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INVOLUTIONS, KNOTS, AND FLOER K-THEORY

HOKUTO KONNO, JIN MIYAZAWA, AND MASAKI TANIGUCHI

ABSTRACT. We establish a version of Seiberg—Witten Floer K-theory for knots,
as well as a version of Seiberg—Witten Floer K-theory for 3-manifolds with in-
volutions. The main theorem is a 10/8-type inequality for spin 4-manifolds
with boundary and with involutions, and that yields numerous applications
to knots, such as genus bounds and stabilizing numbers. We also give ap-
plications to get obstructions to extending involutions on 3-manifolds to spin
4-manifolds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to establish a version of Seiberg—Witten Floer
K-theory for knots, as well as a version of Seiberg—Witten Floer K-theory for
3-manifolds with involutions. Our construction is based on Manolescu’s Seiberg—
Witten Floer stable homotopy type [63] and an involutive symmetry on the Seiberg—
Witten equations introduced by Kato [39]. Notably, Kato’s involutive symmetry
acts on the spinors as an anti-complex linear involution. The study of anti-linear
involutions was started by Atiyah [4] and developed as K R-theory, and Kato’s
work [39] may be regarded as a non-linear version of Atiyah’s argument in Seiberg—
Witten theory for closed 4-manifolds. In this paper, we develop a 3-dimensional
version of [39] and extend Kato’s work to 4-manifolds with boundary. Our main
theorem is a 10/8-type inequality for spin 4-manifolds with boundary and with
involutions, and that yields numerous interesting applications to knots, such as
genus bounds and stablizing numbers. While various researchers have studied ef-
fects of group actions in several types of Floer homology and their applications
to knots, such as [2][8]16,24H30,[36H38,[49H52], to the best of our knowledge, this
paper is the first study of Floer K-theory defined for knots with a 10/8-type the-
orem. Like the original 10/8-inequality by Furuta [I9] and its generalization to
4-manifolds with boundary by Manolescu [54], constraints on knots obtained from
our 10/8-type inequality are much different from constraints obtained from usual
(i.e. ordinary cohomological) equivariant Floer theory. Our 10/8-type inequality
also yields applications to get obstructions to extending involutions on 3-manifolds
to spin 4-manifolds.

1.1. Main theorem. Let (Y,t) be a spin rational homology 3-sphere and ¢ be an
orientation-preserving smooth involution whose fixed point set is non-empty and of
codimension 2. Suppose that ¢ preserves the spin structure t. (If Y is a Zs-homology
sphere, this is the case for all ¢.) We shall define a numerical invariant

k(Y t,0) € Q,

which we call the K -theoretic Frpyshov invariant of the spin 3-manifold with invo-
lution (Y, t,¢). This is a version (taking effects of ¢ into account) of the K-theoretic
invariant x introduced by Manolescu [54], which was used in [54] to establish a
relative version of Furuta’s 10/8-inequality [19].

The main theorem of this paper is a 10/8-type inequality for spin 4-manifolds
with involutions:

Theorem 1.1. Let (Y, t), (Y1,t1) be spin rational homology 3-spheres. Let 1g, t1
be smooth involutions on Yy, Y1. Suppose that 1o, 11 preserve the given orientations
and spin structures tg,t; on Yy, Y1 respectively, and suppose that the invariant sets
of to,t1 are non-empty and of codimension 2. Let (W,s) be a smooth compact
oriented spin cobordism with by (W) = 0 from (Yo, to) to (Y1,t1). Suppose that there
erists a smooth involution t on W such that 1 preserves the given orientation and
spin structure s on W, and that the restriction of v to the boundary is given by
to,t1- Then we have

W o)

where b (W) denotes the mazimal dimension of t-invariant positive-definite sub-

spaces of H*(W;R).

+ K(Y07t07 LO) < b+(W) - bj_(W) + K/(leutlabl)a
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Remark 1.2. When Yy = Y7 = S3(C C?) and 10,1 are the complex conjugations,
we obtain

-2 <y - row),

L

which recovers Kato’s 10/8-inequality [39] Theorem 2.3]. There are variants of 10/8-
inequalities taking effects of finite groups actions into account: see, for example,
[11,18,63].

To define the K-theoretic Frgyshov invariant for involutions and prove The-
orem [[LT] we shall construct a version of Seiberg—Witten Floer homotopy type,
which we denote by

DSWFg(Y,t,0),

taking effects of ¢ into account. Here G stands for G = Z,, which is the subgroup of
Pin(2) generated by j € Pin(2), and D stands for a “doubling” construction intro-
duced in Subsection[3.3] On the construction of DSW F (Y, t,1), see Subsection L5
for more details.

Moreover, we can generalize Theorem [[LT]to fixed-point free odd involutions. See
Theorem and Theorem [3.27

1.2. A knot concordance invariant. Applying equivariant Floer theory to the
double branched covers, several knot (concordance) invariants are defined in Hee-
gaard Floer homology, such as [2L[16]24, 25,27, 28][38], and Seiberg-Witten Floer
theory [8]. In a certain orbifold setting, several versions of knot instanton Floer
homology are developed ([I3[15[46]). We also provide a knot concordance invariant
from our Floer K-theory.

For a given oriented knot K in S3, we can associate an oriented rational homology
3-sphere X(K) called the branched covering space along K, which is equipped with
an involution ¢t . Since it is known that H'(X(K);Z/2) = 0, the spin structure on
Y(K) is unique. We denote by t the unique spin structure on X(K). Define the
K -theoretic Frayshov invariant for the knot K by

K(K) = w(5(K), t k) € Q.
As a corollary of Theorem [[I], we prove the following 10/8-type inequality:

Theorem 1.3. The invariant k(K) satisfies the following properties:

(i) The invariant k(K) is a knot concordance invariant.

(ii) Let X be a simply-connected compact oriented smooth 4-manifold X with
boundary 8 = S3. Let S be an oriented compact connected properly smoothly
embedded surface in X bounded by K such that the homology class [S] of S
is diwvisible by 2 and PD(w2(X)) = [S]/2mod 2. Then, we have

2) —”i” +??—2[S]2—1%0’(K) <H(X) +g(8) + K(K),

where o(K) denotes the signature of K (with the sign convention o(T(2,3)) =
—2) and g(S) is the genus of S.

Remark 1.4. When K is the unknot and S is an embedded null-homologous disk,
the inequality (2) implies
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which recovers Furuta’s original 10/8-inequality [I9] except for adding 1 on the
left-hand side. Note that Manolescu’s relative 10/8-inequality [54] applied to the
branched covering spaces also gives a similar inequality to (2]). In Remark f.7] we
compare such known inequalities with (). Also, the invariant £ can be extended to
an invariant of a pair (Y, K) of an oriented homology 3-sphere Y and an oriented
knot K in Y. For more details, see Remark 3.411

For two bridge knots, we can compute x:

Theorem 1.5. For any coprime intergers p,q, the two bridge knot K(p,q), whose
branched cover is the lens space L(p,q), we have

1
3) K(K(p,q) = — 150 (K(p,q)).
The equation @) also holds for any finite connected sum of two bridge knots.
Further, we also compute k for a certain class of torus knots:

Theorem 1.6. For any positive integers n and m, we have

K(#mT(3,12n —5)) = —m/2, k(#mT(3,12n —5)*) =m/2,
k(#mT(3,12n — 1)) = 0, K(#mT(3,12n — 1)*) = 0,
K(#mT(3,12n = 7)) =m/2, k(#nT(3,12n—T7)*) = —m/2,
i(#mT(3,12n+ 1)) =0, K(#mT(3,12n +1)*) = 0,

where K* denotes the mirror image of K.

1.3. Applications to H-sliceness. It is one of the most important problems in
low dimensional topology to study various notions of sliceness for knots in S3.
Recently, Manolescu, Marengon, Sarkar and Willis [57] defined the notion of H-
slice. A given knot K in S3 is said to be smoothly (resp. topologically) H-slice in
an oriented closed smooth 4-manifold X if K bounds a properly embedded smooth
(resp. locally flat) null-homologous disk in X \ Int D*. There are various known
smooth obstructions to H-sliceness in both definite 4-manifolds (for examples, see
[4757,166]) and indefinite 4-manifolds [341[61]. For topological obstructions, see
[20,[42)[56[67]. Some of these techniques can be used to give lower bounds on the
following genus:

. S is a properly and smoothly embedded null-homologous
gx(K) := rmn{ 9(5) ‘ orientable surface in X \ int D* such that 95 = K

On the other hand, for indefinite 4-manifolds with vanishing gauge-theoretic
invariant, there are few ways to obstruct H-sliceness, except for an approach based
on 10/8-inequality [56] and topological obstructions coming from the Arf invariant
([[767]) and the Tristram-Levine signature function ([I4]). We focus on such a
class of 4-manifolds, in particular the n-fold connected sums #,52 x S?, #,K3,
and #,CP?#,,(—CP?) of S? x S?, K3 and CP?#(—CP?) respectively.

First we consider H-sliceness in the n-fold connected sum of S2 x S2. It is proven
in [70] that, for any knot K in S® whose Arf invariant Arf(K) is zero, there is a
positive integer N such that K is smoothly H-slice in #x5S? x S2. This result
enables us to define invariants

sn(K) := min{N| K is smoothly H-slice in # 5% x 5%}
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and
sn' °P(K) := min{N| K is topologically H-slice in #7\]52 X 52

when Arf(K) is zero. These quantities have been studied in the literature, and for
examples in [14], the invariant sn(K) (resp. sn’°P(K)) is called the smooth (resp.
topological) stabilizing number of K.

Our invariant £(K) can be used to give a lower bound on sn(K):

Theorem 1.7. For any knot K C S3 with Arf(K) =0, we have

—%O’(K) — k(K) < sn(K).

It is a natural and basic question if the topological stabilizing number and smooth
stabilizing number have essential difference. More concretely, it is asked in [I4]
Question 1.4] whether there exists a knot K such that

0 < snTP(K) < sn(K).
Using Theorems and [[L7] we can give an affirmative answer to this question:

Theorem 1.8. For a positive integer | and a positive even integer m, we have the
following estimates:

Iml < sn(#,T(3,120 - 1)),
(F#,T (3,120 + 1
(#,T (3,120 -5
O9ml — 5m < sn(#,7(3,120 —
On the other hand, we also have
snT P (#,,T(3,121 — 1))
8ml <snToP(#,T(3,121 + 1)) < 8ml + m,
8ml — 4m <snT°P(#,,T (3,121 — 5)) < 8ml — 3m, and
snTOP(#,,T(3,121 — 7)) = 8ml — 4m.

In particular, if K is one of the following: T(3,121—1), T'(3,12(I1+1)+1), T'(3,12(I+
1) =5), and T'(3,12(1+ 1) = 7) for 1 > 0, and if we set K, = #o, K forn >0, then
we have

Iml —4m < sn and

3

)
);
)
7))-

Il
oo

0 < snTP(K,) < sn(K,)
for all n and the sequence {K,}22, satisfies that
lim (sn(K,)—sn"P(K,)) = +oo.

n—00
The equalities for sn7°P in Theorem follow from results by [7, Theorem 1],
[14, Theorem 5.15], and the lower bounds on sn in Theorem [[.§ shall be deduced
from Theorems and [[7
Next we focus on #, K3. Our invariant x(K) can be used to give a lower bound

On g4, K3-

Theorem 1.9. Let n be a non-negative ingeter. Let K be a finite connected sum
of two bridge knots with Arf(K) = 0. Then we have
1

_EU(K) —n< g#nKS(K)'
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Also, the same inequality holds for any homotopy #,K3.

Ezxample 1.10. Let n be a non-negative integer. Let K,, be the m-fold connected
sum of 55. The signature of 55 is o(55) = —2. (See [I]. Note that our sign
convention of the knot signature is opposite to The Knot Atlas. See Remark [3.45])
Thus we have

m—n < gy, xk3(Kmn).
The same conclusion holds for any homotopy #,K3.

In the end of this subsection, we give relative genus bounds for #,, CP?#,(—CP?).

Ezample 1.11. Let K,, be the n-fold connected sum of T'(3,7) for a positive integer
n and X,, be #,CP?#,(—CP?). Then,

7
s 9(x,2) (EKn),

where = (2, -+ ,2) € Ho(#,CP%#,(—CP?)).

