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EXOTIC EMBEDDED SURFACES AND INVOLUTIONS FROM

REAL SEIBERG–WITTEN THEORY

DAVID BARAGLIA

Abstract. Using Real Seiberg–Witten theory, Miyazawa introduced an in-
variant of certain 4-manifolds with involution and used this invariant to con-
struct infinitely many exotic involutions on CP2 and infinitely many exotic
smooth embeddings of RP2 in S4. In this paper we extend Miyazawa’s con-
struction to a large class of 4-manifolds, giving many infinite families of in-
volutions on 4-manifolds which are conjugate by homeomorphisms but not
by diffeomorphisms and many infinite families of exotic embeddings of non-
orientable surfaces in 4-manifolds, where exotic means continuously isotopic
but not smoothly isotopic. Exoticness of our construction is detected using
Real Seiberg–Witten theory. We study Miyazawa’s invariant, relate it to the
Real Seiberg–Witten invariants of Tian–Wang and prove various fundamen-

tal results concerning the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants such as: relation to
positive scalar curvature, wall-crossing, a mod 2 formula for spin structures,
a localisation formula relating ordinary and Real Seiberg–Witten invariants, a
connected sum formula and a fibre sum formula.

1. Introduction

Seiberg–Witten theory is one of the main to tools used to detect exotic phenom-
ena on 4-manifolds. The term exotic here refers to structures that are topologically
equivalent, but not smoothly so. Examples of interest include exotic smooth struc-
tures, exotic embeddings of surfaces in 4-manifolds and exotic group actions.

Because of the close relationship between Seiberg–Witten theory and complex
geometry, it is natural to consider a real version of the Seiberg–Witten equations
which interacts well with real algebraic geometry. This variant of Seiberg–Witten
theory, which we will call Real Seiberg–Witten theory was introduced by Tian and
Wang [26] and further studied by Nakamura in the case of Real structures without
fixed points [23, 24]. Real Seiberg–Witten theory has also been used to prove a
Real version of the 10/8-inequality [16] and Real Seiberg–Witten Floer theory has
been studied in [19, 22, 5]. Despite these developments, the Real Seiberg–Witten
invariants themselves have received relatively little attention. In this paper we sub-
stantially develop the theory of Real Seiberg–Witten invariants, proving numerous
fundamental results. As an application we give a very general construction of in-
finite families of exotic involutions and a construction of infinite families of exotic
non-orientable embedded surfaces. While many constructions of exotic involutions
exist in the literature [27, 13, 25, 22], our construction is noteworthy in that it is
applicable to a very large class of 4-manifolds.
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1.1. Exotic involutions and exotic embedded surfaces. Let X be a smooth
4-manifold and S ⊂ X a smoothly embedded surface. An embedded surface S′ ⊂ X
is said to be an exotic copy of S if S′ is continuously isotopic to S but not smoothly
isotopic. More generally, we say that a collection of embedded surfaces Si ⊂ X are
exotic if they are all continuously isotopic (through locally flat topological embed-
dings) but no two are smoothly isotopic. Exotic surfaces and related notions (for ex-
ample, surfaces that are mapped onto each other by a homeomorphism but not by a
diffeomorphism) have been constructed by various methods [12, 11, 17, 18, 21, 3, 22].

A Real structure onX is a smooth, orientation preserving involution σ. A smooth
involution σ′ : X → X is said to be an exotic copy of σ if there is a homeomorphism
f : X → X such that σ′ = f−1 ◦ σ ◦ f , but there is no such diffeomorphism.

In order to state our main result on exotic involutions and embedded surfaces,
we introduce the notion of an admissible pair. Given a 4-manifold X and a Real
structure σ, let b1(X)±σ, b+(X)±σ denote the dimensions of the ±1 eigenspaces of
σ on H1(X ;R) and H+(X).

Definition 1.1. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold and σ an orien-
tation preserving smooth involution on X . We will say the pair (X, σ) is admissible
if b1(X)−σ = 0, σ has a non-isolated fixed point and (X, σ) satisfies one of the
following conditions:

(1) X admits a symplectic structure with σ∗(ω) = −ω, and b+(X)− b1(X) =
3 (mod 4).

(2) X is spin, b1(X)−σ = σ(X) = 0 and H1(X ;Z) has no 2-torsion.
(3) X has a spinc-structure s with σ∗(s) = −s, SW (X, s) is odd, b+(X) −

b1(X) = 3 (mod 4), and

c(s)2 − σ(X)

8
=
b+(X)− b1(X) + 1

2
= b+(X)−σ.

(4) X = CP
2
with an involution such that b+(X)−σ = 0.

(5) X = N#N and σ is the involution which swaps the two factors (see Section
9), where N is negative definite, b1(N) = 0 and there is a spinc-structure
on N with c(s)2 = −b2(N).

Our main result is:

Theorem 1.2. Let (X1, σ1), . . . , (Xk, σk) be admissible pairs. Let c : CP2 → CP
2

denote complex conjugation. Let X = X1# · · ·#Xk and σ = σ1# · · ·#σk. Then

(1) The involution σ#c on X#CP
2
admits infinitely many exotic copies.

(2) Suppose the fixed point sets of σ1, . . . , σk are connected. Let S ⊂ X/σ de-
note the image of the fixed point set of σ in X0 = X/σ. Then the embedding
P+#S ⊂ X0 admits infinitely many exotic copies, where P+ is the standard
embedding of RP2 in S4 with self-intersection 2.

For example, a K3-surface equipped with an odd, non-free involution is admis-

sible. Theorem 1.2 gives infinitely many exotic involutions on #nK3#mCP
2
for

any n,m ≥ 1.

Taking (X4, σ) = (S4, diag(−1,−1, 1, 1, 1)), Theorem 1.2 gives infinitely many

exotic involutions on CP
2
and infinitely many exotic embeddings RP2 ⊂ S4. These
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exotic structures were originally constructed by Miyazawa [22] using Real Seiberg–
Witten theory. Theorem 1.2 is also proved with Real Seiberg–Witten theory and
can be seen as a far-reaching extension of Miyazawa’s results.

1.2. Real Seiberg–Witten invariants. Aside from the contruction of exotic in-
volutions and embeddings, the aim of this paper is to develop the fundamental
properties of the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants. Here we give a summary of the
main results.

Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold and σ a Real structure. Define
the Real Jacobian of X to be the torus

JacR(X) =
H1(X ; iR)−σ

H1(X ; 2πiZ)−σ
.

Given a spinc-structure s we let d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8, the index of the spinc Dirac
operator. If s is a Real spinc-structure, then the families index D → Jac(X) of
the spinc-Dirac operator corresponding to s admits a Real structure. Let DR →
JacR(X) denote the real part of D|JacR(X). Then DR is a real virtual vector bundle
of rank d.

Just as the ordinary Seiberg–Witten invariants depend on a spinc-structure, the
Real Seiberg–Witten invariants depend on a Real spinc-structure. This is a spinc-
structure together with an antilinear lift of σ to the spinor bundles of s (see Section
2 for details). The invariants come in two types: mod 2 invariants and integer
invariants.

Mod 2 invariants. The mod 2 invariant is defined whenever b+(X)−σ > 0. If
b+(X)−σ = 1, then the invariant depends on a chamber. The mod 2 invariants are
given by a collection of cohomology classes

SWR,m(X, s) ∈ H∗(JacR(X);Z2), m ≥ 0

of degree m − (d − b+(X)−σ). In the case b1(X)−σ = 0, we just have a single
invariant SWR(X, s) ∈ Z2 corresponding to m = d− b+(X)−σ.

Integer invariants. To define integer invariants requires orienting the Real Seiberg–
Witten moduli spaces. The easiest case is when b1(X)−σ = 0, for then the moduli
spaces are guaranteed to be orientable provided d is even. If d − b+(X)−σ = 0,
d is even and b+(X)−σ > 0, then the moduli space of the Real Seiberg–Witten
equations is zero-dimensional and we obtain an integer invariant

SWR,Z(X, s) ∈ Z

by taking a signed count of solutions. The orientation on the moduli space is only
canonical up to an overall sign, so SWR,Z(X, s) is to be understood as an integer
modulo an overall sign. Alternatively, the absolute value |SWR,Z(X, s)| is a well-
defined non-negative integer.

When b1(X)−σ > 0 and d is even, the integer invariant is defined provided
w1(DR) = 0 and is a cohomology class

SWR,Z(X, s) ∈ H−(d−b+(X)−σ)(JacR(X);Z).

If d− b+(X)−σ + b1(X)−σ = 0, we get an integer invariant by taking the pairing

SWR,Z(X, s) = 〈SWR,Z(X, s), [JacR(X)]〉 ∈ Z.
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The integer and mod 2 invariants are related by SWR,Z(X, s) = SWR,0(X, s) (mod 2).

When b1(X)−σ = 0 and d− b+(X)−σ = 0, there is another integer invariant

degR(X, s) ∈ Z

called the degree of (X, s). This invariant was introduced and studied by Miyazawa
in [22]. Just as with SWR,Z, the degree is only defined up to an overall sign, so the
absolute value |degR(X, s)| is a well defined integer. In this paper we extend the
definition of degR to the case b1(X)−σ > 0 and w1(DR) = 0. In general, the degree
is a cohomology class

degR(X, s) ∈ H−(d−b+(X)−σ)(JacR(X);Z)

defined up to an overall sign. Although this invariant is defined for all values of d,
it turns out to only be interesting when d is even (see Proposition 5.9 (1)).

Having introduced the mod 2 and integer invariants, we now outline some of
their fundamental properties proven in this paper.

1. Positive scalar curvature.

Proposition 1.3. Suppose that σ preserves a metric of positive scalar curvature.
Let s be a Real spinc-structure on X.

(1) If b+(X)−σ > 1, then the mod 2 Real Seiberg–Witten invariants and the
integral Real Seiberg–Witten invariants (when defined) all vanish.

(2) If b+(X)−σ = 1 then the mod 2 Real Seiberg–Witten invariants and the in-
tegral Real Seiberg–Witten invariants (when defined) vanish for the chamber
containing the zero perturbation. If the zero perturbation lies on the wall,
then the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants vanish for both chambers

(3) If b+(X)−σ = b1(X)−σ = 0 and s is a Real spin structure, then |degR(X, s)| =
1.

2. Wall-crossing formula.

Theorem 1.4. If b+(X)−σ = 1, then

SW+
R,m(X, s)− SW−

R,m(X, s) = wm−(d−1)(−DR).

Furthermore, the integer-valued Real Seiberg–Witten invariants (when defined) are
independent of the choice of chamber.

3. A mod 2 identity.

Theorem 1.5. The Real mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariants satisfy the following
identities

j∑

l=0

(
d− 1−m+ j

l

)
wj−l(−DR)SW

φ
R,m+l(X, s) = 0

for all m ≥ 0, j > 0.

4. Real spin structures. By a Real spin structure we mean a spin structure
s such that σ admits a lift to the corresponding principal Spin(4)-bundle which
squares to −1. Any Real spin structure induces a Real spinc-structure (Section 7).
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Theorem 1.6. Let s be a Real spin structure. If b+(X)−σ > 2, then SWR,m(X, s) =
0 for all even m. If b+(X)−σ = 2, then SWR,m(X, s) = 0 for all even positive m
and SWR,0(X, s) = w2+σ(X)/8(−DR).

5. Relation to the ordinary Seiberg–Witten invariant. First we state the
result in the case b1(X) = 0.

Theorem 1.7. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with b1(X) =
0. Let σ be a Real structure on X and s a Real spinc-structure. Assume that
b+(X)−σ > 0 and let φ be a chamber. If 2d− b+(X)− 1 ≥ 0, then

SWφ(X, s) =

(
2b+(X)σ

b+(X)− 1

)
SWφ

R(X, s) (mod 2).

We also give a more general result which holds for b1(X)−σ = 0. Let s be a spinc-
structure such that σ∗(s) = −s. Assume that σ does not act freely. Then it can be
shown that Real structures on s correspond to points of order 2 in Jac(X) (Propo-
sition 4.2). To state the theorem first note that if s′ is a point of order 2, then the
inclusion ιs′ : {s′} → Jac(X) is Z2-equivariant, where Z2 acts on Jac(X) by inver-
sion. This induces push-forward maps (ιs′ )∗ : H∗

Z2
(pt;Z2) → H∗

Z2
(Jac(X);Z2) ∼=

H∗(Jac(X);Z2)[u], where deg(u) = 1. Let ∆ = 2d − b+(X) + b1(X) − 1 and
δ = d − b+(X)−σ denote the dimensions of the ordinary and Real Seiberg–Witten
moduli spaces respectively. Then we have:

Theorem 1.8. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold. Let σ be a Real
structure on X with b1(X)−σ = 0 and b+(X)−σ > 0. Let s be a spinc-structure
which admits a Real structure and let φ be a chamber. Then for each m ≥ 0, the
expression

u2m−∆

(
m− d

δ −m

)∑

s
′

(ιs′)∗(1)SW
φ
R(X, s

′) ∈ H∗(Jacs(X);Z2)[u, u
−1]

contains no negative powers of u and the u0-term equals SWφ
m(X, s) (mod 2). The

sum Σs
′ is over all Real structures on s.

For instance, if both moduli spaces are zero-dimensional, so ∆ = δ = 0, this
reduces to an equality

SWφ(X, s) =
∑

s
′

SWφ
R(X, s

′) (mod 2).

6. Properties of the integer invariants.

Proposition 1.9. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold, σ a Real
structure and s a Real spinc-structure. Suppose d is even.

(1) If b+(X)−σ > 0, then degR(X, s) = 2SWφ
R,Z(X, s) for any chamber φ.

(2) If d is even and b+(X)−σ = 0, then we have d ≤ 0, wj(−DR) = 0 for
j > −d and degR(X, s) = w−d(−DR) (mod 2). In particular, if d = 0, then
w1(DR) = 0 and degR(X, s) = 1 (mod 2).

7. Connected sums. Given 4-manifolds X1, X2 with Real structures σ1, σ2 with
non-empty fixed point set, we can form an equivariant connected sum (X1#X2, σ1#σ2).
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Furthermore, if s1, s2 are Real spin
c-structures on X1, X2 then it is possible to form

their connected sum s1#s2 as a Real spinc-structure on X1#X2 (Section 9).

First we consider the behaviour of the mod 2 invariants under connected sum.

Theorem 1.10. Assume that b+(X1)
−σ > 0 and let φ be a chamber for (X1, σ1).

Then φ also defines a chamber for (X1#X2, σ).

(1) If b+(X2)
−σ > 0, then SWφ

R,m(X1#X2, s1#s2) = 0 for all m ≥ 0.

(2) If b+(X2)
−σ = 0, then

SWφ
R,m(X1#X2, s1#s2) =

∑

k≥0

wk(−DR(X2, s2))SW
φ
R,m−d2−k(X1, s1)

for all m ≥ 0. In particular, if b1(X2)
−σ = 0, then

SWφ
R,m(X1#X2, s1#s2) = SWφ

R,m−d2
(X1, s1).

Next we consider the behaviour of the integer invariants under connected sum.
Assume that w1(DR(Xi, si)) = 0 for i = 1, 2.

Theorem 1.11. We have

degR(X1#X2, s1#s2) = degR(X1, s1) ` degR(X2, s2)

where the right hand side is understood as an external cup product

Hi(JacR(X1);Z)×Hj(JacR(X2);Z) → Hi+j(JacR(X1)× JacR(X2);Z)

followed by the isomorphism JacR(X1)× JacR(X2) ∼= JacR(X1#X2).

Set di = (c(si)
2 − σ(Xi))/8 for i = 1, 2.

Theorem 1.12. Suppose that b+(X1)
−σ > 0.

(1) If d1, d2 are even, then

SWR,Z(X1#X2, s1#s2) = SWR,Z(X1, s1) ` degR(X2, s2).

In particular, if b+(X1)
−σ, b+(X2)

−σ > 0, then

SWR,Z(X1#X2, s1#s2) = 2SWR,Z(X1, s1) ` SWR,Z(X2, s2).

(2) If d1, d2 are odd, then

SWR,Z(X1#X2, s1#s2) = 0.

A noteworthy feature of the connected sum formula is that if b+(X1)
−σ, b+(X2)

−σ

are both positive and SWR,Z(X1, s1), SWR,Z(X2, s2) are non-zero, then
SWR,Z(X1#X2, s1#s2) is non-zero. This is completely unlike the behaviour of
the ordinary Seiberg–Witten invariant which vanishes on connected sums with
b+(X1), b+(X2) both positive.

8. Generalised fibre sums. Let X1, X2 be compact, oriented, smooth 4-
manifolds and let σ1, σ2 be Real structures on X1, X2. Suppose for i = 1, 2, that
the fixed point set of σi contains an embedded torus Ti ⊂ Xi of self-intersection
zero. Recall the generalised fibre sum X1#ϕX2 is constructed by removing tubular
neighbourhoods ν(T1), ν(T2) of T1, T2 and identifying their boundaries by an ori-
entation reversing diffeomorphism ϕ : ∂(X1 \ ν(T1)) → ∂(X2 \ ν(T2)). Choosing
the diffeomorphism ϕ to respect the involutions, we obtain a Real structure σ on
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X = X1#ϕX2. If s1, s2 are Real spinc-structures on X1, X2, then ϕ can also be
chosen so that the spinc-structures patch together to form a Real spinc-structure
s1#ϕs2 on X , which is well-defined up to isomorphism. In general the diffeomor-
phism type of X1#ϕX2 will depend on ϕ although this is not the case if X1 is a
C∞-elliptic fibration, T1 a smooth fibre and X1 has a cusp fibre [14, Lemma 8.3.6].
Set di = (c(si)

2 − σ(Xi))/8.

Theorem 1.13. Suppose b1(X1)
−σ1 = b1(X2)

−σ2 = 0 and d1, d2 are even. Then

degR(X1#ϕX2, s1#ϕs2) = degR(X1, s1)degR(X2, s2).

In particular, if b+(Xi)
−σi > 0 for i = 1, 2, then

SWR,Z(X1#ϕX2, s1#ϕs2) = 2SWR,Z(X1, s1)SWR,Z(X2, s2).

For example, the K3 = E(2) surface admits a Real structure whose fixed point
set consists of two tori, which are regular fibres of an elliptic fibration. If s denotes
the spin structure onK3, then one finds |SWR,Z(K3, s)| = 1. Taking the n-fold fibre
sum, we obtain an involution σ on E(2n) for which |SWR,Z(E(2n), sE(2n))| = 2n−1,
where sE(2n) denotes the spin structure on E(2n). By way of comparison the

ordinary Seiberg–Witten invariant is |SW (E(2n), sE(2n))| =
(
2n−2
n−1

)
.

1.3. Structure of the paper. The structure is the paper is as follows. In Section
2 we recall the notion of Real spinc-structures and some basic results concerning
them. In Section 3 we introduce the mod 2 Real Seiberg–Witten invariants, along
the same lines as Tian–Wang. In Section 4, we study Real versions of the Bauer–
Furuta invariant. There are actually two types of Real Bauer–Furuta map that we
consider. In §4.1, we consider the usual Bauer–Furuta map but keeping track of the
additional symmetry given by the Real structure. This gives an O(2)-equivariant
version of the usual Bauer–Furuta map. In §4.2, we consider the construction of a
Real Bauer–Furuta map obtained by finite-dimensional approximation of the Real
Seiberg–Witten equations. The Real Bauer–Furuta map is Z2-equviariant and we
show that the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants can be recovered from it. In Section
5 we introduce the integer Real Seiberg–Witten invariant. We also consider (a
generalisation of) Miyazawa’s degree invariant and establish the relation between
the two invariants. In Section 6, we prove some fundamental properties of the
Real Seiberg–Witten invariants related to: positive scalar curvature (§6.1), wall-
crossing (§6.2) and a series of identities satisfied by the mod 2 invariants (§6.3).
In Section 7 we prove a formula for the mod 2 invariants in the case of Real spin
structures. In Section 8 we use localisation in equivariant cohomology to obtain
a formula for the ordinary mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariants in terms of the Real
mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariants. In Section 9 we prove a connected sum formula
for the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants of equivariant connected sums. In Section
10 we prove a formula for the intger Real Seiberg–Witten invariants of fibres sums.
Lastly in Section 11, we give an application of Real Seiberg–Witten theory to the
construction of exotic involutions and exotic embedded surfaces.

