W.

Note that, by 71 (SO(4)) = Z/2, the square of the Dehn twist 7 along an annulus
is smoothly isotopic to the identity through an isotopy supported inside the annulus.

Given a closed smooth 4-manifold W, let Diff(W, D*) denote the group of dif-
feomorphisms of W that are identity on a fixed embedded 4-disk D* C W. Let
p @ mo(Diff (W, D)) — mo(Diff (W)

be the map induced from the natural inclusion Diff (W, D*) — Diff (W). Note that
p is surjective since any diffeomorphism can be isotoped to a diffeomorphism that
fixes D* pointwise.

Lemma 5.3 (Giansiracusa [13] Corollary 2.5, Proposition 3.1]). Let W be a simply-

connected closed smooth 4-manifold W. Then we have the following:

(1) kerp is isomorphic to either Z/2 or 0, and it is generated by the Dehn twist
around the boudnary O(W \ D?).

(2) IfW is diffeomorphic to W'#CP? or W'#(—CP?) for some 4-manifold W',
then kerp = 0.

In summary, one has an exact sequence
0 — ker p — mo(Diff (W, D*)) £ 7 (Diff (W)) — 0

such that ker p is either Z/2 or 0 generated by the Dehn twist, and kerp = 0 if W
contains either CP? or —CP? as a connected sum factor.

Using Lemma [5.3] we see that the reflection about a (—1)-sphere gives an order
2 mapping class:

Lemma 5.4. For an oriented 4-manifold W and a (—1)-sphere S in W, the map-
ping class [ps] of the reflection is of order 2 in mo(Diff (W)).

Proof. First, clearly p is an order 2 element in Diff(CP?), and so is the mapping
class [p] in mo(Diff(CP?)). By Lemma 53] the natural surjection

p : mo(Diff(CP?, D*)) — mo(Diff (CP?)))
is isomorphic. This implies that the relative mapping class [p’] is of order 2 in

7o(Diff (CP?, D*)). The claim of the lemma now follows immediately by the con-
struction of pg. O

We shall also use the following lemma about simultaneous Dehn twists on punc-
tured S*:
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Lemma 5.5 ([20, Lemma 4.3]). Let N > 0. Define S§ to be a N-punctured j-
sphere, S§ = S*\ (UN.,D#). Let Taa Sg — Sg be a diffeomorphism defined by
performing the Dehn twists near all D} simultaneously. Then T4 15 smoothly
isotopic to the identity in the group Diff(0S3,0S3) of diffeomorphisms which fiz
the boundary pointwise.

Now we are ready to prove the main result in this subsection, Theorem [L.16}

Proof of Theorem [1.16l Suppose that ps is homotopic to a smooth involution ¢ :
W — W. Then we have (*s = s.

Recall that the induced action of pg on homology Ha (W) is given by (pg)«(z) =
x+2(x - [S))[S]. Set ¢ = (ps)« : Ho(W) — H2(W). Then we have

BEW) =bH (W), b (W) =b" (W) =1, au(W)=o(W)+1.

Here b} (W) and b, (W) denote the maximal dimension of the g-invariant part of
H* (W) and of H~ (W) respectively, and we set o,(W) = bl (W) — b, (W). By
the assumption that o(W) # —2, we have o,(W) # o(W)/2. It follows from
Lemma that ¢ is of odd type. Combined this with b (W) = b+ (W), we may
apply Theorem [[T] to ¢, but this contradicts the assumption that ¢;(s)? — (W) >
0. O

Proof of Theorem[[.22. As the case that r = 0 has been treated in [20, Theo-
rem 1.3], we suppose that » > 0. Set W/ = pK34#¢S? x S?. In [20, Proof of
Theorem 1.3], a locally linear topological involution f : W/ — W’ with the follow-
ing properties was constructed:

o bi(W')=3p+q,o;(W')=—5p+q,

e the fixed point set of f is non-empty and of codimension-2.

e there is a diffeomorphism g : W’ — W' such that ¢2 is smoothly isotopic
to the identity and g. = f. on Hy(W'; Z).

Let p : —CP? — —CP? be the complex conjugation. The fixed point set of p is
of codimension-2: it is given by RP? ¢ —CP?. Choose points in RP?, and form an
equivariant connected sum of r-copies of p along those points to get an involution
on r(—CP?), denoted by #,p.

On the other hand, recall that the fixed point set of f is also codimension-2.
Also, since f is locally linear, we have the notion of tangential representation of f
at a fixed point of f. Since f is of order 2 and has codimension-2 fixed point set,
the representation is diag(—1, —1,1, 1) in some coordinate, which coincides with the
tangential representation of #,p at a fixed point. Thus we may form an equivariant
connected sum of f with #,p, which we denote by f: W — W.

Let ¢’ : W' — W’ be a diffeomorphism obtained by deforming g by isotopy so
that ¢’ has a pointwise fixed 4-disk D C W’. Similarly, by deforming #,p by
isotopy, we may get a diffeomorphism g” : 7(—CP?) — r(—CP?) that has a fixed
4-disk D3. Let S§ be the 2-punctured 4-sphere, Sg = S*\ (U7, D). Regard W as
the connected sum of W’ with #(—CP?) along D} and D3,

W = (W'\ D}) Upps S5 Ugps (r(—CP?) \ D3).
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Form a diffeomorphism § : W — W by gluing ¢’ with ¢g” along D} and D3.
Evidently, § is supported outside S3. By construction, the induced action of §
on homology coincides with that of f. This combined with a result by Quinn [46]
and Perron [45] implies that g is topologically isotopic to f . Also, it is easy to see
that

(36) bI(W)=3p+q, o5(W)=-5p+gq
using the action of f on homology.