Remark 1.12. Using the Tristram-Levine signature function, another inequality
(Remark [£.7) holds for the topological (locally flat) embeddings. Also, Manolescu’s
relative 10/8-inequality ([54]) gives a similar inequality. We compare our result
with such known results in Remarks .7 and and Example [£.8

1.4. Applications to non-extendable actions. In Section[B we use Theorem [T.1]
to obstruct an extension of involutions on 3-manifolds to spin 4-manifolds. Regard
Brieskorn homology spheres X (p, q,7) as a subset of C? followings the standard defi-
nition. Consider the involution ¢ on X(2, ¢, r) defined by ¢(z1, 22, 23) = (—21, 22, 23)-
Recent result by Anvari and Hambleton [3] Theorem A] showed that the standard
finite cyclic group actions on X(p, ¢,7) does not extend to any contractible smooth
4-manifold bounded by X(p, q,r) (if exists), as a smooth involution. In particular,
¢ does not extend to any contractible smooth 4-manifold bounded by 3(2, ¢, r) as a
smooth involution. (See also recent work by Baraglia—Hekmati [8, Example 7.7].)
As a complementary result, we obstruct to extend such ¢ to non-contractible 4-
manifolds for some class of Brieskorn homology spheres:

Theorem 1.13 (Theorem BI). Set Y = +£%(2,q,7) and let ¢ :' Y — Y be the
involution defined by (21, 22, 23) = (—21, 22, 23). Let W be a compact smooth spin
4-manifold bounded by Y with by(W) = 0. (Note that ¢ can extend to W as a
homologically trivial diffeomorphism. See Theorem [51l)

(1) IfY = £%(2,3,12k+1) or £%(2,3,12k—1) for k > 0, then ¢ cannot extend
to W as a smooth involution so that
—a(W)/16 > bt (W) — bZL(W)
(i) If Y = %(2,3,12k = 5) or Y = =%(2,3,12k — 7) for k > 0, then ¢ cannot
extend to W as a smooth involution so that
—o(W)/16 > bt (W) — b (W) —1/2.
(ili) IfY = =%(2,3,12k = 5) or Y = X(2,3,12k — 7) for k > 0, then v cannot
extend to W as a smooth involution so that
—o(W)/16 > bt (W) — b (W) +1/2.

(iv) In particular, suppose thatY and W satisfy one of the following three con-
ditions:
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o YV =45%(2,3,12k+ 1) or £3(2,3,12k — 1), and (W) # 0.
o Y =3%(2,3,12k—5) or —3(2,3,12k —7), and o(W) # 8.
o YV =-%(2,3,12k — 5) or X(2,3,12k — 7), and o(W) # —8.
Then v cannot extend to W as a homologically trivial smooth involution.

1.5. Floer homotopy type and Floer K-theory. The main ingredients to es-
tablish Theorem [[T] are versions of Floer homotopy type and of Floer K-theory.
Let us clarify the nature of our construction of these ingredients. Based upon
Manolescu’s construction of Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type [53], we
shall construct versions of Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type for involutions

DSWFq(Y,t,¢)
and of Seiberg-Witten Floer K -theory for involutions
DSWFKq(Y,t,1),

which are defined for a spin rational homology 3-sphere (Y, t) with an involution ¢
whose fixed point set is of codimension 2. Through the construction of the double
branched cover, we obtain the Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type of knot
K
DSWF(K)
and the Seiberg—Witten Floer K -theory of knot K
DSWFK(K).

These are closely related to the recent work by Baraglia and Hekmati [8], where
they established an equivariant Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type for
finite groups, and an equivariant Seiberg—Witten Floer cohomology, and defined
knot invariants in a similar way. (Note also a recent combinatorial construction of
knot Floer homotopy type by Manolescu and Sarkar [59].) However, even restricting
our attention to involutions and the case of spin 3-manifolds, there are significant
differences between the equivariant Floer homotopy type by Baraglia—Hekmati [8]
and our Floer homotopy type for involutions.

The first major difference is that our construction is based on an involutive
symmetry on the Seiberg—Witten equations studied by Kato [39]. Here we explain
the key point of this. A basic strategy to extract information from group actions is
to study the fixed point set. However, given involution ¢ with codimension 2 fixed
point set on a spin 3- or 4-manifold, the invariant part of (lifts of) ¢ in the space of
spinors turns out to be trivial. Therefore we cannot extract any useful information
from the Seiberg—Witten equations restricted to this invariant part. To resolve this
situation, Kato [39] defined an involution I using ¢ on the configuration space for
the Seiberg—Witten equations, and observed that the Seiberg—Witten equations are
equivariant for this symmetry I. Notably, Kato’s involutive symmetry acts on the
spinors as an anti-complex linear involution, and therefore this is much different
from usual equivariant theory. Recall that the Seiberg—Witten equations on spin
manifolds are Pin(2)-equivariant. A key point is that, while the I-invariant part
of the Seiberg—Witten equations are not Pin(2)-equivariant anymore, they are still
equivariant for Z4, which emerges as the subgroup generated by j in Pin(2). Kato
proved a 10/8-type inequality for closed spin 4-manifolds with involutions using
this Z4-symmetry.

We consider a 3-dimensional version of this work by Kato, and construct G = Z4-
equivariant Seiberg—Witten Floer homotopy type. To show Theorem [I.I] we have
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to consider an analogous argument to Manolescu’s relative 10/8-inequality [54] in
our setting, but there is still a problem to carry this out. The main problem occurs
when we define the K-theoretic Frgyshov invariant x for involutions. Once we
restrict the Seiberg—Witten equations to the I-invariant part, the behavior of (an
ingredient of) x is not controllable for suspensions of some representations of G, not
as in Manolescu’s original argument. (See Remark [3.61) We resolve this problem
by considering the “complexification” or “double” of the whole construction of the
Floer homotopy type. See Subsection B.3] for more details on this point. Not
only for this problem, the doubling construction allows us to avoid many technical
complications in the construction of the Floer homotopy type for involutions.

1.6. Structure of the paper. We finish off this introduction with an outline of
the contents of this paper. In Section [2 following the Kato’s work [39], we in-
troduce the involution I on the configuration space, which we mainly use in the
construction of our invariant. Using such a symmetry, we apply equivariant Con-
ley index theory to the formal gradient vector filed of the Chern—Simons—Dirac
functional. In Section[3] for a rational homology sphere with an involution, we con-
struct the (doubled) Seiberg-Witten Floer stable homotopy type, Floer K-theory,
K-theoretic Frgyshov invariant, and corresponding invariants for knots. The proof
of Theorem [ Tlis given in SubsectionB.7l Also, we give several computations of our
Seiberg—Witten Floer homotopy type and K-theoretic Frgyshov invariant in Sub-
section 3.8 In Section dl we first review several fundamental calculations related
to double branched covering spaces for properly embedded surfaces in punctured
4-manifolds. Using such calculations and Theorem [[.T] we prove Theorem [[.3l We
discuss several examples including #,, K3, #,CP?#,,(—CP?) and #,5% x S2. In
Section [l we obtain results on non-extendable actions of certain Seifert homology
3-spheres using Theorem [[LTl In particular, we prove Theorem [[.T3l Section [ is
devoted to explaining other methods to obtain genus bounds such as Manolescu’s
relative 10/8-inequality and Tristram-Levine signature, which are related to our
inequality (Theorem [[3).

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to express their gratitude to David
Baraglia, Motoo Tange, Nobuhiro Nakamura and Oguz Savk for helpful comments.

The first author was partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers
17H06461, 19K23412, and 21K13785. The second author was supported by JSPS
KAKENHI Grant Number 21J22979 and WINGS-FMSP program at the Graduate
school of Mathematical Science, the University of Tokyo. The third author was
supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 20K22319 and RIKEN iTHEMS
Program.

2. AN INVOLUTION ON THE CONFIGURATION SPACE

Following Kato’s work [39] in dimensional 4, we shall define an involution on the
configuration space for the Seiberg—Witten equations in the 3-dimensional setting.
First let us recall a term on involutions [5[12]. We call a smooth involution ¢ on
a smooth spin manifold a spin involution of odd type if ¢ lifts to an automorphism
of the spin structure as a Zj-action. If the fixed point set is non-empty, this is
equivalent to that . lifts to a spin automorphism and the fixed point set is of
codimension 2, as far as the spin manifold is of dim < 4 [5 Proposition 8.46].
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Throughout this paper, all involutions on spin 3- or 4-manifolds we consider are of
odd type.

Let (Y,t) be a spin rational homology 3-sphere and ¢ be an involution on Y’
preserving the isomorphism class of t. Take an t-invariant Riemannian metric g on
Y. Let us denote by S the spinor bundle of Y. Suppose that ¢ is of odd type. Then
we can take a lift 7 of ¢ to an automorphism of S satisfying

=1

This lift ¢ yields a Z4-action on S. There exists exactly one more lift of ¢, which is
given by —r.

On the quaternionic structure of the spinor bundle, we adopt the convention
that the quaternion scalars act on the right. Following Kato [39, Subsection 4.2],
we define an involution

(4) I T"Y®S—>T'Y®S
by
Hag, ¢(x)) = (=(7a)z, (e(e(2))) - 5)-
Here a, € T}Y and ¢(x) € S, for x € Y. This involution I is a direct sum of
involutions I : T*Y — T*Y and I : S — S, and the involution I on the spinors

commutes with the right action of j € Pin(2), but anti-commutes with the right
action of 4.

Remark 2.1. This involution I is the composition of the action of (¢*,7) and the
right action of (—1, j). The second action was considered by Furuta [19] in his proof
of the 10/8-inequality. The action of —1 to the form part is necessary to get the
equivariance for the Seiberg—Witten equations. This is because, for any spinor ¢,

we have (¢j(¢7)*)o = —(¢¢")o.

The above I induces an involution on the space of sections of TY & S, and
restricting this, we obtain an involution

I:Ker(d*: QYY) = Q°Y)) x I'(S) — Ker(d* : Q(Y) = Q°(Y)) x I'(S).
Here we consider the Sobolev norms L7 , for the spaces Ker(d* : Q'(Y) — Q°(Y))
2
and I'(S) defined using the ¢-invariant metric and ¢-invariant connections for a fixed

integer k& > 3. Henceforth, Ker(d* : Q1(Y) — Q°(Y)) will be simply denoted by
Kerd*.

Remark 2.2. There are two choices of lift of ¢, namely, 7 and —i. Thus we have
two involutions I, I’ from the lift 7 and —¢ respectively. We have an isomorphism
from the I fixed part to the I’ fixed part which is given by (a,¢) — (a,¢ - v/—1).
This isomorphism preserves the formal gradient flow of the Chern—Simons—Dirac
functional. Therefore, the Conley index Subsection [3.4] made from the I-fixed part
and the doubled Conley index made from the I’-fixed part are same.

Lemma 2.3. The formal gradient of C'SD
o:Kerd" x I'(S) — Kerd" x I'(S)
is equivariant with respect to the action I.

Proof. The action [ is the composition of the (:*,7) and the right (—1,j) action.
It is obvious that the action of (—1,7) preserves the formal gradient flow of CSD
because this is an element of the ordinary Pin™ (2) action to Kerd* xI'(S). Let P is
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the principal Spin bundle which gives the spin structure t. The automorphism ¢ on
P is a lift of the involution on the SO(TY") given by ¢. The vector bundles TY and
S are all associated bundle of P and the Clifford multiplication TY ® S — S and
the map S 3 ¢ — (¢p¢*)o € V—1A2T*Y are given by a multiplication of elements
Spin(4) resresentation space. Thus we have that the formal gradient of CSD is
equivariant under the action of (v*,17). O

Define
V(Y,t,0) := (Kerd* x I'(S))”.
The vector field o induces a vector field
(5) o V(Y t,1) = V(Y t0),

The vector field o/ decomposes into the linear part [ and quadratic part c¢: ¢/ = [+c.
Here [ is given as (xd, D), where D is the spin Dirac operator. For A < 0 < p, define
the subspace VMA of V(Y,t,¢) as the direct sum of eigenspaces for | whose eigenvalues
lie in (A, u]. Note that V:‘ is finite-dimenional for any A, u, and we think of V:‘ as
a finite-dimensional approximation of V(Y t,¢).

Also, we may define an involution I on Pin(2) by

I-g:=jgj ",

and it is easy to see that

Pin(2)" ={1,4,—1,—j} = Z4.
Set

G:={1,j,—1,—j} C Pin(2).
It follows from a direct calculation that

Ig*(au ¢) = (I : g)*(au ¢)
In summary, the flow (@) inherits G-equivariance from the original Pin(2)-symmetry
of the Seiberg-Witten flow.
For this G-equivariant flow ¢’, we may repeat the construction by Manolescu [53]

of the equivariant Conley index associated with the Seiberg—Witten flow. Thus we
have a G-equivariant Conley index

Iﬁ\t(Ya tv Ly Zv g)
for sufficiently large —\, p.