Acknowledgments. The author was financially supported by an Australian Re-
search Council Future Fellowship, FT230100092.
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2. Real spinc-structures

Let X be a topological space. A Real structure on X is a homeomorphism
σ : X → X which is an involution. Let V → X be a complex vector bundle on X .
A Real structure on V (with respect to a Real structure σ on X) is an anti-linear
involutive lift σ̃ : V → V of σ to V . Similarly a Quaternionic structure on V (with
respect to σ) is an anti-linear lift σ̃ : V → V such that σ̃2 = −1. Denote by Z− the
equivariant locally constant sheaf on X which is the constant sheaf Z, but where σ
acts as multiplication by −1. Real line bundles are classified by H2

Z2
(X ;Z−).

Now assume thatX is a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold. Let c : Spinc(4) →
Spinc(4) be the involution which is trivial on Spin(4) and is given by complex con-
jugation on S1 ⊂ Spinc(4). Fix a σ-invariant Riemannian metric g on X . Let s

be a spinc-structure on X , which we regard as a principal Spinc(4)-bundle P → X
together with an isomorphism P/S1 ∼= Fr(X) of principal SO(4)-bundles, where
Fr(X) is the oriented frame bundle of X with respect to the metric g. A Real struc-
ture on s is a lift σ̂ : P → P of σ to P covering the derivative σ∗ : Fr(X) → Fr(X) of
σ and satisfying σ̂(ph) = σ̂(p)c(h) for all p ∈ P , h ∈ Spinc(4) and such σ̂2 = −1. An
equivalent and often more useful definition is as follows. Let S± denote the spinor
bundles for s. Then a Real structure on s consists of Real structures σ̃ : S± → S±

on S± respecting the Hermitian structures and respecting Clifford multiplication
in the evident sense. The two definitions are related as follows: if σ̂ : P → P is a
Real structure, then S± = P ×Spinc(4) V±, where V± are the spinor representations
of Spinc(4). Recall that Spinc(4) ∼= (SU(2) × SU(2) × U(1))/(−1,−1,−1). The
spinor representations V± can be thought of as the quaternions H with the following
Spinc(4)-action:

(q+, q−, z)v = q±vz.

Here we are identifying SU(2) with unit quaternions. Define j : V± → V± to be
right multiplication by the unit quaternion j. Then j is anti-linear and squares to
−1. Define σ̃(p, v) = (σ̂(p), jv). This is well-defined as a map S± → S± because
j(gv) = c(g)jv for all v ∈ V±, g ∈ Spinc(4). Then σ̃2(p, v) = (σ̂2(p), j2v) =
(p(−1),−v) = (p, v), so σ̃2 = 1. Conversely, given σ̃ there is a uniquely determined
σ̂ such that σ̃(p, v) = (σ̂(p), jv).

If (s, σ̃) is a Real spinc-structure, then the determinant line bundle L = det(S+)
of the spinc-structure inherits a Real structure from that of S+. To each spinc-
structure s is an associated Chern class c(s) = c1(L) ∈ H2(X ;Z), which is a
characteristic (an integral lift of w2(X) ∈ H2(X ;Z2)). A Real structure on s

promotes L to a Real line bundle and hence c(s) lifts to a class in H2
Z2
(X ;Z−). In

particular σ∗(L) ∼= L∗, hence σ∗(c(s)) = −c(s).

Although we have defined spinc-structures with respect to a choice of Riemannian
metric g, it is easily shown that the set of isomorphism classes of spinc-structures
with respect to any two metrics are canonically isomorphic. A similar statement
holds for Real spinc-structures. Let Sc(X) denote the set of isomorphism classes of
spinc-structures and Sc

R(X) the set of isomorphism classes of Real spinc-structures.
If Sc(X) is non-empty then it is a torsor for H2(X ;Z). If Sc

R(X) is non-empty then
it is a torsor for H2

Z2
(X ;Z−).

We will also need the notion of the Real Jacobian of X . Let (L, σ̃) be a Real
Hermitian line bundle (L is a Hermitian line bundle and σ̃ is a Real structure on L
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preserving the Hermitian structure). Let A be a Hermitian connection on L. We
say that A is a Real connection (with respect to σ̃) if the covariant derivative ∇A

corresponding to A commutes with σ̃. If A is a Hermitian connection on L then we
define σ∗A by declaring ∇σ∗A = σ̃ ◦ ∇A ◦ σ̃. Given a Hermitian connection A, we
obtain a Real connection by taking (A + σ̃∗A)/2. In particular, Real connections
always exist. If A is a Real connection, any other Hermitian connection is of the
form A′ = A + ia where a is a real 1-form. Then σ̃∗(A′) = A − iσ∗(a). Hence A′

is Real if and only if σ∗(a) = −a. Let Ωk(X)−σ denote the space of real k-forms ω
on X such that σ∗(ω) = −ω. Thus the space of Real Hermitian connections on L
is an affine space over iΩ1(X)−σ.

If L is a Hermitian line bundle then a unitary gauge transformation L → L is
given by multiplication by an S1-valued function. A gauge transformation ϕ : X →
S1 is said to be Real if it commutes with σ̃, equivalently σ∗(ϕ) = ϕ−1. Let G =
Map(X,S1) denote the gauge group and GR = {ϕ ∈ G | σ∗(ϕ) = ϕ−1} the group of
Real gauge transformations. For ϕ ∈ G, let [ϕ] ∈ H1(X ;Z) denote the homotopy
class of ϕ (recall that H1(X ;Z) can be identified with homotopy classes of maps
from X to S1). If ϕ ∈ GR, then [ϕ] ∈ H1(X ;Z)−σ = {θ ∈ H1(X ;Z) | σ∗(θ) = −θ}.
Let g be a σ-invariant Riemannian metric on X . We say ϕ ∈ G is harmonic (with
respect to g) if ϕ−1dϕ is a harmonic 1-form with respect to g. Let H ⊂ G denote
the group of harmonic maps from X to S1 and HR = H ∩ GR.

Proposition 2.1. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold and σ a Real
structure on X. Let g be a σ-invariant Riemannian metric on X.

(1) The map Ω0(X)−σ×HR → GR given by (if, ϕ) 7→ e2πifϕ is an isomorphism
of groups.

(2) The map ϕ 7→ [ϕ] sending a gauge transformation to its homotopy class
defines a split exact sequence

(2.1) 1 → {±1} → HR → H1(X ;Z)−σ → 1.

Proof. (1) Let g ∈ GR, so σ
∗(g) = g−1. Since G ∼= Ω0(X) × H, we can uniquely

write g as g = e2πifϕ where f ∈ Ω0(X) and ϕ ∈ H. Then g = σ∗(g)− =

e−2πiσ∗(f)σ∗(ϕ−1). Uniqueness of the decomposition implies that σ∗(f) = −f and
ϕ ∈ HR.

(2) The map sending ϕ ∈ HR to its underlying homotopy class [ϕ] ∈ H1(X ;Z)−σ

defines a homomorphism p : HR → H1(X ;Z)−σ. Recall the exact sequence

1 → S1 → H → H1(X ;Z) → 1.

If ϕ ∈ HR is in the kernel of p, then ϕ ∈ S1∩HR = {±1}. If θ ∈ H1(X ;Z)−σ, then
there exists a ϕ ∈ H with [ϕ] = θ. Since σ∗(ϕ) ∈ H maps to σ∗(θ) = −θ, it follows
that σ∗(ϕ) = cϕ−1 for some c ∈ S1. Choose u ∈ S1 with u2 = c−1. Then uϕ ∈ HR

and [uϕ] = [ϕ] = θ. So the map HR → H1(X ;Z)−σ is surjective with kernel {±1}.
The sequence (2.1) splits because H1(X ;Z)−σ is a free group. �

Define the Jacobian Jac(X) of X to be the group of isomorphism classes of
flat Hermitian line bundles (L,A) whose underlying line bundle L is trivial. Thus
Jac(X) ∼= H1(X ; iR)/H1(X ; 2πiZ). Similarly, we define the Real Jacobian JacR(X)
to be the group of isomorphism classes of flat Real Hermitian line bundles (L, σ̃, A)
whose underlying Real line bundle (L, σ̃) is trivial. Choosing a Real trivialisation
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L ∼= C, we can write ∇A = d+α where α ∈ iΩ1(X)−σ and dα = 0. By Proposition
2.1, any Real gauge transformation can be written as h = efϕ, f ∈ iΩ0(X)−σ,
ϕ ∈ HR. Then h

−1dh = df + ϕ−1dϕ. Hence

JacR(X) ∼=
ker(d : iΩ1(X)−σ → iΩ2(X)−σ)

im(d : iΩ0(X)−σ → iΩ1(X)−σ) + 2πiH1
g(X ;Z)−σ

∼=
H1(X ; iR)−σ

H1(X ; 2πiZ)−σ
,

where H1
g(X ;Z)−σ denotes the space of g-harmonic 1-forms on X which are σ-anti-

invariant and have integral periods.

Consider the forgetful map JacR(X) → Jac(X). We are interested in the kernel
and image of this map. Consider the group Z2 = 〈σ〉. If M is a Z2-module, write
M− forM =M⊗ZZ−. Start with the following short exact sequence of Z2-modules

0 → H1(X ; 2πiZ)− → H1(X ; iR)− → Jac(X)− → 0.

The associated long exact sequence in group cohomology gives

0 → H1(X ; 2πiZ)−σ → H1(X ; iR)−σ → Jac(X)−σ → H1(Z2;H
1(X ; 2πiZ)−) → 0

where Jac(X)−σ = {L ∈ Jac(X) | σ∗(L) = L−1}. Since H1(X ; 2πiZ) is a
free abelian group of finite rank, the action of σ∗ on H1(X ; 2πiZ) can be (non-
canonically) decomposed into a direct sum of three types of Z2-modules: (1) triv-
ial, M = Z, where σ acts as +1, (2) cyclotomic M = Z, where σ acts as −1 and
(3) regular, the underlying module of the group ring Z[Z2]. Then it is easily seen
that H1(Z2;H

1(X ; 2πiZ)−) ∼= Zt
2, where t is the number of trivial summands in

H1(X ; 2πiZ). We therefore have a short exact sequence

1 → Jac(X) → JacR(X)−σ → Zt
2 → 1.

In particular, JacR(X) is the identity component of Jac(X)−σ.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose H1(X ;Z)−σ = 0 and σ as a non-isolated fixed point.
Then the image of the forgetful map Sc

R(X) → Sc(X) is the set of spinc-structures
for which σ∗(s) = −s.

Proof. If a spinc-structure s admits a Real structure, then σ∗(s) = −s, hence the
image of the forgetful map is contained in the set of spinc-structures with this
property. Now suppose that s is a spinc-structure for which σ∗(s) = −s. Then
there exists an antilinear lift σ′ of σ to the spinor bundles S± of s. Then (σ′)2 is a
lift of the identity, hence (σ′)2 = h for some h : X → S1. Then

h ◦ (σ′) = (σ′)3 = σ′ ◦ (σ)2 = σ′ ◦ h = σ∗(h)−1 ◦ σ′.

So σ∗(h) = h−1, that is, h ∈ GR. Since H1(X ;Z)−σ = 0, Proposition 2.1 implies
that h = ±eif for some f ∈ Ω0(X)−σ. By assumption σ has a non-isolated fixed
point x ∈ X . Then σ′

x : S+
x → S+

x is an anti-linear map of S+
x to itself which

respects the Hermitian structure and Clifford multiplication. Since there is no local
obstruction to lifting a spinc-structure to a spin-structure, there is a spin structure
defined in a σ-invariant neighbourhood U of x. Since x is a non-isolated fixed point,
σ|U is an odd involution, meaning that σ|U has a linear lift to S+|U which squares
to −1. Coupling to charge conjugation, σ|U has an anti-linear involutive lift σ′′.
Then we must have σ′

x = tσ′′
x for some t ∈ S1. It follows that h(x) = (σ′

x)
2 = tt = 1.

Therefore, h = eif . Now define σ̃ = e−if/2σ′. Then σ̃ is an anti-linear involutive
lift of σ, hence defines a Real structure on s. �
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Remark 2.3. An argument similar to the one used in the proof of Proposition 2.2
shows that if a Real spinc-structure exists, then the fixed point set of σ contains no
isolated points.

3. Real Seiberg–Witten invariants

In this section we introduce the mod 2 Real Seiberg–Witten invariants, following
Tian–Wang [26]. Integer valued invariants will be considered in Section 5.

LetX be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold. Let σ be a Real structure onX
and let g be a σ-invariant Riemannian metric. Let (s, σ̃) be a Real spinc-structure.
Let η ∈ iΩ+(X)−σ be an imaginary self-dual 2-form such that σ∗(η) = −η. The
Real Seiberg–Witten equations with respect to (X, σ, g, η, s, σ̃) are the usual Seiberg–
Witten equations

DAψ = 0,

F+
A + η = σ(ψ),

but where (A,ψ) is a Real configuration, that is, A is a Real spinc-connection
(equivalently 2A is a Real connection on the determinant line) and ψ is a Real
positive spinor (σ̃∗(ψ) = ψ). The Real gauge group GR acts on solutions in the
usual manner: h(A,ψ) = (A − h−1dh, hψ). We say that a configuration (A,ψ) is
reducible if ψ = 0 and irreducible otherwise. The stabiliser group of GR at (A,ψ)
is {±1} for a reducible configuration and is trivial for an irreducible configuration.

Let b+(X)−σ denote the dimension of H+(X)−σ, the −1-eigenspace of σ acting
on H+(X). Then the space of perturbations η for which a reducible solution exists
form a codimension b+(X)−σ subspace of iΩ+(X)−σ. In particular, if b+(X)−σ > 0
then we can always choose η so that no reducible solutions exist.

Let CR denote the space of Real configurations {(A,ψ)}. Let C∗
R denote the

subspace of Real irreducible configurations. Let BR = CR/GR, B
∗
R = CR/GR. It is

easily seen that CR and C∗
R are contractible. Hence B∗

R has the homotopy type of
BGR

∼= B(Z2 ×H1(X ;Z)−σ) ∼= RP
∞ × JacR(X).

LetNR ⊂ CR denote the space of solutions to the Real Seiberg–Witten equations,
N ∗

R the space of irreducible solutions, MR = NR/GR ⊂ BC the moduli space of
gauge equivalence classes of solutions to the Real Seiberg–Witten equations and
M∗

R = N ∗
R/GR ⊂ BC∗ the moduli space of irreducible solutions.

The usual compactness argument for Seiberg–Witten moduli spaces shows that
MR is compact. If b+(X)−σ > 0, then for generic η ∈ iΩ+(X)−σ, there are no
reducible solutions and NR ⊂ CR is cut out transversally by the Real Seiberg–
Witten equations [26, §3]. Then MR = M∗

R is a compact, smooth manifold. The
dimension of MR is given by

d− b+(X)−σ + b1(X)−σ,

where d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8 is the index of the Dirac operator associated to s and
b1(X)−σ is the dimension of the −1-eigenspace of σ acting on H1(X ;R).

Real mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariants are obtained by evaluating the mod 2 fun-
damental class of MR against cohomology classes on BR. For the mod 2 invariants
we do not have to consider the orientability of MR. We have a mod 2 homology
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class [MR] ∈ Hδ(BR;Z2), where δ = d − b+(X)−σ + b1(X)−σ is the dimension of
the moduli space. Thus we can pair it with a class θ ∈ Hδ(BR;Z2) to obtain an
element of Z2:

〈[MR], θ〉 ∈ Z2.

For this to be an invariant, we need to check that it is independent of the choice of
metric g and perturbation η. The usual cobordism argument in ordinary Seiberg–
Witten theory extends to the Real case and shows that 〈[MR], θ〉 is independent of
(g, η) provided that b+(X)−σ > 1. In the case b+(X)−σ = 1, the value of 〈[MR], θ〉
depends on a choice of chamber. A chamber (with respect to the metric g) is a
connected component of iH+(X)−σ \ {w}, where w = πic(s)+ and c(s)+ denotes
the projection of c(s) to H+(X) determined by the metric g (via the splitting
H2(X ;R) ∼= H+(X)⊕H−(X)). We denote this invariant as

SWR(X, σ, s, σ̃) : H
δ(BGR;Z2) → Z2,

or by SW
φ
R(X, σ, s, σ̃) in the case b+(X)−σ = 1, where φ is a chamber. In order to

keep notation simple, we will often denote the invariant as SWR(X, s) when σ and
σ̃ are understood.

Let HR denote the group of Real harmonic gauge transformations. Recall that
the inclusion HR → GR is a homotopy equivalence and that we have a short exact
sequence 1 → Z2 → HR → H1(X ;Z)−σ → 0. This gives rise to a fibration
BZ2 → BHR → B(H1(X ;Z)−σ). Furthermore we can identify B(H1(X ;Z)−σ)
with JacR(X), the Real Jacobian. Choosing a splitting of the exact sequence for
HR, we have a (non-canonical) homotopy equivalence BHR

∼= BZ2×JacR(X) and
hence an isomorphism

H∗(BHR;Z2) ∼= H∗(BZ2 × JacR(X);Z2) ∼= H∗(JacR(X);Z2)[v],

where v is the generator of H1(BZ2;Z2).

To get numerical invariants, we need cohomology classes of BGR. One way to
do this is as follows. Let x ∈ X be any point of X . Consider the evaluation map
evx : GR → S1 given by evx(h) = h(x). Let U ∈ H2(BS1;Z2) be the generator.
Pulling back by evx, we get a class ev

∗
x(U) ∈ H2(BGR;Z2). As the map evx depends

continuously on x, it follows that all of the evaluation maps are homotopic and hence
ev∗x(U) is independent of the choice of x. Abusing notation, we denote this class by
U . If the dimension δ of MR is even and non-negative, so δ = 2m for some m ≥ 0,
then we can define the pure Real Seiberg–Witten invariant SWR(X, s) ∈ Z2 by

SWR(X, s) = SWR(X, s)(U
m).

If b1(X)−σ = 0, then there is a uniquely determined class v of degree 1 such
that H∗(BGR;Z2) ∼= Z2[v]. In this case we have U = v2. Then there is only one
non-trivial cohomology class that we can evaluate against [MR], namely vδ, where
δ is the dimension of MR (assuming δ ≥ 0). So when b1(X)−σ = 0, we may define
the pure Real Seiberg–Witten invariant SWR(X, s) ∈ Z2 by

SWR(X, s) = SWR(X, s)(v
δ).

Thus we have a Real Seiberg–Witten invariant even when the dimension of the
moduli space is odd. Note that when δ = 2m is even and non-negative this agrees
with the previous definition since U = v2.
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Choose a splitting s : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR, inducing an isomorphismH∗(BGR;Z2) ∼=
H∗(JacR(X);Z2)[v], where deg(v) = 1. Using Poincaré duality on JacR(X), the
Seiberg–Witten invariant

SWR(X, s) : H
∗(JacR(X);Z2)[v] → Z2

can be re-written as a map

SWR(X, s)
′ : Z2[v] → H∗(JacR(X);Z2),

such that
SWR(X, s)(αv

m) = 〈[JacR(X)], αSWR(X, s)
′(vm)〉

for all m ≥ 0 and all α ∈ H∗(JacR(X);Z2). As will be seen in Section 4, the map
SWR(X, s)

′ emerges naturally from the point of view of the Real Bauer–Furuta
invariant. We will often switch between these two points and view and we will
furthermore abuse notation and use SWR(X, s) to denote either map. However
we caution that the equivalence of these two approaches depends on a choice of
splitting s : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR.

