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THE MOD 2 SEIBERG-WITTEN INVARIANTS OF SPIN
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ABSTRACT. We completely determine the mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariants
for any spin structure on any closed, oriented, smooth 4-manifold X. Our
computation confirms the validity of the simple type conjecture mod 2 for
spin structures. Our proof also works for families of spin 4-manifolds and thus
computes the mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariants for spin families.

The proof of our main result uses Pin(2)-symmetry to define an enhance-
ment of the mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariants. We prove a connected sum
formula for the enhanced invariant using localisation in equivariant cohomol-
ogy. Unlike the usual Seiberg—Witten invariant, the enhanced invariant does
not vanish on taking connected sums and by exploiting this property, we are
able to compute the enhanced invariant.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Seiberg-Witten invariant is an invariant of smooth 4-manifolds which has
proven to be very effective in distinguishing smooth structures on homeomorphic
4-manifolds. In contrast it has been observed that in a number of cases, the mod
2 Seiberg-Witten invariant for spin-structures is a topological invariant [27] 32] 9]
25] and a similar “rigidity” phenomenon occurs for the families Seiberg—Witten
invariants [21I]. As we will show, when b, (X) > 3 this rigidity will imply that the
mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariants of spin structures can not be used to distinguish
smooth structures. When by (X) = 1 or 2, we will show that the mod 2 Seiberg—
Witten invariant is “essentially” a topological invariant in a sense that will be
clarified below. Nevertheless, there are many good reasons for wanting to compute
these invariants. Their vanishing can be used to obstruct the existence of symplectic
structures. Their non-vanishing can be used to obstruct the existence of positive
scalar curvature metrics and gives a lower bound for the genus of embedded surfaces
through the adjunction inequality. Furthermore, using various operations such as
blowup, rational blowdown [14] and Fintushel-Stern knot surgery [15], we can also
calculate the mod 2 Seiberg-Witten invariants for various spin®-structures that are
not spin.

In this paper we completely determine the mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariants for
any spin structure and also the mod 2 families Seiberg—Witten invariants for spin
families (under some mild assumptions on the family). Some consequences of these
results and some related results are examined.
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1.1. Main results. Let X be a closed, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with b4 (X) >
1 and s a spin®-structure. The mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariant is a homomorphism
SWX)5 : A(X) — L
where A(X) = AN*H'(X;7Z)* @z Z[z] is the tensor product of the exterior algebra
on H*(X;Z)* = Hom(H"(X;Z),Z) with the polynomial ring Z[z] = H%, (pt; Z) on
a single generator z (see eg. [30]). The Seiberg—Witten invariant is also defined
when by (X) = 1 but depends in addition on the choice of a chamber. For our
purposes it is convenient to recast this in the following form. Let Pic*(X) denote
the space of gauge equivalence classes of spin®-connections with curvature equal to
a fixed 2-form representing —2mic(s). This is a torsor over Pic(X), the group of

flat unitary line bundles on X and hence there are canonical isomorphisms

H*(Pic®(X); Zg) =2 H*(Pic(X); Zz) = N'HY (X Z2)* @7 Zs.
So SWx s can be viewed as a map H*(Pic®(X); Za) ®z, HZ: (pt; Zz) — Zz, or as a
map HY, (pt; Zo) — H*(Pic®(X);Z)*. By Poincafe duality, H*(Pic®(X);Zo)* =
H*(Pic®(X);Zs), so SWx 5 is equivalent to a map
SWx s : Hgi(pt; Zo) — H*(Pic®(X); Z2).

This map has degree —d(X,s), where we set
c(s)® — o(X)
4
This is the form of the Seiberg—Witten invariants that most naturally emerges from

from the Bauer—Furuta invariant and it is the form that we will use throughout this
paper. Since H, (pt; Zy) = Zolx], SWi s is determined by the classes

SWx o (z™) € H>m=4X9) (Pic?(X); Zs)

d(X,s) = — by (X) - 1.

where m > 0.

Let D; — Pic®(X) denote the families index of the family of spin® Dirac op-
erators parametrised by Pic*(X). Let s;(Ds) € H* (Pic*(X);Z) denote the j-th
Segre class of D, (recall that the total Segre class s(V) =141 (V) +s2(V)+--- of
a virtual bundle is defined by ¢(V')s(V) = 1, where ¢(V) = 1+¢1 (V) +ca(V)+- -« is
the total Chern class). From the families index theorem (see Section [l for details),
it follows that s;(Ds) = 0 for odd j and

1
52 (Ds) = ﬁ52(Ds)7

where
(1.1) 52(Ds) = > (i Ui Uis¥is, (X)) i, 24, i,
iy <iz<iz<i4
Here y1, ... yp, (x) is a basis for HY(X;Z) and 1, ... , Ty, (x) 18 a corresponding dual

basis for H'(Pic*(X);Z) = HY(X;7Z)*.
To describe the Seiberg—Witten invariant in the cases by (X) = 1 or 2, we need
to introduce one more concept, namely functions
¢ HY (X Z)F — Zs
for k = 2,3 defined as follows. Let ai,...,ar € HY(X;Z). Each class a; is
equivalent to specifying a homotopy class of map X — S', hence we get a map
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f: X — Tk where T* is a k-dimensional torus. The level set C = f~1(t) of a
regular value of f is a normally framed submanifold of X of dimension 4 — k. The
framing allows us to define the restriction s|c of s to C and we define ¢* (a1, . . ., ax)
to the be mod 2 index of s|c. Cobordism invariance of the index implies that ¢¥ is
a well-defined function (see Section for further details).

Our first main result is a complete formula for SWx ; for spin structures. Note
that in the case by (X) = 1, the mod 2 Seiberg-Witten invariant of a spin structure
does not depend on the choice of chamber (Lemma [B:2)).

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with by (X) > 0
and let s be a spin-structure on X. Then SWx ¢(x™) =0 for all m > 0. Further-
more, we have:

(1) if by (X) =1, then for any a,b € H (X;Z) = Hy(Pic*(X);Z),
(SWxs(1), 0~ b) = g5 (a,b) (mod 2),
(2) if by (X) =2, then for any a,b,c € HY(X;7Z) = H,(Pic*(X);Z),
(SWx s(1),a~ b~ c)=q¢(a,b,c) (mod 2),
(3) if by (X) = 3, then
SWx (1) = s240(x)/8(Ds) (mod 2)

where we set s;(Ds) =0 if | <0,
(4) if b4 (X) > 3, then SWx 4(1) = 0.

We note here that the Seiberg-Witten invariant SWx ; of a spin structure s
depends only on the underlying spin®-structure associated to s. We will say that
two spin structures are equivalent if they have the same underlying spin®-structure.

Recall that if X is a compact, oriented, smooth spin 4-manifold with b (X) = 3,
then o(X) = 0 or —16. When o(X) = —16, Theorem [[T] gives SWx 4(1) =
1 (mod 2). The by (X) = 0 case of this result was proven by Morgan and Szabé [27].
When o(X) = 0, Theorem [Tl gives SWx s(1) = s2(Ds) (mod 2). The b1 (X) =4
case of this result was proven by Ruberman and Strle [32]. Other special cases of
Theorem [[LT] were proven by Bauer [9] and Li [25]. The cases by (X) = 1,2 appear
to be new.

Example 1.2. We give examples illustrating cases (1)-(3) of Theorem [Tl In-
terestingly these examples are all compact complex surfaces of Kodaira dimension
0.

1. Let X = K3 be a K3-surface, then b, (X) =3, o(X) = —16 and b;(X) = 0.
Hence by case (3) of Theorem [T SWgks (1) = 1 (mod 2) for the unique spin
structure s.

2. Let X =T be a 4-torus, then by (X) =3, 0(X) = 0 and b;(X) = 4. Hence
by case (3) of Theorem [T, SWr4 4(1) = s2(Ds) (mod 2) for the unique equivalence
class of spin structure s. From Equation [} it is easily seen that s3(Ds) is the
non-trivial element of H*(Pic®(X);Zy) = Zs.

3. Let X be a primary Kodaira surface with H;(X;Z) torsion-free. Then X
is diffeomorphic to S x Y, where Y — C' is the total space of a degree 1 circle
bundle over an elliptic curve C. We have by (X) = 2, b1(X) = 3 and X has a
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unique equivalence class s of spin structure. Since C' is an elliptic curve, T'C has
a translation invariant trivialisation. Then using a connection to split the tangent
bundle of Y into horizontal and vertical components, we obtain a trivialisation
of TY and hence a spin structure sy. Taking the product of sy with any spin
structure on S! defines a spin structure s on X. Let a,b,c denote generators of
HY(X;Z) = 7Z3. Then a — b — c is Poincaré dual to a fibre F of Y — C.
By construction, the normal framing on F' is translation invariant under the circle
action on F and it follows that s|p is the unique translation invariant spin structure
on the circle, which has index 1. Then by case (2) of Theorem [T SWx (1) is the
non-trivial element of H?(Pic®(X);Zy) = Zs.

4. Let X be a hyperelliptic surface constructed as follows. Let A be the lattice
in C? with basis e; = (1,0), ez = (i,0), e3 = (0,1), e4 = (0,w), where w = e™/3.
Let T be the 4-torus T = C/A. Then Zs = (g) acts freely on T by g(z1,22) =
(21 + 1/6,wz2) and we set X = T/Zg. Then b (X) =1, b1(X) = 2 and X has
a unique equivalence class s of spin structure. Let C be the elliptic curve given
by the quotient of C by the lattice spanned by 1/6 and ¢ and let 7 : X — C be
the map induced by the projection (z1,22) — z1. This gives X the structure of an
elliptic fibre bundle over C. Let a,b denote generators of H'(X;Z) = Z2 Then
a ~ b is Poincaré dual to a fibre F' of 7 : X — C. Using a similar argument to the
previous case, we find that s|z is the unique translation invariant spin structure on
the 2-torus, which has index 1. Then by case (1) of Theorem [T SWx (1) is the
non-trivial element of H?(Pic*(X);Zs) = Zs.

Theorem [[I] shows that when b, (X) > 3, SWx s(2") can be expressed in terms
of the Segre class s3(D;), which in light of Equation (ILTJ) is a topological invariant.
So we obtain:

Corollary 1.3. For b (X) > 3, the mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariant of a spin
structure § on a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold X depends only on the un-
derlying topology of X.

Strictly speaking, to say that SWx . is a topological invariant requires a notion
of spin structure on topological 4-manifolds. For details on how this is done, see
for example [5l §4.2].

When b4 (X) =1 or 2, it is not immediately clear from Theorem [[TI] whether
SWx s depends on the smooth structure of X. However we can show that SWx 4
is a topological invariant up to certain identifications, as described in the theorem
below:

Theorem 1.4. Let X1, Xo be two compact, oriented, smooth spin 4-manifolds which
are homeomorphic to each other and with by (X1) = by(X2) =1 or 2. Let Sx,, Sx,
denote the set of spin structures on X; and Xs. Then there exists a bijection
¢ : Sx, — Sx, and an isomorphism ¢ : H'(X1;Z) — HY(X2;7Z) inducing an
isomorphism ¢ : H*(Pic*(X1)) — H*(Pic#®)(X5)) for any s € Sx,, such that

Y(SWx,s) = SWx, o(s)
foralls € Sx, .
We do not know whether the maps ¢, 1 are induced by a homeomorphism X; —

Xa, however they are induced by a diffeomorphism X;#k(S? x S2) — Xo#k(S? x
S?) for some k > 0 (see Section [5.2)).
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For 4-manifolds with by (X) = 0, there is only one possible value of m for which
SWx s(2™) can be non-zero, which is m = d(X,s)/2, provided d(X,s) is even and
non-negative. When b1(X) = 0, d(X,s) is the dimension of the moduli space of
solutions to the Seiberg—Witten equations, so m is half the dimension. In all cases
where the Seiberg—Witten invariants have been computed and b4 (X) > 1, we have
SWx s(x™) = 0 unless m = 0, that is, unless the dimension of the moduli space is
zero. This has become known as the simple type conjecture. One can also formulate
a simple type conjecture for 4-manifolds with b1 (X) > 0. In this case one usually
considers only the “pure” Seiberg—Witten invariant

SW(X,s) = / SWo(z™) € Z,
Pics(X)
where 2m = d(X,s) 4+ b1(X) is the dimension of the moduli space. The simple type

conjecture then states that SW(X,s) = 0 unless m = 0. From Theorem [L[I] we
immediately see that the mod 2 simple type conjecture is true for spin structures:

Corollary 1.5. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with by (X) > 0
and let s be a spin structure on X. Then SWx ¢(2") = 0 (mod 2), unless m = 0.
In particular the mod 2 simple type conjecture holds for spin structures.

It is interesting to consider SWx (1) as a function of the spin structure s. Recall
that the set of spin structures is a torsor for H'(X;Zs). If s is a spin structure and
A € HY(X;Zs), then we denote the torsor structure by (4,s) — A ® s.

The following theorem shows that SWy (1) is quadratic, linear or constant as
a function of s according to whether b, (X) is 1, 2 or 3.

Theorem 1.6. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth spin 4-manifold with b (X) >
0.
(1) If b (X) = 1, then for any spin structure s, A, B € H(X;Zs) and a,b €
HY(X;Z), we have:
(SWx a@B@s(1),a > b) + (SWx ags(1),a ~ b) + (SWx pes(1),a ~ b) + (SWx s(1),a ~ b)
= ([X],A~ B~ a-~b).
(2) If b (X) = 2, then for any spin structure s, A € H*(X;Zs) and a,b,c €
HY(X;Z), we have:
(SWx ags(1),a~bw—c)+ (SWxs(1),a~bwc)=(X],A-va~—bvc).

(3) If by (X) = 3, then SWx (1) taken mod 2 does not depend on the choice
of spin structure.

From Theorems [Tl and we obtain a non-vanishing theorem concerning
Seiberg—Witten invariants on spin 4-manifolds:

Corollary 1.7. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth spin 4-manifold.

(1) If b1 (X) =1 and if there exists classes a,b € H'(X;Z) and classes A, B €
HY(X;Zsy) such that A~ B~ a — b # 0, then there is a spin structure on
X with non-zero mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariant.

(2) If b1 (X) = 2 and if there exists classes a,b,c € HY(X;Z) and a class
A€ HY(X;Zsy) such that A~ a~ b~ c# 0, then there is a spin structure
on X with non-zero mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariant.
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(3) If b (X) = 3, o(X) = 0 and if there exists classes a,b,c,d € H'(X;Z)
such that a ~ b~ ¢~ d # 0 (mod 2), then there is a spin structure on X
with mon-zero mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariant.

One application of non-vanishing Seiberg—Witten invariants is the adjunction
inequality:

Theorem 1.8. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth, spin 4-manifold and suppose
one of the conditions (1)-(3) of Corollary[1.7 is satisfied. Let ¥ C X be a smooth,
compact, oriented surface embedded in X and representing a non-torsion class a €

H?(X;Z). Then the genus g of ¥ satisfies
29 — 2 > |a?.