Remark 2.4. While I{(Y,t,¢,7,g) depends also on the choice of lift 7 of ¢, this does
not affect our construction of stable Floer homotopy type in an essential way. See
Lemma [3.15]

3. SEIBERG-WITTEN FLOER HOMOTOPY THEORY FOR INVOLUTIONS

3.1. Representations. Recall that we defined the group G to be the cyclic group
of order 4 generated by j € Pin(2), i.e.

G = {1737_17_3}
Define a subgroup H of G by
H={1,-1}cG.

Let R be the 1-dimensional real representation space of G defined by the surjection
G — Zo = {1,—1} and the scalar multiplication of Zs on R.



INVOLUTIONS AND FLOER K-THEORY 11

Let C be a 1-dimensional complex representation of G defined via the surjection
G — Zs and the scalar multiplication of Zs on C. Note that, if s is even, say 2t,
then there is an isomorphism of real representations R2s =~ Ct.

We introduce also G-representations

(6) Ra Rv C+a C*v

where R,R are real 1-dimensional representations and C,,C_ are complex 1-
dimensional representations, defined by assigning to j € G multiplication of 1, —1,4, —i
respectively. Note that we have the relation

c_=¢C-c,

in R(G).
We can think of these four spaces (@) as H-representations through the inclusion
H C G, and they correspond to

R, R, C, C

as H-representations, respectively.
It is straightforward to check that the representation ring R(G) is given by

R(G) = Z[w, 2]/ (w? — 2w, w — 2z + 2?).

Here the generators w, z are given as the K-theoretic Euler classes of @, C4, namely,

w=1-C, z=1-C,.
The augumentation map R(G) — Z is given by
w,z — 0,

so the augmentation ideal is given by (w, z) C R(G).

Compared with the standard expression of R(G), given by R(G) = Z[t]/(t* — 1),
an isomorphism Z[w, z]/(w? — 2w, w—2z+22%) — Z[t]/(t*—1) is given by w > 1—¢2
and z — 1 —¢.

It is also straightforward to check that

(7) Ker(R(G) » R(H))={cw e R(G) |c€Z}.

G)’
Zlt

In a finite-dimensional approximation of the configuration space on which the
(finite-dimensional approximation of ) G-equivariant Seiberg—Witten flow acts, only
three of the representations ([Gl) may appear: R, C4, C_. Here C,,C_ appear in the
following way. Originally a finite-dimensional approximation of the configuration
space is of the form RN @HN' as Pin(2)-representation for large N, N’. Restricting
attention to the I-invariant part, the remaining symmetry on the configuration
space is given by G, and as G-representation space, H splits into C, & C_. More
concretely, let us write the set of quaternions by

8) H=Ce®jC=RoiRajR®(-k)R= (R R)®i(R® (—j)R).

Let us equip R @ jR with the complex structure by j, and R @ (—j)R with the
complex structure by —j. Then the (R @ jR)-component of () corresponds to C,
and the (R & (—j)R)-component corresponds to C_.
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3.2. Space of type G-SWF.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a pointed finite G-CW complex. We call X a space of
type G-SWF if

e XH is G-homotopy equivalent to (R5)+ for some s > 0.
e G acts freely on X \ XH.

The natural number s is called the level of X.

Let X be a space of type G-SWF at even level s = 2¢. Let ¢ : X — X denote
the inclusion. The image of t* : Kg(X) — Kg(X™) is expressed of the form
J(X) - b,&, where J(X) is an ideal of R(G) and b, is the Bott element.

Repeating the proof of [54, Lemma 1] under replacing Pin(2) and S! with G
and H respectively, the G-equivariant localization theorem deduces the following
lemma:

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a a space of type G-SWF at even level s = 2t. Then there
exists k > 0 such that w*, 2% € J(X).

Definition 3.3. For a space of type G-SWF, define
k(X):=min{k >0 |3z € J(X),wz = 2kw}.

By Lemma B2 there exists k > 0 such that wz = 2¥w for some z € J(X), and
thus k(X)) is a well-defined natural number.

The rest of this subsection is devoted to establishing basic properties of the
quantity k(X).

Lemma 3.4. Let X and X' be spaces of type G-SWF at the same even level.
Suppose that there exists a G-equivariant map f : X — X' whose H-fized point set
map is a G-homotopy equivalence. Then we have

k(X)) < k(X').
Proof. We have a commutative diagram

Kex') —LI Ra(x)

! l

Ro(xn)y Y25 Roxm),

where (f#)* is an isomorphism. This implies J(X’) C J(X), and hence k(X) <
k(X"). O

We need to know the behavior of the ideal J(X) under suspension to define the
K-theoretic Frgyshov invariant (Y, ¢):

Lemma 3.5. Let X be a space of type G-SWF at an even level. Then we have
(9) IEEX) =3(X), IEX) =2 3(X), IEEX) = (w+2—wz) - J(X),
and

(10) E(XCX) = k(X), kES®C-X)=k(X)+1.
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of [64] Lemma 2]. First we shall prove ().

The statement about C follows from (X€X)# = ©¢(X#) and the naturality of the
Bott element.

Next, to prove the statement about C,, consider the diagram induced from the
inclusion i : X — X%+ X and the inclusions from the H-invariant part:

Ko(S+X) — Ke(X)

m ! !

Ke((ZF+ X)) —— Ka(X").
Since (X¢+ X)# = X the bottom map (if)* is the identity. By the Bott isomor-
phism, the top map ¢* is given by multiplication by the Euler class z associated to
the representation C. This implies that
IJEHX) =2 3(X)
in R(G).
Similarly, about the statement on C_, we have

Ko(3-X) —— Ke(X)

| |

Ko((2C- X)) —/—— Kq(xM).
The top map i* is given by multiplication by the Euler class 1 — C_, and by the
relation C_ = C - C_, this Euler class is given by

1-C_o=1-(1-w)(l—-2)=w+2z—wz.

Next we prove (I0). The statement about C is clear by (@). To show the
statement about C; @ C_, first note that we have

JECHEC-X) = 2(w + 2 — wz) - J(X)
by @). Using the relations w? — 2w = 0,w — 2z + 2% = 0, we deduce that
(12)

w(z(w + 2z —wz)) = 2w* + wz? — w?

2% = 22w — wz? = 22w — 22w + w? = 2w.
For # € J(X) and k > 0, it follows from ([Z) that wxr = 2*w holds if and only if
w(z(w + 2z — wz))x = 271w holds. Thus we have k(X+9C-X) = k(X)+1. O

Remark 3.6. We do not state the behavior of £(X) under suspension by C; and by
C_ in Lemma B3 In fact, k(X) does not behave well under these suspensions, not
as in Manolescu’s original argument. (Compare this with [54, Lemma 2].) For C,,
the reason why k(X) does not behave well is that the relation zw — 2w = 0 does
not hold in R(G), not as in R(Pin(2)). For C_, the reason is that the behavior of
J(X) is already complicated as seen in ([@).

Lemma 3.7. Let X and X' be spaces of type G-SWF at levels 2t and 2t', respec-
tively, such that t < t'. Suppose that there exists a G-equivariant map f: X — X'
whose G-fized point set map is a homotopy equivalence. Then we have

E(X)+t<k(X)+t.
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of [54, Lemma 5]. Let us start with the
diagram

|

(13) Ko((x)7)y Y0 fo(xm)

l

Ra((x)9) L5 Ra(x9)

Since Kq((X)7), Ka(X"), Kg((X')%), Kg(XC) are free R(G)-modules of rank
1, we may regard the four maps among them as multiplications by elements of
R(G). Note that (f¢)* is just the identity map, since f is supposed so that f¢
is a homotopy equivalence. The vertical maps Kg((X')?) — Kg((X')%) and
Kg(XH) = Kq(X©) are given by multiplication with the K-theoretic Euler classes
w',w! respectively. Thus we have that (f#)* is given as multiplication by an
element y € R(G) satisfying that

Kex') LI Rex)
G

(14) wt oy =w'.
We claim that (f¥)* in the diagram (I3) is given by multiplication by 2t ~*~1w,
in other words, we show that y = 2¢ ~t~1w. First, since ¢ < ¢, the map
() Kn((X)H) = Kp(X™)
is the zero map. Hence the image of y under the restriction R(G) — R(H) is zero.
From this and ([7]) we deduce that y = cw for some ¢ € Z. Then it follows from (I4)
and the relation w? = 2w that

’ ’_
2lew = cw'™ = wt =28 T,

and thus we have ¢ = 28’ ~t=1 and y = 2t~ 1w, as claimed.
Take z € J(X') such that wz = 2¥w, where k' = k(X’). By the previous
paragraph, we have

(fH)*(x) _ 2t/7t71wx _ 2k'+t/7t71w'
It follows from this that
we (1) (@) = 2w,

On the other hand, by the commutativity of the diagram (I3)), (f)*(x) belongs
to J(X). Thus we obtain k' +t' — ¢ > k(X). O

3.3. Doubling construction and spectrum classes. Given a spin rational ho-
mology 3-sphere Y with a smooth odd involution ¢, in Subsection [35] we shall
define the Seiberg-Witten Floer K-theory and the K-theoretic Frgyshov invariant.
This is based on a space-valued 3-manifold invariant constructed in Subsection [3.4]
which is a G-equivariant analogue of Manolescu’s stable homotopy type. In this
subsection, we prepare a set in which the space-valued invariant takes value.
Fixing an ¢-invariant metric g on Y, we obtain a G-equivariant Conley index
I{(Y, 1, g) as explained. One option of the definition of the Seiberg-Witten Floer
K-theory is just the K-theory of (a certain degree shift of) I{(Y, ¢, g), but it is not
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convenient to define the K-theoretic Frgyshov invariant. The reason is that both
of representations C; and C_ may appear in the I-invariant part of the space of
spinors, and as we have seen in Lemma B3] the ideal J(X) of R(G) associated to a
space of type G-SWF X does not behave neatly under the suspension by C_, and
k(X)) does not behave well for both C4 and C_: see Remark

However, under the suspension by the direct sum C; @ C_, the quantity k(X)
does behave neatly, as seen in Lemma Moreover, C; & C_ appears as the
complexification of C, and of C_ as well. This observation leads us to consider
the ‘complexification’ or ‘double’ of I§(Y,t,g) and of the relative Bauer—Furuta
invariant among them.

To do this, let us define the double of a general space of type G-SWF. Define a
group automorphism « : G — G by a(j) = —j.

Definition 3.8. Let X be a space of type G-SWF at level t. Denote by X the
space of type G-SWF at level t defined as the same topological space with X, but
the G-action on X is given by composing the original G action on X with «. Then
X A XT is also a space of type G-SWF, at level 2t. Define the space of type G-SWF
D(X) by
D(X)=XAXT,

which we call the double of X.

Similarly, for a real or complex representation V of G, define a representation
VT by the same vector space with V', but with G-action obtained by composing the
original G action on V' with a. Define a representation D(V) of G by

D(V)=VaVh.
Ezample 3.9. Since the automorphism « : G — G does not affect the real repre-

sentation R, we have
DR") =R* =’

for t > 0.
On the other hand, a swaps C4 for C_:
CHf=cC.,
(CH) =cCy.

Thus we have G-equivariant homeomorphisms
D(Cy)=D(C)=CyaC = (Cq)c = (C)c,
where (C4 )¢ denotes the complexification of Cy. More generally, we have
D(CT & Cr) = (CrpC_)mtn
for m,n > 0.

Following |54, Section 4], consider a triple (D, m,n), where D is a space of type
G-SWF at an even level, and m € Z and n € Q. We have in mind the case that D
is given as D = D(X) for some X, not necessarily at an even level.

Definition 3.10. For such triples (D, m,n), (D', m’,n’), we say that they are G-
stably equivalent to each other if n — n' € Z and there exist M, N > 0 and a
G-homotopy equivalence

E(M—m)CE(N—n)(@@C,)D N E(M—m')@E(N—n/)((C+€D(C,)D/'
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Define € as the set of G-stable equivalence classes of triples (D, m,n). An element
of €¢ is called a spectrum class.