We have seen that a splitting s : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR determines a class v ∈
H1(BGR;Z2) with the property that v2 = U . Conversely, any such class arises from
some choice of splitting. As we shall now explain, a fixed point of σ determines
such a class and also a splitting. Suppose that x ∈ X is fixed by σ. If h ∈ GR,
then σ∗(h) = h−1 and hence h(x) ∈ Z2 = {±1}. So we have an evaluation map
evx : GR → Z2. Restricted to HR, evx determines a splitting of the sequence
1 → Z2 → HR → H1(X ;Z)−σ. Let v denote the generator of H1(BZ2;Z2). Then
we obtain a class Vx = ev∗x(v) ∈ H1(BGR;Z2) corresponding to this splitting. In
general, the class Vx depends on the choice of fixed point x. However evx depends
continuously on x, so Vx depends only on the connected component of Xσ to which
it belongs.

Suppose x1, x2 ∈ Xσ are fixed points. Choose a path γ12 from x1 to x2. Then
l12 = γ12∪−σ(γ12) is a loop in X and defines a homology class [l12] ∈ H1(X ;Z)−σ.
Since JacR(X) = H1(X ; iR)−σ/H1(X ; 2πiZ)−σ, we have that H1(JacR(X);Z2) ∼=
H1(X ;Z2)

−σ and hence [l12] defines a class in H1(JacR(X);Z2).

Proposition 3.1. We have Vx1
− Vx2

= [l12].

Proof. Let s1, s2 : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR be the splittings corresponding to x1, x2,
namely

(si(θ))(x) = exp

(
2πi

∫ x

xi

θ

)
.

Using s1 to identify HR with Z2 ×H1(X ;Z)−σ, we then have s2(θ) = (λ(θ), θ) for
some homomorphism λ : H1(X ;Z)−σ → Z2. Then λ is a class inHom(H1(X ;Z)−σ,Z2) ∼=
H1(JacR(X);Z2) and we clearly have that Vx1

−Vx2
= λ. Hence it remains to prove

that λ(θ) = exp(πi
∫
l12
θ) for all θ ∈ H1(X ;Z)−σ.

By the definition of λ, we have that s2(θ)(x) = λ(θ)s1(θ)(x) for all x ∈ X .
Taking x = x1, we get

λ(θ) = exp

(
2πi

∫ x1

x2

θ

)
= exp

(
−2πi

∫

γ12

θ

)
.

But since σ∗(θ) = −θ, we have that 2πi
∫
γ12

θ = πi
∫
l12
θ, and the result follows. �
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4. Real Bauer–Furuta invariants

In order to prove various results concerning the Real Seiberg–Witten invariant
it will be helpful to make use of Bauer–Furuta invariants. There are two possible
approaches and both will be useful. One is to construct the usual Bauer–Furuta
invariant, but equivariantly with respect to σ. Then we obtain the Real Bauer–
Furuta invariant by restricting to the σ-invariant part. Alternatively we can imitate
the usual construction of the Bauer–Furuta invariant, but with Real configurations
throughout. The first approach is carried out in Section 4.1 and the second approach
in Section 4.2.

4.1. O(2)-equivariant Bauer–Furuta map. In this section we will carry out the
construction of the Bauer–Furuta invariant of X following [7], but keeping track
of the Real structure. This will yield an O(2)-equivariant stable homotopy class,
refining the usual Bauer–Furuta invariant which is S1-equivariant. This will be
needed when we consider localisation in Section 8.

Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold. Let σ be a Real structure on
X and g a σ-invariant Riemannian metric. Let (s, σ̃) be a Real spinc-structure. Let
F be an imaginary 2-form such that σ∗(F ) = −F and such that (i/π)F represents
the image of c(s) in H2(X ;R). Let Conn denote the space of spinc-connections
for s with curvature equal to F . The gauge group G acts on Conn. Denote the
quotient space by Jacs(X). It is a torsor over Jac(X). Let A, C be the following
trivial Hilbert bundles over Conn:

A = Conn× L2
k(S

+)⊕ L2
k(i ∧

1 T ∗X)⊕ iR,

C = Conn× L2
k−1(S

−)× L2
k−1(i ∧

+ T ∗X)⊕ L2
k−1(i ∧

0 T ∗X)⊕H1(X ; iR)

where L2
k(E) denotes sections of E of Sobolev class L2

k and where k > 4.

Let µ : A → C be the Seiberg–Witten equations

µ(A′, ψ, a, f) = (A′, DA′+a(ψ), F
+
A′+a − σ(ψ), d∗(a) + f, pr(a))

where pr denotes a projection map from 1-forms to H1(X ;R) (that is, pr has the
property that pr(a) = [a] whenever a is a harmonic 1-form). The group of L2

k+1

gauge transforms acts on A and C by

h(A′, ψ, a, f) = (A′ − h−1dh, hψ, a, f),

h(A′, ϕ, a2, a0, ω) = (A′ − h−1dh, hϕ, a2, a0, ω)

and µ is equivariant with respect to these actions. Notice also that σ acts on A
and C and µ is σ-equviariant. The action of µ on gauge transformations is given
by h 7→ σ∗(h)−1.

Let A be a reference connection, which we assume to be a Real connection. Any
other connection in Conn is of the form A′ = A+b, where b is a closed 1-form. Then
one can gauge transform so that b is harmonic, or equivalently, A′ is in Coulomb
gauge with respect to A. The gauge transform is unique up to a harmonic gauge
transformation. Effectively what this means is that we will restrict A, C to Hilbert
bundles AH = A|ConnH

, CH = C|ConnH
over ConnH , the set of spinc-connections of

the form A′ = A+α, where α is harmonic (so ConnH is a torsor form H1(X ; iR)).
We also restrict the gauge group to the groupH of harmonic gauge transformations.



EXOTIC EMBEDDED SURFACES AND INVOLUTIONS 15

The restricted monopole map µ : AH → CH is an H-equivariant map of (trivial)
Hilbert bundles over ConnH .

In addition to the action of H we also have the involution σ and thus µ is
equivariant with respect to the semidirect product H′ = Z2⋉H. We have an exact
sequence

0 → O(2) → H′ → H1(X ;Z) → 0.

The subgroup O(2) is the semidirect product O(2) = Z2 ⋉ S1 of Z2 = 〈σ〉 with the
group S1 of constant gauge transformations.

Suppose that s : H1(X ;Z) → H′ is a splitting. Since the action of s(H1(X ;Z))
on ConnH is free, with quotient Jacs(X), we get that µ descends to a map of
Hilbert bundles over Jacs(X). If, in addition, s(H1(X ;Z)) is a normal subgroup,
then µ is equivariant with respect to the quotient group, O(2). This is the Fredholm
map whose finite-dimensional approximation is the Bauer–Furuta map.

Choose a splitting s : H1(X ;Z) → H. This induces a splittingH1(X ;Z) → H′ by
the inclusion H → H′. The image of this splitting is a normal subgroup if and only
if s is σ-equivariant (where σ acts on H1(X ;Z) as minus pullback). Equivalently,
s(σ∗(θ)) = σ∗(s(θ)). We will refer to such a splitting as an equivariant splitting.

Lemma 4.1. If σ has a fixed point or if H1(X ;Z)−σ = 0, then an equivariant
splitting exists.

Proof. Suppose a fixed point x0 ∈ X exists. Then the splitting s(θ)(x) = exp(2πi
∫ x

x0
θ)

is equivariant.

Next, consider the following short exact sequence of Z2-modules

1 → S1 → H → H1(X ;Z) → 0.

An equivariant splitting exists if and only if this is a trivial extension. This is an
extension is classified by a class in H1(Z2;Hom(H1(X ;Z), S1)). One finds that
this group is isomorphic to Zt

2, where t is the number of trivial summands in the
action of σ on H1(X ;Z). In particular, if H1(X ;Z)−σ = 0 then this cohomology
group vanishes and an equivariant splitting exists. �

Supposing an equivariant splitting s : H1(X ;Z) → H exists. Then taking the
quotient of µ : AH → CH by s(H1(X ;Z)), we obtain an O(2)-equivariant map of
Hilbert bundles over Jacs(X),

µs : AH,s → CH,s

where AH,s, CH,s denote the Hilbert bundles over Jacs(X) obtained by quotienting
AH , CH by s(H1(X ;Z)). Carrying out finite-dimensional approximation in the
sense of [7] to this map, one obtains an O(2)-equivariant map

f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

of finite-dimensional sphere bundles over B = Jacs(X). Here V, V ′ are complex
vector bundles over B, U,U ′ are real vector bundles over B, SV,U is the unit sphere
bundle of V ⊕U ⊕R and SV ′,U ′

is defined similarly. The subgroup S1 ⊂ O(2) acts
by scalar multiplication on V, V ′ and trivially on U,U ′. To describe the action of
σ ∈ O(2), we note that our chosen reference connection A yields an identification
Jacs(X) ∼= Jac(X), so we will regard the base as Jac(X). Then σ acts on Jac(X)
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in the usual way: L 7→ σ∗(L)∗. This action lifts to V, V ′, U, U ′ and makes U,U ′ into
equivariant vector bundles and makes V, V ′ into Real vector bundles over Jac(X).

Restrict f to JacR(X) ⊆ Jac(X) and then further restruct to the fixed points
of σ. This gives a map

fR : SVR,UR → SV ′

R,U ′

R

of sphere bundles over JacR(X), where VR = V σ|JacR(X) and V ′
R, UR, U

′
R are de-

fined similarly. This map is Z2-equivariant, where Z2 is to be thought of as the
subgroup {±1} ⊂ S1 ⊂ O(2). In this way, we have constructed a Z2-equivariant
stable homotopy class of map of sphere bundles over JacR(X). We call it the Real
Bauer–Furuta invariant of X, s. In the following section, we will give a different
construction of the Real Bauer–Furuta invariant which has the advantage that it
does not require the existence of an equivariant splitting to construct.

A Real structure σ̃ on s defines an involution σ on Jacs(X) by A 7→ σ̃∗(A).
The fixed point set Jacs(X)σ is a union of tori, each of which is a translation of
JacsR(X). As we will now demonstrate, the components of the fixed point set are
in bijection with Real structures on s. Observe that for any Real structure s

′ on s,
we have a natural inclusion Jacs

′

R(X) → Jacs(X).

Proposition 4.2. Assume that an equivariant splitting s : H1(X ;Z) → H exists.
Then we have an equality

Jacs(X)σ =
⋃

s
′

Jacs
′

R(X)

where the union is over all Real structures on the underlying spinc-structure s.

Proof. Recall that Jacs(X) is the set of gauge equivalence classes of spinc-connections
for s with curvature equal to F . Suppose A ∈ Jacs(X)σ. Then σ̃∗(A) is gauge
equivalent to A, so there exists h ∈ G such that σ̃∗(A) = A+h−1dh. Applying σ̃ to
this equality, we get that h−1dh = σ∗(h−1dh). Let θ ∈ H1(X ;Z) be the underlying
homotopy class of h : X → S1. Then σ∗(θ) = θ. Recall that we have chosen
an equivariant splitting s : H1(X ;Z) → H. Set h0 = s(θ). Then σ∗(h0) = h0.
Write h = eifh0 for some function f : X → R. Since h−1dh = σ∗(h−1dh), we get
σ∗(df) = df and hence σ∗(f) = f + c for some c ∈ R. Applying σ∗ to both sides
of this equality, we see that c = 0, hence σ∗(f) = f and thus σ∗(h) = h. Setting
σ′ = hσ̃, it follows that (σ′)2 = 0, so that σ′ defines a Real structure on s. More-

over, it is easily checked that (σ′)∗(A) = σ̃∗(A) − h−1dh = A, so A ∈ Jacs
′

R(X),
where s

′ denotes s equipped with the Real structure σ′.

Conversely, if A ∈ Jacs
′

R(X) for some Real structure σ′ on s, then σ′ = hσ for
some h : X → S1. From (σ′)2 = 1, it follows that σ∗(h) = h and from (σ′)∗(A) = A,
we deduce that σ̃∗(A) = A+ h−1dh, hence A ∈ Jacs(X)σ. �

Let f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

be the O(2)-equivariant Bauer–Furuta map of (X, σ, s)

over B = Jacs(X). Let fσ : SV σ ,Uσ

→ S(V ′)σ,(U ′)σ be the restriction of f to

the fixed point sets of σ. By Proposition 4.2, we have Bσ =
⋃

s
′ Bs

′

, where Bs
′

=

Jacs
′

R(X) and where the union is over all Real structures on s. It follows that for any
s
′, the restriction fσ|Bs

′ is the Real Bauer–Furuta invariant of (X, σ, s′). In other
words, the Real Bauer–Furuta invariants for all Real structures on s are obtained
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by restricting the O(2)-equivariant Bauer–Furuta map to different components of
the fixed point set.

4.2. Real Bauer–Furuta map. In this section, we consider the direct construc-
tion of a Real Bauer–Furuta invariant. The construction is virtually identical to
the contruction in Section 4.1, except that we work throughout with Real configu-
rations.

The Real Seiberg–Witten equations define a map µR : AR,H → CR,H of trivial
Hilbert bundles over ConnR,H the space of connections of the form A′ = A + α,
where A ∈ Conn is a fixed Real connection and α is an imaginary harmonic 1-form
such that σ∗(α) = −α. The map µR is equivariant with respect to HR. Recall that
HR fits into an exact sequence

1 → Z2 → HR → H1(X ;Z)−σ → 0.

Given a splitting s : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR, the quotient of AR,H and CR,H by
s(H1(X ;Z)−σ) are Hilbert bundles over JacsR(X) = ConnR,H/H

1(X ;Z)−σ and
µR descends to a Z2-equviariant map of Hilbert bundles over JacsR(X). This is
the map whose finite-dimensional approximation will define the Real Bauer–Furuta
invariant.

Since H1(X ;Z)−σ is a free abelian group, there is no obstruction to the existence
of a splitting s : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR. However the splitting is not unique, unless
b1(X)−σ = 0. We conclude that the Real Bauer–Furuta invariant always exists,
but its construction depends on the choice of a splitting.

Suppose a splitting has been chosen. Then we get a Real Bauer–Furuta map

f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

where V, V ′, U, U ′ are real vector bundles over B = JacR(X) (we use the reference
connection A to identify JacsR(X) with JacR(X)). f is a map of sphere bundles over
JacR(X) and is Z2-equivariant, where Z2 = 〈τ〉 acts as follows: τ is multiplication
by −1 on V, V ′ and is trivial on U,U ′. We also have that f sends infinity of each
fibre of SV,U to infinity of each fibre of SV ′,U ′

. We have that V − V ′ = DR, the
real part of the families index of the family of spinc-Dirac operators parametrised
by JacsR(X), U ′ = U ⊕H+(X)−σ and f |SU : SU → SU ′

is the map induced by the
inclusion U → U ′.

Recall that JacsR(X) = ConnR,H/H
1(X ;Z)−σ. The space ConnR,H naturally

defines a family of spinc-connections and hence there is a well-defined families index
over ConnR,H . To descend this family to JacsR(X), we need to lift H1(X ;Z)−σ

to the group of Real gauge transformations. In other words, we need a splitting
s : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR. Thus, DR will generally depend on the choice of splitting.
In fact, any two splittings differ by a homomorphism λ : H1(X ;Z)−σ → Z2. Such
a homomorphism corresponds to a flat real line bundle Lλ → JacsR(X) and it is
not hard to see that if we change splitting by λ, then the corresponding families
index DR will change to Lλ ⊗DR.

In [6], we gave a cohomological description of the Seiberg–Witten invariants in
terms of the Bauer–Furuta map. By adapting this to the Real setting, we will
see how to obtain the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants in terms of the Real Bauer–
Furuta map.



18 DAVID BARAGLIA

Let a, a′, b, b′ denote the ranks of V, V ′, U, U ′. So a− a′ = d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8,
b′ − b = b+(X)−σ. Assume b+(X)−σ > 0 and let φ denote a chamber. As in [6],

the chamber φ determines a lift τφV ′,U ′ ∈ Ha′+b′

Z2
(SV ′,U ′

, SU ;Z2) of the Thom class

to relative cohomology. Then we have f∗(τφV ′,U ′) ∈ Ha′+b′

Z2
(SV,U , SU ;Z2). Let νS

U

denote an open tubular neighbourhood of SU in SV,U and set Ỹ = SV,U \ νSU .

Then Ỹ is a manifold with boundary and Z2 acts freely. Set Y = Ỹ /Z2. We have
isomorphisms

H∗
Z2
(SV,U , SU ;Z2) ∼= H∗

Z2
(Ỹ , ∂Ỹ ;Z2) ∼= H∗(Y, ∂Y ;Z2)

where the first isomorphism is by excision and the second uses that Z2 acts freely

on Ỹ . Thus we can identify f∗(τφV ′,U ′) with a class in Ha′+b′(Y, ∂Y ;Z2). As in [6],

we have that f∗(τφV ′,U ′) can be written in the form

f∗(τφV ′,U ′) = ηφδτU ,

where δ : H∗−1(∂Y ;Z2) → H∗(Y, ∂Y ;Z2) is the coboundary map and η ∈ H∗
Z2
(B;Z2) ∼=

H∗(B;Z2)[v]. One has

H∗(RP(V );Z2) ∼=
H∗(B;Z2)[v]

e(V )

where v is the image of the generator ofH1
Z2
(pt;Z2) under the compositionH∗

Z2
(pt;Z2) →

H∗
Z2
(S(V );Z2) ∼= H∗(RP(V );Z2) (alternatively, it is the first Stiefel–Whitney class

of the hyperplane line bundle OV (−1) → RP(V )). Here e(V ) denotes the mod 2
equivariant Euler class of V , which is given by:

e(V ) = va + va−1w1(V ) + va−1w2(V ) + · · ·+ wa(V ).

Then f∗(τφV ′,U ′) = ηφδτU for some ηφ ∈ Ha′+b+(X)−σ−1(RP(V );Z2). Let π :

RP(V ) → B denote the projection map. By a similar argument to the one used for
the ordinary Seiberg–Witten invariants [6], we have:

Theorem 4.3. Choose a splitting s : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR and let f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

be the corresponding Real Bauer–Furuta map. Let φ be a chamber. Then

SW
φ
R(X, s)(θ) = π∗(η

φθ) ∈ Hj−(d−b+(X)−σ)(JacR(X);Z2)

for all θ ∈ Hj
Z2
(pt;Z2), where η

φ ∈ Ha′+b+(X)−σ−1(RP(V );Z2) satisfies

f∗(τφV ′,U ′) = ηφδτU .

Since H∗
Z2
(pt;Z2) is generated by v, the map SW

φ
R(X, s) is equivalent to the

collection of invariants

SWφ
R,m(X, s) = SW

φ
R(X, s)(v

m) ∈ Hm−(d−b−σ
+

(X))(JacR(X);Z2).

These invariants depend on the choice of splitting H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR for m > 1,
but the m = 0 invariant is splitting independent.

Under a change of splitting v gets sent to v′ = v+a for some a ∈ H1(JacR(X);Z2).
Then by expanding (v + a)m and using a2 = 0, we have

SW
φ
R(X, s)((v

′)m) = SWφ
R,m(X, s) +maSWφ

R,m−1(X, s).
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In particular, if SWφ
R,m−1(X, s) = 0 or if m is even, then SWφ

R,m(X, s) is splitting
independent.

Thus, the classes SWφ
R,m(X, s) for even m are independent of the choice of

splitting and hence define invariants of (X, σ, s). The classes SWφ
R,m(X, s) for odd

m will generally be splitting dependent. However, we have shown that under a
change of splitting, DR changes to Lλ ⊗DR, where Lλ → JacR(X) is the real line
bundle corresponding to the change of splitting λ ∈ Hom(H1(X ;Z)−σ,Z2). This
gives:

Proposition 4.4. If d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8 is odd, then there is a unique splitting
s : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR such that w1(DR) = 0.