Proof. First of all note that if X satisfies one of the conditions of Corollary [[L7,
then o(X) = 0 and hence X with the opposite orientation also satisfies one of
the conditions of Corollary [[71 We choose the orientation on X for which the
self-intersection of ¥ is non-negative (and thus equals |a?|). By Corollary [T the
Seiberg—Witten invariant of some spin structure on X is non-zero. The adjunction
inequality (eg. [22, Theorem 11]) then gives 2g — 2 > |a?|. O

Our techniques can also be used to compute the mod 2 families Seiberg—Witten
invariants for spin families. Let By be a compact, smooth manifold and 7 : £ —
By a smooth family of 4-manifolds parametrised by By. This means that E is a
fibre bundle with fibres given by a compact, oriented smooth 4-manifold X, with
transition functions given by orientation preserving diffeomorphisms of X. Suppose
that s is a spin®-structure on the vertical tangent bundle T(E/By) = Ker((m) :
TE — TBy). One can consider the Seiberg—Witten equations of the family E with
respect to the spin®-structure [4, [5, 24] 26, 28] BT B3]. Let B = Pic*E(E/By)
denote the space of gauge equivalence classes of spin®-connections on the fibres of
E. This is a torus bundle over B whose fibre over b € By is Pic*®1* (X}), where
Xy, = 7' (b) is the fibre of E over b. If b;(X) > 0, then for technical reasons we
also need to assume there exists a section s : By — F [5l Example 2.4]. A chamber
for the family £ — By is defined to be a homotopy class of non-vanishing section
¢: B — HT, where H" — B is the pullback to B of the fibre bundle on By whose
fibre over b € By is H" (X}), the space of harmonic self-dual 2-forms (with respect
to some given family of metrics on the fibres of F). Then we obtain the mod 2
families Seiberg-Witten invariant which is a homomorphism

SWE.,  Hii(ptyZo) — H*(B; Zo)
of degree —d(X,s), where X is a fibre of E and s is the restriction of sg to X.

The following result completely determines the mod 2 families Seiberg—Witten
invariants of spin families for even powers of x, under some mild assumptions on
the family. The general result, Theorem[6.7] is slightly complicated to state so here
we give the result only for by (X) = 0.

Theorem 1.9. Let E — By be a spin family and suppose that by(X) = 0. Then
for any chamber ¢ we have

SWg,sE (x2m) = wb+(X)*3(H+ (X))S2(m+1+a(X)/16) (DsE )
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In particular, Theorem [[L9] implies that the mod 2 invariants S Wg o (x2™) de-
pend only on by (X),o(X) and the K-theory classes [HT] € KO%(B), [Ds] €

K°(B). This recovers and generalises the rigidity theorem of Kato—Konno—Nakamura
[21], which deals with the case by (X) =0, m =0, b (X) > dim(B) + 2.

In the course of proving Theorem [[L9 we also obtain some constraints that spin
families must satisfy. We state the result here only for the case by (X) = 0.

Theorem 1.10. Let E — By be a spin family and suppose that b1(X) = 0. Then

wi(H(X))s2(4140(x)/16) (D) = 0.
forall j >0 and b (X)—2 <1 <by(X).

1.2. Outline of the proof of the main results. We give an outline of the main
steps in our computation of the Seiberg—Witten invariants:

(1) For spin structures, the Seiberg—Witten equations posess an additional sym-
metry j known as charge conjugation. Since j?2 = —1, no irreducible solu-
tion to the Seiberg—Witten equations can be fixed by j. If we could choose
a j-invariant perturbation for which the Seiberg-Witten moduli space is
smooth, then j could be used to pair off solutions, giving a mod 2 vanish-
ing result.

(2) Unfortunately, such a simple approach does not work as there are no non-
zero j-invariant perturbations. One of the key ideas in this paper is to
instead consider a j-invariant family of perturbations. Such families exist,
in fact we can take the parameter space of the family to be the unit sphere
S(H*(X)) in H"(X) with j acting as the antipodal map on S(H*(X)).

(3) In light of point (2), it is possible to keep track of charge conjugation
symmetry, but the price to pay is that we must now consider the Seiberg—
Witten equations for a family. More precisely, we construct an enhancement
of the usual Seiberg-Witten invariant SWx s which takes the form of a map
SWTD  Hy, o) (0t Za) — Hy, Y9 (Pic®(X) x S(HF(X)): Zo).
Moreover SWf;5 can be recovered from SW)];ZL ) in that we have a com-
mutative square of the form

swxin® (X .5)
HE (o) Pts Lp) ———— Hy, P(Pic®(X) x S(H'(X)); Zs)

SWE .

H}, (pt; o) ‘ H* =49 (Pics(X); Zs)
(4) Now remains the task of computing SW;T(Q). At first this might seem

no easier than computing SWx ;. However, it turns out that SW)?:@),
unlike the ordinary Seiberg—Witten invariants, behaves well under taking
connected sums. Exploiting this property of S W;;TQ)

it, and in turn to compute SWx ;.

(5) We need to prove a connected sum formula for SW;;;"@). This is diffi-
cult if one chooses to work directly with moduli spaces, so instead we work
throughout this paper with the Bauer—-Furuta cohomotopy refinement of

allows us to compute
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the Seiberg—Witten invariants. For spin structures, the Bauer—Furuta in-
variant has Pin(2)-symmetry and our enhanced Seiberg-Witten invariant
SW)I(D?:(Q) can be recovered from the Pin(2) Bauer—Furuta invariant.

(6) The Bauer-Furuta invariant of a connected sum X#Y" is the smash product
of the Bauer—Furuta invariants for X and Y. Since the Bauer—Furuta in-
variants of X and Y are both equivariant, their smash product has S* x S'-
symmetry, or Pin(2) x Pin(2) in the spin case. The usual S! or Pin(2)
symmetry group is obtained by restricting to the diagonal subgroup. How-
ever, it is beneficial to retain the larger symmetry group. Another key idea
of this paper to use localisation in equivariant cohomology with respect to
the additional circle group of symmetry. This leads to a product formula
for SW;;;;&JX 45, Which ultimately allows us to compute SW;Z: @ and
SWx .

(7) When b, (X) > 3 our formula shows that SWx s can be expressed in terms
of Segre classes of the families index Dy and these are easily computed.
When b4 (X) = 1 or 2, SWx is given by a more subtle invariant of
D, that depends on the class of D; in the Quaternionic K-theory group
KH(Pic*(X)). Further work is then required to identify this class in terms
of the topology of X.

1.3. Structure of the paper. In Section 2l we recall the Bauer-Furuta invariant
and how the Seiberg—Witten invariants of a 4-manifold or a family of 4-manifolds
can be recovered from the Bauer—Furuta invariant. This leads us to consider more
generally Seiberg-Witten type invariants associated to any S'-equivariant cohomo-
topy class. In Section[Blwe consider the Seiberg—Witten invariants in the case of spin
structures. In this case there is an additional symmetry, charge conjugation, which
leads us to consider Pin(2)-equivariant cohomotopy classes. We will see that in the
Pin(2)-equivariant case, the mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariants admit an enhance-
ment that we call the Pin(2)-equivariant Seiberg—Witten invariants. In Section [4]
we consider the Seiberg-Witten invariants or their Pin(2)-equivariant enhancement
for the smash product of two cohomotopy classes. Such a cohomotopy class has
an additional circle of symmetry and by applying localisation in equivariant coho-
mology with respect to this extra symmetry, we arrive at a product formula for
the Seiberg—Witten invariants or their Pin(2)-equivariant enhancement of a smash
product. In Section [§ we apply the product formula to arrive at a formula for
the Pin(2)-equivariant Seiberg—Witten invariants of spin 4-manifolds. From this
we obtain the mod 2 Seiberg-Witten invariants of any spin structure. The cases
by (X) = 1,2 require further analysis and this is carried out in Section 52l Finally,
in Section [0l we use the same approach to compute the Seiberg—Witten invariants
for spin families.

1.4. Acknowledgements. We thank Hokuto Konno for comments on a draft of
this paper.

2. MONOPOLE MAPS AND SEIBERG—WITTEN INVARIANTS

In this section we recall how the Seiberg—Witten invariants of a 4-manifold can
be recovered from the Bauer—Furuta cohomotopy refinement. We will use a more
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general framework that is suitable for contructing the Seiberg—Witten invariants
for families of 4-manifolds.

We will be concerned with maps of sphere bundles over a base space B which is
assumed to be a compact manifold. If V' is a complex vector bundle over B and U
a real vector bundle, we let SV denote the fibrewise compactification of V @ U,
or equivalently the unit sphere bundle of V@ U @ R. We let S* act on V by scalar
multiplication and trivially on U. This determines an S'-action on SV:V. We let
sy.u : B — SY°U denote the section at infinity. Consider an S'-equivariant map of
sphere bundles

frSVU sV
where V, V'’ are complex vector bundles on B and U, U’ are real vector bundles.
Assume that f sends sy, to sy v and that the restriction of f to SY is homotopic
to the map SV — SU" induced by an inclusion U — U’ of vector bundles. We will
refer to such a map of sphere bundles as a monopole map.

Suppose that X is a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold and that s is a spin®-
structure on X. By taking a finite dimensional approximation of the Seiberg—
Witten equations as in [7], we obtain a monopole map f : SV'U — SVSU" over
B = Pic*(X), the space of gauge equivalence classes of spin®-connections with
curvature equal to a fixed 2-form representing —2mic(s). This is a torsor over
Pic(X), the group of flat unitary line bundles on X and hence is a torus of dimension
b1(X). The Bauer-Furuta invariant of (X,s) is the (twisted, equivariant) stable
cohomotopy class of f.

We introduce some notation associated to a monopole map f : SV'U — sV
Let a,a’ denote the complex ranks of V, V' and let b, b’ denote the real ranks of
U,U’. Further, set d = a —a’ and by = b’ — b. Let D denote the virtual vector
bundle D =V — V' and let HT = U’ — U. Since f|y is homotopy equivalent to
an inclusion, we have an isomorphism H*™ = U’/U, in particular H™ is a genuine
vector bundle. In the case that f is the Bauer—Furuta monopole map for a 4-
manifold X and spin®-structure s, D — Pic® is the families index of the family of
Dirac operators parametrised by Pic®*(X) and H™ is the trivial bundle with fibre
H™(X), the space of harmonic self-dual 2-forms on X for some Riemannian metric.

In [B], we constructed cohomological invariants associated to a monopole map
f:SVU & SV'-U' which in the case of the Bauer—Furuta monople map for (X, )
recovers the Seiberg—Witten invariant. More generally, for a family of 4-manifolds
this procedure recovers the families Seiberg—Witten invariants. We recall the con-
struction of these invariants. Since our interest is in the mod 2 Seiberg-Witten
invariants, we will work throughout with Zs-coefficients. This has the benefit that
we do not have to consider orientations.

Since the restriction of f to SV is homotopic to an inclusion, we can identify
U with a subbundle of U’ and we can further assume that f|gu is given by the
inclusion map. The cohomological invariants of f depend on a choice of a chamber
for f, which by definition is a homotopy class of section ¢ : B — U’ \ U. Equiv-
alently as chamber can be regarded as a homotopy class of non-vanishing section
of Ht = U'/U. Such a chamber determines a lift T$,7U, € Hg‘llurb/ (SVHU' )

of the Thom class Ty ¢+ € H;‘f/"’b/(sv/’U/, syr.u) as follows. Let Ny denote an
S'-invariant tubular neighbourhood of ¢(B) in SV U’. The Thom class TN, of
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Ny — ¢(B) is valued in H;‘f*‘bl (Ny, Ny \ ¢(B)) which by excision is isomorphic to
Hg‘flﬂ)l (SV'U' SV'U'\ ¢(B)). Then since ¢(B) is disjoint from SU we can map
TN, to a class in Hg‘flﬂ)l (SV'U' SV, which is T$/7U/.

Pulling back the lifted Thom class by f gives f*(T‘?/’U/) € Ij;‘f,er,(SV’U,SU).
Let NV denote a tubular neighbourhood of SV in SV°V and let YV'V = SV:U\ NV
be the complement (alternatively one can construct Y'V°U as the real blowup of SV:V
along SY). Then YY"V is a manifold with boundary. Furthermore, the S'-action
is free and we set YV'U = YV:U /Gl By excision and homotopy invariance we have
isomorphisms

Hi (SVY,8Y) = Hi (SVY NY) = 1E, (YU, 0y VYY) = ge(yVY oy VY.
Hence we can regard f*(r‘q,iU) as an element of H2¢ ' (YyV:U gy V:U),

Let my.r : YV*U — B be the projection map. We have a pushforward map
(WV,U)* . H*(YV’U76YV’U) N H*_(2a+b_1)(B),

which is obtained from the corresponding pushforward map in homology using
Poincaré-Lefschetz duality. Now we define the Seiberg—Witten invariant of f with
respect to the chamber ¢ to be the homomorphism

SW{: Hg (pt) — H* =20+ +(B)

given by
SWE0) = (mv.0)« (0 (3 11)).

Sometimes it is useful to consider a slightly more general invariant S’W};b :
H, (YVU) — H*=2d+b4+1(B) by allowing 6 to be an element of Hg, (YV-U). How-
ever, this is not a stable invariant of f since the space Y'Y depends on V and U.

As a special case, we can take any element in H, (B) and pull it back to H, (lN/V’U)
and in this case we do get a stable invariant.

Recall that HY, (pt) = Zs[x], where deg(x) = 2. Therefore S’WJ‘Z5 is completely

determined by the collection of cohomology classes SW?(I’”) € g2m-2dtb4l(p),
where m > 0. '

In the case that f is the monopole map associated to a 4-manifold X with spin©-
structure s, we have d = (c¢(s)? — 0(X))/8, by = by (X) and B = Pic*(X). Since
Pic*(X) is a torsor for Ty = H'(X;R)/H*(X;Z), we have a canonical isomorphism
H*(Pic*(X)) =2 H*(Tx). So the Seiberg-Witten invariant takes the form SVV;;5 :
HZ, (pt) — H*~24T0++1(Ty) and is equivalent to the collection of cohomology
classes SWf(xm) € H2m—2dtbe (T,

3. SPIN STRUCTURES AND Pin(2)-SYMMETRY

For a spin-structure s, the Seiberg—Witten equations have an additional sym-
metry known as charge conjugation, which we denote by j. The corresponding
monopole map is Pin(2)-equivariant, where Pin(2) = S U jS! with relations
jel? = e=j 2 = —1. This motivates us to consider Pin(2)-equivariant monopole
maps more generally.
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Let B be a compact manifold. Assume that B is equipped with an involution
t: B — B and let Pin(2) act on B, where S' C Pin(2) acts trivially and j acts as
t. Let E— B be a complex vector bundle on B. Suppose that E is equipped with
an antilinear endomorphism J : E — E covering ¢ and satisfying J?> = —1. Then
we make E into a Pin(2)-equivariant vector bundle over B by letting S* C Pin(2)
act by scalar multiplication and j act by J. Let F' — B be a real vector bundle
and suppose F' is equipped with an involutive endomorphism J : F — F covering
t. Then we make F into a Pin(2)-equivariant vector bundle over B by letting
St C Pin(2) act trivially and let j act by J.

Consider now a Pin(2)-equivariant map f : S’V — SV'.U' where V, V' are
complex vector bundles equipped with anti-linear endomorphisms covering ¢ and
squaring to —1 and U,U’ are real vector bundles equipped with involutive en-
domorphisms covering ¢. Assume that f sends sy to syr gy and that f|sv is
Pin(2)-homotopic to the map SY — S U" induced by an inclusion of vector bundles
U — U’. We will refer to such a map as a Pin(2)-equivariant monopole map.

In the case that f is the monopole map for a 4-manifold X and spin-structure s,
recall that B = Pic®(X). A spin connection defines an origin in Pic®(X) and hence
gives an identification Pic®(X) = H'(X;R)/H'(X;Z). The involution ¢ : B — B
acts on H'(X;R)/H'(X;Z) as —1 (i.e. the inverse map of the group structure).
Furthermore, U, U’ are trivial vector bundles over B and j is the map —:*, that is,
a combination of pullback by ¢ and multiplication by —1.

The construction of cohomological invariants given in Section [2] can be repeated
for Pin(2)-monopole maps but now keeping track of the additional symmetry. A
chamber in the Pin(2) sense is a Pin(2)-equivariant homotopy class ¢ : B — U\ U.