Informally, we may think of the triple (D, m,n) as the formal desuspension of
X by mC and by n(Cy & C_), so symbolically one may write

(D,m,n) = £ "Cx-C+EC)p,

while we need to keep in mind that » may not be an integer.
As well as the non-equivariant case, we can define the notion of local equivalence,
which was introduced by Stoffregen [T1], in our G-equivariant setting:

Definition 3.11. Let (D,m,n),(D’,m’,n’) be triples as above. A G-stable map
(D,m,n) = (D',m/,n’) is a based G-map

E(Mfm)@E(an)(C+€BC,)D N Z(Mfm’)@E(an’)(C+®(C,)D/

for some M, N > 0. A G-stable map (D, m,n) — (D’,m/,n’) is called a G-local
map if it induces a G-homotopy equivalence on the H-fixed point sets. We say
that (D, m,n) and (D’,m’,n') are G-locally equivalent if there exist G-local maps
(D,m,n) = (D’',m/,n') and (D', m',n') = (D, m,n).

The G-local equivalence is evidently an equivalence relation, and we call an
equivalence class for this relation a G-local equivalence class. The set of G-local
equivalence classes is denoted by LE. Evidently the G-stable equivalence implies
the G-local equivalence, and we have a natural surjection € — LE¢.

For a triple (D, m,n) above, we define
f(é(D,m,n) = K*tmT2n(p)
and
k(D,m,n) := k(D) — n.

The second statement of the following lemma is the main motivation that we
work with €, allowing only suspension by C and C; ¢ C_:
Lemma 3.12. Let (D, m,n) be a triple as above. Then the followings are invariants
of the equivalence class D = [(D,m,n)] € €g:

(1) The isomorphism class of equivariant K -cohomology,

KEJ(D) = [Ké(Dvmvn)]v

as a graded R(G)-module.
(2) The rational number k(D) = k(D,m,n) € Q.

Proof. The first statement immediately follows from the Bott periodicity about sus-
pensions by complex representations. The second statement follows from Lemmal3.5
O

Remark 3.13. Instead of considering elements of €¢, one may define a ‘G-equivariant
suspension spectrum’ by allowing suspension only by C, and only by C_, not nec-
essarily by the pair C; @ C_. However, then the statement corresponding to (2) in
Lemma cannot be obtained. See Remark

The statement for (2) in Lemma [B12 can be improved as follows:

Lemma 3.14. The rational number k(D) is a G-local equivalence invariant, i.e.
k(D) depends only on the G-local equivalence class of D € €¢.
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Proof. Given two triples (D, m,n), (D’,m/,n’), suppose that they are G-local equi-
variant. Let

E(Mfm)@E(an)(C+€BC,)D N Z(Mfm’)@E(an’)(C+®(C,)D/

be a G-local map from (D,m,n) to (D’,m/,n’), where M, N > 0. Applying
Lemma [34] to this, we obtain

k(Z(Mfm)@E(an)(Q@c,)D) < k(Z(Mfm’)@E(an’)(C+€BC,)D/).

By Lemma [B3] this is equivalent to that k(D, m,n) < k(D’,m’,n’). Similarly we
obtain k(D’',m/,n’) < k(D,m,n) from a G-local map (D’,m’,n') — (D',m/,n’),
and thus have k(D, m,n) = k(D’,m’,n’). O

3.4. Doubled Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type for involutions.
Now we are ready to construct an invariant of 3-manifolds with involution. Let (Y, t)
be a spin rational homology 3-sphere and ¢ be a smooth orientation-preserving
involution on Y. Suppose that ¢ also preserves the given spin structure t on Y and
is of odd type. Fix an t-invariant metric g on Y, and choose a lift ¢ of ¢+ of order 4
on the spin structure. Then we obtain a G-equivariant Conley index I{'(Y, ¢, 7, g),
once we fix A <€ 0 < p. Recall that, the finite-dimensional approximation of the
configuration space is decomposed into

VR & V(C1)l & VIC ),

Here each direct summand is isomorphic to the direct sum of some copies of
R,C,,C_ respectively. The H-invariant part of I%(Y, ¢, g) is given by V(R)}.

First, we see that the dependence on the choice of lift 7. Recall that ¢ has exactly
two lifts, and once we pick a lift 7, the other lift is —7.

Lemma 3.15. The double D(I{(Y,,1,g)) is independent of the choice of i. Namely,
there is a canonical G-equivariant homeomorphism

(15) D(IX(Y, ¢, 7,9)) = DU (Y, 1, =1, 9)).

Proof. To record the dependence, denote the involution I introduced in @) by It
if it is defined using 7, and by I~ if it is defined using —z. Then it is straightforward
to check that

I*(a,¢i) =1 (a, )i
for all (a,¢) € QYY) & T(S).
Recall also how the representations C, C_ appear in the configuration space for
the Seiberg-Witten Floer theory. Decompose H so that

H=C®jC=R@iR®jRP (—k)R= (R®JR)®i(R S (—j)R).
Then (R®JR, j) and (i(R® (—5)R), —j) are isomorphic to C; and C_ respectively.

Note that the right multiplication of ¢ gives complex linear isomorphisms

(R®JR,j) = (((R® (—=j)R),—j), (RS (—=j)R),—j) = (RS JR, ).

Denote a finite-dimensional approximation of the I*-invariant part of the con-
figuration space by

V(R)A & VECH @ VE(C)K.
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(Note that the choice of lift of © does not affect the H-invariant part V(R)%.) By
the above two paragraphs, we see that the right multiplication of ¢ gives complex
linear isomorphisms

VECE 5 VT(C, VHC)L - V(CO)
Therefore the right multiplication of ¢ induces a G-equivariant homeomorphism
(Y, u,0,9) = I8 (Y 0, —i,9)T,
and this gives rise to the desired G-equivariant homeomorphism (IH). ([

In view of Lemma 315 henceforth we drop from our notation the choice of lift
of «.

We also need a kind of correction term to absorb the dependence of the invariant
metric. Recall a correction term introduced in [53]:

1 . 1
n(Y,t,g) = i(ndir(yu t,g) — dimc Ker Dy ¢ 4) — Zmign(K 9))-
Here n4;r (Y, t, g) and ns4n (Y, g) are the eta invariants of the Dirac operator and
the signature operator respectively, and Dy, is the Dirac operator on (Y,t,g).
Alternatively, we can write n(Y,t,g) as

w
TL(Y,th) = indc Dw + 0(8 )7

where W is a compact spin Riemann 4-manifold bounded by (Y, g).

In our G-equivariant setting, a direct analogue of Manolescu’s Fleor stable ho-
motopy type is a triple
(16) (B EREVEREVERLY, 4 1,9),0,n(Y, £, 9)/4),

where the division by 4 for the last factor will be explained in Remark 317 How-
ever, the triple (I6]) does not lie in €. So, instead, we consider the ‘double’ of this
triple:

(1) (@ PVEREPVEDEPVER DY, 1,9)),0,n(Y: L, 9)/2).
Rewriting desuspensions to make ([7) precise, in view of Example 3.9 we arrive
at:

Definition 3.16. Given Y, t,(, g as above, define an element DSW F(Y,t,¢) € €¢
by

DSWFg(Y,t,1)
= [(D(I(Y, 4,1, 9)), dimg V(R)S, dime V(C)§ + dime V(C-)S + n(Y; t, 9)/2)].

We call DSWF(Y,t,1) the doubled G-equivariant Seiberg- Witten Floer stable ho-
motopy type or doubled Seiberg—Witten Floer G-spectrum class.

Recall that, symbolically, DSW F(Y,t,t) can be thought of as

31— (dimg V(né)‘;)@z—(dimc V(C4)Y4dime V((C,)(;\+n(Y,t,g)/2)((C+®(C,)D(Ié\t(Y, t,¢,9)).
Remark 3.17. The number n(Y,t,g)/4 in ({I6) was chosen by the following obser-
vation. First, since I and ¢ anti-commute, the dimension of I-invariant part of the
kernel/cokernel of the Dirac operator is half of the dimension of the original ker-

nel/cokernel. Second, passing to the double, the dimension turns into the double of
the original one. Lastly, for suspensions corresponding to the third factor of triples,
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we use the direct sum C; @& C_, rather than a 1-dimensional complex vector space.

So in total

Lo Lving = tavit g

— . - —n = —n

2 2 3 7g 2 ) ’g
should be put at the third factor of the triple (IT). Adopting this number is
necessary to prove the invariance of the doubled G-Floer homotopy type, shown in

the following proposition.

We shall show the invariance of DSW F(Y,t,:). Before that, we note a techni-
cality about trivializations of representations. Since Cisa complex representation
of G and GL(N,C) is connected for all N, for any triple (D, m,n) and for any
complex N-dimensional representation V' of G which is isomorphic to the direct
sum of copies of C, we have a G-stable equivalence

(VEAD,N +m,n) ~ (D,m,n),

and this G-stable equivalence is canonical up to homotopy. A similar remark applies
also to the desuspension by C; & C_ since C; @C_ is also a complex representation.

Proposition 3.18. The spectrum class DSWFg(Y,t,1) € €q is an invariant of
(Y,t,0), independent of A, u, and g.

Proof. We basically follow the original argument by Manolescu [64, Proof of The-
orem 1]. First we fix g and show the independence on A, u. Recall the behavior of
the Conley index under suspension. That is, for A < X < 0 <y’ < p,

=1
= AV =15 A(VR)Y @ V(TR @ VIC)N)T.
This combined with Example implies that
D(I}) = DY),
D(I%) = D(I},) A (D(VY)*
= D1y A (T VO @ (€ @ €)time Ve raime Ve )T

and from this the independence on A, u follows.

Next, we show the independece on g. Fix A, u, and to record the choice of g
used in the construction, we temporarily denote by DSW F (Y, t,¢,g) the doubled
G-spectrum class constructed being used A, u. Take two ¢-invariant metrics go and
g1. Since the space of G-invariant metrics is contractible, we may take a path of
t-invariant metrics {g: }+¢[0,1) between go and g;. The assumption that b;(Y) = 0
tells us that the de Rham operator does not involve here, as in the non-equivariant
case, and we focus on the family of Dirac operators D; associated with this path of
metrics.

Recall that the I-invariant part of each Dirac operator D/ is G-equivariant, and
we obtain G-equivariant spectral flow

stc({D{}) € R(G),
which can be written as a linear combination only of C;,C_. Under the natural
map R(G) — Z induced from taking the dimension of the representation, the image

of the equivariant spectral flow sfg({D}}) is given by the usual (non-equivariant)
spectral flow sf({D]}) € Z. The difference between the doubled G-spectrum classes
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DSWFg(Y,t,t,90) and DSWFg(Y,t,¢,¢1) is given by the ‘doubled’ equivariant
spectral flow

D(stc({D})) € R(G),
which is given by

(18) (Cy @ C_)FUPD),
Recall that we have a formula
(19) Sf({Dt}) = TL(Y, t? gl) _n(K tu 90)7

and thus have

st({Dy}) = n(Y, t,91)/2 = n(Y,t, go) /2.
Note that sf({D;}) is an even integer because of the existence of the action I. Thus
we finally get

D(sfa({Dy})) = (Cq & C_)nMta/2mniVitan)/2 ¢ R(G),
and this completes the proof. O

Remark 3.19. As noted in [§], it is subtle to split the equivariant spectral flow
sf¢({D:}) as in the non-equivariant case (I9). But here we consider the doubled
homotopy type, and the doubling construction makes the subtlety from the equivari-
ance disappear: the difference between two doubled homotopy types corresponding
to two choices of metrics is determined only by the non-equivariant spectral flow,

as seen in (I8).

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

Definition 3.20. Define the doubled Seiberg- Witten Floer K -cohomology by
DSWFKg(Y,t,1) := Kqg(DSWFg(Y,t,1)),

defined as the isomorphism class of an R(G)-graded module. We define also the
K -theoretic Froyshov invariant by

k(Y t,0) == k(DSWFqg(Y,t,0)) € Q.

Lemma 3.21. The isomorphism class DSWFKg(Y, t,1) and the rational number
k(Y,t,0) are invariant of (Y,t,1).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma [3.12] and Proposition 3.1§ O

If we allow us to use additional non-topological data g, A, i, the invariant (Y, t,¢)
is concretely described as

(20)
k(Y t,0) = k(DY (Y. t,1,9))) — dime(V(C4)]) — dime(V(C-)R) — (Y, t, 9)/2.