Proof. Under a change of splitting DR changes to Lλ⊗DR. Hence w1(DR) changes
to w1(DR) + dλ. If d is odd, then there is a unique λ for which w1(DR) + λ = 0
and this gives the desired splitting. �

If d is odd, then we will take the unique splitting with w1(DR) = 0 unless

stated otherwise. In this case, the classes SWφ
R,m(X, s) define invariants of (X, σ, s)

regardless of the parity of m. However, we will later show that with respect to this

splitting SWφ
R,m(X, s) = 0 when m is odd (Corollary 6.5), so only the invariants

for even m are of interest.

5. Integer invariants

In this section we consider the construction of an integer-valued Real Seiberg–
Witten invariant. We also introduce an invariant degR(X, s), which was considered
by Miyazawa in the case b1(X)−σ = 0. We also examine the relation between these
two invariants.

5.1. Integer Real Seiberg–Witten invariant. We consider the problem of ob-
taining integer valued Real Seiberg–Witten invariants. Of course we want to do this
by orienting the moduli space MR and evaluating it against classes in H∗(BGR;Z).
Recall that BGR

∼= BZ2 × JacR(X), so H∗(BGR;Z) ∼= H∗(BZ2 × JacR(X);Z) ∼=
H∗(JacR(X);Z) ⊗Z H

∗(RP∞;Z). Since H∗(RP∞;Z) is 2-torsion in positive de-
grees, the only way to obtain non-vanishing integer invariants is to pair [MR] with
classes in H∗(JacR(X);Z). In particular, such invariants, when they are defined,
will not require a choice of splitting.

Assume that b+(X)−σ > 0 and that a generic perturbation has been chosen, so
that MR is smooth and compact. Imitating the usual determinant line argument
from ordinary Seiberg–Witten theory, we obtain a canonical isomorphism

(5.1) det(TMR) ∼= det(DR)⊗ det(H1(X ;R)−σ)⊗ det(H+(X)−σ),

where DR denotes the real part of the families index of the family of spinc-Dirac
operators parametrised by B∗

R. Choose a splitting H ∼= Z2 ×H1(X ;Z)−σ, then we
get an identification B∗

R
∼= RP

∞ × JacR(X) and we have an isomorphism

DR
∼= O(1)⊗ π∗(DR)
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where O(1) → RP
∞ is the universal real line bundle, π is the projection to

JacR(X) and DR → JacR(X) is the real part of the family of spinc Dirac op-
erators parametrised by Jac(X), as in Section 4.2. In particular, we have

w1(DR) = π∗(w1(DR)) + dv

where d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8. Since H1(X ;R)−σ, H+(X)−σ define trivial bundles
over MR, we see that in order to orient MR, we should demand that w1(DR) = 0.
Thus we need that d is even and w1(DR) = 0.

In order to obtain integer invariants we need to orient the moduli spaces MR

in such a way that the orientations are compatible with variations of the choice
of metric and perturbation. In other words, in such a way that the cobordisms
between moduli spaces for different choice of metric and perturbation are oriented
cobordisms. The most obvious way to do this is to trivialise det(DR) over the whole
of B∗

R. In this case it is clear that we do get oriented cobordisms between generic
metrics and perturbations lying in the same chamber.

Thus if d is even and w1(DR) = 0, then we obtain a system of coherent orienta-
tions on the moduli spaces MR and well-defined integer invariants. Of course the
invariant will depend on a choice of orientations for H1(X ;R)−σ, H+(X)−σ and
DR. Changing these orientations will change the sign of the Real Seiberg–Witten
invariant. We are now ready to define the integer-valued Real Seiberg–Witten
invariants

Definition 5.1. Let X be a compact, oriented smooth 4-manifold, σ a Real
structure, s a Real spinc-structure. Assume that d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8 is even,
b+(X)−σ > 0 and w1(DR) = 0. Let o be an orientation of H+(X)−σ ⊕ DR over
JacR(X) and let φ be a chamber. Then the integer-valued Real Seiberg–Witten
invariant is the integer cohomology class

SW
φ
R,Z(X, s, o) ∈ Hb+(X)−σ−d(JacR(X);Z)

characterised by

〈[JacR(X)], θ ` SW
φ
R,Z(X, s, o)〉 = 〈[MR], θ〉

for all θ ∈ Hδ(JacR(X);Z), δ = d− b+(X)−σ + b1(X)−σ, where MR is the moduli
space of solutions to the Real Seiberg–Witten equations for a generic metric and
perturbation lying in the chamber φ. In this equality, we choose an orientation o

′

on H1(X ;R)−σ inducing an orientation on JacR(X) so that [JacR(X)] is defined,
and we use o

′ ∧ o as an orientation on MR using the isomorphism (5.1).

Remark 5.2. We will usually omit the choice of orientation o from the notation and

write SW
φ
R,Z(X, s). Of course one should bear in mind that without choosing o,

the invariant SWφ
R,Z(X, s) is only defined up to an overall sign.

In general, it seems difficult to determine whether or not DR is orientable. How-
ever, if b1(X)−σ = 0, then JacR(X) = {1} is a point and so DR is obviously

orientable. In this case SW
φ
R,Z(X, s, o) is non-zero only if d − b+(X)−σ = 0, in

other words, the dimension of the moduli space is zero. Then SW
φ
R,Z(X, s, o) ∈ Z

is simply a signed count of points of MR.



EXOTIC EMBEDDED SURFACES AND INVOLUTIONS 21

More generally, if d is even and DR is orientable, we define the pure, integer-

valued Real Seiberg–Witten invariant SWφ
R,Z(X, s) ∈ Z to be

SWφ
R,Z(X, s) =

{
〈[JacR(X)],SWφ

R,Z(X, s)〉 if d− b+(X)−σ + b1(X)−σ = 0,

0 otherwise.

Remark 5.3. Definition 5.1 can be extended to the case w1(DR) 6= 0 by using local
coefficients. The result is an invariant

SW
φ
R,Z(X, s) ∈ Hb+(X)−σ−d(JacR(X);Zw)

valued in the Z-valued local coefficient system corresponding to w = w1(DR). How-
ever, one finds that if w 6= 0, then the mod 2 reduction map H∗(JacR(X);Zw) →
H∗(JacR(X);Z2) is injective. So there is nothing to be gained from considering
these invariants.

Let us consider the integer invariants from the point of view of the Real monopole
map. One repeats the construction given in Section 4.2, but using cohomology
with integer coefficients. For this to work we need that the bundles V, V ′, U, U ′

are orientable. Since U ′ − U = H+(X)−σ is a trivial bundle, we can stabilise
the Real Bauer–Furuta map so that U,U ′ are trivial. Since V − V ′ = DR, if
w1(DR) = 0, then we can stabilise the Real Bauer–Furuta map so that both V and
V ′ are orientable. Supposing w1(DR) = 0, we can assume V, V ′, U, U ′ are oriented
and use cohomology with integer coefficients. The Real Seiberg–Witten invariant
then takes the form of a map

SW
φ
R,Z(X, s) : H

∗
Z2
(pt;Z) → H∗−(d−b+(X)−σ)(JacR(X);Z).

But since H∗
Z2
(pt;Z) is 2-torsion in positive degrees, the only interesting part of

this map is given by its evaluation on 1 ∈ H0
Z2
(pt;Z), giving a class

SW
φ
R,Z(X, s) ∈ H−(d−b+(X)−σ)(JacR(X);Z),

which is the invariant given in Definition 5.1.

5.2. Degree of the Real Bauer–Furuta map. Let X be a compact, oriented,
smooth 4-manifold, σ a Real structure and s a Real spinc-structure. Suppose that
d = b+(X)−σ and b1(X)−σ = 0. Then the Real Bauer–Furuta map of (X, σ, s) is a

Z2-equivariant stable homotopy class of a map of spheres f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

of the
same dimension. Forgetting the Z2-action, the underlying non-equivariant stable
homotopy class of f is determined by its degree. Miyazawa [22] defined an invariant
|degR(X, s)| ∈ Z which is defined as the absolute value of the degree of the Real

Bauer–Furuta map f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

. The absolute value is taken because the
spheres SV,U , SV ′,U ′

do not have canonical orientations, so the degree of f is only
defined up to an overall sign factor. Instead of taking absolute value, we will regard
the degree as an integer which is only well-defined up to an overall sign factor, and
denote it by degR(X, s). This is consistent with the approach we have adopted for

the integer-valued Real Seiberg–Witten invariant SWφ
R,Z(X, s) (Remark 5.2).

The invariant degR(X, s) can be extended to the case where b1(X)−σ > 0. Let

s : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR be a splitting and f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

the associated Real
Bauer–Furuta map. This is a map of sphere bundles over B = JacR(X). Assume
that D = V − V ′ is orientable and choose orientations for D and H+(X)−σ. After
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suspending, we can assume V and V ′ are orientable and we can choose orientations
on V, V ′, U, U ′ such that V ∼= D⊕V ′, U ′ ∼= U ⊕H+(X)−σ orientation preservingly.

Letting i : B → SV,U , i′ : B → SV ′,U ′

be the infinity sections, we can regard B as a
subspace of SV,U and SV ′,U ′

. Let τV,U ∈ H∗(SV,U , B;Z), τV ′,U ′ ∈ H∗(SV ′,U ′

, B;Z)

denote the Thom classes of SV,U , SV ′,U ′

.

Definition 5.4. Let X be a compact, oriented smooth 4-manifold, σ a Real struc-
ture, s a Real spinc-structure. Choose a splitting s : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR and assume
that w1(DR) = 0. Then the Real degree of (X, σ, s) (with respect to s) is the integer
cohomology class (well-defined up to an overall sign)

degR(X, s) ∈ Hb+(X)−σ−d(JacR(X);Z)

characterised by

f∗(τV ′,U ′) = degR(X, s)τV,U .

Remark 5.5. When d is odd, there is a unique splitting for which w1(DR) = 0
and so degR(X, s) is defined. However, we will see that degR(X, s) = 0 for odd
d, so the degree is only interesting when d is even. When d is even, the condition
w1(DR) = 0 is independent of the choice of splitting and we will see that in this
case degR(X, s) does not depend on the choice of splitting.

Proposition 5.6. If b+(X)−σ = 0, then d ≤ 0 and wj(−DR) = 0 for j >
−d. Moreover, if w1(DR) = 0, then the mod 2 reduction of degR(X, s) equals
w−d(−DR).

Proof. Define the mod 2 Z2-equivariant degree β2 ∈ H∗
Z2
(B;Z2) by f∗(τV ′,U ′) =

degZ2
(f)τV,U , where τV,U , τV ′,U ′ are the Z2-equivariant Thom classes for SV ′,U ′

and
SV,U . Since Z2 acts trivially on B, we have H∗

Z2
(B;Z2) ∼= H∗(B;Z2)[v] where v

is the generator of H1
Z2
(pt;Z2). Suppose b+(X)−σ = 0. Using the same argument

as in [1, §3] but in Z2-equivariant cohomology rather than S1-equivariant, we find
that d ≤ 0, wj(−DR) = 0 for j > −d and that

β2 = v−d + v−d−1w1(−DR) + v−d−2w2(−DR) + · · ·+ w−d(−DR).

Now assume that w1(DR) = 0. Passing from equivariant to non-equivariant co-
homology, β2 is sent to the mod 2 reduction of degR(X, s). Since the forgetful
map H∗

Z2
(B;Z2) → H∗(B;Z2) is given by setting v = 0, we see that degR(X, s) =

w−d(−DR) (mod 2). �

Corollary 5.7. If d = b+(X)−σ = 0, then w1(DR) = 0.

Proposition 5.8. Suppose d is even and w1(DR) = 0. Then degR(X, s) does not
depend on the choice of splitting.

Proof. Since any two splittings s1, s2 : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR differ by a homomor-
phismH1(X ;Z)−σ → Z2, they agree on the subgroup 2H1(X ;Z)−σ ⊆ H1(X ;Z)−σ.
This means that there is a canonical lift s : 2H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR. Now we imi-
tate the usual construction of the Real Bauer–Furuta map, except that instead of
quotienting by s(H1(X ;Z)−σ), we quotient by s(2H1(X ;Z)−σ). The result is a
Γ-equivariant map

f̃ : SṼ ,Ũ → SṼ ′,Ũ ′
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over J̃acR(X) = H1(X ;R)−σ/2H1(X ;Z)−σ, where Γ = HR/s(H
1(X ;Z)−σ. Ob-

serve that Γ is a Z2 central extension of Zβ
2 , where β = b1(X)−σ and J̃acR(X) →

JacR(X) is a Z
β
2 -covering space. Splittings s′ : Z2 → Γ are in bijection with split-

tings s′ : H1(X ;Z)−σ → HR (there is a natural map from splittings H1(X ;Z)−σ →

HR to splittings Z
β
2 → Γ and this map is easily seen to be a bijection). Given a

splitting s : Zβ
2 → Γ, the Bauer–Furuta map corresponding to s is obtained by quo-

tienting f̃ by s(Zβ
2 ). Set D̃ = Ṽ − Ṽ ′. Then the virtual bundle DR corresponding

to a chosen splitting s is given by DR = D̃/s(Zβ
2 ). Since f̃ is Γ-equivariant, it has

a Γ-equivariant degree

degΓ(f̃) ∈ H
b+(X)−σ−d
Γ (J̃acR(X);Z).

Pulling back under a splitting s : Zβ
2 → Γ, we obtain

s∗(degΓ(f̃)) ∈ H
b+(X)−σ−d

Z
β
2

(J̃acR(X);Z) ∼= Hb+(X)−σ−d(JacR(X);Z).

Clearly s∗(degΓ(f̃)) coincides with deg(f), where f is the Bauer–Furuta invariant

corresponding to s. So it remains to show that s∗(degΓ(f̃)) does not depend on the
choice of splitting.

Fix a splitting s0, which we use to identify Γ with Z2 ×Z
β
2 . Under this splitting

H∗
Γ(J̃acR(X);Z) ∼= H∗

Z2
(JacR(X);Z).

We have an isomorphism

H∗
Z2
(JacR(X);Z) ∼= H∗(JacR(X);Z)⊗H∗

Z2
(pt;Z).

Recall that H∗
Z2
(pt;Z) ∼= Z[x]/(2x), where deg(x) = 2.

Now let s : Zβ
2 → Γ be any splitting. Then the pullback

s∗ : H∗
Z2
(JacR(X);Z) → H∗(JacR(X);Z)

is the map
H∗(JacR(X);Z)⊗ Z[x]/(2x) → H∗(JacR(X);Z)

which sends x to some class a = s∗(x) ∈ H∗(JacR(X);Z). Since 2x = 0, we must

also have 2a = 0. But H∗(JacR(X);Z) has no 2-torsion and hence s∗(degΓ(f̃))
does not depend on the choice of s. �

One advantage of degR(X, s) over the integer-valued Seiberg–Witten invariant
is that it is defined even when b+(X)−σ = 0. On the other hand for b+(X)−σ > 0,
the two invariants are closely related, as the following result shows.

Proposition 5.9. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold, σ a Real
structure and s a Real spinc-structure. Assume that w1(DR) = 0.

(1) If d is odd, then degR(X, s) = 0.

(2) If d is even and b+(X)−σ > 0, then degR(X, s) = 2SWφ
R,Z(X, s) for any

chamber φ. In particular, SWφ
R,Z(X, s) does not depend on the choice of

chamber.
(3) If d is even and b+(X)−σ = 0, then we have d ≤ 0, wj(−DR) = 0 for

j > −d and degR(X, s) = w−d(−DR) (mod 2). In particular, if d = 0, then
w1(DR) = 0 and degR(X, s) = 1 (mod 2).
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Proof. Let f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

be the Real Bauer–Furuta map. Recall that f
is Z2 = 〈τ〉-equivariant, where τ acts as −1 on V, V ′ and as +1 on U,U ′. Let
a, a′, b, b′ denote the ranks of V, V ′, U, U ′. Hence a− a′ = d, b′ − b = b+(X)−σ = d.

(1) Since τ acts as −1 on V , +1 on U , τ : SV,U → SV,U has degree (−1)a.

Similarly, τ : SV ′,U ′

→ SV ′,U ′

has degree (−1)a
′

. Since f ◦ τ = τ ◦f , taking degrees

yields (−1)a
′

deg(f) = (−1)adeg(f), hence deg(f) = (−1)ddeg(f). If d is odd, then
deg(f) = −deg(f), so 2 deg(f) = 0.

If w1(DR) = 0, then deg(f) = 0 because H∗(JacR(X);Z) has no 2-torsion.

(2) If d is even and b+(X)−σ > 0, then the integer-valued Real Seiberg–Witten in-

variant SWφ
R,Z(X, s) is defined. By suspending, we can assume a, a′ are all even and

that U, V ′ are trivial. Let τφV ′,U ′ ∈ Ha′+b′

Z2
(SV ′,U ′

, SU ;Z) be the lifted Thom class

in Z2-equivariant cohomology. Then as in Section 4.2, we can write f∗(τφV ′,U ′) =

ηφδτU for some ηφ ∈ Ha−1(RP(V );Z). Then SWR,Z(X, s) = (πRP(V ))∗(η
φ), where

πRP(V ) : RP(V ) → B is the projection map. Let ρ : S(V ) → RP(V ) be the quotient
map. Then

(5.2) 2SWφ
R,Z(X, s) = (πS(V ))∗(ρ

∗(ηφ))

where πS(V ) : S(V ) → B is the projection map. Observe that H∗(RP(V );Z) ∼=
H∗

Z2
(S(V );Z). Under this isomorphism, the forgetful map Ha−1(RP(V );Z) →

Ha−1(S(V );Z) is just the pullback map ρ∗. Hence ρ∗(ηφ) can be understood in
terms of non-equivariant cohomology.

Consider the long exact sequence of the triple (SV ′,U ′

, SU , B) in ordinary coho-
mology

· · · → H∗−1(SU ;Z)
δ

−→ H∗(SV ′,U ′

, SU ;Z) → H∗(SV ′,U ′

, B;Z) → H∗(SU , B;Z) → · · ·

Replacing f by a suspension if necessary, we can assume that a′ > b1(X)−σ +

1 − b+(X)−σ. Then it follows that the restriction map Ha′+b′(SV ′,U ′

, SU ;Z) →

Ha′+b′(SV ′,U ′

, B;Z) is an isomorphism. In particular, the Thom class τV ′,U ′ has a

unique lift τφV ′,U ′ (or put another way, the image of the lifted Thom class in non-

equivariant cohomology is independent of φ). Similarly, the mapHa′+b′(SV,U , SU ;Z) →

Ha′,b′(SV,U , B;Z) is an isomorphism. The former group is generated as a module
overH∗(JacR(X);Z) by νS(V )δτU , where νS(V ) is the generator ofH

a−1(S(V ), B;Z)
and the latter is generated by τV,U . Now if β = degR(f), then by definition,

f∗(τV ′,U ′) = βτV,U . On the other hand, we have f∗(τφV ′,U ′) = ρ∗(ηφ)δτU . By
commutativity of the diagram

Ha′+b′(SV ′,U ′

, SU ;Z)

��

f∗

// Ha′+b′(SV,U , SU ;Z)

��
Ha′+b′(SV ′,U ′

, B;Z)
f∗

// Ha′+b′(SV,U , B;Z)

if follows that ρ∗(ηφ) = βνS(V ). Then Equation (5.2) gives

2SWφ
R,Z(X, s) = β = deg(f).

(3) Immediate from Proposition 5.6. �
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Remark 5.10. In light of Proposition 5.9, we see that if w1(DR) = 0, then SW
φ
R,Z(X, s)

does not depend on the choice of chamber and we simply write the invariant as

SWR,Z(X, s). Similarly we write SWR,Z(X, s) instead of SWφ
R,Z(X, s).