This determines a lifted Thom class i/, ,, € Hz, t2/(SV":U", SV) which pulls back

to f*(T‘?/)U,) € H%Z;TS;(SV’U, SY). As before we have isomorphisms

Hipip) (870, 8Y) & Hipyp ) (Y, 0V V) 2 17 (Y0, 0y YY),

Now the projection map 7y : V'V — B is Za-equivariant and hence it determines
a push-forward map (mv,v). : Hy (Y'Y, 0YV"V) — Hg;(2a+b_1)(B) in equivariant
cohomology. This requires some justification since Poincaré-Lefschetz duality does
not hold in equivariant cohomology. Consider more generally a compact Lie group
G and a G-equivariant fibre bundle 7 : £ — B, where the fibre F' is a compact
n-manifold with boundary. The transition functions for the fibre bundle are home-
omorphisms so they must send the boundary of F' to itself. Hence we also have a
fibre bundle 0F — B whose fibres are the boundaries of the fibres of E. Replacing
E and B by their Borel models Eg = F Xg EG, Bg = B Xg BG, we have a fibre
bundle 7 : Eq — Bg, with fibre F. Let 0E¢ denote the Borel model for 9F and
let Ef, be the space obtained by collapsing the boundary of each fibre to a disctint
point. This is a fibre bundle over Bg with fibre F/OF. Consider the Leray—Serre
spectral sequence EP? for E/, — Bg. Since HX(F/OF) = 0 for k > n, we have
EP9 = ( for ¢ > n and hence there is a map

H™(EL) — EI'"™™" = H™"(Bg; H"(F,0F)).

Here H™(F,JF) is to be understood as a local system on B. However, since we are
working with Zs-coefficients and F' is a compact n-manifold, we have H"(F,0F) =
Zo, the trivial local system with coefficient group Zs. So we have a well defined
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map H™(E{) — H™ "(Bg). From the definition of Ef,, there is a quotient map
E{, — Eq/0E¢ and hence a pullback map H" (Eq,0Eq¢) — H™(E(;). Composing,
we get a map

7. : H"(Eg,0Eg) — H™(Ey) — H™ " (Bg)
or equivalently, a map in equivariant cohomology

7 HZ(E,0E) — HZ(E) — H} "(B).

Thus, to any Pin(2)-monopole map f and chamber ¢, we may define the Pin(2)-
equivariant Seiberg—Witten invariant of f with respect to ¢ to be the map

* *—2d+by+1
Sngn@),f P Hpjpno)(pt) = Hy, =77 (B)

given by
SW e 1(O) = (@) (O (70 1)),

Forgetting the additional symmetry recovers the usual Seiberg—Witten invariant
in the sense that we have a commutative diagram

. SWEin@1s | e2diby 41
(3.1) Hpy ) (pt) ——— Hy "+ (B)

L,

Hgl(pt) f H*_2d+b++1(B)

However there may be some loss of information in passing to the Pin(2)-equivariant
Seiberg-Witten invariant as the map Hp,, ) (pt) — HZ, (pt) is not surjective. In
fact, we have Hp, o (pt) = Zs[u, q]/(u?) where deg(u) = 1, deg(q) = 4 (eg. [6} §5])
and the map H}’;m@)(pt) — HY, (pt) sends u to zero and ¢ to 2.

The map SW Pm (2),f 15 a morphism of HZ*2 (pt)-modules. Recall that Hy (pt) =
Zs[u], where deg(u) = 1. So we have, SWPm(z) (ub) = uSWPm(Q) (0).

As in the S'-equivariant case, it is sometmes convenient to regard the domain

of SW to be either Hy, )( YV:U) or Hp o) (B)

n(2).f

In the case that f is the Seiberg-Witten monopole map for a 4-manifold X
with spin-structure s, we run into an immediate problem. There are no Pin(2)-
equivariant chambers because the action of j on Pic®(X) always has fixed points,
while j acts on HT(X) as —1. So it would appear that we can not take advantage
of the Pin(2)-symmetry in this situation. Fortunately there is a simple way to
circumvent this difficulty, which we previously made use of in [4, §9.4]. The idea
is to replace Pic®(X) with By s = Pic®(X) x S(H'(X)), where S(H*(X)) is
the unit sphere in H*(X). We define ¢ : Bx,s — Bx,s to be the product of
—1 on Pic*(X) with the antipodal map on S(H"(X)). Then we simply pullback
the monopole map from Pic®(X) to By . Then we have a tautological chamber
o't . Bxs — HT(X)\ {0} which given by the projection Bx , — S(H'(X)),
followed by the inclusion S(H'(X)) — HT(X) \ {0}. Hence to any 4-manifold X
with b4 (X) > 0 and with spin structure s, we obtain a Pin(2)-equivariant Seiberg—
Witten invariant

SWPzn (2),f - H]*%n(2) (pt) — HZ*Q (BX,S)'
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in(2),f°
Recall that Hy (pt) = Za[u], where deg(u) = 1.

To simplify notation we write S W)I;f:@) for SW;;

Proposition 3.1. We have an isomorphism of Zz[u]-algebras:

H;,(Bx,s) = H*(Pic®(X))[u]/(u"+ ).

Proof. Set n = by (X)—1. Since the antipodal map acts freely on S(HT (X)) = S™,
it follows that ¢ acts freely and that the quotient Bx /(¢) has the structure of a
fibre bundle over RP" with fibre Pic*(X). Furthermore, the distinguished point
of Pic®(X) determined by the spin-connection is fixed by —1 and hence defines a
section RP" — Bx /(t). Let E5'? denote the Leray—Serre spectral sequence for
p : Bxs/(t) — RP". The existence of a section implies that p* : H*(RP") —
H*(Bx /(1)) is injective. Hence there are no differentials into EP:* for any p or 7.
This implies that the pullback map H(Bx s/ {t)) — H'(Pic*(X)) is surjective. But
Pic*(X) is a torus so H*(Pic®) is generated by H'(Pic®(X)), hence the pullback
map H*(Bxs/(t)) — H*(Pic*(X)) is surjective for all k. The result now follows
from the Leray—Hirsch theorem, the fact that H*(RP") = Zy[u]/(u"*!) and the
isomorphism Hy (Bx,s) = H*(Bx /(1)) O

Let us write S’W)Z(’)f to distinguish the integral Seiberg—Witten invariant from
the mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariant S’W;E.

Lemma 3.2. If b (X) =1 and s is a spin-structure, then SW)Z(’? does not depend
on the chamber ¢.

Proof. Since X is spin and b (X) = 1, we must have b_(X) = 1 (by Donaldson’s
Theorem B in the simply connected case [12], or the 10/8 inequality more generally
[I7]). The wall-crossing formula (eg. [5]) implies that SW??(J:’”) - SW)Z(:;qb(xm) =
+8m41(D), where s;(D) denotes the j-th Segre class of the index bundle D —
Pic*(X). Since by (X) = 1 and ¢(s) = 0, the calculation in [5, §5.3] shows that
sj(D) =0 for all j > 0, hence the result follows. O

By Lemma [3.2] for a spin structure, S W)Z(f and S W;s do not depend on ¢ even
when b4 (X) =1 and so we will denote these invariants as SVV)%5 and SWx .

Lemma 3.3. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with b (X) > 0
and s a spin-structure. If m is odd then SW)ZQE(xm) = 0. If m is even then
SWx s(x™) = SW§T:(2)(qm/2)|u:0, where for a class o € H*(Pic®(X))[u]/(ub+X)),
alu=o denotes the class in H*(Pic*(X)) obtained from o by setting u = 0.

Proof. Let ¢ : Pic®*(X) — Pic*(X) denote the inversion map. The charge con-
jugation symmetry of the Seiberg—Witten equations implies that SW§75(Im) =
(—1)UL*SW)Z(75(Im), where 0 = m+d+b4(X)+1. However SW§75(xm) has degree
2m —2d 4+ by (X)+1s0 t* acts as (—1)2m24+0+(X)+1 G4 the formula simplifies to
SWE 4(z™) = (=1)™H4SWZ  (z™). Furthermore, d = —o(X)/8 is even as o(X) is
a multiple of 16. So SW§ (™) = (—1)"SWZ ,(¢™) and hence SW¥ _(¢™) = 0 if
m is odd, as H*(Pic®(X);Z) has no torsion.
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Now suppose m is even. Let f: SV'U — SV'U" be the Seiberg-Witten monopole
map over Pic®(X). Pull this back to Bx s = Pic®(X) x S(H"(X)). Adapting the
commutative diagram (B]) to this setting, we have a commutative diagram

Swhi®

H;m@)(pt) e N, H2;2d+b++l(BX15) —E>. H*72d+b++1(Pl-cg(X))[u]/(ub+(X))

| |
SWx s
H: (pt) S {2 (Pics (X))

Then since ¢"/? € Hpi2) (Bx,s) gets sent to 2™ € HZ, (Pic®(X)), commutativity
of the diagram gives SWx o(2™) = SW;;;"@) ("™?)]u=0- O

By this lemma, the task of computing the mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariants for
Pin

spin structures is reduced to calculating SW (2)|u:0. In fact, we will compute

the whole invariant SW)?T(Q), not just its evalution at v = 0. However, before
carrying this out we already obtain a strong vanishing theorem which implies that
SWx s for a spin structure is usually zero mod 2.

Theorem 3.4. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with by (X) > 0
and s a spin-structure. If by (X) >3, then SWx 4(0) = 0 for all § € HE, (pt).

Proof. Assume that by(X) > 3. By Lemma B3] it suffices to show that
SW)];,T@)(qm”u:O = 0 for all m > 0. Recall that SW)};)T@) is a map
SWETE s Hpy o) (pt) — Hy 20O (B o) o e 2d4 0 COFL (P[] / (ub+ (),

Recall also that u® = 0 in HEp,2) (pt). Hence

wBSWETP () = SWET (uPh) =0,

This means that SW;;?@) (¢"™) is divisible by u®+(*)=3 and hence SW;;?@) (@"™)|u=0 =
0. (I

Theorem [B4] is a generalisation of the main result of [9] (see also [25]), which
corresponds to the case that —o(X)/4—b4(X)—1+b1(X) = 0, or equivalently the
case that the moduli space of the Seiberg—Witten equations is zero-dimensional.

4. A PRODUCT FORMULA FOR SEIBERG—~WITTEN INVARIANTS

Suppose that we have two S'-equivariant monopole maps
fir §VeUi o5 gVIUIL =12

over a common base B. Let f = f1 Ag fo: SV = SV'.U" be the fibrewise smash
product of fi and fy, where V. =V} @ Vs ete. It is S'-equivariant where S* acts
on both factors. Our goal in this Section is to compute SWy in terms of SW;, and
SWry,.

Let ¢ : B — H*\ {0} be a chamber for f. Since H* = H;" ® Hy we can write
¢ = (¢1, ¢2), where ¢1 and ¢2 do not simultaneously vanish. Perturbing ¢ slightly,
we may assume that ¢; and ¢o meet the zero sections of H 1+ , H2+ transversally. Let
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71,75 C B be the zero loci of ¢1, ¢2. So Z1, Zs are disjoint and Z; is Poincaré dual
to the Euler class e(H;") € HY (B), where b denotes the rank of H;".

The key observation is that the map f is S' x S'-equivariant, where the i-
th copy of S! acts as scalar multiplication on V; and V. Keeping track of this
extra symmetry, we will be able to compute SWJ‘Z’ using localisation in equivariant
cohomology. Carrying out all constructions with respect to this larger group, we
get a lifted Thom class

Tu € Hyea (870, 8Y),
which pulls back to
Frly) € Hoogn YV, 0YVY) = HE (YVV 0VY)
where on the right, we have identified the quotient of S' x S! by the diagonal
subgroup AS! with St via
(St x SY)/ASt = St (a,b) > ab™t.
The quotient map S! x S' — S is split surjective with splitting map S* — S* x §!
given by a — (a,1). Hence we can identify the quotient group with the subgroup
St x {1}.

The projection map 7wy : Y'Y — B is Sl-equivariant, where S! acts trivially

on B, hence, as explained in Section Bl defines a push-forward map

(rv,0)e s Hin (YVU,0YVU) o HE Gt (B),

It follows that we can define an enhancement of SWJ‘Z’ valued in S'-equivariant
cohomology:

* *—2d+by+1
SngxSI,f : ‘HS1><S1 (pt) — HSI * (B)v

SWei g1 4(0) = (mv) (01 (7).

Furthermore, the map is compatible with S W]? in the sense that we have a com-
mutative diagram

Swe

% Slxsl,f *—2d+by +1
Hslxsl(pt) - Hsl " (B)

e

H (pt) H*—240++1(B)
where the vertical maps are the forgetful maps in equivariant cohomology obtained
by restricting to the subgroups AS' c S! x S! and {1} C S!'. Moreover, since
the map HY, o (pt) — HZ,(pt) is surjective, we see that Swglxsl,f
determines S WJ? .

completely

Let us establish notation for various subgroups of S' x S'. Write S} for the
subgroup given by the i-th copy of S* and AS! for the diagonal copy of S*. If
we write S! without any further decoration, it will be understood as the quotient
group (S x S')/AS. We have H} g (pt) = Zso[z] and Hfy, g1 (pt) = Zo|z1, x2],
where z; corresponds to the i-th copy of S!. More precisely, z; is the pullback
of the generator of ng'l (pt). The restriction map H¥, ¢ (pt) = Hxg: is the map
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Zo|x1, x2] — Zso|x] which sends 1 and z2 to z. When thinking of S* as the quotient
(St x SY)/AST, we write H, (pt) = Za[y]. Since the quotient map S* x S* — S*
is given by (a,b) — ab™1, it follows that the pullback of y equals 1 — z.

Let (YV'U)S" denote the fixed point set of the S-action on YV-U and o :
(YV-U)S" 5 YYU the inclusion. Then (YVV)S" is a manifold with boundary
and the boundary of (VVU)S1 is the fixed point set of the S*-action on OYV:V. Tt
is easily seen that (YVU) = [y UFy, where F} = YV2U10U2 gpd F, = YV1.UhOUz,
Let F,; denote the preimage of F; in YV:U. Then F; is the fixed point set of S}
acting on Y'YV The normal bundle of F; in YU is the pullback of V; to F;.
Turning this around, the normal bundle of F; is obtained by taking the normal
bundle of F; and quotienting by the action of AS'. Since AS' acts on V; with
weight +1, we see that the normal bundle of F; is N; = V; ® L, where L — YV is
the line bundle associated to the circle bundle YV'U — YV'U_ Let ¢ = c1,51x51 (L)
denote the S* x S'-equivariant Chern class of L. The image of ¢ in AS'-equivariant
cohomology is x. If we restrict L to Fy, then Si acts trivially, hence c|r, = 2.
Similarly, ¢|p, = 1.

The localisation theorem [Tl IIT (3.8)] says that the pullback
o Hy (YU, 0 V) — 5 (VVU)S oy )T
is an isomorphism after localising with respect to y. Similarly, the pushforward
map Ly : Hgl((YV’U)Sl,B(YV’U)Sl) — Hz (YV'V,0YV"V) is an isomorphism after
localising with respect to y. At this point we should remark that since F; and Fb
will typically have different dimensions, the pushforward does not respect degrees,
only the degree mod 2. In any case, since the map is an 1som0rphism in the localised

rings, there exists a class p € y_ngl((YV’U) ,O(YV-U)S™) of mixed degree such
that ¢.(n) = 1. Since t*1.(p) = eg1(N)p, where N denotes the normal bundle

of (YV'U)S" in YV:U and egi(N) is the S'-equivariant Euler class, we must have
p=-eg (N)~1. We will make this more precise below.

Let N; denote N|g,. We have already shown that N; = V; ® L. Identify the
quotient group (S! x S1)/AS! with S. This acts with weight +1 on V4. It acts
with weight —1 on V3 because (a,1) ~ (1,a™!) modulo AS*. Hence

esi(N1) = (y+22)™ + (y +22) Ter (Vi) + -+ + ca, (V1),
esi(No) = (—y+21)® + (—y + 1) "1 (Vo) + -+ + cap (V).

Recall that y = 1 — 9. Hence y + zo = z1; and —y + 1 = x3, so the above
expressions can be written as

est(N1) =2t + 28 Ter (Vi) + -+ + ca, (V1),
est(Na) = 2§? + 252 o1 (Vo) + -+ + ¢y (V).