We claim that §2 is smoothly isotopic to the identity. First, let 7, and 7» denote
the Dehn twists on W along 0D} and 9Dj respectively. Recall that g2 is smoothly
isotopic to the identity and (#,p)?> = 1. It follow from this together with (1)
of Lemma that ¢2 is smoothly isotopic to one of the following: 7, o 72, 71,
7o and id. Also, by (2) of Lemma (3] 75 is smoothly isotopic to the identity in
Diff (r(—CP?) \ Int D%, dD3). So it suffices to prove that 71 is smoothly isotopic to
the identity. However, Lemma [5.5] implies that 7y is smoothly isotopic to 72, which
is smoothly isotopic to the identity again by (2) of Lemma This proves the
claim.

Let G be the subgroup of mo(Diff (W)) generated by the mapping class of g. By
the above claim, G is of order 2. As § is topologically isotopic to f, the group G’
defined as the image of G under the map mo(Diff (W)) — mo(Homeo(W)) is realized

in Homeo(W). Also, the group G’ is non-trivial since the action of f on homology
is non-trivial. This proves the statement on G’ in the theorem.

What remains to show is that G cannot be realized in Diff (W'). This is equivalent
to prove that g is not smoothly isotopic to a smooth involution. Suppose that g
is smoothly isotopic to a smooth involution ¢ : W — W. Let s be the spin®
structure on W obtained as the connected sum of the unique spin structure on
W' with r-copies of the spin® structure on —CP? whose first Chern class generates
H?(—CP?). Then it is obvious that t*s = 5 and ¢;(s) — o(W) > 0. It follows from
this combined with Lemma 2T0l and (B8) that ¢ is of odd type. Again by (B6]), we
have bT (W) = b} (W). Thus we have a contradiction by Theorem [Tl This proves
the claim and completes the proof of the theorem. O

5.4. Several inequalities for knots. In this subsection, we give a proof of The-
orem [[.8] which describes a bound for the first Betti numbers of non-orientable
surfaces embedded into D*.

Proof of Theorem[L.8. Let S be a (possibly non-orientable) smoothly and properly
embedded connected surface in D* bounded by a given knot K. Suppose the
determinant of K is 1, the Manolescu-Owen invariant 6(X(K)) [35] is zero and
dr(K) < 0. As a known topological obstruction (which can be regarded as b*(S) >
0), we have

1
o(K)— 550 S' < b1(9).
Thus it is sufficient to suppose

—J(K)—!—%SoS:bl(S)
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and obtain a contradiction. In order to use Theorem [[3|iii), we verify the assump-
tions. We first note that (3) follows from —o(K) + 350 S = by (S). Since K is
determinant-1, ¥(K) is a homology 3-sphere. So, the intersection form of %(S) is
unimodular. From Lemma [£3] we know

~(5(5)) = 55 05 — a(K) = hi(S) = b(5(S)).

This implies the intersection form of 3(S) is negative definite. Now, since we
supposed the Manolescu-Owen invariant §(3(K)) is zero, from Frgyshov inequality
and Elikies’s theorem, we know that the intersection form of 3(S) is the direct sum
of copies of (—1). From Lemma L5, we know that the double branched covering
space ¥(S) has no 2-torsions in H?(X(S);Z). Thus, the set of isomorphism classes
of spin¢ structures on X(.9) is determined by their first Chern classes in H?(3(S); Z).
Note that the action of t* on H?(3(S);Z) gives a decomposition

H*(S(8);2) = H*((5); 2)" @ H*(3(5); 2) ™"
as the eigenvalue decomposition of ¢ corresponding to +1 and —1 respectively. Note
that the dimension dim H2(X(S);Z)" = ba(2(S)/1) = by(D*) = 0. This implies
H?(X(S);Z) = H*(X(S);Z)~* . So, by taking a spin® structure corresponding to
the sum of basis of @(—1) and by applying Theorem [[3(iii), we have
0 < §(K).

This gives a contradiction to §(K) < 0. O
We next prove crossing change formulae for dg, 6r and .

Proof of Remark[.d Let K and K’ be knots in S3. Suppose K’ is obtained from K
by a positive crossing change. By blown up, we obtain a smooth annulus cobordism
S in I x S34# — CP? from (S%, K) to (S%, K') such that

[S] =2 € Z = Ho(—CP?) = Ho(I x S34# — CP?).
Suppose 2 = ¢(K) — o(K). Then, for the unique spin structure on 3(S), the
assumptions of Theorem [[3(iii) are satisfied. Then Theorem [[3|iii) implies the

desired inequality. In the case of o(K) —o(K') = 0, we use I x S3#(—CP?) instead
of I x S3#(—CP?) and Theorem [L3(iii) again. O

5.5. Applications to non-orientable genera and normal Euler numbers.

Proof of Theorem[I.T]] Note that K = T'(3,6n+1) is determinant 1, the Manolescu—
Owen’s invariant is known to be zero and 6z(T'(3,6n + 1)) = —3 < 0. Thus all
assumptions of Theorem [[.§ are satisfied. For a smooth embedded connected sur-

faces in D* bounded by K satisfying
(e,h) = (8/3(1 —n)+2+2m,1+m),

we can check —o(K) + £5 0 S = b(S). However, from Theorem [[.8] we have the
stronger inequality —o(K) 4+ 350 S+ 1 < b1(S) which gives a contradiction. This
completes the proof. (I
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