Remark 5.11. It is possible to calculate degR(X, s) in terms of moduli spaces. As-
sume b1(X)−σ = 0, d = b+(X)−σ and that d is even. Then GR

∼= {±1}× {eif | f ∈

Ω0(X)−σ} by Proposition 2.1. Define the framed Real gauge group to be G̃R =

{eif | f ∈ Ω0(X)−σ} and the framed Real moduli space M̃R = NR/G̃R, where NR

is the set of solutions to the Real Seiberg–Witten equations for a given metric and

perturbation. If M̃R is cut out transversally, then it is a finite set of points and
an argument similar to the one used in the proof of [6, Theorem 2.24], shows that
the degree degR(X, s) of the Bauer–Furuta map is equal to a signed count of the

number of points in M̃R.

6. Properties of the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants

In this section we prove a number of fundamental properties of the Real Seiberg–
Witten invariants.

6.1. Positive scalar curvature. LetX be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold
and σ a real structure. Suppose that there exists a σ-invariant Riemannian met-
ric g with positive scalar curvature. Using standard estimates for solutions to the
Seiberg–Witten equations we find the following vanishing result.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that σ preserves a metric of positive scalar curvature.
Let s be a Real spinc-structure on X.

(1) If b+(X)−σ > 1, then the mod 2 Real Seiberg–Witten invariants and the
integral Real Seiberg–Witten invariants (when defined) all vanish.

(2) If b+(X)−σ = 1 then the mod 2 Real Seiberg–Witten invariants and the in-
tegral Real Seiberg–Witten invariants (when defined) vanish for the chamber
containing the zero perturbation. If the zero perturbation lies on the wall,
then the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants vanish for both chambers

(3) If b+(X)−σ = b1(X)−σ = 0 and s is a Real spin structure, then degR(X, s) =
±1.

Proof. (1) and (2) follow from standard estimates for the Seiberg–Witten equations
which imply that for all a metric of positive scalar curvature and all sufficiently small
perturbations, the only solutions to the Seiberg–Witten equations are reducible.
In case (3), first note that a spin 4-manifold with positive scalar curvature has
σ(X) = 0, hence d = −σ(X)/8 = 0. The same estimates give that the only
solutions to the Real Seiberg–Witten equations are reducible. Since b1(X)−σ =
0, there is up to isomorphism a unique reducible solution (A, 0). To prove the
claim that degR(X, s) = ±1, it suffices to check that (A, 0) is cut out transversally
(using Remark 5.11). Since (A, 0) is reducible, the deformation complex for (A, 0)
decomposes into sum of the Dirac operator and the Atiyah–Hitchin–Singer complex.
It follows that the obstruction space is H+(X)−σ ⊕ Coker(D)σ̃ , where D denotes
the Dirac operator. But b+(X)−σ = 0 by assumption and Coker(D)σ̃ = 0 because
s is a spin structure and g has positive scalar curvature. This proves that (A, 0) is
unobstructed, hence contributes ±1 to the degree. �
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6.2. Wall-crossing formula. In light of Proposition 5.9 (2), it suffices to consider
wall-crossing only for the mod 2 invariants. Choose a splitting and let f : SV,U →
SV ′,U ′

be the Real Bauer–Furuta map over B = JacR(X). Assume b+(X)−σ = 1

and let φ be a chamber. Then SWφ
R(X, s)(θ) = π∗(η

φθ), where π is the projection

π : RP(V ) → B and f∗(τφV ′,U ′) = ηφδτU . Choosing an orientation for H+(X)−σ

we may speak of the positive chamber and negative chamber and write SW±
R(X, s)

for the corresponding invariants. Set ∆R(X, s) = SW+
R(X, s)− SW−

R(X, s).

Using the approach of [6, §5], we find that τ+V ′,U ′ − τ−V ′,U ′ = e(V ′)δτU , where

e(V ′) = va
′

+ w1(V
′)va

′−1 + · · ·+ wa′(V ′).

Therefore f∗(τ+V ′,U ′) − f∗(τ−V ′,U ′) = f∗(e(V ′)δτU ) = e(V ′)δτU . Hence η+ − η− =

e(V ′) and ∆R(X, s)(θ) = π∗(e(V
′)θ). Recall that Stiefel–Whitney classes can be

extended to virtual bundles by setting w(A − B) = w(A)w(B)−1 , where w =
1+w1 + · · · denotes the total Stiefel–Whitney class. Adapting [6, Proposition 3.5]
to the case of real projective bundles, we find that π∗(v

m) = wm−(a−1)(−V ), where
we set wi = 0 if i < 0. By stabilising f we can assume that V ′ is trivial. Hence
e(V ′) = va

′

and DR = V − Ra′

, which implies that wi(−DR) = wi(−V ) for all i.

Then ∆R(X, s)(θ) = π∗(e(V
′)θ) = π∗(v

a′

θ). If we take θ = vm, then

∆R(X, s)(v
m) = π∗(v

m+a′

) = wm+a′−(a−1)(−V ) = wm−(d−1)(−DR).

This gives:

Theorem 6.2. If b+(X)−σ = 1, then

SW+
R,m(X, s)− SW−

R,m(X, s) = wm−(d−1)(−DR).

In the case b1(X)−σ = 0, wi(−DR) = 0 for all i 6= 0. Moreover the dimension of
the moduli space is d− b+(X)−σ = d− 1, hence we have

Corollary 6.3. If b+(X)−σ = 1 and b1(X)−σ = 0, then

SW+
R (X, s)− SW−

R (X, s) =

{
1 if d > 0,

0 otherwise.

6.3. Identities from Steenrod squares. In [6] we gave a formula for the Steen-
rod squares of the families Seiberg–Witten invariants. In this section we will carry
out a similar computation for the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants. However since
the Steenrod squares are all vanishing for a torus, we obtain a series of identities
that must be satisfied by the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants.

Let (X, σ) be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with real structure σ.
Assume that b+(X)−σ > 0. Let (s, σ̃) be a Real spinc-structure. Let f : SV,U →

SV ′,U ′

be the Real Bauer–Furuta invariant of (X, s) with respect to a splitting. By
stabilising we may assume that V and U are trivial. Let φ be a chamber. We start

with the expression f∗(τφV ′,U ′) = ηφδτU . Recall that SWφ
R(X, s)(v

m) = π∗(η
φvm),

where π is the projection π : RP(V ) → JacR(X). Our assumption that V is trivial

implies that π∗(v
j) = 0 for j 6= a − 1 and π∗(v

a−1) = 1. Set ωm = SWφ
R,m(X, s).

Then it follows that ηφ is given by

(6.1) ηφ =

a−1∑

j=0

ωjv
(a−1)−j .
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Let j > 0. Since ωl is a cohomology class on the torus JacR(X), it follows that
Sqj(ωl) = 0 for all l. Applying Sqj to both sides of (6.1) therefore gives

Sqj(ηφ) =

a−1∑

l=0

(
(a− 1)− l

j

)
v(a−1)−l+jωl

=

a−1−j∑

l=−j

(
(a− 1)− l − j

j

)
v(a−1)−lωl+j

=

a−1∑

l=0

(
(a− 1)− l − j

j

)
v(a−1)−lωl+j .

The last equality holds for if l < 0, then v(a−1)−l = 0 and if l + j > (a − 1), then
ωl+j = 0.

On the other hand the argument given in [6, §4] gives

Sqj(ηφ) = wZ2,j(V
′ ⊕ U ′)ηφ

where wZ2,j denotes the j-th equivariant Stiefel–Whitney class. Now since U is
trivial, U ′ = H+(X)−σ ⊕ U is also trivial. So

wZ2,j(V
′ ⊕ U ′) = wZ,j(V

′) =

j∑

l=0

(
a′ − j + l

l

)
vlwj−l(V

′).

The second equality follows by adapting [6, Lemma 4.1] to Stiefel–Whitney classes.
Furthermore, V is trivial and DR = V −V ′, hence wl(V

′) = wl(−DR). So we have

Sqj(ηφ) =

j∑

l=0

(
a′ − j + l

l

)
vlwj−l(−DR)η

φ

=

j∑

l=0

a−1∑

m=0

(
a′ − j + l

l

)
v(a−1)−m+lwj−l(−DR)ωm

=

j∑

l=0

a−1−l∑

m=−l

(
a′ − j + l

l

)
v(a−1)−mwj−l(−DR)ωm+l

=

j∑

l=0

a−1∑

m=0

(
a′ − j + l

l

)
v(a−1)−mwj−l(−DR)ωm+l.

The last equality holds for if m < 0, then v(a−1)−m = 0 and if m+ l > a− 1, then
ωm+l = 0.

We have obtained two expressions for Sqj(ηφ). Equating powers of v in these
expressions gives:

(6.2)

(
a− 1−m− j

j

)
ωm+j =

j∑

l=0

(
a′ − j + l

l

)
wj−l(−DR)ωm+l.

Stabilising f by a trivial bundle, we can take a to equal any sufficiently large
integer. Fix m and j and take a = m + 2N where 2N > j. Then

(
a−1−m−j

j

)
=

(
(2N−1)−j

j

)
=
(
−1−j

j

)
(mod 2) =

(
2j
j

)
(mod 2) = 0 (mod 2) since j > 0. Also
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since a − a′ = d, we have that
(
a′−j+l

l

)
=
(
m−d+2N−j+l

j

)
=
(
m−d−j+l

l

)
(mod 2) =(

d−1−m+j
l

)
(mod 2). Substituting into Equation (6.2), we get

j∑

l=0

(
d− 1−m+ j

l

)
wj−l(−DR)ωm+l = 0

for all m ≥ 0, j > 0. Since ωm = SWφ
R,m(X, s), this gives

Theorem 6.4. The Real Seiberg–Witten invariants satisfy the following identities

j∑

l=0

(
d− 1−m+ j

l

)
wj−l(−DR)SW

φ
R,m+l(X, s) = 0

for all m ≥ 0, j > 0.

For example, the j = 1, 2 cases give:

(d+m)SWφ
R,m+1(X, s) + w1(−DR)SW

φ
R,m(X, s) = 0,

(
d+ 1−m

2

)
SWφ

R,m+2(X, s) + (d+ 1 +m)w1(−DR)SW
φ
R,m+1(X, s)

+w2(−DR)SW
φ
R,m(X, s) = 0.

Suppose d is odd. By Proposition 4.4, there is a unique splitting for which
w1(DR) = 0. Choosing this splitting the j = 1 identity reduces to

(m+ 1)SWφ
R,m+1(X, s) = 0

for all m ≥ 0. Equivalently, SWφ
R,m(X, s) = 0 for all odd m.

Corollary 6.5. Suppose that d is odd. Choose the unique splitting for which

w1(DR) = 0. Then SWφ
R,m(X, s) = 0 for all odd m.

In the case b+(X)−σ = 1, comparing with the wall-crossing formula gives:

Corollary 6.6. If d > 0 is odd, b+(X)−σ = 1 and we choose the splitting for which
w1(DR) = 0, then wj(DR) = 0 for all odd j.

Proof. Let m ≥ 0 be odd. Corollary 6.5 gives SW+
R,m(X, s) = SW−

R,m(X, s) = 0.

However the wall-crossing formula (Theorem 6.2) gives SW+
R,m(X, s)−SW−

R,m(X, s) =

wm−(d−1)(−DR). Hence wj(−DR) = 0 for all odd j. Hence w(−DR) = 1 +
w2(−DR) + w4(−DR) + · · · contains only terms of even degree. It follows that
w(DR) = w(−DR)

−1 similarly contains only terms of even degree, hence wj(DR) =
0 for all odd j. �

7. Real spin structures

By a Real spin structure, we mean a spin structure s for which the involution
σ is odd. In such a case σ admits a linear lift σ′ to the spinor bundles such that
σ′ ◦ σ′ = −1. Let j : S± → S± denote charge conjugation. Recall that j is anti-
linear and j2 = −1. We also have that σ′ commutes with j because σ′ corresponds
to a lift of σ to the principal Spin(4)-bundles associated to s and Spin(4) preserves
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j. Set σ̃ = j ◦σ′. Then σ̃ is an antilinear involutive lift of σ and makes s into a Real
spinc-structure. Up to isomorphism the resulting Real structure does not depend
on the choice of lift σ′. Indeed taking the other lift −σ′ would give −σ̃, but this is
conjugate to σ̃ as −σ̃ = i−1 ◦ σ̃ ◦ i.

The Seiberg–Witten equations (with zero perturbation) in the presence of a Real
spin structure has an additional symmetry given by j. Now we attempt to construct
the Bauer–Furuta map keeping track of this additional symmetry. We start as we
did before with the map µ between trivial Hilbert bundles. Gauge fix as before
to get a map of Hilbert bundles over ConnR,H . The group of symmetries of this
map is generated by HR and j. Call this group H′

R. Then we have a short exact
sequence

1 → Z4 → H′
R → H1(X ;Z)− → 0

where Z4 = 〈j〉 is the subgroup generated by j. A choice of splitting s : H1(X ;Z)− →
HR is also a choice of splitting for H′

R. Then we can quotient by s(H1(X ;Z)−σ) to
obtain a map of Hilbert bundles over JacR(X). Then we take a finite-dimensional
approximation. The result is a Z4-equivariant map

f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

such that if we restrict to Z2 ⊂ Z4, then we have the Real Bauer–Furuta map
as before. In other words, for a Real spin structure, the Real Bauer–Furuta map
has Z4-symmetry rather than just Z2. The symmetry group acts on V, V ′, U, U ′ as
follows: j acts as −1 on U,U ′ and j2 acts as −1 on V, V ′. Thus j defines complex
structures on V, V ′. In particular this means that the real ranks a, a′ are even and
thus d = a− a′ is even. Of course since s is a spin structure, d = −σ(X)/8, which
is even by Rokhlin’s theorem.

The symmetry j acts on DR and satisfies j2 = −1.

Lemma 7.1. We have wj(DR) = 0 for all odd j.

Proof. Since DR = V −V ′, it suffices to prove that wj(V ) = wj(V
′) = 0 for all odd

j. Consider the case of V , the case of V ′ is similar. Let eZ4
(V ) ∈ H∗

Z4
(B;Z2) denote

the Z4-equivariant Euler class of V with Z2-coefficients. Let R = H∗(B;Z2). By a
straighforward spectral sequence calculation, one finds H∗

Z4
(B;Z2) ∼= R[v, w]/(v2),

deg(v) = 1, deg(w) = 2. Consider the subgroup Z2 ⊂ Z4. Since j2 = 1 on B, the
subgroup Z2 acts trivially on B and one finds H∗

Z2
(B;Z2) ∼= R[v], deg(v) = 1. It

follows that we can expand eZ4
(V ) as a polynomial in w:

eZ4
(V ) = h0(V )wa/2 + h1(V )wa/2−1 + · · ·+ ha/2(V )

for some hj(V ) ∈ R[v]/(v2). Now restrict from Z4-equivariant cohomology to Z2-
equviariant cohomology. Then eZ4

(V ) maps to the Z2-equivariant Euler class of
V , where the Z2-action acts as −1 on V (and trivially on B). By the splitting
principle, this is given by

eZ2
(V ) = va + w1(V )va−1 + · · ·+ wa(V ).

But under the forgetful map H∗
Z4
(B;Z2) → H∗

Z2
(B;Z2) we have v 7→ 0, w 7→ v2.

Hence if we let h′j(V ) ∈ R denote the image of h′j(V ) under the map R[v]/(v2) → R
given by setting v = 0, we get

h′0(V )va + h′1(V )va−1 + · · ·+ h′a/2(V ) = va + w1(V )va−1 + · · ·+ wa(V ).
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Equating coefficients, we have wj(V ) = 0 for odd j. �

Since w1(DR) = 0, the j = 1 case of Theorem 6.4 gives mSWφ
R,m+1(X, s) = 0

for all m ≥ 0, equivalently SWφ
R,m(X, s) = 0 for all even, positive m.

If b+(X)−σ = 1, then the wall-crossing formula gives SWφ
R,0(X, s)−SW

φ
R,0(X, s) =

w1−d(−DR) = 0, because 1 − d is odd. Hence the invariant SWφ
R,0(X, s) is inde-

pendent of the chamber and we will denote it by SWR,0(X, s).

Recall that H∗
Z4
(pt;Z2) ∼= Z2[v, w]/(v

2), where deg(v) = 1, deg(w) = 2. Since

j, the generator of the Z4-action acts as −1 on H+(X)−σ, there are no j-invariant
chambers. However we can overcome this using the same method as [2]. Namely, we

consider the pullback of the Bauer–Furuta map f to B̂ = S(H+(X)−σ)×JacR(X).

The group Z4 = 〈j〉 acts on B̂ acting as the antipodal map on S(H+(X)−σ) and

as inversion on JacR(X). On B̂ there is a tautological choice of chamber given by

the projection map φ̂ : B̂ → S(H+(X)−σ). Using this chamber we can carry out
the construction of Seiberg–Witten invariants Z4-equivariantly. Following the same
method as used in [2] (but with Z4 in place of Pin(2)), we obtain a map

SWZ4

R (X, s) : H∗
Z4
(pt;Z2) → H∗−δ

Z2
(B̂;Z2)

provided b+(X)−σ > 0, where δ = d − b+(X)−σ. The map SWZ4

R (X, s) is a map
of H∗

Z2
(pt;Z2)-modules and is a refinement of the Real Seiberg–Witten invariant in

the sense that we have a commutative diagram

H∗
Z4
(pt;Z2)

��

SW
Z4
R

(X,s)
// H∗−(d−b+(X)−σ)

Z2
(B̂;Z2)

r∗

��
H∗

Z2
(pt;Z2)

SWR(X,s) // H∗(JacR(X);Z2)

where r∗ is the map

H∗
Z2
(S(H+(X)−σ)× JacR(X);Z2) → H∗

Z2
(S0 × JacR(X);Z2) ∼= H∗(JacR(X);Z2)

induced by an inclusion r : S0 → S(H+(X)−σ). The forgetful map

H∗
Z4
(pt;Z2) ∼= Z2[v, w]/(v

2) → H∗
Z2
(pt;Z2) ∼= Z2[v]

is given by v 7→ 0, w 7→ v2. Hence vm is in the image of the forgetful map if and
only ifm is even. So we can recover the Real Seiberg–Witten invariant SWR,0(X, s)
by

SWR,0(X, s) = r∗(SWZ4

R (X, s)(1)).

The following vanishing result is the Real counterpart of [2, Theorem 3.4].

Theorem 7.2. Let s be a Real spin structure. If b+(X)−σ > 2, then SWR,0(X, s) =
0.

Proof. Similar to [2, Proposition 3.1], we have an isomorphism

(7.1) H∗
Z2
(B̂;Z2) ∼= H∗(JacR(X);Z2)[v]/(v

b+(X)−σ

).
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Then since v2 = 0 in H∗
Z4
(pt;Z2), we have

v2SWZ4

R (X, s)(1) = SWZ4

R (X, s)(v2) = 0.

Therefore under the isomorphism (7.1), SWZ4

R (X, s)(1) must be of the form

SWZ4

R (X, s)(1) = αvb+(X)−σ−2 + βvb+(X)−σ−1

for some α, β ∈ H∗(JacR(X);Z2). But SWR,0(X, s) = r∗(SWZ4

R (X, s)(1)) and

r∗(vj) = 0 for all j > 0. So if b+(X)−σ > 2, then r∗(vb+(X)−σ−2) = r∗(vb+(X)−σ−1) =
0 and hence SWR,0(X, s) = 0. �

Remark 7.3. Theorem 7.2 says that if s is a Real spin structure then SWR,0(X, s) =
0 unless b+(X)−σ = 1 or 2. In the case b+(X)−σ = 1 or 2, one can use the methods
of [2] to express SWR,0(X, s) in terms of certain characteristic classes of DR. In
particular, for b+(X)−σ = 2 one can show that SWR,0(X, s) = w2+σ(X)/8(−DR).

In particular, if b+(X)−σ = 2 and σ(X) = −16, then SWR,0(X, s) = 1. We omit
the details of the calculation.