However, writing the Euler classes this way makes it less clear how to invert them.
For this purpose, it is better to write eg1(N7),egq1(N2) in the form

est(N1) =y +y“le(Vi @ L) +
es1(N2) = (=)™ + (—y)* e (Va© L) +
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‘We then have
est(N1) =y +y s (Vi@L)+ -,
esi(Na)™h = (=)™ + (—y) " 's1(Va® L) +

where (V1 ® L), s;(Vo® L) are the Segre classes of V1 ® L, Vo ® L. Since Fj is finite
dimensional, these are zero for all large enough j and hence the above expressions
for eg1(N;)~! have only finitely many terms.

For a complex vector bundle E of rank r, we have.
] r—1 ! (-1
J(E®L) ch < z>’ JE@L) =Y si(E)er (L)~ < . z>
J— J =
1= 1=0

In fact, the same expressions hold even when F is a virtual vector bundle. Applying
these expressions to D1, Do, we find

_ —d; —1 _
651 Nl Zy_‘“ JZ?EJ ( ]1_1 )EH*(FI)[yuy 1]7

>0
es1(Na) ™t = Z(—y)_‘“_j Zx{;lsl(Dl) (_de—_l l) € H*(Fy)[y,y ).
7>0 1=0

Let m : F1 — B, mo : F5 — B be the projections to B. The localisation theorem
then gives

(4.1) SWE g1 5(0) = (m)less (N1)TH0S* (7)) + (m2) (51 (N2) 101" (7))

Let j; : SYi — SViUi denote the restriction of fi to SYi. By the assumption
that fi1, fo are monopole maps, we can assume that ji,jo are given by inclusions
U; — U]. Now to compute (71 ). (est (Nl)_lﬁf*(r$7U)), note that we are restricting
to SO C SY1, so f can be replaced by j1 A fo.

Let t; : S — SViHi e the inclusion map. Then j; A fo is a suspension
of 11 A\ fo : §Va:Uz _y GVILHT A SV';*UZ;, so they have the same Seiberg—Witten
invariants (as shown in [5, Proposition 3.8]). It remains to compute the Seiberg—
Witten invariants of ¢; A fo (and similarly fi A ¢2).

Recall the chamber ¢ = (¢1, ¢2) and recall that Z; is the zero locus of ¢;. Recall
also that ¢o is non-vanishing on Z;. After a small perturbation, we may assume
that ¢a|z, : Z1 — SV2°U2 is transverse to fo|z, : SV2°U> — §V2-U2 (the fact that this
can be done for S!-equivariant monopole maps is explained in [5, Pages 522-523].
The same argument also works in the Pin(2)-equivariant case, because the stabiliser

of any point in (f2|z, ) (¢2|z,) is trivial). Let My — Z; denote the pre-image
(falz,) " Hd2lz,) and Mg = M3/S* the quotient. Then (11 A f2) ' (¢(B)) = Ma.
This is a smooth manifold, however it is not cut out transversally. The technique
of obstruction bundles (eg. [I6l Section 3]) can be used to overcome this difficulty.
The obstruction bundle on My is V/. This descends to the bundle V{ @ L on Ma.
Hence the Seiberg-Witten invariants of fa|z, and ¢ A f2 are related by:

SW?

t1Af2

(0) = (j)-SWp2, (e(V{ @ L)6)
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where j; : Z1 — B is the inclusion map. To apply this to the localisation formula,
we need the S' x S'-equivariant extension of this formula,

SWE g1 np(0) = (jl)*Swgfxsl)fz‘Zl (est (V] ® L)H).

Some care is required in interpreting the right hand side of this equation. First
of all, we can identify S' x S with the product S{ x AS! via the isomorphism
(a,b) = (ab=1,b). Next, the argument eg:(V{ ® L)f should be thought of as an
element of

ying‘lel (?V21U2|Z1) = yilH;%XASl (}N/V27U2|Z1) = ZQ[y7y71]®Z2H251 (}N/V27U2|Z1)'

Let ¢ y " Hir 1 (YV2U2| 1)) 2 Zoly, y ] @2, Hi g1 (Y"V2U2|2,) denote this iso-
morphism. Note in particular that ¥o(z1) = y + x, ¥2(x2) = z, where x is the
generator of H3 g (pt) pulled back to H3 g, (Y">Y2|z,). From this, it follows that
we have a commutative diagram

]
SWslxsl,f2\zl

YT HG 50 (Y722 z,)

|

ixASt

y ' HE (Z1)

v YT HG  ae (VY222

1R

—1 l* Vo, U. id@sw}z‘zl —1 *
ZQ[yay ]®Z2 HASI(Y > 2|Z1) —>ZQ[y7y ]®Zz H (Zl)

One similarly defines ¢; : y™ ' HZy 6 (YV0U1]2,) 22 Zoly,y @z, Hi g (Y001 2,)
where ¢ (z1) = 2, ¥(22) = —y+2. Exchanging the roles of f; and f5 gives a similar
formula relating the Seiberg-Witten invariants of fi]z, and fi A t2. Substituting
into (@) and noting that eg:(V; ® L) tesi (V! @ L) = es1 (D; ® L)~ gives:

Theorem 4.1. For all 0 € Hglxsl (B), we have
(0) = (j1)« (id@ SW;ZQZQ) (Ya(esi (D1 @ L)1)

+ () (id @ SWEL, ) (r(esr (D2 @ L)716)).

¢
SWS% X S% JJinfa

Some explanation of how to use the formula is required. Here
esi(D1@L) =y 4y B s (D1 @ L)+,
esi(Da®@ L)~ = (=) # 4 (=y) ® 's1(D2@ L) + -+,
where s;(D; ® L)E the j-th Segre class of D; ® L and L|aq, is the line bundle

corresponding to M; — M;. Furthermore, since ¢;(c1(L)|r,) = ¢i(z;) = x, the

Segre classes can be expanded as

Yi(s;(Di® L)) = i si(Dy)a’ ! (_di § l) '

1=0 g1

We now consider adapting Theorem[I]to the case of a smash product of Pin(2)-
equivariant monopole maps f1, fo over a common base B. We assume that the two
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involutions on B corresponding to f1 to fo commute. In this case the smash product
f = fi A f2 has Pin(2) x Pin(2)-symmetry. Since we are ultimately interested
in the diagonal copy of Pin(2), but want to retain the extra circle symmetry we
consider the index 2 subgroup G C Pin(2) x Pin(2) generated by S x S* and (j, 5).
The diagonal circle AS' C S x S* is a normal subgroup of G and G/AS' = O(2).
Carrying out the construction of the Seiberg—Witten invariant of f, but with respect
to the larger group G gives a map
SWE ,: He(pt) — HY 2+ (B)

S 0(2)

compatible with the Pin(2)-equivariant Seiberg—Witten invariant in the sense that
we have a commutative square

. SWE 4 #—2d4b+1
HE () —— 21 s 2404 )
Swé l

Pin(2),f

% *—2d+b 1
H o) (pl) — D0 =21 )

Let p; : G — Pin(2) be the inclusion G — Pin(2) x Pin(2), followed by projec-
tion to the i-th factor and let p : G — O(2) be the quotient map G — G/AS! =
O(2). For i = 1,2, set ¢; = pj(q) € Hg(pt). Recall that Hp, ) (pt) = Zo[u, y] where
deg(u) = 1, deg(y) = 2. Abusing notation, we also write y € HZ(pt) for the class
P*(y)-

Proposition 4.2. We have H(pt) = Zs[u, y, 1]/ (u®). Furthermore we have gz +
q =y +yu’.

Proof. We have a short exact sequence 1 — S — G 2% Pin(2) — 1, where

Si denotes the subgroup S! x {1} ¢ S* x S c G. The Lyndon-Hochschild—

Serre spectral sequence for Hg(pt) has By = Hp,, o) ( s1(pt) = Hppo) 0],

where deg(y') = 2 is the generator of Hz,. The composition S{ — G 25 0(2)
1

is easily seen to be the inclusion of the circle subgroup of O(2). This implies that

p*(y) € HZ(pt) restricts to y'. This implies that the spectral sequence degenerates
and Hé(pt) = HI*DZH(Q) [y] = Z2 [’LL, Y, QI]/(U3)

It remains to prove the relation ¢; + ¢z = y? + yu?. Since Hé (pt) is spanned
by q1,y?, yu?, we have that ¢ is a linear combination of q;,y?, yu?. Consider the
subgroup S! x S! C G which has cohomology Zs[x1,x2]. The restriction map
Hy(pt) — Hii g1 sends g; to 22, y to 1 + @2 and u to zero. This shows that g
must be either ¢; + y? or ¢1 + 32 + yu?.

Next, we note that Pin(2) acts freely on S® = SU(2) via the inclusion Pin(2) —
SU(2) and the left action of SU(2) on itself. The quotient space is RP?, because
the quotient of S3 by the S'-subgroup of Pin(2) is $3/S! = $? and the remaining
action of Pin(2)/S = Zy acts on S? as the antipodal map.

We also have that G acts freely on S3 x S3 via the inclusion G — Pin(2) x Pin(2)

and the obvious product action of Pin(2)x Pin(2) on S3x S3. Let M = (S*xS83)/G
be the quotient. Clearly M is the quotient of S? x S? by the involution which acts
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as the antipodal map on both factors. Projecting to either factor of S? gives two
fibrations

S2 o M 5 RP?, i=1,2.

Both fibrations admit a section s; : RP? — M which the image under the quotient
map (S? x S?) — M of the diagonal copy of S?. From this it follows easily that
the Leray—Serre spectral sequences for both fibrations degenerate at F5. Then
HY(S3x5%) = H*(M) is a 6-dimensional space over Zs with basis 1, u, u?, ¢, cu, cu?,
where ¢ € H?(M) restricts non-trivially to the fibres of 7, : M — RP?. The
diagonal S? — S? x S? has normal bundle T'S? and taking the quotient by the
antipodal map on both factors, it follows that the normal bundle of the sections
$1, 82 are both equal to TRP?. Since ws (TRIP’Q) = u?, it follows that the mod 2

self-intersection of s; is odd, but this can only happen if ¢ # 0, so ¢? = cu?.

Let H; be the standard representation of the i-th copy of SU(2) in the product
SU(2) x SU(2). By restriction, this defines a representation of G and we have that
¢; = w4 (H;). By taking the pullback of H; to S3 x S and quotienting by G, we have
that H; descends to a rank 4 vector bundle H — M. In fact, H is the pullback
under m; : M — RP? of a rank 4 vector bundle on RP?, because the G-action on H;
factors through p; : G — Pin(2). Now since RP? is 2- dimensional, we must have
that wy (H;) = 0. So the pullback of g1, g2 to H&(S3 x S3) = H*(M) are both zero.

Let R denote the standard 2-dimensional real representation of O(2). We have
that y = wo(R). By taking the pullback of R to S? x S3 and quotienting by G, we
obtain a vector bundle B — M on M. The restriction of R to any fibre of g is
isomorphic to O(1) — S2. In particular, this means that y = w(R) equals either
c or ¢ +u?. In either case, we then have y> = cu® = yu?. So y? + yu® = 0, but

2 £ 0in H*(M). Then since q; + g2 = 0 in H*(M), we see that we must have
@+ a2 = y* +yu’.

O

The above proposition implies in particular that Hg(pt) — Hpi) (pt) is sur-

jective, hence SW 2).f is completely determined by SWg_’ 2

Pzn(
Recall that we have homomorphims p; : G — Pin(2) for i = 1,2 and also
p:G— O(2).

Lemma 4.3. Let M be a space on which Pin(2) acts. Regard M as a G-space via
pi : G — Pin(2). Then we have an isomorphism

PPy H(*)(z)(pt) ®H22 (pt) HI*Din(Q) (M) = Hg(M).

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to prove this for i = 2. Since S} acts trivially on
M, we get a fibration BS} — Mg — M pin(2) and a Leray—Serre spectral sequence
for Hg, (M) which has Ey = Hp,, o) (M)[y], where deg(y) = 2.

The composition Si — G — O(2) is the inclusion S} — O(2). Next, we observe
that Hp ., (pt) = Zo[u,y], where deg(u) = 1, deg(y) = 2. Moreover the pullback

of y to HZ,(pt) is a generator. Since y € H(%(Q)(pt) can be pulled back to a class
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in HZ (M) whose restriction to the fibre is a generator of H?(BS'), it follows that
the spectral sequence degenerates at F5 and we have an isomorphism

Ho 2y (pt) @1z (pt) Hpin(a) (M) = Hpyp () (M)]y] = He (M)

and that this isomorphism is realised by the map p* ® p;. O

Since Hy, (pt) = Zo[u] and Hpy,) (pt) = Za[u,y], where deg(y) = 2, Lemma A3
yields an isomorphism

Gi iy THE(B) = Loly,y ™' @2, Hpina)(B) 2 Hpypo) (B)ly, y .

Furthermore, v; is a morphism of Hy_ (pt)-modules. We have 1;(¢;) = ¢q. Further-
more, Proposition 2 implies that 11 (g2) = ¢+ y? +yu? and ¥a(q1) = q+y? +yu?.
To simplify notation, we define

p=1y*+yu?

so that 91(q2) = ¥2(q1) = ¢ + p. Since y* = u?, there is essentially no difference
between localising with respect to y or with respect to .

Repeating the localisation argument in G-equivariant cohomology gives:

Theorem 4.4. For all § € HY(B), we have
SWE 1 (0) = (1) (id @ SWE2 o) o) (alea(D1)6)

+ (J2) (id@ SWg;n(Q),fl\Zl) (W1 (ec(D2)710)).

The Euler classes on the right hand side of the formula should be understood
as follows. First, V;,V/ are Pin(2)-equivariant bundles over B. Then V;,V/ can
be regarded as a G-equivariant vector bundles via the homomorphism p; : G —
Pin(2). Then eg(V;),eq(V;) are the images of €pin(2)(Vi), €pin(2) (V) under the
map p; : Hp,, 0 (B) = Hg(B) induced by p;. We have that eg(V1) is invertible

in y  HE(YViUr|5,) and so eq(D1)™ = eq(Vi)teq(Vh) is defined. Similarly
eq(D2)7 ! is defined.

We will mainly be interested in applying the product formula in situations where
B satisfies the following assumptions:

(1) B is a fibre bundle B — By such that j : B — B covers an involution
jo : By — By.

(2) jo does not act freely.

(3) The bundles V;,V/ are pullbacks from By and jo lifts to an antilinear en-
domorphism on V;, V; squaring to —1.

(4) The map u : Hy (Bo) — H%jl(Bo) is injective.

For instance, in the case of the Pin(2)-monopole map of a 4-manifold X with
spin-structure s, we have B = By = Pic®(X) x S(H*(X)). Then the above
assumptions are satisfied if we take By = Pic®*(X) and B — By the projection.

Note that condition (4) actually implies condition (2), for if the action of jo were
free, then Hy (Bo) would be zero in degrees above dim(By).
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Lemma 4.5. Let jo : By — By be an involution satisfying condition (4) above.
Then jo acts trivially on H*(Bg) and the Leray-Serre spectral sequence for the
Borel fibration (Bo)z, — BZy degenerates at Es, giving an isomorphism Hyj (Bg) =
H*(Bo)|u].

Proof. Suppose that A is a finite dimensional representation of Zy over Z,. Any
such A is a direct sum of copies of the trivial representation Z, and the regular
representation R = Z2. Since H*(Zq;Z2) = Zsolu], HY(Z2; R) = R%2 = 7y and
HP?(Zs; R) = 0 for p > 0, it follows that u : HP(Zy; A) — HPT1(Zy; A) is surjective
for all p and an isomorphism for p > 0. It also follows that u : H®(Zy; A) —
H'(Zs; A) is injective if and only if A%2 = A.

Now consider the Leray—Serre spectral sequence for the Borel fibration (Bg)z, —
BZs. This has EY'Y = HP(Zs; HI(By)). Injectivity of u : Hj, (Bo) — H5 ' (Bo)
implies that the map Hj, (pt) — Hy, (Bo) is an injection. Hence for all r there are
no differentials mapping into the ¢ = 0 row of E,..