Remark 3.22. In this paper, we apply K-theory to the doubled or “complexifica-
tion” of the I-fixed point part of the Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type to
define the invariant x. In our setting, it could be able to apply K R-theory, which
was introduced by Atiyah in [4], to the whole space of Seiberg—Witten Floer stable
homotopy type with involution I, and perhaps such formulation could be natural.
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3.6. Cobordisms. Let (Yp,to,t0) and (Y1,t1,¢1) be spin closed 3-manifold with
b1(Y) = 0. We do not assume that Y; and Y; are connected. Suppose that we have
an involution ¢; on each of Y;. Let (W,s) be a smooth spin 4-dimensional oriented
cobordism with b1 (W) = 0. We assume that there is a involution ¢ on W such that
tly; = t; for i = 0,1, and suppose that ¢ preserves s and of odd type. We may take
an (-invariant Riemannian metric g on W so that ¢ is a cylindrical metric near OW.
Then the metrics defined by g; = g|y, on Y; are ¢;-invariant metrics. Then ¢ lifts
to some i, which is a Z4-lift of ¢ to the spinor bundle of 5. As well as the case of
dimension 3, following [39], we may define the involutions

I:Q5(W) = Q (W),
I:T(s%) = 1(s%)

I(az) = (=("a)s),
I(¢(x)) = d¢(u(2))) - 7),

where S* are positive and negative spinor bundles. Here we consider the Sobolev
norms L? for the spaces Q*(W) and I'(S*) obtained from ¢-invariant metrics and -
invariant connections for a fixed integer k > 3. The relative Bauer—Furuta invariant
of W introduced by Manolescu [53] gives a map between the Seiberg—Witten Floer
stable homotopy types of Yy and Y;. This is obtained from the Seiberg—Witten
map on W, which is given as a finite-dimensional approximation of a map

(21) SW : Qba(W) x T(ST) — QT (W) x I'(S™) x Vfoo(—YO) X Vfoo(Yl),
for large p. Here

Qtc(W) = {a e Q' (W) |d*a=0,d*tia = O,/ tixa= O.}
Yv

is the space of all 1-forms satisfying the double coulomb condition. This is intro-
duced by T. Khandhawit in [40]. Here for a general rational spin homology sphere
Y, V(Y )"

- 18 a subspace of

V(Y,t) := Kerd* x I'(S),

which is defined as the direct sum of eigenspaces whose eigenvalues are less than
p. The QT (W) x T'(S™)-factor of the map SW is given as the Seiberg—Witten
equations, and the V*__(—Yy) x V*__(Y7)-factor is given, roughly, as the restriction
of 4-dimensional configurations to 3-dimensional ones. Taking the I-invariant part
of (1), we obtain a G-equivariant map, and a finite-dimensional approximation of
this gives us a G-equivariant map of the form

(22) f o SR Copne O oA (vp) - mmRgn Crpn Gt (),

where I{(Y;) = I¥(Yi, 4, i, 9i), and mi,n;t > 0 and —\, o are sufficiently large.
Taking the double of f, we obtain the ‘doubled cobordism map’

(23)  D(f): xmEEmCOCI D17 (vy)) - BmEEmE+EC) D1 (vy)),

where n; = nj” 4+ n; . Denote by Vp(R)% is the vector space V(R)% for Yy, and let
us use similar notations also for other representaions and for Y7.
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Lemma 3.23. We have

(24) mo —my =dimg (V4 (R)}) — dimg (Vo(R)? ) — bF (W) + b, (W),
ng —ny =dime (V3 ((C+)g) + dim¢ (V3 ((C_)()J\)

(25) — dime(Vp(C4)2,) — dime(Vo(C-)2,)
_ U(W) n(Ylvtlvgl) _ n(}/O,t(),gO)
16 2 2 '

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show the equality when g and A\ are not eigenvalue. The
proof of this lemma is parallel to the proof of [40, Proposition 2]. We will denote by
U; the space Im(d){,i. Let r; be the restriction to Y; and II~ be the projection from
Q1 () x T(S)! to VO (V)T and let II be the projection from €;(Y;)! x I'(S)”
to U;. Let ta be the tangent component of the restriction of a 1-form a to the
boundary. When p = 0, the index of the linearlization of the I-invariant part of
the map ([2I) coincides with the index of the map

(26)

F: ') x DsH! = QW) x D7) x QO x VO (=Y)! x VO (V1) x Uy x Uy
given by

F((l, (b) = (d+a7 D(ba d*a/u Hi o To(au ¢)7 H7 ory (a7 (b)a H2 o T‘O(aa (b)a H2 ory ((L, (b))

because the kernel of the map d* &1l 0ro @1l 07y coincides with QLo (W) x I'(S)?
and the cokernel of d* @ 115 o rg ® Il5 0 1 is 0 because constant functions on W are
not fixed by —*. Note that [, *ta =0 for all a € QY (W)L, Let Ly be the operator

acting on Im(d){/i x Qo(Y;)! by

0 —d
(0 ).

Let II7 be the projection to the non-negative eigenspace of the operator Li. The
kernel of the projection Ilz|g, (y,)r is Ker(d*){, and the image of the II} is

{(b,d*(dd*)~?b) | b € Q1(YV;)"}.

The kernel of (H2|le y1) o r; is complementary to the non-positive eigenspace of
Ly in the space Q1(Y;)! x Qo(Y;)!. By the [48, Proposition 17.2.6], we have the
operator F' is Fredholm and the index coincides with the index of the following
operator:

(27)
Fo'W) < T(SH = QW) x DS x QW) x U° _(—=Yo) x U° (Y1)

Here U°_(—Y;) and U°__ (Y1) are the sum of the non-positive eigenspaces in
Ql (YQ)I X QO(YQ)I X F(YQ,S)I and Ql (Yl)I X Qo(yl)I X I‘(YE,S)I of (Ll,D)I re-
spectively. We have the index of the spinor part of F’ is the half of the Atiyah-
Patodi-Singer index of the Spin® Dirac operator because I is anti-commutes with
i. We see that the index of the form part of F’ is given by —b* (W) + b (W) as
follows: Elements in the kernel and the cokernel of F’ are able to be extended to a
L2 harmonic form of W = (—o0, 0] x YUy, W Uy, Y1 x [0, 00) because Y; are rational
homology spheres. We see that the L? harmonic form on W coincides with the de
Rham cohomology of W from in [6] Proposition 4.9] and the kernel and cokernel
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of F' are coinsides with the —:*-invariant part of the space of L? harmonic forms.
Thus we have the index of the form part of F”.

In the case p > 0, we have the index of the Spin® Dirac part of F” is ind¢ (D7) —
dime (VI (=Yo)! NT(S)T) — dime (V¥ (Y1)T NT(S)?) and the index of the form part
of F'is —bt (W) + b (W) — dim(VI*(—Yo)! NKer(d*)T) — dim(VF (Y1) NKer(d*)!).
Recall that the map ([22) is given the same way in [55, Section 3.6] and that
f/)f‘(—Yo) = V:#A(Yo). From the construction of the map ([BY), we easily see that

(the index of the form part of F’) + dim(Vp(R)-}) — dim(V4(R)f) — dim(Vo(R)®,)
= (the index of the form part of F’) 4 dim(Vp(R)y ™) — dim(V; (R)4)

=mg + dim(%([@):ﬁ) —my — dim(V; (R)Y),

(the index of the Spin® Dirac part of F') + dimC(Vo((CJr):ﬁ) + dime(V ((C_):f;)
— dime (Vo(C4)",) — dime (Vi (C4)2)

— dimg(Vo(C-)? ) — dime (V1 (C-)h)

= (the index of the Spin® Dirac part of F) + dimc(Vp(Cy)g?) — dime (Vi (C1)4)

+ dimg (Vo(C-)g ) — dime (V4 (C-)E)

= ng + dime(Vo(C4) 7)) + dime (Vo(C-) 7)) — ny — dimg (Vi (C4)4) — dime (V1 (C-)4)
respectively. Hence we have the formula (24)) and 23)). O
Remark 3.24. To calculate the differences nar — nf,na —nj, we need to use an

additional equivariant index theorem. But for our purpose, it is enough to know
only the difference ng — ny.

3.7. Proof of Theorem [1.1]l First, we state and prove the main result of this
paper in the most general form:

Theorem 3.25. Let (Yp,t0), (Y1,t1) be spin rational homology 3-spheres. Let 1g, t1
be smooth involutions on Yy, Y. Suppose that 1o, 1 preserve the given orientations
and spin structures to,t; on Yy, Y1 respectively, and suppose that vg,t1 are of odd
type. Let (W, s) be a smooth compact oriented spin cobordism with by(W) =0 from
(Yo, t0) to (Y1,t1). Suppose that there exists a smooth involution ¢ on W such that ¢
preserves the given orientation and spin structure s on W, and that the restriction
of v to the boundary is given by to,t1. Then we have

o(W)
16

where b} (W) denotes the mazimal dimension of t-invariant positive-definite sub-

spaces of H?>(W;R).

(28) - + H(Yo, to, Lo) S b+(W) — bir(W) + H(}/l, tl, Ll),

Proof. As in Subsection B.6] take an i-invariant metric g on W so that g is a
cylindrical metric near 9W. The involution ¢ lifts to the spin structure s as Zy4-
action, and we have the doubled cobordism map (39). In this proof, we take p = v
and A = —v. Recall that the H-invariant part of I”,(Y;) is of (real) dimension
dimg (V;(R)” ), so the H-invariant part of the double D(I”,(Y;)) is of dimension
2 dimg (V;(R)",) and there is a canonical homotopy which collapses (V;(R)%)? part
in D(I”,,(Y;)) to the base point. Hence the level of E”“CEM(C*@C*)D(IZV(Y})) is
given by 2(m; + dimg (V;(R)2,)).
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First, consider the case that b* (W) —b;" (W) > 0. Then, by ([24)), the level of the
domain of the doubled cobordism map ([B9)) is smaller than that of the codomain of
B9). Therefore we can apply Lemma BT to (89), and obtain that

k(EmoCom©ECI DI, (Yp))) +mo + dima (Vo(R)?,,)
< k(EMCom(CeCO D1V (V1)) + my + dimg (Vi (R)? ).
By Lemma [B.5] this is equivalent to
k(D(I”,,(Yy))) + no + mo + dimg (Vo(R)?,,)
<k(D(I”,(Y1))) +n1 +my + dimg (V4 (R)?,).

From this combined with ([20), (24]), [25), we obtain the desired inequality ().
Next, consider the case that b+ (W) —bF (W) = 0. Then, by (24, the level of the
domain of the doubled cobordism map (B9) is the same as that of the codomain of
@39). Then we can apply Lemma B4 to ([B9), instead of Lemma 37l and obtain the
desired inequality (I)) by the same argument for the case that b (W) — b (W) > 0
above. 0

Proof of Theorem[I1l. In general, for a spin manifold of dim < 4 and an involution
¢ on this manifold preserving the spin structure with non-empty fixed point set, the
condition that ¢ is of odd type is equivalent to that the fixed point set of ¢ is of
codimension 2 [5, Proposition 8.46]. Thus Theorem [[T] immediately follows from
Theorem O

Remark 3.26. In this paper, we only consider Zs-branched covering spaces. On the
other hand, Z,-branched covering spaces have been used in gauge theory (see for
examples [3[8,[35]). However, it seems not to be straightforward to extend the Z/p
action to the settings in this paper.

Note that for a statement similar to Theorem B.25] for a spin 4-manifold W with
one boundary component follows from Theorem by removing a ball in W near
a fixed point, as far as the involution has non-empty fixed point set. But, for
free involutions, it seems that the case of one boundary component is not deduced
from the two component case Theorem However, we can carry out the proof
of Theorem also for the one boundary component case without any essential
change. We record this as a statement as follows. We wish to thank David Baraglia
for pointing this out. See also Nakamura’s work [63] in his Pin~(2)-monopole
setting for free involutions.

Theorem 3.27. Let (Y,t) be a spin rational homology 3-sphere. Let ¢ be a smooth
involution on Y . Suppose that 1y preserves the given orientation and spin structure
t respectively, and suppose that vy is of odd type. Let (W,s) be a smooth compact
oriented spin 4-manifold by (W) = 0 bounded by (Y,t). Suppose that there exists
a smooth involution ¢ on W such that v preserves the given orientation and spin
structure s on W, and that the restriction of v to the boundary is given by vy . Then
we have

(29) —%VGV) < b+(W) — bj_(W) + [{(Y, t, Ly),

where b} (W) denotes the mazimal dimension of t-invariant positive-definite sub-

spaces of H*(W;R).
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3.8. Calculations. We carry out calculations of the doubled Seiberg-Witten Floer
stable homotopy type DSW F (Y, t,¢) and equivariant K-theoretic Frgyshov invari-
ant k(Y. t,¢) for some (Y, t,¢).