8. Localisation formula

In this section we will use localisation techniques to compare the ordinary and
Real Seiberg–Witten invariants. The nature of the localisation argument means
that it will only give a mod 2 relation. So we work throughout with Z2-coefficients
and only consider the mod 2 Real Seiberg–Witten invariants.

8.1. Mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariants. Before getting to the localisation ar-
gument itself we wish to show that the ordinary mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invari-
ant can be recovered from the Bauer–Furuta map with S1-action restricted to
Z2 = {±1} ⊂ S1. Let f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

be an S1-equivariant monopole map
over a base B. Thus V, V ′ are complex vector bundles, U,U ′ are real vector bun-
dles, S1 acts by scalar multiplication on V, V ′ and trivially on U,U ′. We assume f
sends the infinity section of SV,U to the infinity section of SV ′,U ′

and that f |SU is
the map induced by an inclusion U → U ′. Set D = V −V ′ and write U ′ = U ⊕H+.
Let a, a′ be the complex ranks of V, V ′, b, b′ the real ranks of U,U ′, set d = a− a′,
b+ = b′ − b. Assume b+ > 0 and let φ be a chamber. Then we may write

f∗(τφV ′,U ′) = ηφδτU ,

where ηφ ∈ H∗
S1(CP(V );Z2) and the abstract Seiberg–Witten invariants of f are

given by

SWφ
m(f) = (πC)∗(η

φUm) ∈ H2m−(2d−b+−1)(B;Z2),

where πC is the projection map (πC) : CP(V ) → B. Note that H∗(CP(V );Z2) ∼=
H∗

S1(S(V );Z2), where S(V ) is the unit sphere bundle of V . This givesH∗(CP(V );Z2)
the structure of a module over H∗

S1(pt;Z2) ∼= Z2[U ], deg(U) = 2. Let R =
H∗(B;Z2). Then one finds

(8.1) H∗(CP(V );Z2) ∼= R[U ]/〈eS1(V )〉

where eS1(V ) ∈ H∗
S1(B;Z2) ∼= R[U ] is the S1-equivariant Euler class of V (with

mod 2-coefficients):

eS1(V ) = Ua + w2(V )Ua−1 + · · ·+ w2a(V ).



32 DAVID BARAGLIA

We can similarly consider the real projective bundle πR : RP(V ) → B. Then
H∗(RP(V );Z2) ∼= H∗

Z2
(S(V );Z2) is a module over H∗

Z2
(pt;Z2) ∼= Z2[v], deg(v) = 1,

namely

(8.2) H∗(RP(V );Z2) ∼= R[v]/〈eZ2
(V )〉

where eZ2
(V ) is the Z2-equivariant Euler class of V with mod 2-coefficients:

eZ2
(V ) = v2a + w2(V )v2a−2 + · · ·+ w2a(V ).

Under the forgetful map H∗
S1(pt;Z2) → H∗

Z2
(pt;Z2), U maps to v2 and simi-

larly under the forgetful map H∗
S1(B;Z2) → H∗

Z2
(B;Z2), eS1(V ) maps to eZ2

(V ).
Let ρ : RP(V ) → CP(V ) be the natural projection. The induced pullback map
ρ∗ : H∗(CP(V );Z2) → H∗(RP(V );Z2) can be identified with the forgetful map
H∗

S1(S(V );Z2) → H∗
Z2
(S(V );Z2). In terms of the isomorphisms (8.1), (8.2), ρ∗ is

simply given by U 7→ v2.

Recall that (πC)∗(U
m) = w2m−(2a−2)(−V ) and (πR)∗(v

m) = wm−(2a−1)(−V ). It
follows that (πC)∗(θ) = (πR)∗(vρ

∗(θ)) for all θ ∈ H∗(CP(V );Z2). In particular,

(8.3) SWφ
m(f) = (πC)∗(η

φUm) = (πR)∗(ρ
∗(ηφ)v2m+1).

The isomorphism H∗(RP(V );Z2) ∼= H∗
Z2
(S(V );Z2) expresses the cohomology of

RP(V ) in terms of Z2-equivariant cohomology of S(V ). Using this, it follows from
Equation (8.3) that the mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariants SWφ

m(f) of f can be
computed using Z2-equivariant cohomology instead of S1-equivariant cohomology.

8.2. Localisation. Now we proceed to the localisation argument. The idea is to
begin with the ordinary Bauer–Furuta monopole map, but keeping track of the
additional symmetry given by the Real structure. Recall that this requires a choice
of equivariant splitting H1(X ;Z) → H. A splitting exists if σ does not act freely,
or if b1(X)−σ = 0. We assume a splitting exists so that the Bauer–Furuta map
exists and takes the form of an O(2)-equivariant map

f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

over B = Jac(X), where V, V ′ are Real vector bundles (with respect to the real
structure σ : Jac(X) → Jac(X) given by L 7→ σ∗(L)∗), the subgroup S1 ⊂ O(2)
acts on V, V ′ by scalar multiplication and acts trivially on U,U ′. The bundles
U,U ′ are real and Z2-equivariant. V − V ′ = D, the index of the Dirac operator
and U ′ = U ⊕ H+(X). The action of Z2 = 〈σ〉 on H+(X) is by minus pullback
a 7→ −σ∗(a).

We have seen that the mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariants of f are detected using
only Z2 ⊂ S1. Keeping track of the Real structure σ, this motivates us to consider
the subgroup Z2 × Z2 ⊂ O(2), generated by σ and τ = −1 ∈ S1. So now we
forget the full O(2)-action and regard f as a Z2 × Z2 = 〈τ, σ〉-equivariant map

f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

. Here τ acts trivially on the base B = Jac(X), acts as −1 on
V, V ′, acts trivially on U,U ′ and σ acts as described previously. If we restrict to
the σ-invariant part

fσ : SV σ,Uσ

→ S(V ′)σ,(U ′)σ

we obtain a Z2 = 〈τ〉-equivariant map over Bσ. By Proposition 4.2, we have

Bσ =
⋃

s
′

Bs
′
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where the union is over Real structures on s and Bs
′

= Jacs
′

R(X). Furthermore, the

restriction f s
′

= fσ|Bs
′ is the Real Bauer–Furuta map for the Real spinc-structure

s
′. Thus fσ =

⋃
s
′ f s

′

is a disjoint union of Real Bauer–Furuta maps.

We use localisation to compare the mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariants of f and
fσ. Let the real ranks of V, V ′ be 2a, 2a′ and let the real ranks of U,U ′ be b, b′.
Then a − a′ = d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8, b′ − b = b+(X). Let φ be a chamber for fσ.
Then under the inclusion H+(X)−σ → H+(X), φ also defines a chamber for f .

We recall the definitions of the Seiberg–Witten invariants of f and fσ. First

consider f . Let τφV ′,U ′ ∈ H2a′+b′

Z2
(SV ′,U ′

, SU ;Z2) be the lifted Thom class. Then
similar to Section 4.2, we can write

f∗(τφV ′,U ′) = ηφδτU ,

where ηφ ∈ H
2a′+b+−1
Z2

(S(V );Z2) ∼= H2a′+b+−1(RP(V );Z2) and by Equation (8.3)

the Seiberg–Witten invariants SWφ
m(f) of f are given by

SWφ
m(f) = (πV )∗(η

φv2m+1) ∈ H2m−(2d−b+(X)−1)(B;Z2)

where πV is the projection πV : RP(V ) → B.

Next consider fσ. Write b = b+ + b−, b
′ = b′+ + b′−, where b± are the ranks of

U±σ (the ±1-eigenspaces of σ on U) and b′± are defined similarly. Then b′+ − b+ =
b+(X)−σ, b′− − b− = b+(X)σ. Observe that since V, V ′ are complex vector bundles
and σ acts anti-linearly, the ±1-eigenspaces of σ on V each have real dimension a
and the ±1-eigenspaces of σ on V ′ each have real dimension a′. We have

(fσ)∗(τφ(V ′)σ,(U ′)σ) = ηφRδτUσ ,

where ηφR ∈ Ha′−1+b+(X)−σ

(RP(V σ);Z2) and the Seiberg–Witten invariants of fσ

are given by

SWφ
m(fσ) = (πV σ )∗(η

φ
Rv

m) ∈ Hm−(d−b+(X)−σ)(Bσ;Z2).

If f is the Bauer–Furuta invariant of (X, s), then similar to the construction in
Section 4.2, we get a mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariant

SWφ : H∗
S1(pt;Z2) → H∗−(2d−b+(X)−1)(Jac(X);Z2).

and SWφ
m(f) = SWφ

m(X, s)(Um), where U is the generator of H2
S1(pt;Z2). The

ordinary pure mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariant of (X, s) is given by SWφ(X, s) =

〈[Jac(X)], SWφ
δ (f)〉, where δ = (2d− b+(X)− 1 + b1(X))/2 is half the dimension

of the moduli space.

Similarly, if f is the Bauer–Furuta invariant of (X, s), then fσ is the disjoint
union of Real Bauer–Furuta invariants of (X, σ, s′) where s

′ runs over all Real

structures on s. Moreover H∗(Bσ;Z2) =
⊕

s
′ H∗(Bs

′

;Z2) and

SWφ
m(fσ) =

⊕

s
′

SWφ
R,m(X, s′)

is the direct sum of the Real mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariants of (X, s′, σ).

It will be useful also to consider f τσ, the restriction of f to the fixed points of
τσ. Since τσ = i−1 ◦σ ◦ i, we see that f τσ and fσ can be identified with each other.
However they play slightly different roles in the localisation theorem so it will be
important to consider both maps.
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The Seiberg–Witten invariants SWφ
m(f), SWφ

m(fσ) that we are interested in are
defined using Z2 = 〈τ〉-equivariant cohomology. For localisation, we need to make
use of the larger symmetry group Z2 ×Z2 = 〈τ, σ〉. Repeating the constructions of
these invariants but keeping track of the extra symmetry, we will get classes

ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f) ∈ H∗

Z2
(B;Z2), ŜW

φ

m0,m1
(fσ) ∈ H∗

Z2
(Bσ;Z2)

where the Z2-action on B is by σ and the Z2-action on Bσ is trivial. These are
defined similar to their non-equivariant counterparts. We have lifted Thom classes

τφV ′,U ′ ∈ H∗
Z2×Z2

(SV ′,U ′

, SU ;Z2), then

f∗(τφV ′,U ′) = η̂φδτU

for some η̂φ ∈ H∗
Z2
(RP(V );Z2) and

ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f) = (πV )∗(η̂

φvm0(v + u)m1)

and where u is the generator of H1
Z2
(pt;Z2) for the group Z2 = 〈σ〉. Similarly, we

will have
(fσ)∗(τφ(V ′)σ,(U ′)σ) = η̂φRδτUσ ,

for some η̂φR ∈ H∗
Z2
(RP(V σ);Z2) and then

ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(fσ) = (πV σ )(η̂φRv

m0(v + u)m1).

Under the forgetful maps from equivariant to ordinary cohomology, we have η̂φ 7→

ηφ, η̂φR 7→ ηφR and ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(fσ) 7→ SWφ

m0+m1
(fσ). Furthermore, if m0 + m1 =

2m+ 1 for some m ≥ 0, then ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f) 7→ SWφ

m(f).

In the case of fσ, the group Z2 = 〈σ〉 acts trivially on all spaces involved.
In particular, H∗

Z2
(RP(V σ);Z2) ∼= H∗(RP(V σ);Z2)[u] and it follows easily that

η̂φR = ηφR under this isomorphism. We also have H∗
Z2
(Bσ;Z2) ∼= H∗(Bσ;Z2)[u] and

by expanding (v + u)m1 , we find

ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(fσ) =

∑

j≥0

(
m1

j

)
um1−jSWφ

m0+j(f
σ).

While the action of σ is non-trivial on B, a simple spectral sequence computa-
tion shows that we still have an isomorphism H∗

Z2
(B;Z2) ∼= H∗(B;Z2)[u] and the

forgetful map H∗
Z2
(B;Z2) → H∗(B;Z2) is given by setting u = 0.

8.3. Case b1(X) = 0. We first consider the case where b1(X) = 0. Then B =

Jac(X) = {1} is a single point, V, V, U, U ′ are vector spaces and f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

is a map of spheres.

Observe that RP(V )σ = RP(V σ) ∪ RP(V τσ). Let ισ : RP(V σ) → RP(V ),
ιτσ : RP(V τσ) → RP(V ) be the inclusions. The group Z2 = 〈σ〉 acts on RP(V ) and
trivially acts on RP(V σ),RP(V τσ). Let Nσ, N τσ denote the normal bundles. These
are Z2-equivariant vector bundles over RP(V

σ),RP(V τσ) where σ acts as multipli-
cation by −1. Clearly Nσ ∼= V σ ⊗ O(1), where O(1) denotes the hyperplane line
bundle on RP(V σ). Similarly N τσ ∼= V τσ ⊗ O(1). Now consider Z2-equivariant
cohomology groups. We have H∗

Z2
(pt;Z2) ∼= Z2[u], where deg(u) = 1. Consider the

hyperplane line bundle O(1) → RP(V ). There are two ways of making this into a
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Z2-equivariant line bundle. We choose the lift of σ to O(1) which equals the identity
over RP(V σ) and equals minus the identity over RP(V τσ). Set v ∈ H∗

Z2
(RP(V );Z2)

be the equivariant first Stiefel–Whitney class of O(1) with respect to this lift. We
have

H∗
Z2
(RP(V );Z2) ∼= Z2[u, v]/(v

a(v + u)a).

Similarly

(8.4) H∗
Z2
(RP(V σ) Z2) ∼= H∗

Z2
(RP(V τσ) ∼= Z2[u, v]/(v

a)

where in both cases, v equals the first equivariant Stiefel–Whitney class ofO(1) with
respect to the trivial lift of the Z2-action. It follows that ι

∗
σ(v) = v, ι∗τσ(v) = v+ u.

Lemma 8.1. Under the isomorphisms given in (8.4), we have

ι∗σ(η̂
φ) = ι∗τσ(η̂

φ) = ub+(X)σ(u+ v)a
′

ηφR.

Proof. The argument is similar to [4, Lemma 6.4]. Consider the commutative dia-
gram

SV,U f // SV ′,U ′

SV σ,Uσ fσ

//

ισ

OO

S(V ′)σ,(U ′)σ

ισ

OO

This induces a commutative diagram in equivariant cohomology groups. We have

ι∗σf
∗(τφV ′,U ′) = ι∗σ(η̂

φδτU )

= ub−ι∗σ(η̂
φ)δτUσ

and

(fσ)∗ι∗σ(τ
φ
V ′,U ′) = (fσ)∗(ub

′

−(u+ v)a
′

τφ(V ′)σ ,(U ′)σ )

= ub
′

−(u + v)a
′

ηφRδτU .

Equating the two expressions give

ι∗σ(η̂
φ) = ub

′

−
−b−(u+ v)a

′

ηφR = ub+(X)σ (u+ v)a
′

ηφR.

Similarly, we get

ι∗τσ(η̂
φ) = ub+(X)σ(u+ v)a

′

νφR

where νφR ∈ H∗(RP(V τσ;Z2) ∼= Z2[v]/(v
a) is defined by

(f τσ)∗(τφ(V ′)τσ,(U ′)τσ) = νφRδτUσ .

To complete the result, it remains to show that νφR = ηφR. However this follows
immediately from the following Z2 = 〈τ〉-equivariant commutative diagram

SV σ ,Uσ fσ

// S(V ′)σ ,(U ′)σ

SV τσ,Uσ

i

OO

fτσ

// S(V ′)τσ,(U ′)σ

i

OO

where the vertical arrows are multiplication by i ∈ S1. �
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To apply the localisation theorem we will work in equivariant cohomology lo-
calised with respect to u. For instance the localised equivariant cohomology of
RP(V σ) is u−1H∗

Z2
(RP(V σ);Z2) ∼= Z2[u, u

−1, v]/(va). In this ring (u+ v) is invert-
ible, for we have

(u+ v)−1 = u−1 + u−2v + u−3v2 + · · ·+ u−ava−1.

Similarly (u+ v) is invertible in u−1H∗
Z2
(RP(V τσ);Z2).

Lemma 8.2. For any α ∈ H∗
Z2
(RP(V );Z2), we have

α = (ισ)∗((u + v)−aι∗σ(α)) + (ιτσ)∗((u+ v)−aι∗τσ(α))

in the localised ring u−1H∗
Z2
(RP(V );Z2).

Proof. The localisation theorem [10, III (3.8)] implies that the restriction map

ι∗σ ⊕ ι∗τσ : u−1H∗
Z2
(RP(V );Z2) → u−1H∗

Z2
(RP(V σ);Z2)⊕ u−1H∗

Z2
(RP(V τσ;Z2))

is an isomorphism. Let

µ = (ισ)∗((u+ v)−aι∗σ(α)) + (ιτσ)∗((u + v)−aι∗τσ(α)) ∈ u−1H∗
Z2
(RP(V );Z2).

The

ι∗σ(µ) = ι∗σ(ισ)∗((u + v)−aι∗σ(α))

= (u + v)a(u + v)−aι∗σ(α)

= ι∗σ(α).

Similarly ι∗τσ(µ) = ι∗τσ(α). Hence µ = α in u−1H∗
Z2
(RP(V );Z2). �

Corollary 8.3. For any α ∈ H∗
Z2
(RP(V );Z2), we have

(πV )∗(α) = (πV σ )∗((u + v)−aι∗σ(α)) + (πV τσ )∗((u + v)−aι∗τσ(α)).

Proof. From Lemma 8.2, we have

α = (ισ)∗((u + v)−aι∗σ(α)) + (ιτσ)∗((u + v)−aι∗τσ(α)).

Apply (πV )∗ to both sides and use (πV )∗(ισ)∗ = (πV σ )∗, (πV )∗(ιτσ)∗ = (πV τσ )∗.
�

Let m ≥ 0. Choose m0,m1 ≥ 0 such that m0 + m1 = 2m + 1. Now take
α = vm0(v + u)m1 η̂φ in Corollary 8.3 and use Lemma 8.1 to obtain:

(πV )∗(v
m0(v + u)m1 η̂φ) = (πV σ )∗((u + v)−aι∗σ(v

m0(v + u)m1 η̂φ))

+ (πV τσ )∗((u + v)−aι∗τσ(v
m0(v + u)m1 η̂φ))

= (πV σ )∗((u + v)m1−avm0ι∗σ(η̂
φ))

+ (πV τσ )∗((u + v)m0−avm1ι∗τσ(η̂
φ))

= ub+(X)σ(πV σ )∗((u + v)m1−dvm0ηφR)

+ ub+(X)σ(πV τσ )∗((u + v)m0−dvm1ηφR).

Consider the pushforward (πV σ)∗((u+v)
m1−dvm0ηφR). Observe that the binomial

(u + v)m1−d can be expanded as (u + v)m1−d =
∑

j≥0

(
m1−d

j

)
vjum1−d−j. This is

true regarless of whether or notm1−d is positive. Then (πV σ )∗((u+v)
m1−dvm0ηφR)
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is a sum of terms of the form (πV σ)∗(u
ivjηφR) = ui(πV σ )∗(v

jηφR). However, all such
terms are zero except when j = δ, where δ = d− b+(X)−σ is the dimension of the

Real Seiberg–Witten moduli space, in which case it equals uiSWφ
R(X, s). Using

this, we find that

(πV σ)∗((u+ v)m1−dvm0ηφR) = u2m+1−2d+b+(X)−σ

(
m1 − d

δ −m0

)
SWφ

R(X, s)

and similarly

(πV τσ)∗((u+ v)m0−dvm1ηφR) = u2m+1−2d+b+(X)−σ

(
m0 − d

δ −m1

)
SWφ

R(X, s).