Consider the map u : E%! — ELL. If this map is not injective, then u :
Hj (Bo) — H3 (Bo) will also not be injective. So u : E%' — EL! is injective.
But EQ! = HO(Zy; HY(By)), EL' = H'(Zs; H By)). For this map to be injec-
tive, the action of Zy on H'(By) must be trivial. This means EY' = H'(B,) for
all p. Injectivity of u : Hj (Bo) — H;jl(Bo) then implies that there can be no
differentials mapping into the ¢ = 1 row of E, for any r.

Continuing row by row in the same manner, we see that the action of Zs on
HY(By) is trivial for all ¢ and that there are no differentials in the spectral sequence.
This gives the result. 0

Lemma 4.6. Let jo : By — By be an involution and suppose that conditions (2)
and (4) in the above list are satisfied. Then there is a natural map Hy (Bo) —
H;m@) (Bo) which makes H;m@)(BO) into a Hy (Bo) module, and with respect to
this module structure we have an isomorphism Hy,, ., (Bo) = Hy, (Bo)[q]/ (u?).

Proof. First of all, Lemma gives an isomorphism H7, (Bo) = H*(By)[u]. Next
since S C Pin(2) acts trivially on By, we see that the Borel model (Bo)pin(2) is
given by

(Bo)pin(2) = (Bo x EPin(2))/Pin(2) = (Bo x EPin(2)/S")/Z,.

Then since EPin(2)/S' = BS', we get a fibration BS' — (Bg) pin(2) — (Bo)z,-
In particular, this makes Hp, o (Bo) into a Hj (Bo)-module. Furthermore the
associated Leray-Serre spectral sequence has Eo = Hj (Bo)[z] = H*(Bo)[u,z],
where deg(x) = 2. By condition (2), there exists a fixed point b € By. Since
x has even degree, the spectral sequence has no differentials for even r and so
Ey = E3. Restricting the fibration (Bo)pin2) — (Bo)z, to {b} C By, we see that
d3(xr) = u3 + -+, where --- denotes terms involving lower powers of u. But we
also know that u® = 0 and since there are no other differentials mapping to E>°,

the only way this can happen is if there are no lower powers of u in d3(z). So
d3(z) = w®. It follows that Es = H*(Bo)[u,q]/(u®) = Hj (Bo)[g]/(u®), where
g = z2. There can be no further differentials since ¢ can be identified with the

pullback of ¢ € H?Dm@) (pt). O
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Suppose By satisfies conditions (2) and (4). Let E — By be any complex vector
bundle on By and suppose there is an antilinear lift of jy to £ squaring to —1. This
makes F into a Pin(2)-equivariant vector bundle. Suppose E has complex rank a.
The fibre of E over a fixed point of jy has a quaternionic structure, so a is even.
Using Lemma (L8], it follows that ep;y(2)(£) can be uniquely expressed in the form

epin(2)(E) = OZO(E)QQ/2 + al(E)qa/2_l + ot age(B),
where «;(E) € Hzg(Bo)/(zﬁ). Consider the restriction to S C Pin(2). Since S*
acts trivially on By, we have H§,(By) = H*(By)[z], where deg(x) = 2. Under the

forgetful map Hp,, o (Bo) = HZ:i(Bo), u is sent to zero and ¢ is sent to z2. On
the other hand, we have
es1(E) = 2%+ c1(B)x® ' + -+ 4 co(E).

This implies that the image of a;(E) under the map H; (Bo)/(u®) — H*(By) is
c2;(E). It also implies that the odd Chern classes of E are zero mod 2. Because
of this, we will denote a;(E) by caj,z,(E) and refer to them as the Zg-equivariant
Chern classes of E. Note that this terminology is somewhat innacurate. Since the
lift of jo to E squares to —1, we do not have a Zs-action on E and so we do not

have Zs-equivariant Chern classes in the usual sense. Note also that we have only
defined the classes c2;,7,(F) in cohomology with Zs-coefficients.

Having defined the classes cz; 7, (E), one can also define equivariant Segre classes
$95.2,(E) € Hy (Bo)/(u?), characterised by the relation cz,(E)sz,(E) = 1, where
cz,(E) =1+co7,(E)+--- and sz,(E) = 1+ s2.7,(E) +-- - are the Zs-equivariant
total Chern and total Segre classes. These classes are stable and so we can also
define the Zs-equivariant Chern and Segre classes of a virtual bundle Fy — Fjs,
where F1, E5 are complex vector bundles on By both admitting an antilinear lift of
jo squaring to —1.

Suppose now that assumptions (1)-(4) hold. Then by the above discussion,
epin(2)(Vi) has the form

ai/2
Epin( 2) anl/z JCQJZ V)

and similarly for ep;y,2) (V). Since pj (q) = q and ¥2(q1) = q + u, we have

a1/2

valea(V1) = D (q+ 1) * 7 eajn, (V1)

=0

ai1/2a1/2—j a1/2_]
=3 3 (M e dennm
j=0 I=
a1/2
a a/2_j
-> S ()

Similar expressions hold for e p;y(2)(V} ) From this it follows that

_ —d1/2—j
balea(D)) " = 3 2 ’“Zq’“ CIRRLN] )

k>0
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and similarly

k .
P1(ea(D2)) " = Z 22k Z 4" 59;7,(D2) (_d]:/fj_ ]) .

k>0 =0

Although these expressions appear to be infinite sums, they should really be re-
garded as elements of Hy, (Fy)[y,y~']. But Pin(2) acts freely on Fj, so only
finitely many terms are non-zero when pulled back to F;.

5. SEIBERG—WITTEN INVARIANTS FOR SPIN STRUCTURES

In this section we will use the product formula to compute SW;;T@) for any

compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold and any spin-structure s. The connected sum
formula for the Bauer—Furuta invariant [8] says that the Seiberg—Witten monopole
map fxyxy for a connected sum X#Y is the external smash product of the monopole
maps fx, fy for X and Y. In other words fxxy is obtained by pulling back fx
and fy to the product Pic** (X) x Pic®¥ (Y) and then taking the fibrewise smash
product.

To simplify notation we will often omit mention of the spin structures sx,sy.
Write fx for the pullback of fx to Bx = Picx (X)xS(H* (X)) and similarly define
fv and fxuy. Let ¢ = (¢1,¢2) : Bxuy — S(HT(X)@H*(Y)) be the tautological
chamber for X#Y. The zero loci Z, Zy C Bxgy are Zy = Pic®X(X) x By and
Zy = Bx x Pic® (Y), moreover ¢1|z, is the tautological chamber for X (pulled
back under the projection Zo — Bx) and ¢s|z, is the tautological chamber for Y
(pulled back under Z; — By).

Let j; : Z; — Bxuy be the inclusions. Recall by Proposition B.] that we have
isomorphisms

H3, (Bx)  H* (Pic®™ (X))[ul(u* )
H3, (By) = H* (Pic™ (X))[u]/(u* "))
H}, (Bxpy) = H*(Pic™ (X) x Pic® (Y))[u] /(ub+ )T+ (D),
By a similar argument, we have isomorphisms
H3, (7)) = H*(Pic®™ (X) x Pic™ (Y)[u]/(ub+®))
H,(Z3) 2 H (Pict (X) x Pie™ (¥))[u]/(u* 0.

It is straightforward to see that the push-forward map
(j1)« : H*(Pic™ (X)x Pic®™ (V) [u]/ (u*+ ")) — H*(Pic*> (X)x Pic®™ (Y))[u]/ (u+ )T+ ()

is multiplication by u’+(X) and similarly (j2). is multiplication by u®+(). There-
fore, Theorem [A.4] takes the form:

SWEpy (0) = u+ ) (id 0 SWY™) (va(ea(Dx)16)

+ ™) (i@ SWET®) ($1(ea(Dy) 10)).



THE MOD 2 SEIBERG-WITTEN INVARIANTS OF SPIN STRUCTURES 25

Lemma 5.1. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with b1(X) = 0 and
let s be a spin structure on X. Then SW;ZI@) (¢7) = 0 unless j = —o(X)/16 — 1.

In particular, SW;::@) =0 unless o(X) < 0.

Proof. Observe that SW;ZIQ) (¢/) € H*(RP**+ )1 = 7, [u] /(ub+X)) has degree
4j + o(X)/4 + by (X) + 1. Furthermore, since u3 = 0 in H}pi(2)(Pt), we have
ugSW;;Zz@) (¢7) = SW;ZIQ) (u®q’) = 0. Hence SW;?Q) (¢7) is zero unless by (X )—
3<4j+0(X)/44+bp(X)+1<bi(X)—1. The only value of j satisfying this is
j=—0(X)/16 - 1. O

For m > 1, let mK3 denote the connected sum of m copies of the K3 surface.
2)

This has a unique spin structure s and so we will write S me(2 for S Wi}?éﬁ

Lemma 5.2. For any m > 1, we have

udm—3 j=m-—1,

SWER®@ (i) —
mics (@) 0 otherwise.

Proof. By Lemma [5.1] SWn]z;?Sm( J) is zero unless 5 = m — 1. So it remains to
compute SWPm(2) (¢™~1) for each m > 1. We will prove the result by induction.
In the case m = 1, S’W;;;"@)(l) has degree zero and by Lemma [3.3] SW;;"@) (1) =
SWiks(1) is the ordinary mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariant of K3, which is 1.

Now assume SW;}?PEQ)(qul) = 1 for some m > 1. Writing (m + 1)K3 =

K3#mK3, we can apply Theorem [£4] We have
Pileq(D)™") = (u+q) ", oleq(D2)™") = (u+q) ™™
Then, taking 6 = ¢}*, we find
SWisipmica (") = SWotd® (4 )™ ") + w™ SWE" P (n+q) ™).

Since (u + q) is a multiple of ¢, the second term drops out. Expanding
(u+ q)™ ! and using the inductive hypothesis then gives

—mqm
SW§3#mK3(QT) =u’"

Lastly, the forgetful map HZA(pt) — H;m(z) (pt) sends ¢; to ¢ and hence

S W(I:le))K3 (¢™) = u®™, which completes the inductive step. 0

Theorem 5.3. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with by (X) > 0
and let s be a spin-structure on X. If by (X) > 3, then

SW)};?@)(‘I ) = w3551 4 (x)/16),20 (D)
where we set s;,7,(D) =0 if | < 0.
If by (X) < 3, then sapz,(D) is divisible by w3+ X) for all k > 0 and

SW® (g7) = ub+ 35501y 2, (D).
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Proof. Choose an m > 0 such that 16m > 4b;(X) —o(X). Let M = X#22m(S? x

S?) and let 57 = (s, 50), where s is the unique spin-structure on 22m(S5? x 5%). We

will compute S Wﬁm( ) in two different ways. First note that S WPTZ(;) takes values

in Hj (Pic*(X)x Sb+(X)F22m=1) o f*(Pic*(X))[u] /(ub+Z)+22m) By Proposition
B0

We write M as the connected sum M = X#22(5% x S?) and apply Theorem

€4 By Lemma[51] S W;;”g(fx 52).50 (¢7) = 0 for all j and hence

SWE 49052 x.52) sts0 (q]) = u®™SWx ().

Restricting to Pin(2) C G, this reduces to
(5.1) SWirey, (@) = u*"SWx o(¢”).

Next, we recall that 22(S? x $?) is diffeomorphic to K3#K3 [20]. Hence we can
write M = (X#mK3)#mK3 = Mi#mK3, where M; = X#mK3 and apply the
product formula to this decomposition of M. Write s; for the spin-structure on M;
which is the connected sum of s with the unique spin-structure on K3 and write so
for the unique spin-structure on mK 3.

We claim that SWAI;TB(IZ)(qj) = 0 for all j > 0. In fact, SWA]th)(qj) €
Hj (Pic®(X) x §19m+b+(X)=1) has degree
45+ (o(X) +16m)/4+19m + b (X) + 1
o(X)/4+4m+19m + b (X) + 1
> by(X) + 19m + by (X) + 1,

by the assumption that 16m > 4b1(X) — o(X). But H*(Pic®(X) x §19m+b+(X)-1)
is non-zero only in degree at most by (X)+19m+b,(X)—1, which proves the claim.
Hence Theorem 4] gives:

SWT simics.en sy (@) = u P COSW k3 (a(ec (D) ™' d))).

Next, using Dy, = Dx — C?™, we have that

k
Ua(ec(Dar) " @3) = ) w2 Tdls (Da) (T B2 R
1 2 2(k—1),Zs f )

k>0 1=0
k
m—dx /2— m—dx/2—k+1
= i kquswz),m(l)x)( / )q]
k>0 1=0
m— m — dx/2 —k + l
_Z‘u dx /2— quJJr o(k—1),Z5 DX)( l
k>0
where dx = —o(X)/8. Hence by Lemma (2] and assuming m is chosen large

enough that j < m — 1, we have

o )
SWM1 #mK 3,514 62 (q%)

_ _ et 2m—dx/2—k—j5—1
= 22m b (X) =3 Z H dx/2=k+ 32(k+jm+1),Zz(DX)( x/ . / )

) m—j—1
k>m—j—1
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This is a Laurent polynomial in x. Note that negative powers of p can be written
in terms of negative powers of y. In fact, from p? = y* one sees that p=2" = y=4"
and p~2771 = =42 4 =4 =342, Similarly positive powers of y can be written
in terms of positive powers of y. Since the left hand side of this equation is a
polynomial in y, the terms with negative powers of © must actually be zero. In any

case, upon restricting to Pin(2) C G, only the u°-coefficient survives, giving
Pin(2), j m _
(5.2) SWie® (g7) = u2m b+ 035, o orivny 2 (Dx),
where we set s;(Dx) = 0 if | < 0. Equating (5I) and (5.2)) gives
u22mSWX75 (qj) _ U22m+b+(X)7352(7dx/2+j+1),Z2 (DX)

This is an equality in Hy_(Pic®(X)x§22mtb+(X0-1) o g+ (Pic* (X)) [u]/ (u??m+0+(X)),
The left hand side is divisible by ©??>™, so the right hand side must also be. Hence
if by (X) < 3, then So(_gy/24j+1)2,(Dx) is divisble by u3~0+(X) Cancelling a
common factor of u??™ gives

SWxa(¢?) = uP* X sy _a josjrn),z. (Dx)

which holds in Hj (Pic®(X) x S*+X)=1) = H*(Pic*(X))[u]/(u’+X)).  Finally,
note that if b4 (X) < 3 then o(X) = 0 by the 10/8-inequality, so in this case
SWx s(¢?) = ub+ X "8sy511) 2,(Dx). U

Remark 5.4. Note that in the above proof, we do not really need to know that
K3#K3 = 22(5% x S?), since the only property of K3#K3 we use is that it has
the same Betti numbers and signature as 22(5% x S2).

Theorem 5.5. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with by (X) =3
and let s be a spin structure with corresponding index bundle D — Pic*(X). Then
s2;(D) =0 (mod 2) for all j > 1+ o(X)/16.

Proof. We will make use of the mod 2 Seiberg-Witten invariants SWx ¢(z™) €
H*(Pic*(X) Zz). According to [5, Theorem 4.10], the second Steenrod square
Sq?(SWx s(z™)) is given by

S (SWix s(2™)) = (=0(X)/8+m)SWix o (a™ 1)+ (51(D) +w2(H (X)) SWix o (2™).

This formula can be greatly simplified. First, since Pic®(X) is a torus, the Steen-
rod squares are trivial and the left hand side is zero. Second since X is spin,
o(X)/8 is even and s1(D) = 0. Third, H"(X) — Pic*(X) is a trivial bundle, so
wo(HT(X)) = 0. So we are left with mSWx s(z™ ") = 0 for all m > 0. Taking
m = 2k — 1, we see that SWx ¢(2%¥) = 0 for all k > 0.