Proposition 3.28. Let (Y,t) be a spin rational homology 3-sphere equipped with
an involution v preserving t. Assume that Y admits an t-invariant positive scalar
curvature metric g. Construct DSW Fg(Y,t,1) using g, as well as non-equivariant
case |53 Subsection 5.1]. Then we have that
DSWEFg(Y,t,¢) = [(S°,0,n(Y,t,9)/2)]

and

K’(K ta L) = —TL(Y, tv g)/2
Moreover, we have

k(=Y. t,0) = —k(Y, t,0).
Proof. In general, we have
(30) TL(Y, tv g) + n(_Ya tv g) = dlmc KerD(Y,’t

where Dy, is the 3-dimensional Dirac operator on (Y, t,g) (see [55, Page 167]),
and now we have Ker Dy ¢ 4y = 0 since g is a positive scalar curvature metric. [J

,9)”

Remark 3.29. In the non-equivariant case [53, Subsection 5.1], the K-theoretic
Frgyshov invariant (Y, t) is given by

K(K t) = —n(Y, t, g)

whenever Y admits a positive scalar metric g. Proposition says that the
equivariant x is the half of the non-equivariant one provided the existence of ¢-
invariant positive scalar curvature metric. Intuitively, this difference arises from
the fact that the I-invariant part of the space of spinors is the ‘half’ of the whole
space of spinors.

A large class of examples are obtained from Seifert homology spheres. We prepare
some generality before calculating our invariants for Seifert homology spheres.

Lemma 3.30. Let (Y,t) be a spin rational homology sphere. Let v be a smooth
involution preserving t. Let g be an t-invariant metric on Y. Suppose that v is
isotopic to the identity of Y through the isometry group of (Y, g). Then a path from
¢ to idy in the isometry group of (Y, g) lifts to a path from I to the identity id or
—id on the spin structure in the automorphism group of the spin structure.

Proof. Let Pso be the oriented orthogonal frame bundle of Y and Pgp, is the
principal Spin(3) bundle of the spin structure t. We denote by the induced action
on Pgo from ¢ by the same notation. Note that Psp, x [0,1] is a fiberwise double
covering of Pso x [0,1], and the path from ¢ to the identity of Psp induces an
automorphism f of the fiber bundle Psp X [0,1] and the automorphism of the
fundamental group of Psp X [0,1] induced by f is the identity. Thus f lifts to an
automorphism f on Pgpin % [0,1]. If necessary, we change that map by composing
covering transformation, the lift coincides with the automorphism which is given by
the path from 7 to id or —id. It is easy to see that f is a isomorphism of the principal
Spin(3) bundle, since it is a lift of the isomorphism of the principal SO(3) bundle
on Pso x [0,1] and i x idjg 1) is a isomorphism of principal Spin(3) bundle. O

Denote by Pin(2)4 the disjoint union of Pin(2) with the base point.
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Lemma 3.31. Let (Y,t) be a spin rational homology sphere. Let v be a smooth
odd involution preserving t. Let g be an t-invariant metric on Y. Suppose that the
moduli space of irreducible solutions to the Seiberg—Witten equations on (Y, t,g) is
discrete. Suppose also that v is isotopic to the identity of Y through the isometry
group of (Y, g). Let (a, ) be an irreducible solution to the Seiberg—Witten equations
on (Y,t,g). Then we have

((a,¢) - Pin(2)1)" = *,

where x is the base point. Moreover, for any representation V of G and I (regarded
as a Z/2-action), we have

(3V((a, ) - Pin(2)))" = =

Proof. Denote by Aut(Y,t, g) the automorphism group pf the spin 3-manifold (Y, t, g).
Note that all automorphisms of (Y)t,g) preserve the set of irreducible solutions
S*(Y,t, g), and its moduli space M*(Y,t,g) = S*(Y,t,9)/G, where G = Map(Y, S1).
Let Gp be a subgroup of G with an exact sequence (such as the base point fibration)

156Gy —=G— 8" —> 1.

Let M*(Y, t,g) = S*(Y,t,9)/Go, on which the group Pin(2) acts. The action of
Pin(2) descends to a free Zy action on M*(Y,t,g) via the exact sequence

1— S' = Pin(2) = Zy — 1.

Thus the image of (a,¢) - Pin(2) in M*(Y,t,g) consists of exactly two points,
[(a, 9)) [(a, ¢) - 5)).

By assumption, the moduli space M*(Y,t, g) is discrete, and hence the action of
Aut(Y,t,g9) on M*(Y,t, g) descends to an action of mo(Aut(Y,t,g)) on M*(Y,t,9).
By Lemma B30 the image of the pair (¢,7) € Aut(Y,t,¢g) under the natural
map Aut(Y,t,g9) — mo(Aut(Y,t,g)) is either the identity element [(idy,id¢)] or
[(idy, —idy)]. Note that (idy, —id) also acts trivially on M*(Y,t,g), since the mi-
nus sign of —id; corresponds to —1 € S* C Pin(2). Thus (1,7) acts trivially on the
two point set {[(a, ¢)], [(a, @) - 7)]}, which is a subset of M*(Y,t,g).

Recall that the involution I : T'(S) — I'(S) is given as the composition of (¢,7)
and the right multiplication by j. Since we have seen that (¢,7) acts trivially on
the two point set {[(a, d)], [(a,®) - j)]} and j acts non-trivially, we have that I acts
non-trivially. This means that I swaps the connected component (a,¢) - S* for
(a,¢) - jS*, and thus we have ((a,¢) - Pin(2))! = (). The assertion of the lemma
immediately follows from this. O

Let p,q,r be coprime natural numbers. A Seifert metric g on X(p,q,r) is a
Riemannian metric given by

(31) 772 + 952(p,q,r)

where gg2(p, 4, 18 the orbifold metric on S? of type (p, q,r) and in is a connection on
the circle bundle Y — S2(p, ¢, 7). Henceforth we consider this metric on X(p, q,7).
Recall that, except for S® and X(2,3,5), the mapping class group X(p,q,7) is
isomorphic to Zs:
ro(DIfF (S(p, 4,7))) = Zo.

(See, for example, [I0L[60].) Therefore, the “half” of the orientation-preserving
diffeomorphisms of 3(p, g, r) are isotopic to the identity.
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Lemma 3.32. Let ¢ : 3(2,q,7) = 3(2,q,r) be the involution defined by

(32) (21, 22, 23) = (=21, 22, 23)-
Then v is isotopic to the identity through the isometry group of the Seifert metric
on %(2,q,r).

Proof. Recall that the standard S'-action on (2, ¢,r) is given by

2

u-(z1,22,23) = (U 21,u TZQ,Uqug)

for u € St and (21, 22, 23) € £(2,¢,7). Since g,r are supposed to be odd, a path

{e®}o<o<r in ST gives rise to the desired isotopy between ids 2,4y and ¢. O

Remark 3.33. In what follows, we state our results on calculations for the involution
v on X(2,q,7) given by (82). But the same results explained below hold for all
odd involution on X(2, ¢, r) which is isotopic to the identity, without any essential
change.

Lemma 3.34. For any (p,q,7), we have
n(z(pa q, T)v ta g) = —TL(—E(I), q, T)a tv g)

for the unique spin structure t and the Seifert metric g.

Proof. Nicolaescu [64] Section 2.3] proved that the Dirac operator has zero kernel for
general Seifert homology spheres with respect to the Seifert metrics. The assertion
follows from this and (B0). O

Henceforth, by abuse of notation, the unique spin structure on (2, ¢, ) and the
involution ([B2) are denoted by t, ¢ respectively for all (2, ¢, r).

Proposition 3.35. Let Yy, = 3(2,3,12k + 1) for a positive integer k. Then, there
exists an integer by such that

DSW Fg (Y, t,0) = [(S°, by, 0)]
for any positive integer k. In particular,
k(Yi,t,0) =0 and k(=Yg t,0) =0
hold for any positive integer k.

Proof. First, we focus on the case £ = 1. Let us recall Manolescu’s calculation
in [54] about the non-equivariant Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type of
Y with respect to the unique spin structure t and the Seifert metric g. From
[54, Equation (21)] and a sentence below it, it follows that

(33)  SWE(Y,tg) = [(SOV S Pin(2),,0,0)] = [(H" v S Pin(2),0,1)],
where the convention of the (de)suspension in [54] is
(H* A $3Pin(2),,0,1) = S ESFHT v Pin(2),.

Here R denotes the trivial Pin(2) representation. In the expression of the right-hand
side of the first equality of (B3], the third component 0 corresponds to n(Y,t, g) = 0.
See Nicolaescu [65, Proposition 3.3].

In order to calculate DSW F¢, we replace [(HT V 33 Pin(2),0,1)] with

[(ReC@2-2)(C+0Co) D+ v $3Pin(2), ), —a, 4 — 2b)]
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so that $aC®2=)(C+&C-) (H+ v £3Pin(2),) can be regarded as usual equivariant
spaces. -

We determine the I-invariant part of LeC®Z=2(C+8C) D(HT v X3 Pin(2) ).
This is (SeC®@0-2)(C+&C)) I D(H* v $3Pin(2),)!. The (RaC&E-2(C+&CNI g
20’ COO-1)(C+8C-) for some a’ < a because the I invariant part of the suspension
H" to the space HT V ¥3Pin(2)4 is ©" C+o™ C- and the double of this part is
NR=2D(C+8C) with nt 4+ n~ = 2b — 2. It is easy to check that
D(HVX3Pin(2)y) = D(H)VD(X2Pin(2), )V((H) Y AZ3 Pin(2) )V (HTA(Z3 Pin(2) )T).

The I-inveriant part of H is C; or C_ because I is commutes the right action of
i. Thus the I-invariant part of the D(H) is C4 & C_. From the Lemma B3] the
I-invariant parts of D(X3Pin(2);) and ¥2Pin(2) are *. Therefore, we have

DMV ¥3Pin(2)4)! = (CL @ C_)*"
and
DSWFg(Y,t,0) = [((C4+ ® C_)*,b1,1)]
for some integer b;. When general k > 1, from [54], we have
(34) SWFE(Y,t,g)=[(S°vE~'Pin(2), V---vVE 'Pin(2),,0,0)]
k
(35) = [(H" v 23Pin(2), V---V E3Pin(2),0,1)].

k

A slightly change of the proof above actually shows that
DSW F (Y, t,0) = [(S°, by, 0)]

for some integer b, and
H(Yk, ’L, L) =0
for all k. O

From the similar calculation of Proposition [3.35] we have the following result.

Proposition 3.36. Let Y, = X(2,3,12k + 5) for a non-negative integer k. Then,
there exists an integer by such that

DSWFg(Yi,t,1) = [(S°, b, —1/2)]

for any positive integer k. Moreover,
1 1
k(Yi, t0) = 3 and k(=Yg t,0) = ~3
hold for any positive integer k.

Proof. From [54], we have

(36) SWF(Yi,t,9) = [(S°VET'Pin(2), v---VE'Pin(2),,0,—1/2)]
k—1

(37) = [(H" v 23Pin(2), V---V E3Pin(2)4,0,1/2)].
k—1

and this is only the —1/2 shift of the third component of SW F(3(2,3,12k+1),t, g).
(I
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Proposition 3.37. Let Y, = X(2,3,12k — 5), where k is a positive integer. Then,
there exists an integer by such that

DSW Fg (Y, t,0) = [(S°, by, 1/2)]

for any positive integer k. In particular,
1 1
k(Yi, t,0) = —3 and K(=Yg, t,0) = 3

hold for any positive integer k.