Therefore, we have

(πV )∗(v
m0(v + u)m1ηφ) =

u2m−(2d−b+(X)−1)

((
m1 − d

δ −m0

)
+

(
m0 − d

δ −m1

))
SWφ

R(X, s) ∈ H0
Z2
(pt;Z2) ∼= Z2.

But the left hand side is precisely ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f), so we have shown that

ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f) = u2m−(2d−b+(X)−1)

((
m1 − d

δ −m0

)
+

(
m0 − d

δ −m1

))
SWφ

R(X, s).

Assume the dimension 2d − b+(X) − 1 of the ordinary Seiberg–Witten moduli
space is even and non-negative and choose m = (2d − b+(X) − 1)/2. Then under
the forgetful map from Z2-equivariant cohomology to ordinary cohomology, the
left hand side reduces to SWφ(X, s) (mod 2), the ordinary mod 2 Seiberg–Witten
invariant of (X, s). Thus we have proven:

Theorem 8.4. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with b1(X) = 0
and b+(X) odd. Let σ be a Real structure on X and s a Real spinc-structure.
Assume that b+(X)−σ > 0 and let φ be a chamber. Then

(8.5) SWφ(X, s) =

((
m1 − d

δ −m0

)
+

(
m0 − d

δ −m1

))
SWφ

R(X, s) (mod 2),

where m0,m1 ≥ 0 and any non-negative integers such that m0 +m1 = 2d− b+(X)
and δ = d− b+(X)−σ.

Recall that
(
a
b

)
= (−1)b

(
b−a−1

b

)
. Thus

(
m1 − d

δ −m0

)
=

(
δ −m0 −m1 + d− 1

δ −m0

)
=

(
2d− b+(X)−σ − 1−m0 −m1

δ −m0

)

=

(
b+(X)σ − 1

δ −m0

)
(mod 2).

Hence Theorem 8.4 can be re-written as

SWφ(X, s) =

((
b+(X)σ − 1

δ −m0

)
+

(
b+(X)σ − 1

δ −m1

))
SWφ

R(X, s) (mod 2).

Assume that 2d−b+(X)−1 = 2m is even and non-negative (as must be the case
if SWφ(X, s) is non-zero). Then m0+m1 = 2m+1. Choose m0 = m, m1 = m+1.
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Then (
b+(X)σ − 1

δ −m0

)
+

(
b+(X)σ − 1

δ −m1

)
=

(
b+(X)σ − 1

δ −m

)
+

(
b+(X)σ − 1

δ −m− 1

)

=

(
b+(X)σ

δ −m

)

=

(
b+(X)σ

1
2 (b+(X) + 1)− b+(X)−σ

)

=

(
b+(X)σ

1
2 (b+(X)σ − b+(X)−σ + 1)

)
.

Next, using
(
a
b

)
=
(
2a
2b

)
(mod 2), we can further re-write this as

(
2b+(X)σ

b+(X)σ − b+(X)−σ + 1

)
=

(
2b+(X)σ

b+(X)σ + b+(X)−σ − 1

)
=

(
2b+(X)σ

b+(X)− 1

)
,

giving

Corollary 8.5. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with b1(X) =
0. Let σ be a Real structure on X and s a Real spinc-structure. Assume that
b+(X)−σ > 0 and let φ be a chamber. If 2d− b+(X)− 1 ≥ 0, then

SWφ(X, s) =

(
2b+(X)σ

b+(X)− 1

)
SWφ

R(X, s) (mod 2).

Proof. If 2d− b+(X)− 1 is even and non-negative, then the result follows from the
calculation given above. If 2d − b+(X) − 1 is odd, then b+(X) must be even and

SWφ(X, s) = 0 by definition. But we also have
(2b+(X)σ

b+(X)−1

)
= 0 (mod 2) because(

a
b

)
= 0 (mod 2) whenever a is even and b is odd. �

8.4. Case b1(X)−σ = 0. We will now relax the condition that b1(X) = 0 to the
weaker condition that b1(X)−σ = 0. Under this assumption an equivariant splitting
exists by Lemma 4.1. Hence we have an O(2)-equivariant Bauer–Furuta map f :

SV,U → SV ′,U ′

over B = Jacs(X). Since b1(X)−σ = 0, the action of σ on the base
is the invesion map. The fixed point set Bσ consists of 2b1(X) isolated fixed points.
By Proposition 4.2, these fixed points correspond to the different Real structures
on s.

As before, we restrict the O(2) action to Z2 × Z2. Recall that we have defined
invariants

ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f) ∈ H∗

Z2
(B;Z2) ∼= H∗(B;Z2)[u]

with the property that if m0 +m1 = 2m+ 1, then ŜW
φ

m0,m1
|u=0 = SWφ

m(X, s).

Rather than compute ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f) directly, we use localisation on B with respect

to Z2 = 〈σ〉. Let s′ ∈ B be a fixed point, which as explained above can be identified
with a Real structure on s. Let ιs′ : {s′} → B be the inclusion map. The localisation
theorem gives

ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f) = u−b1(X)

∑

s
′

(ιs′)∗(ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f |s′))
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where

ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f |s′) = (ιs′ )

∗(ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f)) ∈ H∗

Z2
({s′};Z2) ∼= Z2[u].

Thus to compute ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f), it suffices to compute ŜW

φ

m0,m1
(f |s′) for each Real

structure s
′. This quantity is defined exactly the same way as ŜW

φ

m0,m1
(f) except

using the restriction f |s′ of f to s
′ in place of f . Now by essentially the same

calculation as in Section 8.3, we find

(πV
s
′
)∗(v

m0(v + u)m1 η̂φ
s
′) = ub+(X)σ (πV σ

s
′
)∗((u+ v)m1−dvm0(ηφR)s′)

+ ub+(X)σ(πV τσ

s
′
)∗((u+ v)m0−dvm1(ηφR)s′),

where the s′ subscripts denotes restriction to s
′. As before, we expand the binomials

using (u + v)n =
∑

j≥0

(
n
j

)
vjun−j and collecting only terms of the form vδ, where

δ = d− b+(X)−σ is the dimension of the Real moduli space. We obtain essentially
the same formula as (8.5):

ŜW
φ

m0,m1
(f |s′) = u2m−(2d−b+(X)−1)

((
m1 − d

δ −m0

)
+

(
m0 − d

δ −m1

))
SWφ

R(X, s
′).

Assume that m0 + m1 = 2m + 1 where m ≥ 0. Then we can choose m0 = m,
m1 = m+ 1. Then similar to the calculation in Section 8.3, we find(

m1 − d

δ −m0

)
+

(
m0 − d

δ −m1

)
=

(
δ + d− 2m− 1

δ −m

)
=

(
m− d

δ −m

)
(mod 2).

Hence

ŜW
φ

m,m+1(f) = u2m−∆

(
m− d

δ −m

)∑

s
′

(ιs′ )∗(1)SW
φ
R(X, s

′),

where ∆ = 2d−b+(X)−1+b1(X) is the dimension of the ordinary Seiberg–Witten
moduli space. This implies that the right hand side of this equality must be a
polynomial in u and that setting u = 0 recovers SWφ

m(X, s). We state this as:

Theorem 8.6. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold. Let σ be a Real
structure on X with b1(X)−σ = 0 and b+(X)−σ > 0. Let s be a spinc-structure
which admits a Real structure and let φ be a chamber. Then for each m ≥ 0, the
expression

u2m−∆

(
m− d

δ −m

)∑

s
′

(ιs′)∗(1)SW
φ
R(X, s

′) ∈ H∗(Jacs(X);Z2)[u, u
−1]

contains no negative powers of u and the u0-term equals SWφ
m(X, s).

In the special case that δ = 0, the right hand side in Theorem 8.6 is zero unless
m = 0. Hence SWφ

m(X, s) = 0 (mod 2) for all m > 0 and

SWφ
0 (X, s) =

(
u−∆

∑

s
′

(ιs′)∗(1)SW
φ
R(X, s

′)

)∣∣∣∣∣
u=0

(mod 2).

In particular, if δ = ∆ = 0, then

SWφ(X, s) =
∑

s
′

SWφ
R(X, s

′) (mod 2).

When δ = 0 and ∆ > 0, the absence of negative powers of u implies relations
between the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants, as the following example illustrates.
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Example 8.7. Suppose that b1(X) = 1. Then there are two Real structures on
s, call then s0, s1. We have B = S1 where σ acts by complex conjugation. We
have H∗

Z2
(S1;Z2) ∼= Z2[u, v], where we set v = (ιs0)∗(1). The localisation theorem

implies that (ιs1 )∗(1) 6= v, hence we must have (ιs1 )∗(1) = v + u. Suppose δ = 0.
Then

ŜW
φ

m,m+1(f) = u−∆(SWφ
R(X, s0)v + SWφ

R(X, s)(v + u))

= u−∆(SWφ
R(X, s0) + SWφ

R(X, s))v + u1−∆SWφ
R(X, s1).

The expression on the right hand side must not contain negative powers of u. If

∆ = 0, we get SWφ(X, s) = SWφ
R(X, s0) + SWφ

R(X, s1) (mod 2). If ∆ = 1, we get

that SWφ
R(X, s0) = SWφ

R(X, s1) = SWφ(X, s) (mod 2) and if ∆ > 2, we get that

SWφ
R(X, s0) = SWφ

R(X, s1) = 0 (mod 2).

9. Connected sum formula

In this section we prove a formula for the Real Seiberg–Witten invariants of
connected sums. Unlike the ordinary Seiberg–Witten invariant which vanish on a
connected sumX1#X2 with b+(X1), b+(X2) both positive, we will see that the Real
Seiberg–Witten invariants do not have this property. While the mod 2 invariants do
vanish if b+(X1)

−σ and b+(X2)
−σ are both positive, the integer invariants satisfy

a strong non-vanishing property: if the integer-valued Real Seiberg–Witten of X1

and X2 are non-zero, then so is the integer-valued Real Seiberg–Witten invariant
of X1#X2.

Let X1, X2 be compact oriented, smooth 4-manifolds equipped with Real struc-
tures σ1, σ2. Assume that the fixed point sets of X1, X2 are non-empty. Suppose
also that X1, X2 admit at least one Real spinc-structure. Then every component
of the fixed point sets of σ1, σ2 have codimension 2. Therefore we can form the
equivariant connected sum X1#X2 by removing open balls around fixed points
x1 ∈ X1, x2 ∈ X2 and identifying their boundaries. Let σ denote the resulting
involution on X = X1#X2. In general the isomorphism class of σ could depend
on the choice of fixed points x1, x2 used in the connected sum, but we will not
indicate this dependence in our notation. Now let s1, s2 be Real spinc-structures
on X1, X2. Removing open balls in X1, X2 around x1, x2, the resulting 4-manifolds
X ′

1, X
′
2 have boundary S3 with involution σ = diag(1, 1,−1,−1), where we think

of S3 as the unit sphere in R4. In order to glue the Real spinc-structures s1, s2
together, we need an isomorphism ϕ : P1|S3 → P2|S3 , where P1, P2 are the princi-
pal Spinc(4)-bundles corresponding to s1, s2. Since H2

Z2
(S2;Z−) = 0, there is up

to isomorphism a unique Real spinc-structure on S3, hence such an isomorphism
ϕ exists. The isomorphism is unique up to an element of the Real gauge group
{h : S3 → S1 |σ∗(h) = h−1}. This group has two components, which are rep-
resented by the constant gauge transformations {±1}. Since the constant gauge
transformations {±1} extend as constant gauge transformations over X1 (or X2),
the isomorphism class of the glued together Real spinc-structure s1|X′

1
∪ϕ s2|X′

2
does

not depend on the choice of ϕ. We denote it by s1#s2.

Let di = (c(si)
2 − σ(Xi))/8 and d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8 so that d = d1 + d2.
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First we consider the mod 2 Real Seiberg–Witten invariants. Recall that the
invariants depend on a choice of splitting. As in Section 3, a component of the
fixed point set of σ defines such a splitting. We will choose the splittings for X1, X2

determined by the component of the fixed point set along which we perform the
equivariant connected sum. This also determines a component of the fixed point
set on X1#X2, hence a splitting for X1#X2. Throughout this section we will
always use the splittings for X1, X2 and X1#X2 determined in this way. Bauer’s
gluing theorem [8] can easily be adapted to the Real case and it implies that the
Real Bauer–Furuta invariant for X1#X2 is the external smash product of the Real
Bauer–Furuta invariants of X1 and X2 (using the splittings described above).

Theorem 9.1. Assume that b+(X1)
−σ > 0 and let φ be a chamber for (X1, σ1).

Then φ also defines a chamber for (X1#X2, σ).

(1) If b+(X2)
−σ > 0, then SWφ

R,m(X1#X2, s1#s2) = 0 for all m ≥ 0.

(2) If b+(X2)
−σ = 0, then

SWφ
R,m(X1#X2, s1#s2) =

∑

k≥0

wk(−DR(X2, s2))SW
φ
R,m−d2−k(X1, s1)

for all m ≥ 0. In particular, if b1(X2)
−σ = 0, then

SWφ
R,m(X1#X2, s1#s2) = SWφ

R,m−d2
(X1, s1).

Proof. As explained above, the Real Bauer–Furuta invariant for X1#X2 is the
external smash product of the Real Bauer–Furuta invariants for X1 and X2. The
result then follows by a similar computation to the one give in [4, §8]. �

Now we consider integer invariants. We assume that d is even and that w1(DR) =
0. Recall that there are two types of integer invariants that we consider. The first
is the degree

degR(X, s) ∈ Hb+(X)−σ−d(JacR(X);Z).

If b+(X)−σ > 0, then we also have the integer-valued Real Seiberg–Witten invariant

SWR,Z(X, s) ∈ Hb+(X)−σ−d(JacR(X);Z)

and the two invariants are related by degR(X, s) = 2SWR,Z(X, s). Note that
if X = X1#X2 is an equivariant connected sum, then as explained above this
imposes distinguished choices of splittings for X1, X2 and X . With these splittings
w1(DR(X, s)) = 0 if and only if w1(DR(Xi, si)) = 0 for i = 1, 2. The behaviour of
the integer invariants under connected sum is given by the following results.

Theorem 9.2. Suppose d1, d2 are even and w1(DR(X, s)) = 0. Then

degR(X1#X2, s1#s2) = degR(X1, s1) ` degR(X2, s2)

where the right hand side is understood as an external cup product

Hi(JacR(X1);Z)×Hj(JacR(X2);Z) → Hi+j(JacR(X1)× JacR(X2);Z)

followed by the isomorphism JacR(X1)× JacR(X2) ∼= JacR(X1#X2).

Proof. Immediate since the Real Bauer–Furuta invariant of X1#X2 is the external
smash product of the Real Bauer–Furuta invariants for X1 and X2. �

Theorem 9.3. Suppose that b+(X1)
−σ > 0 and w1(DR(X, s)) = 0.
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(1) If d1, d2 are even, then

SWR,Z(X1#X2, s1#s2) = SWR,Z(X1, s1) ` degR(X2, s2).

In particular, if b+(X1)
−σ, b+(X2)

−σ > 0, then

SWR,Z(X1#X2, s1#s2) = 2SWR,Z(X1, s1) ` SWR,Z(X2, s2).

(2) If d1, d2 are odd, then

SWR,Z(X1#X2, s1#s2) = 0.

Proof. (1). Given that degR(X1, s1) = 2SWR,Z(X, s1) and degR(X1#X2, s1#s2) =
2SWR,Z(X1#X2, s1#s2), the result is immediate from Theorem 9.2.

(2). We have degR(X1#X2, s1#s2) = degR(X1, s1) ` degR(X2, s2). But since
d1 is odd, we have degR(X1, s1) = 0 and the result follows. �

Remark 9.4. An interesting consequence of Theorem 9.3 is that if (X, s) is the
equivariant sum of r summands (Xi, si), i = 1, . . . , r, each with b+(Xi)

−σ > 0 and
di even, then SWR,Z(X, s) is divisible by 2r−1.

Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold and s a spinc-structure on X .
Consider the connected sum X#X of X with itself with an involution that swaps
the two copies of X . We can construct such an involution as follows. First start
with S4 the unit sphere in R5 with involution σ0 = diag(1, 1, 1,−1,−1). This is
an odd involution with respect to the unique spin structure s0 on S4, hence we
obtain a Real structure on s0. Now take a point x1 ∈ S4 which is not fixed by
σ0 and set x2 = σ(x1). Attach a copy of X at x1 and another copy of X at x2.
This gives an involution σ on S4#X#X = X#X . Furthermore the spinc-structure
s0#s#(−s) inherits a Real structure. Set d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8 and observe that
b1(X#X)±σ = b1(X), b+(X)±σ = b+(X). If b+(X) = 1, then b+(X)−σ = 1 and a
chamber for X defines a chamber for (X#X, σ) in a natural way.

Recall that the ordinary mod 2 Seiberg–Witten invariants of (X, s) can be viewed
as a map

SWφ(X, s) : H∗
S1(X ;Z2) → H∗−(2d−b+(X)−1)(Jac(X);Z2),

or as a collection of cohomology classes

SWφ
m(X, s) = SWφ(X, s)(Um) ∈ H2m−(2d−b+(X)−1)(Jac(X);Z2).

Proposition 9.5. Suppose that b+(X) > 0 and if b+(X) = 1, let φ denote a

chamber for X. For all m ≥ 0, we have that SWφ
R,2m(X#X, s#(−s)) = 0 and

SWφ
R,2m+1(X#X, s#(−s)) = SWφ

m(X, s)

under the identification JacR(X#X) ∼= Jac(X).

We also have

degR(X#X, s#(−s)) =

{
1 if b+(X) = d = 0,

0 otherwise.
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Proof. Let f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

denote the Bauer–Furuta invariant of (X, s). Then
charge conjugation identifies the Bauer–Furuta invariant of (X,−s) with f , but in

an anti-linear way. In other words, if we let f̄ denote f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

but where
the S1-action on the domain and codomain are complex conjugated, then f̄ is the
Bauer–Furuta invariant of (X,−s). Then the O(2)-equivariant Bauer–Furuta map

of (X#X, s#(−s)) is f ∧ f̄ : SV,U ∧ SV,U → SV ′,U ′

∧ SV ′,U ′

, where σ acts on the
domain and codomain by swapping the two factors of the smash product. The Real
Bauer–Furuta map of (X#X, s#(−s)) is then given by restricting f ∧ f̄ to the fixed
points of σ. Clearly this just gives back f , but where the S1-action is restricted to
the subgroup Z2 ⊂ S1. Then the calculation given in Section 8.1 implies the result.

For the calculation of the degree, note that the real part of the families index

of the the spinc Dirac operator on X#X parametrised by Jacs#−s

R (X#X) can be
identified with D, the families index of the usual family of spinc-Dirac operators on
X parametrised by JacsR(X). Moreover, D = V − V ′. Then w1(D) = 0 because D
admits a complex structure. So the invariant degR(X#X, s# − s) is defined and

equals the ordinary degree of f : SV,U → SV ′,U ′

. Denote by βS1 ∈ H∗
S1(Jac(X);Z)

the S1-equivariant degree of f . Since S1 acts trivially on B = Jac(X), we have
H∗

S1(B;Z) ∼= H∗(B;Z)[U ], where U is the generator of H2
S1(pt;Z). Then from [1,

§3], we have that βS1 = 0 if b+(X) > 0 and

βS1 = U−d + U−d−1c1(−D) + U−d−2c2(−D) + · · ·

if b+(X) = 0. In this case, the non-equivariant degree of f is given by setting U = 0,
giving deg(f) = c−d(−D) (note that b+(X) = 0 implies that d ≤ 0 by Donaldson’s
theorem). If d = 0, then deg(f) = c0(−D) = 1 as claimed. To finish, we will show
that if b+(X) = 0, then cj(−D) = 0 for all j > 0.