Now since by (X) = 3, Lemma B3] and Theorem (3] give

0= SWx s (2%) = SWE = (¢")uco = Sa(1140(x)/16) (D)

for all £ > 0. Hence s2;(D) = 0 (mod 2) for all j > 1+ o(X)/16.
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5.1. Case by (X) > 3. Combined with Lemma B3] Theorems and yield
a complete calculation of the mod 2 Seiberg—Witten invariant for spin-structures
with b4 (X) > 3:

Theorem 5.6. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold with by (X) > 3
and let s be a spin-structure on X . If by (X) # 3, then SWx s(z7) =0 for all j > 0.
If b (X) =3, then SWx s(2?) =0 for all j > 0 and

SWx (1) = s2(140(x)/16) (D)-

Remark 5.7. If b4 (X) = 3 and X is spin, then o(X) = 0 or —16 by the 10/8-
inequality. In the case o(X) = —16, we get SWx o(1) = so(D) = 1 and in the
case 0(X) = 0, we get SWx (1) = s9(D) = c2(D) € H*(Pin®*(X);Zz). When
o(X) = 0, our result is a generalisation of a result of Morgan-Szabé [27], who
proved the b1 (X) = 0 case. When o(X) = —16, our result is a generalisation of a
result of a result of Ruberman—Strle [32], who proved the by (X) = 4 case.

Theorems and give SWy , and SW)?T(Q) in terms of Segre classes of
the index bundle D — Pic®(X). These can be computed using the families index
theorem, as we will now show.

Let Tx = HY(X;R)/H*(X;Z) be the moduli space of flat unitary line bundles
on X. Over X x Tx we have a universal line bundle with connection Lx — X x Ty
with the property that its restriction to X X p is the flat line bundle corresponding
top € Tx. Let Q € H?*(X x Tx;Z) be the first Chern class of Ly. We have that
Q = >, @ —y;, where {y;} is a basis of H'(X;Z) and {z;} is the corresponding
dual basis of H(Tx;Z) = Hom(H*(X;Z),Z).

The spin connection gives an identification Pic®(X) 2 Tx. Then the families

index theorem gives:
X
Ch(D) :/ e A <1 _al )volx> ,
X 8

where f  means integration over the fibres of X x Tx — T'x and volx is a 4-form
on X such that fX volx = 1. Since each term in {2 has degree 1 in X, we have that
0° = 0 and that fX Q" ANwvolx = 0 for any n > 0. It follows that

Ch(D) = —”(éx) + 21—4 /X o

For any subset I C {1,...,b1(X)} of size 4, let ¢; = (Ui, Yir Yis Uiy, [X]) € Z where

I = {iy,i9,43,14} ordered so that iy < ia < i3 < i4. Also set x; = @;, i, iy X4, -
Then we have

1 4 _ a0

24‘/XQ = Z crxy € H (Tx,Z)

|T|=4

Let s = (1/24) [ Q* and d = —o(X)/8. Then Ch(D) = d+s. If we write Ch(D) =
>i>0 Chi(D), where Ch;(D) has degree 2i, then Cho(D) = d, Cha(D) = s and all
other terms are zero. Since Chy(D) = ¢1(D) and Cha(D) = (c1(D)? —2c2(D))/2 =
—c2(D), we see that ¢1(D) = 0 and s = Cha(D) = s2(D) is the second Segre class
of D.
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Using the splitting principle, one can express the total Segre class of a virtual
bundle V in terms of the Chern character as:

s(V) =exp Z(—l)"(n — I Chyp (V)

n>1
Therefore, in the case V = D, we have s(D) = e*2(P). Thus s;(D) = 0 for odd j
and 1 _
s2;(D) = ﬁ82(D)J7
where, as shown above, sa(D) is given by
(5.3) s2(D) = > erwy € HY(Tx; 7).
|T|=4

Choose an arbitrary ordering of subsets of {1,...,b1(X)} of size 4. Then it follows
that s2;(D) can be written as

s9;(D) = g Cr, - CL T T
Il<"'<lj

Using the above formula, Theorem gives a complete description of the mod
2 Seiberg-Witten invariant of any spin structure, depending only on b, (X),o(X)
and the 4-fold cup products (y1 y2 y3 v, [X]), y1, Y2, y3,y4 € HY(X; 7Z).

We note here a consequence of Theorem that is of independent interest:

Theorem 5.8. Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth spin 4-manifold with by (X) =
3and o(X) = —16. Then (y1 Y2 y3 ya, [ X]) is even for any y1,v2,y3,ys € H*(X;Z).

Proof. Theorem implies that so(D) = 0 (mod 2), which by Equation (&3]
implies that all 4-fold cup products (y1 y2 y3 ya, [X]) are even. O

This result actually follows from a theorem of Furuta—Kametani [I8, Theorem
5], proved by different means. See also [29, Theorem 4] for a related result.

Corollary 5.9. Let Mg, denote the compact, simply-connected topological 4-manifold
with intersection form the negative definite Eg lattice. Then T*#2Mp #n(S' x S3)
does mot admit a smooth structure for any n > 0.

Proof. Suppose that X = T4#2Mp, #n(S! x §3) admits a smooth structure. Since
H?(X;7Z) has no 2-torsion, the map s — c¢(s) sending a spin-structure to its
characteristic is a bijection. But the intersection form on H?(X;Z) is even, so
X is spin. We also have that (y; y2ysya,[X]) = £1 for a basis y1,y2,ys,ys of
HY(T*Z) C H'(X;Z). But this contradicts Theorem 5.8 O

5.2. Case by (X) = 1 or 2. We now address the case that by (X) = 1 or 2. By
the same argument as in the proof of Theorem .5 we have that SWx 4(2™) =
0 (mod 2) for any m > 0, so we are reduced to the case m = 0. Since X is
spin and b4 (X) < 3, we have that o(X) = 0 and it follows that SWx (1) €
HU"(X)+1(Pic*(X)). Furthermore, Theorem [5.3] implies that so7,(D) is divisible
by u?~%+(X) and that

(5.4) SWxs(1) = ub+ X35, 7 (D)]ueo
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where a — af,—o denotes the map Hj_(Pic*(X))[u]/(u®) = H*(Pic*(X)) given by
setting u to zero. In order to evaluate SWx (1) we therefore need to understand
the class s2.7,(D) in more detail. For this purpose it will be convenient to make
use of Real and Quaternionic K-theory as in [ [13].

A Real structure on a topological space X is a continuous involution j : X — X.
A Real vector bundle on X is a complex vector bundle £ — X together with a lift of
7 to an antilinear involution on E. Similarly a Quaternionic vector bundle on X is a
complex vector bundle E — X together with a lift of j to an antilinear map 5 : £ —
E such that j2 = —1. To a Real space one can define the Real and Quaternionic
K-theories KR*(X), KH*(X) with the property that K R(X), KH"(X) are the
Grothendieck groups of Real and Quaternionic bundles. One also has canonical
isomorphisms K H’(X) = K RIT4(X).

Let V be an n-dimensional real vector space and A C V a latttice. Let T™ = V/A
be the corresponding n-dimensional torus. Let T denote T equipped with the
Real structure j : T™ — T™ given by j(x) = —x. Recall that we have defined the
equivariant Segre and Chern classes s2;.7(D), ca;z(D) € H*(T™)[u]/(u?) associated
to any Quaternionic virtual vector bundle on T™. Since these classes depend only
on the class of D in KH(T™), the total equivariant Segre class defines a map

sz, KH(T™) — H*(T™)[u]/(u?)
satisfying sz,(E & F) = sz,(E)sz, (F). In particular, it follows that the second
equivariant Segre class is an additive homomorphism
S22, 1 KH(T™) — H*(T™)[u]/(u®).

Recall that s3,7,|u=0 = s2 is the ordinary Segre class. Then we can write

59,7, (E) = s9(E) + uta(E) + u?ry(E)
for some to(E) € H3(T™), ro(E) € H*(T™). So we have homomorphisms

ty: KH(T™) — H*(T™), ry: KH(T™) — H*(T™).

It then follows from Equation (4] that the Seiberg—Witten invariants in the case
by (X) = 1,2 are given by:
ra(D) it ba(X) =1,

(5.5) SWxs(1) = {tz(p) if by (X) =2,

where D € KH(Pic®(X)) is the families index of the Dirac operator equipped with
its Quaternionic structure.

Since a degree k cohomology class a € H*(T™) of an n-torus is determined by its
restriction to k-dimensional subtori, to compute ro(D), t2(D), it suffices to compute
their restriction to 2- or 3-dimensional subtori of Pic®(X ). Now one can easily show
that

KH(T?) = Z & Zy
where the Z-summand is generated by the trivial Quaternionic bundle H. Since
$2.7,(H) = 0, it follows that the homomorphism 7o : KH(T?) — H?(T?) = Z,
is either identically zero, or is the projection to the Zs summand. We claim that
ro is not identically zero. To see this, it suffices to find a compact, oriented, spin
4-manifold (X,s) with b4 (X) =1, b1(X) = 2 and SWx 4(1) # 0 (mod 2). For this
we can take X to be a hyperelliptic surface of the form T'/Zg as in Example[[.21 We
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will show that X has a non-trivial mod 2 Seiberg-Witten invariant for some spin
structure without appealing to Theorem [[LT} In fact, since X is a Kahler manifold
with ¢1(X) = 0, the canonical spin®-structure s comes from a spin structure and
SWx s(1) # 0 (mod 2) (for both chambers).

In the case n = 3, we have
(5.6) KH(T}) =27 &7 ® L.

The subgroup of K H(T?) given by the first and second summand in (58] is also the
subgroup generated by pullbacks of projections T3 — T2 to 2-dimensional quotients
of T3. Since ty : KH(T?) — H3(T?3) = Zy takes values in H3(T?) and since t5
commutes with pullbacks, it is clear that ¢, must vanish on the first two summands
of (B8). Therefore, to is either identically zero or is given by projection to the third
summand. To show that o is not identically zero, it suffices to find a compact,
oriented, spin 4-manifold (X,s) with by (X) = 2, b1(X) = 3 and SWx (1) #
0 (mod 2). As in Example [[2] we can take X to be a primary Kodaira surface
diffeomorphic to the product S' x Y where Y is the total space of a degree 1 circle
bundle Y — C over an elliptic curve. Recall that X has a nowhere vanishing
holomorphic 2-form Q. Then w = Re() is a symplectic form on X and the
projection X — C'is a Lagrangian fibration with respect to w. This implies that
first Chern class of a compatible almost complex structure J is trivial and hence
the canonical spin®-structure s associated to J comes from a spin structure. Then
since X is symplectic, we have SWx 4(1) # 0 (mod 2). This proves that ¢s is not
identically zero.

The above calculations completely characterise the homomorphisms 9, ts for
any torus 7" and thus allow us to compute SWx 4(1) in terms of the class D €
KH(Pic*(X)). Our next task is to describe this class.

Let A" = V*/A* denote the dual torus of T". Equip A™ with the trivial invo-
lution. Let L — A™ x T™ denote the Poincaré line bundle. This can be explicitly
constructed, as follows [I8]. First consider the trivial line bundle L=V*xVxC
on V* x V. Let A* x A act on L according to

(1, ) - (w,0,2) = (W + p,v + A, 270 ),

The Poincaré line bundle L may be defined as the quotient line bundle L = L /(A" x
A) = A™ x T™. Then L is a Real line bundle with Real structure given by

jw,v,2) = (w, —v,Zz).

Fix an orientation on V. This induces orientations on 7" and A™. Since A" is
a Lie group, it has a translation invariant trivialisation Fan = A™ x SO(n) of the
oriented frame bundle. This defines a distinguished spin structure whose prinicpal
Spin(n)-bundle is the product A™ x Spin(n). We equip A™ with this spin structure.
Next, let po : A" x T™ — T™ be the projection to T and p; : A™ x T" — A" the
projection to A™. Define the Real Fourier-Mukai transform

FM : KOJ(A") — KR/~ (1)
by
FM(E) = (p2)«(L ® (p1)"(E)).
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Let X be a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manifold. Let V' be the vector space
V = HY(X;R) and A the lattice A = H'(X;Z). Recall that the Jacobian torus of
X is Tx = V/A. The Albanese torus of X is by definition the dual torus:

Ax =V*/AN* = Hom(H*(X;R),R)/Hom(H"(X;Z), 7).

Define the Albanese map a : X — Ax as follows. Choose a basepoint 2y € X and
choose a by (X)-dimensional subspace V C QL(X) of closed 1-forms such that the
projection to cohomology V = Visan isomorphism. Thus every isomorphism class
in H'(X,R) has a unique representative in V. For example, we could fix a choice of
Riemannian metric g and take V to be the space of g-harmonic 1-forms. For z € X

we define a(x) as follows. Choose a path 7 from x to . Then we obtain an element
of Hom(H'(X;R),R) given by [A] = [ X, where A is the unique representative

of [\] in V. If we choose a different path 7/ from zo to x, then the difference
A [LA = [, A s the R-linear extension of an element of Hom(H'(X;Z),Z).
Hence, we get a well-defined element a(z) € Ax. More concretely, if A1, ..., Ay is a
basis for H*(X;Z), then we obtain an isomorphism Ax = R?/Z" under which an
element (l1,...,1;) € R®/Z corresponds to the image in Ax of the homomorphism
H'(X;R) — R which sends \; to [;. Under this identification the Albanese map
a: X — Ax = RV/Z} is given by a(x) = (J; A1+, [, Ap), where 7 is any path
from xy to x. The Albanese map depends on the choice of basepoint zy and also
on the choice of subspace V. Different choices can be smoothly interpolated, hence
a is well defined up to homotopy. We abuse notation and speak of “the” Albanese
map.

A spin structure s on X determines a K O-orientation. As above, we give Ax
the distinguished spin structure as a Lie group. Hence both X and Ax are KO-
oriented. We define the Albanese invariant of (X, s) to be

A(X,s) = a,(1) € KO 4 (Ax) = KSp X (Ax)
where a, : KO(X) — KO"(X)=4(Ay) denotes the push-forward map in KO-
theory with respect to the given spin structures. Given the spin structure s on X
we obtain a pushforward map
Tt KR(X x Tx) - KR *(Tx) = KH(Tx)
where 7 : X X T'x — Tx is the projection to Tx. The pullback Lx = (axidr,)*(L)
of the Poincaré line bundle L under the Albanese map is the universal line bundle

on X x Tx which parametrises flat line bundles on X, as described in Section .11
By definition of the index bundle D € KH(T), we have

D = 7.((a x id)*(L)).
Proposition 5.10. We have

D = FM(A(X,s)).
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Proof. Observe that m = ps o (a x id). Therefore
D =m.((a x id)*(L))

O

Fix a basis A1,..., Ay, (x) of A = HY(X;Z). For any subset I C {1,...,b1(X)}
let T(I) C Tx = V/A be the subtorus corresponding to the subspace V(I) of V' =
H'(X;R) spanned by {\;}ier. Let A(I) = ANV(I) be the sublattice of A spanned
by {\;}ier, so T(I) = V(I)/A(I). Corresponding to the inclusion ¢y : T(I) — Tx
there is a dual projection p; : Ax — A(I), where A(I) = V(I)*/A(I)*. This is
the map of tori induced by the linear map V* — V(I)* which is adjoint to the
inclusion V(I) — V. Let FM; : KO/(A(I)) — KR/=UI(T(I)) denote the Real
Fourier-Mukai transform for the pair (A(I), V(I)). Define the projected Albanese
map ay : X — A(I) to be the composition a; = py o a.

Proposition 5.11. We have a commutative diagram

KOi(Am) — M gRi—bi(X) ()

l(ﬁ])* lﬁ

KO~ 0= A1)y 2L j Ri= () (7(1)).
Moreover, we have 15(D) = FM((ar).(1)).