Proof. Fix k and set Y =Y. Let g be a Seifert metric on Y. The Seiberg—Witten
Floer stable homotopy type of Y is given by

SWE(Y,t,g) = [(Pm(2) Vv VETID Pin(2),,0, 1/2)} ,
where 152—7;(/2) denotes the unreduced suspension of Pin(2). See [54] Section 5.2].
The third component 1/2 corresponds to n(Y,t,9)/2 = 1/2. See Nicolaescu [65,
Proposition 3.8]. As explained in [54, Section 5.2], Pin(2) and (k — 1) copies of
Y Pin(2)4 correspond to 2k irreducible solutions. So they arise from k copies of
Pin(2), which are the set of irreducible solutions (before dividing by S').
As in the proof of Proposition [3.35] we calculate

~ e~ I
(Ea%%(@@m (D(Pin(2) v v’f—lzpm(z)+))

Let ¢ : Y — Y for the involution on Y given by ([2). Then, just like the argu-
ment in Proposition B35 one sees that (¢,7) acts trivially on the set of connected
components of the &k copies of Pin(2) since (¢,7) isotopic to (idy,idp,,, ), and thus
we have that

— I I
(D(Pm(2) v v’“*lzpm(2)+) = D(Pin(2) VVF'sPin(2)l) = D(S")
from Lemma [33T]. This implies
_ — I
(2““3@%(@@@4 (Pin(2) v v’“*lzpm(zm)
_ Ea'@@b(c+®(€f) (D(SO))
This implies
DSWFg(Y, t,0) = [(D(S°),d ,n(Y.t,g)/2)]
for any positive intger k. This implies
K(Ktu L) = _n(Ktug)/27 K(_Yu t, L) = —n(—Y, tag)/2

As mentioned, Nicolaescu [65, Proposition 3.8] showed that n(Y;t,g) = 1. More-
over, Nicolaescu [64], Section 2.3] proved that the Dirac operator has zero kernel
for general Seifert homology spheres with respect to the Seifert metrics. It follows
from these facts and B0) that

k(Y t,0) = —1/2.
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Proposition 3.38. Let Y, = X(2,3,12k — 1), where k is a positive integer. Then,
there exists a psotive integer by such that

DSW Fg(Yi,t, 1) = [(S°, by, 0)]

for any positive integer k. In particular,
K(Yi,t,0) = k(=Yg t,0) = 0.
Proof. The Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type of Y is given by
SWE(Y,t,9) = | (Pin(2) V Vi1 EPin(2)=,0,0)] .

Then, by the similar calculation of Proposition 3.35]

DSW Fg(Y,t,1) = [(S°, by, 0)].

O

For convenience, we summarize the value of x for the Brieskorn spheres we
considered above:

Corollary 3.39. Lett: X(2,q,7) = X(2,q,7) be the involution defined by t(z1, 22, 23) =
(—z1, 22, 23). Denote by t the unique spin structure on X(2,q,7). Then we have:

K(E(273512n_ )atv L) /27 K(—2(2,3,127’L— )7ta L) / ’
k(X(2,3,12n —1),t,.) = 0, k(—=X(2,3,12n — 1),t,1) =
k(2(2,3,12n+5),t,0) =1/2,  k(—3(2,3,12n+5),t,1) = —1/2,
k(2(2,3,12n+1),t,1) =0, K(=3(2,3,12n 4+ 1),t,1) =

Proof. This is just a collection of Propositions to 338 O

3.9. Knot invariants. For any oriented knot K in S®, we can uniquely associate
a double branched cover

Y(K) — S3
and an involution ¢ on %(K). It is proven that H'(X(K);Z2) = {0}. So, the
isomorphism class of the spin structure t on 3(K) is automatically preserved by ¢.

Definition 3.40. For any knot K in S3, we define the Seiberg—Witten Floer stable
homotopy type of K by
DSWEF(K) := DSWFg(X(K),t,¢).
We also define the Seiberg—Witten Floer K -theory of K by
DSWFK(K):= DSWFKqg(X(K),t,1),
and the K -theoretic Froyshov invariant of K by
k(K):=k(DSWF(K)) € Q.

Remark 3.41. Since the observation above (begining of Subsection B.9) only use the
homological information of S, the same observation can be applied to the case of
a pair (Y, K) of an oriented homology 3-sphere Y and an oriented knot Y. Thus,
we can define the Seiberg—Witten Floer stable homotopy type DSWF (Y, K), the
Seiberg-Witten Floer K-theory DSW FK (Y, K) and the K-theoretic Frgyshov in-
variant £(Y, K). In Lemma [B:44] we will see that x(K) is a concordance invariant.
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For the generalization x(Y, K), we can see that (Y, K) is invariant under homol-
ogy concordance, which is defined by the following way: if there are a homology
cobordism W from Yy to Y7 and an embedded concordance (annulus) in W from
Ky to K7, then we call (Yp, Ko) and (Y1, K;) are homology concordance.

Remark 3.42. Before proving several properties of x, we explain how to compute b;"
for double branched covers. Let X be a simply-connected smooth closed 4-manifold
X and an embedded oriented surface S with [S] is divisible by 2, we have a double
branched cover

3(S) = X.
It is proven in [31, Page 254 Lemma] that
(38) bl (2(8)) = b (X).

Also, we will use (B8] for 4-manifolds X with several S3-boundaries S3 U ---US3,.
Suppose S is properly smoothly embedded surface in X such that SN S? is a knot
for any 7. We can easily see the proof in [31] can also be applied to this case.

Henceforth, if we say a surface, we always assume that it is connected.
When K and K’ are isotopic, then there is an orientation preserving diffeomor-
phism
¢:N(K) = S(K')
which is Zs-equivariant. This enables us to prove the following:
Lemma 3.43. DSWF(K) and k(K) are isotopy invariants of knots.

The invariant x(K) is actually invariant under knot concordance. Let C be the
knot concordance group.

Lemma 3.44. The correspondence
C—L,Eq, K— [DSWFg(E(K),t, L)]loc

is a well-defined map. Moreover, since K(K) can be recovered from the local equiv-
alence class

[DSWFq(E(K),t,)]iocs
k(K) is a concoradance invariant.
Proof. Let S be a concordance from K to K’ in I x S3. Then the double branched
cover 3(S) along S gives a Zg-equivariant Zs-homology cobordism from ¥(K) to
Y(K'"). Note that the isomorphism class of the spin structure on X(.5) is preserved

under the involution.
We have an associate doubled cobordism map

(39) D(f): £moCxnmo(C+8C) D([=N(S(K))) — £™MEsm C+8C) D(1(S(K')))).
@4)) implies

mo — M
= dimg (Vi (R)}) — dimg(Vo(R)%,) — b7 (2(5)) + b (2(S))
= dimg (V1 (R)3) — dimg (Vo(R)",).
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Here we used Remark to calculate b;". This means D(f) is a local map. By
considering the same discussion for —S5, we see
[DSWFg(2(K),t,1)]i0c = [DSWFg(E(K/), t,0)]10c-

By Lemma B14 we saw x(K) is recovered from [DSWFg(X(K),t, t)]ioc. This
completes the proof. O

Let us give calculations of s for two bridge knots. Before that, we remark on
the sign convention of the knot signature.

Remark 3.45. We use the same convention of the signature as in [9,69]. Namely,
the signature of T'(2,3) is given by o(7(2,3)) = —2. On the other hand, the sign
convention of the signature in the Knot Atlas [I] is opposite to ours.

Lemma 3.46. For any two bridge knot K(p,q) whose branched cover is L(p,q),
one has

(40) DSWE(K) = [(5°,0, 150 (K(p,0))]
and
(41) 5K (,0)) = 10 (K (p,0).

Proof. In Proposition [3.28 we showed that
DSWFG(Ya tv L) = [(SO, 07 TL(K ta g)/2)]
and
K(Yu t, L) = —TL(Y, t, g)/2
for any spin rational homology 3-sphere (Y,t) equipped with an involution ¢ pre-
serving t such that Y admits an (-invariant positive scalar curvature metric g. Since
the two bridge knot K (p, q) is regarded as the fixed point set of the complex con-

jugation of the lens space L(p, q). Note that the standard positive scalar curvature
metric g on L(p, q) is preserved by the conjugation. So, one has

(42) k(K (p,q)) = k(L(p, q), t,t) = —n(L(p, ), t. 9)/2.
On the other hand, since g is a positive scalar curvature metric again, we also have
(See [55].) Also, it follows from [58, Theorem 1.2] that

(44) 24(S(K (p, 1)) = ~ 50(K (p,0)).

In general, for a general homology sphere Y, the d invariant and the § invariant are
related by

(45) 0(Y)=4d(Y)/2.
(See, for example, [51, Remark 1.1].) Now it follows from [@2)), (43), [@4)), (43) that

KK (,0)) = 350 (K (p,0)) = ~n(L(p,),4,9)/2

and we have ([@0) and (4I]). O

Now we give a proof of Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[I3. The proof is written by induction on the number of con-
nected sum components. From Lemma 346 when K = K(p, q), the quality

L))

holds. In the next step, we consider K = K (p, q)#K (p’,q'). We will show

DSWF(K) =[(S°,0

(46) (DS F (K oe = [(5°,0, 7 (0 (K (5, ) + 0 (K, a')]

In order to prove [6]), we consider two knot cobordisms (W, S) and (W*, S*):

e The knot cobordism (W, S) is a cobordism from K to K(p,q) U K(p',q).
The cobordism W is a 3-handle cobordism attached to I x S®. The cobor-
dism S inside W is a 1-handle cobordism attached to K corresponding to
the connected sum decomposition of K = K(p, q)#K(p',q').
e The knot cobordism (W*,5*) is a cobordism from K (p,q) UK (p',¢’) to K.
The cobordism W* is a 1-handle cobordism attached to I x S3. The cobor-
dism S inside W is a 1-handle cobordism attached to K (p, q)UK (p’, ¢') cor-
responding to the connected sum decomposition of K = K (p, q)#K (p',q').
Then, we consider the double branched covering spaces X(S) and X(S") of W
and W* along S and S’. Tt is easy to see bT(2(S)) = bT(2(S*)) = b1(X(9)) =
b1(2(S*)) = 0. Also, H (X(S);Z2) = H'(X(S*);Z2) = 0. Associated to these
Zs-equivariant cobordism X(S) and ¥(5”), we have two maps

D(f) : £moCxmCEC) DA (S(K))) —
EmCem S DI (S(K (p,))) A DU (E(K (0, q')))
and
D(f*) : $miCxma () D(IL(S(K (p,9))) A DU (S(K (0, 4')) —
miCywn}(CLOC_ -
EmiCemi G ECIDIZMNE(K))).
Because of ([24]) and Remark B.42] we see that these two maps D(f) and D(f*) are
local maps. So, one concludes

[DSW F(K)oe = [DSWF(K (5,) A DSWF(K (1) e
36 (oK ,0) + o (K0, )]

When K = m1 K (p1,q1)# - - - #mn K (pn, ¢n), an inductive proof can be applied. As
a conclusion, we have

=[(s%,0

1
_ 0 ) s
[DSWF(K)]i0e = [(S7, 0, 6 Eﬁ m;o (K (pi,qi))]-
So, the invariant x can be computed as
§ m;o pz Qz) _1U(K)
) 16 )

since the signature is a homomorph1sm. (|

We also provide calculations of x(Y") for a certain class of torus knots giving a
proof of Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[L.@. This is a corollary of Proposition .38 Proposition [3.37,
Proposition 3.36] and Proposition B35l Indeed, T'(3,12k — 5) can be regarded as
the branch locus of the branched cover
¥(2,3,12k — 5) — S
whose involution is given by ([B2). Next, we consider the n-fold connected sum K,
of T'(3,7). It is proven that
DSWF (K1) =[(5%0,1/2)].
So, by the same proof in Theorem [[13] we obtain local maps
DSWF(K1)ANDSWF(K;) = DSWF(K 1#K)
and
DSWF(K,#K) — DSWF(K,) A DSWF(K)
as in the proof of [B]). This implies k(K3) = 1 for Ko = K;#K;. The remaining
part is completely the same as in the proof of Theorem [[LAl Also, for T'(3,12k —5),
since it is proven in (B2]) that
DSWF(K;) =[(5°,0,1/2)],

the same argument works. For the other torus knots, the same argument also works.
This completes the proof. (I

4. APPLICATIONS TO KNOT THEORY

4.1. Branched covers of punctured 4-manifolds. For a simply-connected smooth
closed 4-manifold X and an embedded oriented surface S with [S] is divisible by 2,
we have a double branched cover
() — X.
When H'(X;Zs) = 0, one can see the double branched cover is unique. The
following calculations are proven in [3233]:
(1) o(2(9)) = 20(X) — 5[S]?
(i) b (2(8)) = 2b*(X) +g(5) — 7 [S1, b~ (2(S)) = 2b~ (X) +g(S) + 7[S]* and
(iii) b1(2(S)) =0.
Also, in [62] Theorem 1.1], it is proven that X(.S) has a spin structure if and only
if PD(w2(X)) = 4[S]mod 2. We suppose PD(ws(X)) = 3[5] mod 2.