Since H∗(B;Z) has no torsion, it suffices to compute Chern classes in rational
cohomology which we can do using the families index theorem. First note that
since b+(X) = 0, H2(X ;Q) is negative definite. Now let a, b ∈ H1(X ;Q). Then
(a ` b)2 = a ` b ` a ` b = 0. But H2(X ;Q) is negative definite and so
a ` b = 0. So all cup products of degree 1 classes vanish rationally. Using the same
method as [6, §5.3], the families index theorem gives cj(D) = 0 for all j > 0. Since
c(−D) = c(D)−1 = 1, we also have cj(−D) = 0 for all j > 0 as claimed. �

10. Generalised fibre sum

Let X1, X2 be compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifolds and let σ1, σ2 be Real
structures on X1, X2. Suppose for i = 1, 2, that the fixed point set of σi contains
an embedded torus Ti ⊂ Xi of self-intersection zero. Let X ′

i denote the complement
of a σi-invariant tubular neighbourhood of Ti and let σ′

i be the restriction of σi to
X ′

i. Then X ′
i has boundary T 3 = (S1)3, with involution σT 3(x, y, z) = (−x, y, z)

(where we think of S1 as the unit circle in C). Let ϕ be an orientation reversing
diffeomorphism ϕ : ∂X ′

1 → ∂X ′
2 satisfying ϕ ◦ σ′

1 = σ′
2 ◦ ϕ. The generalised fibre

sum X = X1#ϕX2 is the 4-manifold obtained by attaching X ′
1 and X ′

2 along their
boundaries using the map ϕ. Clearly σ′

1, σ
′
2 patch together to form a Real structure

σ on X .

Let s1, s2 denote Real spinc-structures on X1, X2 and s
′
1, s

′
2 their restrictions to

X ′
1, X

′
2. If ϕ

∗(s′2|T 3) ∼= s
′
1|T 3 , then by choosing an isomorphism we can glue s

′
1 and
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s
′
2 together to form a Real spinc-structure on X . Since b1(T

3)−σ
T3 = 0, the Real

gauge group on T 3 has two components and so using the same argument as in the
connected sum case, we see that the resulting spinc-structure does not depend on
the choice of isomorphism. We denote it by s1#f s2.

It is easily seen that each Real spinc-structure on (T 3, σT 3) comes from a uniquely
determined odd spin structure. Let sT 3 denote the translation invariant spin struc-
ture on T 3 and let lǫ1,ǫ2,ǫ3 denote the real line bundle on T 3 with holonomy (−1)ǫi

around the i-th circle. There are four odd spin structures given by l1,ǫ2,ǫ3 ⊗ sT3
,

ǫ2, ǫ3 = 0, 1. The set of σT 3 -equivariant, orientation reversing diffeomorphisms
ϕ : T 3 → T 3 acts transitively on the set of odd spin structures. To see this,
it suffices to consider diffeomorphisms of the form ϕ(x, y, z) = (xyazb, y, z), for
a, b = 0, 1. Hence for any s1, s2, there always exists a suitable choice of ϕ that can
be used to glue s1, s2. In general, the 4-manifold X1#ϕX2 depends on the choice
of ϕ, however if X1 is a C∞-elliptic fibration, T1 a smooth fibre and X1 has a cusp
fibre, then the diffeomorphism type of X1#ϕX2 does not depend on ϕ [14, Lemma
8.3.6].

Set di = (c(si)
2 − σ(Xi))/8. Observe that since Hi(T 3;Z)−σ

T3 = 0 for i = 1, 2,
then H1(X ;Z)−σ = 0 and H2(X ;R)−σ ∼= H2(X1;R)

−σ1 ⊕ H2(X2;R)
−σ2 . Hence

c(s)2 = c(s1)
2 + c(s2)

2. Also σ(X1#ϕX2) = σ(X1) + σ(X2) by Novikov additivity
[14, Remark 9.1.7]. Thus d = d1 + d2, where d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8. In particular,
if d1, d2 are even then so is d.

Theorem 10.1. Suppose b1(X1)
−σ1 = b1(X2)

−σ2 = 0 and d1, d2 are even. Then

degR(X1#ϕX2, s1#ϕs2) = degR(X1, s1)degR(X2, s2).

In particular, if b+(Xi)
−σi > 0 for i = 1, 2, then

SWR,Z(X1#ϕX2, s1#ϕs2) = 2SWR,Z(X1, s1)SWR,Z(X2, s2).

Proof. The proof is similar to the connected sum case. The only difference is that
since we are gluing manifolds X ′

1, X
′
2 with boundary T 3, we need to use relative

Bauer–Furuta maps. However it turns out that the Real Floer homotopy type
of (T 3, s, σT 3) for any Real spinc-structure on T 3 is equal to S0 [22, Proposition
4.24]. Hence if (W,σW ) is any compact, oriented, smooth Real 4-manifold with
b1(W )−σW = 0 and with boundary (T 3, σT 3) and sW is any Real spinc-structure
on W , then we can define degR(W, sW ) to be the degree of the Real Bauer–Furuta
map of (W, sW ) exactly as in the boundaryless case. Then if W =W1 ∪T 3 W2 is a
closed 4-manifold obtained by gluing together two such 4-manifolds, it follows that
the degree is multiplicative: degR(W, sW ) = degR(W1, sW1

)degR(W2, sW2
). If we

apply this to X1 = X ′ ∪T 3 (D2 × T 2), we get

degR(X1, s1) = degR(X
′
1, s

′
1)degR(D

2 × T 2, s1|D2×T 2).

We claim that degR(D
2 × T 2, s1|D2×T 2) = ±1. To see this, consider X0 = S2 × T 2

with involution σ0 = σS2 × idT 2 , where σS2 is a rotation of S2 by π. Clearly
S2 × T 2 is obtained by gluing two copies of D2 × T 2 together. Note that all four
Real spinc-structures on T 3 extend to D2×T 2 and to S2×T 2. We have b1(X0)

−σ =
b+(X0)

−σ = σ(X0) = 0 and X0 has positive scalar curvature, hence degR(X0, s0) =
1 for any Real spinc-structure s0. This is only possible if degR(D

2×T 2, s0|D2×T 2) =
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±1. Therefore, degR(X1, s1) = ±degR(X ′
1, s

′
1) and similarly degR(X2, s2) = degR(X

′
2, s

′
2).

This gives

degR(X1#ϕX2, s1#ϕs2) = degR(X
′
1, s

′
1)degR(X

′
2, s

′
2)

= degR(X1, s1)degR(X2, s2).

�

Example 10.2. Start with an elliptic fibration π : E(1) → CP
1. Let p : CP1 →

CP1 be a branched double cover branched along two points x1, x2 ∈ CP1 which are
regular values of π. The pullback of E(1) along p gives an elliptic fibration whose
total space X is E(2), a K3-surface. Let σ : X → X be the covering involution.
Then the fixed point set of σ is the preimages of the fibres of E(1) over x1, x2. Hence
the fixed point set of σ consists of two tori. Let s be the spin structure on X . Our
construction gives a complex structure on X for which σ is holomorphic. However,
we can use a hyperKähler structure on X to find a complex structure for which σ is
anti-holomorphic. Then the corresponding Kähler 2-form ω satisfies σ∗(ω) = −ω.
The moduli space of the Seiberg–Witten equations for (X, s) with perturbation of
the form iλω for sufficiently large λ consists of a single point cut out transversally.
This unique solution is preserved by σ and hence SWR,Z(X, s) = 1. Now for any
n ≥ 1, consider the n-fold fibre sum of (X, σ, s). The resulting 4-manifold is the
n-fold fibre sum of E(2), namely E(2n). In fact, it is not hard to see that the
resulting involution on E(2n) comes from taking an elliptic fibration E(n) → CP

1

and pulling back under the branched double cover p : CP1 → CP1. The n-fold
fibre sum of s is the unique spin structure sE(2n) on E(2n) and Theorem 10.1 gives

SWR,Z(E(2n), sE(2n)) = ±2n−1. By way of contrast, the ordinary Seiberg–Witten

invariant is given by SW (E(2n), sE(2n)) = ±
(
2n−2
n−1

)
.

11. Exotic involutions and exotic embedded surfaces

Recall from the introduction the notion of an admissible pair (X, σ):

Definition 11.1. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold and σ an
orientation preserving smooth involution on X . We will say the pair (X, σ) is
admissible if b1(X)−σ = 0, σ has a non-isolated fixed point and (X, σ) satisfies one
of the following conditions:

(1) X admits a symplectic structure with σ∗(ω) = −ω, and b+(X)− b1(X) =
3 (mod 4).

(2) X is spin, b1(X)−σ = σ(X) = 0 and H1(X ;Z) has no 2-torsion.
(3) X has a spinc-structure s with σ∗(s) = −s, SW (X, s) is odd, b+(X) −

b1(X) = 3 (mod 4), and

c(s)2 − σ(X)

8
=
b+(X)− b1(X) + 1

2
= b+(X)−σ.

(4) X = CP
2
with an involution such that b+(X)−σ = 0.

(5) X = N#N and σ is the involution which swaps the two factors (as in
Section 9), where N is negative definite, b1(N) = 0 and there is a spinc-
structure on N with c(s)2 = −b2(N).
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Proposition 11.2. Let (X, σ) be admissible. Then X has a Real spinc-structure s

such that degR(X, s) is defined and non-zero.

Proof. We consider separately cases (1)-(5) of Definition 11.1.

(1). Let s be the canonical spinc-structure associated to ω. Then σ∗(s) ∼= −s,
hence s admits a Real structure by Proposition 2.2. Let S ⊂ X denote the fixed
point set of σ. Let X0 = X/σ and let S ⊂ X0 be the image of S in X0. Then
X → X0 is a branched double cover, branched over S. Since σ∗(ω) = −ω, S
is Lagrangian. By the Lagrangian neighbourhood theorem, the normal bundle of
S in X coincides with the normal bundle of the zero section S → T ∗S. Hence
e(S) = −χ(S), where e(S) denotes the self-intersection number of S (note that
S could be non-orientable). Set d = (c(s)2 − σ(X))/8. Since s is the canonical
spinc-structure associated to ω, we have 2d = b+(X) − b1(X) + 1. Since X → X0

is a branched double cover, we have χ(X0) = (χ(X) + χ(S))/2 and σ(X0) =
(σ(X) + e(S))/2 = (σ(X) − χ(S))/2. Hence σ(X0) + χ(X0) = (σ(X) + χ(X))/2,
or equivalently

b+(X)− b1(X) + 1 = 2(b+(X0)− b1(X0) + 1) = 2(b+(X)σ − b1(X)σ + 1).

Therefore,

b+(X)−σ − b1(X)−σ = b+(X)σ − b1(X)σ + 1 =
1

2
(b+(X)− b1(X) + 1) = d.

Since by assumption b1(X)−σ = 0, this reduces to b+(X)−σ = d. We also have that
SW (X, s) is odd, because X is symplectic. Thus case (1) is a special case of case
(3).

(2). SinceH1(X ;Z2) has non 2-torsion, there is a unique spin structure s. Since σ
has a non-isolated fixed point, σ is odd with respect to s, thus the underlying spinc-
structure of s admits a Real structure. Then d = (c(s)2 −σ(X))/8 = −σ(X)/8 = 0
by the assumption that σ(X) = 0. So d = b+(X)−σ = b1(X)σ = 0. Hence
degR(X, s) is defined and is odd, by Proposition 5.9 (3).

(3). By assumption X has a spinc-structure s with σ∗(s) = −s. Hence s admits
a Real structure by Proposition 2.2. Set d = (c(s)2−σ(X))/8. Then by assumption
2d− b+(X)+ b1(X)− 1 = 0 and d− b+(X)−σ, so the moduli spaces of the ordinary
and Real Seiberg–Witten equations for s are zero-dimensional. If b+(X)−σ = 0,
then d = b+(X)−σ = 0 and degR(X, s) is defined and odd, by Proposition 5.9
(3). If b+(X)−σ > 0, then b+(X) ≥ b+(X)−σ ≥ 2, because b+(X)−σ = d and the
assumptions b+(X) − b1(X) = 3 (mod 4) and 2d = b+(X)− b1(X) + 1 imply that
d is even. Theorem 8.6 gives

SW (X, s) =
∑

s
′

SWR(X, s
′) (mod 2)

where the sum is over all Real structures on s. Hence there is at least one Real
structure s

′ on s for which SWR(X, s
′) is odd. Since d is even, degR(X, s

′) and
SWR,Z(X, s

′) are defined. Since SWR,Z(X, s
′) = SWR(X, s

′) (mod 2), we have
that SWR,Z(X, s

′) is non-zero and hence degR(X, s
′) = 2SWR,Z(X, s

′) is also non-
zero.

(4). Let s be a spinc-structure with c(s)2 = −1. Then clearly s admits a Real
structure and d = b+(X)−σ = b1(X)−σ = 0. Hence degR(X, s) is defined and is
odd by Proposition 5.9 (3).
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(5). This is immediate from Proposition 9.5. �

Example 11.3. We give some examples of admissible pairs (X, σ).

(1) A symplectic manifold (X,ω) with b1(X) = 0, b+(X) = 3 (mod 4), σ a
non-free involution such that σ∗(ω) = −ω.

(2) An integer homology 4-sphere with any orientation preserving, odd invo-
lution (this satisfies condition (2)). Note than any orientation preserving
involution on such a 4-manifold has non-empty fixed point set.

(3) An integer homology S1 × S3-manifold with an odd, non-free involution σ
acting trivially on H1(X ;R).

(4) A 4-manifold X homeomorphic to K3 and σ an odd involution which acts
non-freely.

Let S ⊂ S4 be an embedded sphere in S4 and let Σ2(S
4, S) denote the dou-

ble cover of S4 branched over S and let σ : Σ2(S
4, S) → Σ2(S

4, S) denote the
covering involution. Given a knot K, one constructs a 2-knot τm,n(K) ⊂ S4

called the m-twist, n-roll spin of K [20]. Let K be the (−2, 3, 7)-pretzel knot.
Miyazawa proves that Mn = Σ2(S

4,#nτ0,1(K)) is homeomorphic to S4 and that
|degR(Mn, s, σn)| = 3n [22]. Here s denotes the unique Real spinc-structure on Mn

and σn denotes the covering involution. Similarly, if P+ ⊂ S4 denotes the standard
embedding of RP2 in S4 with self-intersection 2, then M ′

n = Σ2(S
4, P+#nτ0,1(K))

is homeomorphic to CP
2
and |degR(M ′

n, s)| = 3n, where s is a spinc-structure
with c(s)2 = −1. It was subsequently shown by Hughes–Kim–Miller that M ′

n

is diffeomorphic to CP
2
for any n ≥ 0 [15]. In particular, this means that CP

2

has an infinite collection of involutions {σ′
n}n≥0, each with fixed point set an

embedded RP
2 and with |degR(CP

2
, s, σ′

n)| = 3n, where c(s)2 = −1. Note that

(CP
2
, σ′

n) = (Mn, σn)#(CP
2
, c) is the blow-up of (Mn, σn).

In [22] it is proven that the surfaces P+#nτ0,1(K) are all topologically isotopic
(through locally flat topological embeddings) using a result of Conway–Orson–
Powell [9]. It follows that all of the involutions σ′

n are topologically equivalent,

that is, there exists homeomorphisms fn : CP
2
→ CP

2
such that σ′

n = fn ◦ c ◦ f−1
n ,

where c denotes complex conjugation. So the involutions {σ′
n} are exotic copies of

complex conjugation.

Theorem 11.4. Let (X1, σ1), . . . , (Xk, σk) be admissible pairs. Let c : CP2 → CP2

denote complex conjugation. Let X = X1# · · ·#Xk and σ = σ1# · · ·#σk. Then

(1) The involution σ#c on X#CP
2
admits infinitely many exotic copies.

(2) Suppose the fixed point sets of σ1, . . . , σk are connected. Let S ⊂ X/σ de-
note the image of the fixed point set of σ in X0 = X/σ. Then the embedding
P+#S ⊂ X0 admits infinitely many exotic copies.

Proof. (1) Since (X1, σ1), . . . , (Xk, σk) are admissible, there exists Real spinc-structures
s1, . . . , sk such that degR(Xi, si) is defined an non-zero for each i (Proposition 11.2).
Hence there is a Real spinc-structure s = s1# · · ·#sk on X such that degR(X, s)
is defined and non-zero (Theorem 9.2). Let sc denote a Real spinc-structure on

(CP
2
, c) with c(sc)

2 = −1. Then s#sc is a Real spinc-structure on (X ′, σ′) =

(X#CP
2
, σ#c) with non-zero degree. Let S denote the set of Real spinc-structures
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s
′ on X ′ = X#CP

2
such that degR(X

′, s′) is defined and non-zero (the condition

for the degree to be defined is that (c(s′)2 − σ(X ′))/8 = b+(X
′)−σ′

). By the com-
pactness properties of the Seiberg–Witten equations, the moduli space of solutions
to the Seiberg–Witten equations for fixed metric and perturbation is non-empty for
only finitely many spinc-structures. Hence S is a finite set. Choose an integer r > 0
for which 3r > |degR(X

′, s′)| for all s′ ∈ S. Now consider the infinite collection of
involutions {σX′,n}n≥0 on X ′ defined by (X ′, σX′,n) = (X ′, σ′)#(Mrn, σrn). Note

that X ′#Mrn = X#CP
2
#Mrn

∼= X#CP
2
= X ′. We claim that the involutions

{σX′,n}n≥0 are pairwise non-isomorphic.

Let Sn denote the set of Real spinc-structures on (X ′, σX′,n) for which the degree
is defined an non-zero. Let tn denote the unique Real spinc-structure on Mn. Then
it is easily seen that the map S → Sn given by s

′ 7→ s
′#trn is a bijection.

For each n ≥ 0, define An = {|degR(X ′, s′, σX′,n)| | s
′ ∈ Sn} ⊂ Z. Note

that An is finite and non-empty for each n. If there is an orientation preserving
diffeomorphism f : X ′

n1
→ X ′

n2
such that f ◦σX′,n1

= σX′,n2
◦f , then it follows that

f induces a bijection f : Sn1
→ Sn2

which respects degree and hence An1
= An2

.
On the other hand, we have that

|degR(X
′, s′#trn, σX′,rn)| = |degR(X

′, s′)||degR(Mrn, trn)| = 3rn|degR(X
′, s′)|.

Hence An = 3rnA0 for each n ≥ 0. If An1
= An2

, then 3rn1A0 = 3rn2A0. But
since 3r > a for any a ∈ A0, it follows that this equality can only occur if n1 = n2,
thus the involutions {σX′,n}n≥0 are pairwise non-isomorphic. Lastly, since each
involution σrn is homeomorphic to c, it follows that each σX′,n is homeomorphic
to σ′ = σ#c, so they are exotic copies of σ#c.

(2) Observe that P+#S ⊂ X ′/σ′ = X0 is the image of the fixed point set of
σ′ and that P+#rnτ0,1(K)#S ⊂ X0 is the image of the fixed point set of σX′,n

(where K is the (−2, 3, 7)-pretzel knot). Since the surfaces P+#rnτ0,1(K) ⊂ S4

are all topologically isotopic, the same is true of the surfaces P+#rnτ0,1(K)#S.
However, no two can be smoothly isotopic, for then their branched double covers
would be equivariantly diffeomorphic. �

Corollary 11.5. For all a 6= b, aCP2#bCP
2
admits an involution which has infin-

itely many exotic copies.

Proof. Reversing orientation if necessary, we can assume b > a. Then X =

aCP2#bCP
2
= a(S2 × S2)#(b − a)CP

2
. Now equip S2 × S2 with the involution

σ(x, y) = (y, x) and equip CP
2
with the involution c given by complex conjugation.

Then (S2 × S2, σ) and (CP
2
, c) are admissible, so the result follows from Theorem

11.4. �

Corollary 11.6. For all a ≥ 0, b > 0, aK3#bCP
2
has an involution with infinitely

many exotic copies.

Proof. Let σ be any odd involution on K3 which does not act freely. Then (K3, σ)

is admissible. Now apply Theorem 11.4 to (K3, σ) and (CP
2
, c). �
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