Proof. Let J ={1,...,b1(X)}\ I be the complementary subset of {1,...,b1(X)}.
Then Tx 2 T(I) x T(J) and dually Ax = A(I) x A(J). In the calculations that
follow we make use of various projection maps whose domain and codomain is the
product of some subset of {T'(I),T(J), A(I), A(J)}. To keep notation simple we set
A1:A(I), AQZA(J), Az = ( ) Ay = ( )andlfR {i1<i2< <ik} we
set Ap = A;, X ---x A;. If S C R then we write 7TS Agr — Ag for the projection
and LIS% : Ag — Ap for the inclusion. Let L — Ajas4, L(I) — A1z, L(J) — Aoy
be the Poincaré line bundles. Then L 2= (7i23)*(L(I)) ® (m3F*)*(L(J)). Let
a € KO*(Ax). Then

FM(z) = o (m3f®)s (L @ (1137)" (a))
= (m3*).(11330)" (L @ (m3*) " (a))
= (m3™)« (m3%)" (L) ® (m3™)" (1554)" (L(T)) @ (m13°)" (a))
123)* ((m3*)" (L) ® (m3%)"(a))
15°)+ (m3%)" (L)) ® (m3°)*(a))

m3") )
(L) @ (m1%)* (1%)«(a))

=

m3%)(
m3%)

,_.,_.



34 DAVID BARAGLIA

Where we used that (¢3,)*(L(J)) = 1. This proves commutativity of the diagram.
Then since D = F M (a.(1)), it follows that
(

;5(D) = (iFM(a.(1)) = FM;((pr)ea=(1)) = FM;((a). (1).
O

When |I| = 2, we can regard TQ(G(D)) € H2(T( )) 2 Zs as an element of Zs.
Similarly, when |I| = 3, we can regard t2(¢5(D)) € H3*(T(I)) = Zs as an element of
Zs. We then have:

Proposition 5.12. Ifb.(X) =1 and |I| = 2, thenr2(5(D)) = 7*((ar)«(1)), where
7% KO2(A(I)) — KO~2(pt) = Zy is the map induced by the inclusion of a point
T pt = A(I). Similarly, if by (X) =2 and |I| = 3, then t2(5(D)) = 7*((ar)*(1)),
where 7% : KO7Y(A(I)) — KO~ *(pt) = Zy is the map induced by the inclusion of
a point T : pt — A(I).

Proof. We give the proof for the case by (X) =1 and |I| = 2. The case by (X) =2
and |I| = 3 is similar. Recall that for |I| = 2, KH(T(I)) & Z & Z and that r
is the projection to the second factor. Since the rank of D as a virtual bundle
is zero (by the families index theorem and the fact that o(X) = 0), it follows
that the rank of D; = (5(D) is also zero, and hence D; lies in the Z; sum-
mand of KH(T(I)). In particular, the image of D; under the restriction to a
point KH(T(I)) — KH(pt) = Z is zero. By Proposition BI0, it follows that
p«((ar)«(1)) = 0, where p. : KO72(A(I)) — KO~*(pt) = Z is the pushforward
map to a point. But KO~2(A(I)) = Z & Z,, where the second summand is the
kernel of the pushforward map. This means that (aj).(1) lies in the Zs summand

of KO~2(A(I)).

Next, we observe that the map 7% : KO™2(A(I)) — KO~2(pt) = Zy is given by
projection to the second factor of KO~2?(A(I)). The composition

Zy — KO 2(A(D) 8 KH(T(I)) 22 Z,

is either identically zero, or an isomorphism, where the first map is inclusion
of the Zs; summand. To show that it is not identically zero, it suffices to give
one example of a compact, oriented, smooth spin 4-manifold (X,s) for which
SWx (1) # 0 (mod 2). For this we can take X to be the hyperelliptic surface given
in Example[2l This shows that 7,0 FM; = 7* on the subgroup Zs ¢ KO~2(A(I))
and hence r2(Dy) = 7*((ar)(1)). O

Let s be a spin structure on X. As in the introduction, we define maps ¢~ :
HY(X;Z)* — Zy, for k = 2,3 as follows. Let ay,...,ar € H'(X;Z). Each class
a; is equivalent to specifying a homotopy class of smooth map f; : X — S! for
which a; = f7(dt), where dt is the generator of H'(S';Z). Hence we get a map
f=(1,....fr) : X = T* from X to the k-dimensional torus. The level set
C = f~Yt) of a regular value of f is a normally framed submanifold of X of
dimension 4 — k. The normal framing defines a map F¢ — Fx|c from the frame
bundle of C' to the restriction of the frame bundle of X to C. The spin structure
s on X is equivalent to specifying a double cover Fx — Fx which on each fibre
of Fx is isomorphic to the unique non-trivial double covering Spin(4) — SO(4).
The pullback of the covering F x — Fx to F¢ defines a spin structure on C' which
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we denote by s|c. Then we define ¢¥(ai,...,ax) to the be mod 2 index of sc.
More precisely, the spin structure s|¢ defines a K O-orientation on C' and hence a
push-forward map p. : KO(C) — KO**(pt). Now since k —4 € {—1,-2}, we
have that KO*~4(pt) = Z, and p.(1) is the mod 2 index of the Dirac operator on
C [3]. The following proposition shows that ¢* does not depend on the choice of C
and hence is well-defined.

Proposition 5.13. The mod 2 index of s|c does not depend on the choice of func-
tions f1,..., fx representing ai,...,ar or on the choice of reqular value t. Hence
q% is well-defined for k = 2,3.

Proof. The map f : X — T* may be composed with the map (S* x --- x S!) —
(SY Ao ASY) = Sk giving a map g : X — S¥. The homotopy class of this
map only depends on the cohomology classes ai,...,ar. The Pontryagin—Thom
construction implies that the homotopy class of map f : X — S* is equivalent a
framed cobordism class of submanifold of X codimension k. The level set C' of a
regular value of f represents this cobordism class. Any two representatives C, C’
are framed cobordant. If ¢ : Y — [0,1] x X is a framed cobordism from C to C’,
then using the normal framing we get an induced spin structure s|y. Hence C' and
C’ are spin cobordant. This implies that the mod 2 indices of s|¢ and s|c are the
same, since the mod 2 index is a spin cobordism invariant [23, Chapter III, §16]. O

Proof of cases (1) and (2) of Theorem Il Suppose that by (X) = 1. Then by
Equation (&H), SWx (1) = ro(D). To compute ro(D) € H?(Tx), it suffices to
compute tjra(D) = ro(¢f(D)) for every subset I C {1,...,b1(X)} of size 2. By
Proposition[5.11] (D) = FM;((ar)«(1)), where ar = proa : X — A(I) is the pro-
jection of the Albanese map, (ar).(1) € KO™2(A(I)) and FM; : KO™2(A(I)) —
KR(T(I)) = KH(T(I)) is the Fourier—Mukai transform. By Proposition [.12}

we have
r2(t7D) = r2(FM;((ar)«(1))) = 7*((ar)«(1)),

where 7 : pt — A(I) is the inclusion of a point. Let I = {i; < iz} and set
a = Ai,,b=MX;,. Let A, B C X be closed, oriented embedded submanifolds of X
Poincaré dual to a,b. Moreover, we choose A, B so that they intersect transversally
in an embedded surface C' = AN B which is Poincaré dual to a —« b. Now choose
closed differential forms «, 8 which represent a,b in de-Rham cohomology. We
can choose o and 8 to be supported in neighbourhoods of A and B. Choose a
basepoint zg € X away from the supports of a, 5. The projected Albanese map
ar : X — R?/7Z? is given by a;(x) = (/, o [, B), where 7 is a path from g to z.
Each time v passes through A, fv « winds once around the circle and similarly each
time ~ passes through B, fv £ winds once around the circle. Furthermore, we can
choose a, 3 such that [ a € (1/2) +Z if and only if # € A and [ B8 € (1/2) +Z
if and only if x € B. This is easily achieved by using the explicit construction of
Poincaré dual cohomology classes [10, Chapter I, §6]. We also choose «, 8 so that
(1/2,1/2) is a regular value of a;. Note further that (a;)~1(1/2,1/2) = ANB = C.
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Now consider the commutative diagram

X 2 A
c—2 pt

where 7 is the inclusion map sending pt to (1/2,1/2) € A(I). By commutativity,
we have that

r2(17(D)) = 7 ((ar)«(1)) = p«(i* (1)) = p«(1).
The spin structure s restricts to a spin structure s|c and this is used to define
the push-forward map p. : KO(C) — KO~ 2%(pt) = Zs. Now we observe that

p«(1) € KO™%(pt) = Zsy is precisely the mod 2 index of s|c. So we have proven
that for any subset I = {iy <2} of size 2,

(57) <SWX75(1)a iy~ )‘12> = TQ(L?(D)) = Q52()‘i1a/\i2>'

Since the choice of basis A1,...,\, of H(X;Z) was arbitrary, we have in fact
shown that (E7) holds for any pair \;,, \;, € H*(X;Z) which generate a primitive
sublattice of A = H(X;Z) (a sublattice A’ C A is primitive if A/A’ is torsion-free).

We will show that (E1) holds for any pair of elements a,b € H'(X;Z) in place
of \ij; Ni,. Let fo,fy + X — S* be maps to S' which represent a,b. If a,b are
linearly dependent, then a « b =0, so (SWx s(1),a —« b) = 0. On the other hand,
if @ and b are linearly dependent, then the map f = (f,, fy) : X — T2 factors
through a 1-dimensional torus and hence the pre-image f~!(¢) of a generic t € T?
is empty, so ¢2(a,b) = 0. This proves the result in the case that a and b are linearly
dependent. Now suppose a,b are linearly dependent. Let A" = {\ € A | kA =
na + mb for some k,n,m € Z,k > 0}. Then A’ is a primitive sublattice of A. Let

A1, A2 be a basis for A’. Then there exists an element A = [: ﬂ € SL(2,Z) and

non-zero integers dj, ds such that

a a [ [diA

& i1 S

We claim this implies that ¢2(a,b) = ¢2(di\1,d2)2). To see this, note that the
matrix A defines an orientation preserving diffeomorphism A : T2 — T2. Then
(fas fo) = A(ffll,ffj), where fy,, fr, : X — S! are maps representing A1, \o. Let
t € T? be a regular value of g = (f),, f»,). Then At is a regular value of f and we
have an equality f~!(At) = g~!(¢). The normal framings on C' = f~!(At) induced
by f and g are different, but they are related by a constant change of basis given by
the matrix A. Since A € SL(2,Z) C SL(2,R) and SL(2,R) is connected, the two
normal framings are isotopic. This proves the claim that ¢2(a,b) = ¢2(d1 A1, d2)2).
Next, we claim that ¢2(di A1, dad2) = did2g?(M1, A2). To see this, let Ay, Ay C X
be submanifolds Poincaré dual to A1, Ay intersecting transversally in C' = A; N As.
Since the normal bundles of Ay, Ay are trivial, we can take |d;| parallel copies of A,
representing |d| A1 and |dz| parallel copies of Ay representing |da| A2 and intersecting
in |d1dz| disjoint copies of C. Hence ¢2(|d1|A1, |d2|\2) = |d1d2|q2(A1, A2). One can
also see that ¢2(di A1, d2)2) is insensitive to the signs of d; and dy and so we have
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proven the claim that ¢2(diA1,daA2) = did2q?(A1, A2). Now from (G.8), we have
that a —« b = dida A1 ~ Ao and hence

(SWx s(1),a~b) = (d1daSWx s(1), A1 — A2)
= did2q; (A1, \2)
= (Jf(d1/\1,d2)\2)
= ¢;(a,b)

where the second equality follows since A1, A2 generate a primitive sublattice of A.
So we have proven the result for arbitrary a,b € H'(X;Z).

The case b4 (X) = 2 is proven in an entirely similar manner.

O

Proof of Theorem[I]] For a compact, oriented, smooth 4-manfold X with spin
structure s, let us write q’)“{) . instead of ¢¥ in order to emphasize the dependence on
X. Set X’ = X452 x S2. Since S? x S? is simply-connected it has a unique spin
structure sg2 g2 and there is a bijection Sx — Sx/ between spin structures on X
and X’ which sends a spin structure s on X to the spin structure s’ = s#sg2, g2.
We also have an isomorphism H'(X;Z) = H'(X';Z) which may be described
concretely as follows. Regard X’ as the result of removing open balls B; C X,
By C 5% x S? and identifying their boundaries. Let a € H*(X;Z). Choose a
Poincafe dual submanifold A C X supported away from the ball B;. Then A can
be also be regarded as a submanifold of X’ and it has a Poincaré dual class in
HY(X';Z). This gives the isomorphism H'(X;Z) = H'(X';Z). We claim that
under the isomorphisms Sy = Sx/ and H*(X;Z) = H'(X'), we have an equality
q’jas = q’)“(,)ﬁ/ for k = 2,3. To see this, let ay,...,ar € H*(X;Z). Let Ay,..., Ay
be Poincaré dual submanifolds which intersect transversally in C. We can choose
Ay, ..., A supported away from the neck. Then C' is supported away from the
neck and the index of s|c agrees with the index of §'|¢.

Now let X1, X5 be as in the statement of Theorem [[L4l By a theorem of Wall in
the simply-connected case [34] and Gompf in general [19], there exists a k > 0 and
a diffeomorphism f : X;#k(S? x S?) — Xo#k(S? x S?). Set W; = X;#k(S? x 5?2)
for i = 1,2. From what we have just shown there exists bijections ¢; : Sx, = Sw;,
and bijections ¢; : H'(X;; Z) — H'(Wy; Z) such that ¢;(q%, ) = q’vai%(s) for any
5 € Sx,. The diffecomorphism f : Wi — Wj induces bijections ¢ : Sy, — Sw, and
Yy : HY(Wy;Z) — H'(Wa; Z) such that ¢r(qfy, ,) = q’vazwf( ) for any s € Sw,.
Combining all of these isomorphisms yields isomorphisms ¢ : Sx, — Sx, and
¢ @ HY(X1;Z) — H'(X;Z) such that ¢(q, ) = q§(27¢(5) for any s € Sx,. Now
the result follows from Theorem [[11 O

5

Proof of Theorem [.d. The case that by(X) = 3 is immediate since SWx 5(1) can
be expressed in terms of the second Segre class of the index bundle D, which by
Equation (LI does not depend on the choice of spin structure.

Assume now that b (X) = 2. Then for any a,b,c € H'(X;Z) and any A €
HY(X;Zs), Theorem [T gives

<SWX1A®5(1)7 a~ b ~ C> + <SWX15(1)7 a~ b ~ C> = qi\@s(aa bv C) + Qg?:(av ba C)-
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Let D C X be Poincaré dual to a —« b — ¢. Then D is a union of finitely many
embedded circles in X. Recall that the circle S' has two spin structures sg, s, with
the property that sg extends to a spin structure on the disc D? while s; does not.
Furthermore the mod 2 index of 59 is 0 and the mod 2 index of 51 is 1. Now write
D=DyU---UD,,, where Dq,...,D,, are the connected components of D. Then
qass(a,b,c) + qs(a, b, c) is equal to the mod 2 count of the number of components
D, for which s|p, and (A ® s)|p, are different spin structures. Equivalently, this is
the number of ¢ mod 2 for which A|p, is non-trivial, which in turn equals ([X], A —
a~—bwc).

Lastly, suppose that b, (X) = 1. Then for any a,b € H'(X;Z) and any A, B €
HY(X;Zs), Theorem [[LT] gives

<SWX,A®B®5(1)7 a~ b> + <SWX)A®5(1), a~ b> + <SWX)B®5(1), a~ b> + <SWX)5(1), a~ b>
- qg{,A@B@E (CL, b) + q/24®5 (CL, b) + q2B®5 (CL, b) + qf? (CL, b)

Now let C' be Poincaré dual to a « b. Then according to [2, Theorem 2|, the
mod 2 index on a compact oriented surface is a quadratic function on the set of spin
structures, whose assoiciated bilinear form is the intersection form on H'(C;Zs).
From this it follows that

qg{,A@B@s(a’ b) + q124®5(a’ b) =+ qQB®5(aa b) + qg(aa b) = <[O]7A|C ~ B|C>
—([X],Av Bva-b).

6. SEIBERG—WITTEN INVARIANTS OF SPIN FAMILIES

By adapting the arguments of Section B we will obtain a general formula for the
Pin(2)-equivariant Seiberg—Witten invariants of spin families.

Let B be a compact manifold with Zs-action defined by an involution j : B — B
and f: SV'U — §V"U" 4 Pin(2)-monopole map. Since f might not admit a Pin(2)-
equivariant chamber, we replace B by B = S(H™), the unit sphere bundle of HT
over B and let 7 : B — B. Consider the pullback fof f to B. Then fadmits a
tautological chamber ¢!@%¢ : B — 7*(H*) which is simply given by the inclusion
B = S(H*) — n*(H"). Using ¢'“ we get a Pin(2)-equivariant Seiberg-Witten
invariant

SWE o) (ot) = Hy > (B)

where we have written S W;:m@) in place of S W;m(2)’¢twt to simplify notation. If

¢ : B — S(HT) is a Pin(2)-equivariant chamber for f, then we clearly have the
relation Pin(2).0 Pin(2)
SWf 7 (9) = ¢*(SVV]? (9))

Pin(2)
; .

We will make the following assumptions about the Zs-action on B which are
satisfied for the Seiberg—Witten monopole map of a spin family, provided that the
monodromy of the family acts trivially on H'(X;Z). Namely,

and hence it suffices to compute SW

(1) j does not act freely on B.
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(2) The map u: H; (B) — H;*'(B) is injective.
(3) Over each fixed point b € B of j : B — B, the involution j : H,” — H,"
acts as —1. Hence j acts freely on S(H™).

One motivation for assumption (2) is given by the following lemma:

Lemma 6.1. Let FE1,Ey — B be Zg-vector bundles over B, m; : S(F;) — B
the unit sphere bundles. Suppose that v : E1 — Fo is a Zg-equivariant inclusion
and that Eo/1Ey = R’il, where R_1 denotes the trivial real line bundle where Zo
acts as multiplication by —1. If u : Hj (B) — HZ‘I(B) is injective, then v :
Hy (S(E1)) — H;:k((S(EQ)) is also injective.

Proof. The Gysin sequences for S(F;) and S(Fs) are related through the following
commutative diagram whose rows are exact:

e(E o T1)
o (B) 22 (B) —s 1, (S(By)) e T (B) ——

| - |

R AL ( ) pu—

— e(Ez) * 5 *
= sz I(B)_ - szk(B)_2>szk(S(E2))

where 71,79 = r1 + k are the ranks of Fq, F5. The result follows by injectivity of
ub: Hy (B) — HZ*;Lk(B) and a diagram chase. O

Now we are ready to repeat the argument of Theorem Given a Pin(2)-
equivariant monopole map f : SV'U — SV'U" over a base B, we compute S WGP n(2)
in two different ways, where g = f A faom(s2x52) and foom(g2xs2) is the Seiberg—
Witten Pin(2)-monopole map for 22m(S5? x S?), for some sufficiently large m. First
of all, let R_; — B denote the trivial real line bundle where Zs acts as multiplication

by —1. Consider the inclusions
n:SHT) = S(HT ®RE™), 1 SR — S(HT @ R?M)

induced by the inclusions HT — Ht ® R?%™ and R3} — (HT @ R9™) @ R3} =
H* @ R*™ of Zy-vector bundles. Theorem 4] gives

(6.1) SW () = (Ll)*(swlf: 2 g)).

Now let fiks, f,,7z3 be the Pin(2) Seiberg-Witten monopole maps for m K3 and
mK3. We can assume that Joom(szxs2) = foms N fmis. We write g = f A
Jaam(s2xs2) in the form g = (f A f, 75) A fmis and apply Theorem {4l First of
all, note that for any 6, SW%(Q) (9) € H3,(S(H* @ R'%™)) has degree

K3
o(X)

X
deg(9)+¥+4m+19m+b++12 T+4m+19m+b++1

> dim(B) +19m + by — 1

prodvided m satisfies m > dim(B)/4—0(X)/16. Our assumptionon j: HT — H*
ensures that Zs acts freely on S(H™ @ R!¥™) and hence the quotient S(H' &
R9™)/Zs is a manifold of dimension dim(B) + 19m + b, — 1. Hence the degree of

SWE2) (9) is greater than the highest degree in which Hj; (S(HT @ R¥™)) is

f/\fnlm
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non-zero. So SWXr? (0) = 0 for all §. Together with Theorem [4.4] this implies

INf s
that
SWE(G)) = (12)+(SWo s (t(ec(D1) " 3)))

where D1 = D—C?™ and D = V—V'. Expanding the Euler class eq (D), collecting
uO-terms and simplifying, exactly as in the proof of Theorem [5.3, we obtain

Pin j m—
(6.2) SW§ ® (1) = (Q)*(UB 352(j+1—d/2),z2 (D))
Equating (@) and (6.2) yields
Pin(2), j m—
(6:3) () (SWE ™ (@) = (12)+ (™" P53(511-a/2,2. (D).

By Lemma [6.1] and the assumption that u : Hj, (B) — Hg:l(B) is injective,
it follows that (t1). is injective and thus Equation (G3]) completely determines
g Pin(2)

; .

Lemma 6.2. Ifu: H; (B) — HZ‘I(B) is injective then for any 6 € Hp,, o (pt),
S’Wffi"(z)(ﬁ) is in the image of the pullback ©* : H; (B) — Hy (S(H')), where
7w S(HT) — B is the projection. In particular, the invariants SWfZ"(Q)’¢(9) do
not depend on the choice of a chamber.

Pin(2)
F
(u20) = 0. Consider the Gysin sequence

Proof. To simplify notation, set « = SW.

* Pin(2)
o :

() € H;,(S(HT)). Since u® = 0 in
in(2)(Pt), We have waoa=SW

* " * s *—(by—
o HE(B) ™ Hy, (S(HY) = =y Y(B) - -

Now w®a = 0 implies u*m, (o) = 0. But u : Hj (B) — H;"(B) is injective, so
7«(a) = 0. Hence by exactness of the Gysin sequence, o = 7*(8) for some § €
Hy (B). Now suppose that ¢ : B — S(H™") is a chamber. Then SW;Di"(Q)’¢(9) =
o* () = ¢*n*(B) = B, which does not depend on the choice of ¢ (note that in

general, 3 is only unique up to multiples of ez, (H ™), but if a chamber exists then
€7, (H+) = 0) O

Let Ey — E5 be an inclusion of Zy-vector bundles on B and ¢ : S(E;) — S(Es)
the induced map of sphere bundles. Then for any 3 € Hj, (B), we have

(6.4) w (1 (B)) = 73 (ez, (E2/E1)B),
where 7, Ty are the projections m; : S(E;) — B. By Lemma [62] we have that
S’Wffm(z)(qj) = 7" (a;) for some a; € Hy, (B)/(ez,(H™)), where 7 is the projection
7m:S(H') — B. Applying ([64) to Equation (6.3) gives:

u22maj = 622 (H+)u22m_382(j+1,d/2)7z2 (D),

which holds as an equality in H;_(B)/(u**"ez,(H")). Cancelling a common factor

22m—3

of u gives

wPaj = ez, (H)sa(j41-d/2),2, (D)
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in Hy (B)/(uez,(H™)). Since u : H; (B) — Hj (B) is injective, the right hand
side must be a multiple of u®. Let u=®: w*H; (B) — H£;3(B) denote the inverse
of u? on its image. Then

a; = u ez, (H+)52(j+1—d/2),22 (D).

Pulling back to Hy (S(H™)), we obtain

SWff’Ln(Q) (q]) = ,n.* (U_Selg (H+)82(j+17d/2)7z2 (D))

We have proven the following:

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that u : Hy (B) — szl(B) is injective and suppose that
j:HY — HT acts as —1 over the fized points of j : B — B. Then for each j >0,
ez, (HT)s2(j41-a/2),2,(D) is a multiple of u* and

SWE () = (u ez, (HY)sa(51-472),22 (D).

Now suppose that 7 : E — By is a smooth spin family of 4-manifolds. This
means that F is a fibre bundle with fibres given by a compact, oriented smooth
4-manifold X, with transition functions given by orientation preserving diffeomor-
phisms of X and in addition we are given a spin-structure s on the vertical tangent
bundle T(E/By) = Ker((ng)« : TE — TByp). If b1(X) > 0 then we need to as-
sume also that there exists a section s : By — E. In this case we get a families
Seiberg-Witten monopole map f : V'V — SV"-U’ over B, where B = Pic*® (E/By)
is the moduli space of gauge equivalence classes of spin®-connections on the fibres
of E. See [5l Example 2.4] for details of the construction, including an explanation
of why the section s is needed. Thus B — By is a fibre bundle whose fibre over
b € By is Pic*®lx (X;), where X;, = 75 (b) is the fibre of E over b. This is a torus
bundle over By. Moreover, since the family has a spin structure, there is a section
s : Bg — B given by the spin connection. Thus B is completely determined by the
degree 1 monodromy representation 1 (By) — Aut(H'(X;Z)).

The involution j : B — B acts as the identity on By and as —1 on the fibres of
B — By. Assuming that the monodromy of the family £ — By acts trivially on
H'(X;Z), then B = By x Pic*"(X) and it follows easily that Hj_(B) = H*(B)[u].
In particular, u : Hj (B) — szl(B) is injective. To each spin®-connection, we
have a corresponding Dirac operator. Thus B is the parameter space for a family of
Dirac operators. The virtual bundle D = V — V"’ is the families index of this family.
The bundle Ht — B is the pullback to B of the bundle H*(X) — B, whose fibre
over a point b € By is the space HT(X}) of self-dual harmonic 2-forms on X, (with
respect to a given family of metrics). The involution j : HT(X;,) — HT(X,) acts
as a combination of j : B — B on the base, together with multiplication by —1 on
the fibres. Thus j acts as multiplication by —1 over the fixed points of j : B — B.
Our assumptions (1)-(3) are satisfied and hence Theorem [6:3] applies. To compute
the equivariant Euler class ez,(H ™), it is best to think of H' as being the tensor
product H¥(X)®R_;. Then the splitting principle gives

by (X)
(6.5) ez, (HY) = Z wwy, (x)—;(HT(X)) € H*(B)[u].
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Since ez,(H ™) is a monic polynomial in u, multiplication ez,(H") : H*(B)[u] —
H*+t0+(X)(B)[u] is injective. Hence, by the Gysin sequence for S(H') — B, we
have an isomorphism

Hz,(S(H")) = H*(B)[ul/(ez,(H")).

Write S Wg;"f) for the Pin(2)-equivariant Seiberg—Witten invariants of f. This is
a map

Pin(2 . «—2d+by (X)+1
SWian' + Hpina (o) — Hy 20 I (S(HT)).
Applying Theorem gives

Theorem 6.4. Let E — By be a spin family. If by(X) > 0, assume there exists
a section s : By — E and that the monodromy of the family acts trivially on
HY(X;Z). Then for any k > 1+ o(X)/16, we have

(6.6) (wp, (HT(X)) +uwp, —1(HT (X)) + u*wy, —2(X))s2k,2, (D) = 0 (mod u?)
In particular, if o(X) < 0, then wi(HT(X)) = 0 for bp(X) <1 < bp(X) — 2.
Furthermore, we have

by (X)

Pin(2 i -
SWE,sE( (') = > uPwy, x) (H(X))s2(4140(x)/16).22 (D)-
=0

Proof. According to Theorem B3, ez, (H(X))so(j+140(x)/16),2, (D) is a multiple
of u? for any j > 0. Using Equation (G.5)), this gives

(wo, (H (X)) Fuwy, 1 (H (X)) +u*wy, —2(X))s2(j4140(x)/16),2, (D) = 0 (mod u?)
for all § > 0. In particular, if o(X) < 0, then taking j = —1 — 0(X)/16, gives
w (HT(X)) = 0 for b4(X) — 2 < [ < b (X). Futhermore, Theorem and
Equation ([G.0) give

by (X)

Pin(2 i -
SWE,sE( (') = > u Py, 0 (H (X)) s2(j4140(x)/16).22 (D):
=0

O

Remark 6.5. The condition that w;(H* (X)) =0 for b4 (X) —2 <1< b, (X) when
o(X) < 0 was also shown in [0, Theorem 1.2].

The vanishing condition (6.6]) is somewhat difficult to use because of the pres-
ence of the Zy-equivariant Segre classes which could possibly have u and u2-terms.
However, by looking at the lowest order term in w in (G.0l), we obtain:

Corollary 6.6. Let E — By be a spin family. If b1(X) > 0, assume there exists
a section s : By — E and that the monodromy of the family acts trivially on
HY(X;Z). Let 1 >0 be the largest non-negative integer for which w;(H (X)) # 0.
If 1 > b (X) — 2, then

wi(HY(X))s2(j41+0(x)/16) (D) = 0.

for all 5 > 0.
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Proof. If wi,(H" (X)) =0 for k >l and [ > by (X) — 2, then the left hand side of
([©8) has the form u+X)~lwy (HT(X))s2(j+140(x)/16) (D) + -+ Where - -+ denotes
terms of higher order in wu. 0

Consider a spin family of 4-manifolds £ — By with Pin(2)-equivariant monopole
map f. Restricting to the circle subgroup S C Pin(2), and choosing a chamber
¢: B — S(HY), we may consider the S!-equivariant Seiberg—Witten invariants of
f (taken as usual with Zs-coefficients)

SWg7gE . H;l (pt) — H*—2d+b+(x)+1 (B)

The cohomology classes SWig o, (x™) € H?>" 2440+ (X)+1(B) are the (mod 2) fam-
ilies Seiberg—Witten invariants of the spin®-family (F,sg), as defined for instance
in [5]. Using Theorem [6:4] we obtain

Theorem 6.7. Let E — By be a spin family. If b1(X) > 0, assume there exists
a section s : By — E and that the monodromy of the family acts trivially on
HY(X;Z). Then for any chamber ¢, we have

SWg . (x¥)

EEE

“Pwp, ()1 (HY(X))s204140(x)/16),22 (D)) |, -

NMQ

In particular if o(X ) <0 orif b1(X) =0, then

SWi . (@%) = wy, (x)—3(H ' (X))s2(j4110(x)/16) (D).

Proof. Let ¢ : B — S(H'(X)) be a chamber. This defines a Zs-equivariant map
SY x B = S(R¢) — S(HT (X)), inducing a map

¢* + Hy (S(HT(X))) — H;,(S° x B) = H*(B).

E 5E
so it remains to describe the map ¢*. The existence of ¢ implies that wy,  (x)(H (X)) =

0 and hence ez,(H' (X)) is divisible by u, by Equation (G.5). Hence, the forgetful
map Hy (B) — H*(B) factors through Hy (S(H*(X))) — H*(B), and it is clear
that this gives the map ¢*, because ¢* o™ : Hy (B) — H*(B) is the forgetful map,
where 7 : S(H(X)) — B is the projection. It then follows that ¢* (SWL ™3 (¢7))

EEE

By the same reasoning as in Lemma[33] we have that SWg s, (%) = ¢* (S’WPm 2) (")),
)

is given by extracting the u%-term, giving
3

SWi o () =D (u'Pwy, (x) o (HT(X))s2(54140(x)/16) 22 (D)) | oo
=1

If 0(X) < 0, then Theorem [64 also gives w;(H'(X)) =0 for [ > by (X) — 3, so
the formula simplifies to SW;,EE (2%7) = wy, (x)—3(H"(X))Sa(j1140(x)/16) (D). If
b1(X) = 0, then j acts trivially on B and D is a quaternionic virtual bundle. Using
the inclusion Pin(2) C Sp(1), it follows easily that

epin@) (D)t = q¥? + ¢¥* 5o (D) + -+ + 54/2(D).

Hence in this case the equivariant Segre classes of D are just equal to the usual Segre
classes. So it follows that SW;,EE (%) = wy, (x)—3(HT(X))s2(j+1+0(x)/16) (D).
O
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