Lemma 4.1. Under above assumptions, H*(3(S); Z2) = {0} holds. In particular,
the spin structure on X(S) is unique up to isomorphism.

Proof. In [45] Proposition 2.1], it is proven that there is no 2-torsion in H,(X(S);Z).
Thus, the universal coefficient theorem implies

0 — BExty(Ho(X(S); Z), Zs) — H(X(S); Zz) — Hom(H, (2(S); Z), Zs) — 0.
is exact. This shows H*(X(S);Zs) = {0}. O
Let K be an oriented knot in S3. Let X be a simply-connected 4-manifold X

bounded by S3 and S be an oriented compact connected surface S bounded by K
satisfying [S] is divisible by 2. Then one can associate the double branched cover

(S) = X

of 4-manifolds with boundary.
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The following provides a sufficient condition so that the double branched cover
has the unique spin structure.

Lemma 4.2. We suppose PD(w2(X)) = [S]mod2. The double branched cover
¥(S) along S has the unique spin structure. Moreover, the following equalities

(47) o(5(5)) = 20(X) ~ L[S + 0(K),

(15) BH2(S) = 267 (X) +9(8) - 1T + 5o (K),

(49) b= (2(S)) =2~ (X) + g(5) + %[SP - %O’(K), and
(50) b(5(5) = 0

hold.

Recall that, as mentioned in Remark B.45] our sign convention of the knot sig-
nature is the same as in [9L[69].

Proof. When X is a closed 4-manifold, the existence condition of a spin structure
on the double branched cover is completely determined in [62, Theorem 1.1]. Define
X' := X Ugs D*. Take a properly embedded oriented surface S’ in D* bounded by
—K*. Consider the union S# := SUS’ C X’. Then we just apply [62, Theorem 1.1]
to (X', S#) and obtain a spin structure on ¥(S#). As a restriction, we obtain a spin
structure on X(5). Next, we see the spin structure is unique up to isomorphism.
It is sufficient to say H'(X(S);Z2) = {0}. The Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence for
(X(5),2(S")) implies

0 — H'(S(5%);Zy) — H'(S(S); Zo) ® H' (S(5); Z2) — H' (S(K); Za) — - -
One can verify H'(X(K);Z2) = 0. By Lemma 1l we see H'(X(S); Z2) = {0}.

Next, we see the equations above. The double branched cover along S# has the
following decomposition:

$(5#) = B(S) U ().
Thus, one has
a(2(5%)) = o(2(9)) + a((5"))
and
bH(2(57)) = b (2(S)) + bT (Z(S")).
On the other hand, we have

o(3(5%)) = 20(X) — 5 [S?

1
2
and
BH(S(SH)) = 20%(X) + g(5%) — L[SPP
It is proven in [22] Theorem 6] that
o(2(8") = o(—K*) = —o(K).

Also, we can verify

bT(2(S") = 9(5) + 50(=K") = 9(5) = 50(K).
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These equations imply

o(3(8)) = 20(X) — 5[5 — o(~K*) = 20(X) ~ 5[SP + o(K)

1
2
and

bH(2(5)) = 26" (X) +9(8) — 7[5 + 2o(K).

4.2. Genus bounds from Theorem [I.1]l In this subsection, we provide a genus
bound in 4-manifolds. Let X be a simply-connected smooth 4-manifold.

Definition 4.3. For a fixed homology class © € H2(X;Z) and an oriented knot K
in S, we define the X -genus of K is defined by

9x,2(K) := min{g(X)|X is an oriented properly embedded connected surface
in X \ D* bounded by K, x = [¥] € Ho(X,0X;Z)}

The X-genus has been studied in various situations. Also, by considering locally
flat embedding, we define the topological version g)T(‘f (K) of gx o (K). In general,

these two invariants g)T(?fc’(K) and gy .(K) are different. When X = $* and z = 0,

9x,2(K) is called the smooth slice genus of K, and denoted by g4(K). Obviously,
we have

9x,2(K) < g4(K).
Also, when we take K = U(the unknot), gx ,(U) is called the minimal genus of
(X, z).
We now prove Theorem [[.3]

Proof of Theorem[1:3. We counsider the double branched cover %(.S) along S. By
Lemma 2] ¥(S) has the unique spin structure. In particular, the branched in-
volution preserves the isomorphism class of the spin structure. Now we apply
Theorem [[.T] and obtain

_0(21725)) < b (X(8)) — b (B(9)) + K(K).
Moreover, using Lemma, and Remark [3.42] we obtain the equalities
(51) 7(5(5)) = 20(X) ~ IS + o(K)
(52) bH(S(S)) = 26F (X) + g(S) — 3[512 _ %U(K) and
(53) bf (2(S)) = b7 (X).
Thus, we obtain
- (20()0 - 51[? * Um) <BH(X) +g(5) ~ 187 + 50(K) + A(K).
This completes the proof. ([l

Remark 4.4. When X = D*, then Theorem [[.3] implies

69 2o (K) < ga(K) + ().



INVOLUTIONS AND FLOER K-THEORY 37

For a finite connected sum of two bridge knots, (54]) shows
1
—§U(K) < g4(K),

which is equivalent to a constraint from the signature given in Theorem [6.7 Also,
for torus knots, g4(T(p,q)) = W is known as Milnor’s conjecture. On the
other hand, for example, our inequalities for #,7(3,7) imply the following weak

inequality:
1 11
%n + =N < ga(#,T(3,7)) = 3n.

So, our inequality can be also used to detect the 4-genus of #,T(3,7).

Remark 4.5. When K = U (the unknot), Theorem implies a version of 10/8-
inequality corresponding to the inequality given in [39]. In this case, ([2)) gives
oX) 9

8 + 32
for a simply-connected closed oriented smooth 4-manifold X and an oriented com-
pact properly smoothly embedded surface S in X such that the homology class
[S] of S is divisible by 2 and PD(w2(X)) = [S]/2mod 2. For example, for a posi-
tive integer n and any class x € Ha(#,K3) satisfying that z is divisible by 2 and
0 = 2/2mod 2, we have the following genus bound:

9

32
Remark 4.6. As it is remarked in Remark B.41l we can generalize the invariant
k(K) to an invariant x(Y, K) for a pair of an oriented homology 3-sphere and an
oriented knot K. We can also generalize Theorem to a theorem for such an
invariant.

When gx g—o(K) = 0, a knot K is called (smoothly) H-slice in a closed 4-
manifold X.

4.2.1. Results on #,K3. We fisrt give a proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [.4. We just apply Theorem [[.3] to the case X = #,K3, [S] =
0 € Hy(#,K3) and obtain the inequality:

[S] < b¥(X) + 9(9)

[S]? < n+ gu,k3..(U).

2n — %U(K) <3n+ %O'(K) + K(K) + g(5).

By combining this with ({@I), we obtain
1
—ga(K) <n-+g(9).
This completes the proof. (I

Remark 4.7 (Comparison with other methods). We compare Theorem with
Maloescu’s relative 10/8-inequality, obstructions from Arf invariant and signature
function. We review these methods in Section

(1) Manolescu’s relative 10/8 inequality [54] enable us to prove that for any
finite connected sum of two bridge knots K in S3, we have

1
(55) —ia(K) < 2n+g(S).
For more details, see Corollary
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(2) From an obstruction via Arf invariant (For more details see Theorem [6.6)),
we have

(56) Arf(K) = 0mod 2.

(3) From an obstruction via the Tristram-Levine signature ok (¢) (For more
details see Theorem [6.7]), we have

1
(57) max

12 re{lfp?ifmq} 3 o (e¥™MY — 16n| < 11n + g.

Ezample 4.8 (Example [ T0). Let K, be the m-fold connected sum of 52 for m €
Z~o. Note that 55 is two bridge knot K(7,3) and Arf(53) = 0. Then o(K,,) =
—2m. Suppose S is a properly embedded oriented surface in #, K3\ int D* bounded
by K such that [S] = 0.
Then so our inequality Theorem implies

m < n+ g(S)
holds. On the other hand, (B5) implies

m < 2n 4+ g(5).
Also (B7) implies

1
max{8n, | — 3= 8n|,| —m —8n|} < 11ln+ g(9).

Note that a family of topologically H-slice but not smoothly H-slice knots in the
punctured #3K3 are given in [34]. However, the Bauer-Furuta type invariant used
in [34] vanishes for #, K3 when n > 4. On the other hand, our invariant x(K) may
be used to give such examples.

Problem 4.9. Let n be a positive integer with n > 4. Is there a topologically
H-slice but not smoothly H-slice knot in the punctured #,K3 ?

4.2.2. Results on #,CP?#,,CP%. We also consider X := #,CP?#,,(—CP?) for
positive integers n and m. When min{m,n} > 2, since known gauge theoretic
invariant of X vanishes, there is no way to obtain adjunction type inequality.

Corollary 4.10. Let X be #,CP?*#,,(—~CP?) for a pair (m,n) of non-negative
integers. Let H be an element in Ho(X;7Z) such that
He X et Y b
1<i<n 1<j<n
for integers a;,b; with a; =2 mod 4 and b; =2 mod 4, where {e] } and {e; } are
generators corresponding to Hy(CP?) and Hay(—CP?) for each summand. Then for
any knot K in S3, we have

1 n m
(58) =5 | —36n+4m+9 D ai = b | —180(K) — 326(K) | < gx.u(K).

i=1 j=1
In particular, when K is a finite connected sum of two bridge knots, one has
1 5 N2
55 | 360+ 4m+9 > ai=> b —160(K) | < gx.u(K).

i=1 j=1

This is just a corollary of Theorem [[.3l
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Remark 4.11. Under the same assumptions of Corollary 10, the following facts
hold:

(1) Manolescu’s relative 10/8 inequality [54](see Theorem [6) enable us to
prove that implies

m

1 . 2 2 *
76 | —36n+4m+5 > ai =Y v —100(K) — 165*(K) | < gxu(S).

i=1 j=1

In particular, when K is a finite connected sum of two bridge knots, one
has

1 ~ 5 N0
16 —36n+4m+5 Zai—ij —80(K) | <gx.u(S).

i=1 j=1

(2) From an obstruction via Arf invariant (For more details see Theorem [6.6]),
we have

0 = Arf(K) + Arf(X, S).
(3) Since H is divisible by 2, by Theorem [67 one has

1 n m
(59) 3 U(K)—i—n—m—f—Za?—Zb? —-n—m gg)T(‘?%(K)
i=1 j=1

Theorem 4.12 (Example [[LTT)). Let K,,, be the m-fold connected sum of T'(3,7)
for a positive integer m and X be #.,,CP?#,,(—CP?). Then,
7
ims 9x.2)(Km),
where © = (2, -+ ,2) € Ho(#mCP%*#,,(—CP?)).
Proof. We apply (B8) to X, K,,, and [S] = z and obtain

31—2 (—36m+ 4m — 18(—4m) — 32(—%m)> < gx,s(Km)

7
Zm S gX,m(Km)

O

Remark 4.13. We again compare Theorem .12 with the topological obstruction
coming from the knot signature. Under the same assumptions in Theorem [£T2]

the inequality (@.13) implies
1
3 (|=4m+m —m+0|—2m) =m < g)T(‘?E(Km).

4.2.3. Results on #n5S? x S%. Tt is proven in [70] that for any knot K in S® whose

Arf invariant Arf(K) is zero, there is a positive integer N such that K is smoothly

H-slice in #n5S5? x S2. This result enables us to define knot concordance invariants
sn(K) := min{N| K is smoothly H-slice in #xS* x S?}

and
sn”°P(K) := min{ N| K is topologically H-slice in #x5? x S*}
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when Arf(K) is zero. In [14], sn(K) is defined and called stabilizing number. As it
is asked in [14, Question 1.4], the problem whether there exists a knot K such that

0 < snT°P(K) < sn(K)

or not was open. We will give an answer. Our invariant x(K) can be used to give
a lower bound on s, (K).

Corollary 4.14 (Theorem [[L7). For any knot K C S? with Arf(K) = 0, we have

9
—1—60(K) — k(K) < sn(K).
Proof of Corollary [{-1j] We just apply Theorem to the case X = #5592 x 52,
[S] =0 € Hy(S? x S?) and ¢(S) = 0 and obtain the inequality:
1

oK) < N+ %U(K) + /(K).

This completes the proof. ([l

Proposition 4.15. For an even integer m and a psoitive integer [,
Il < sn(#,T(3,121 — 1)),

Il < sn(#,T(3,121 4+ 1)),

9ml — 5m < sn(#,T (3,121 - 7)), and

9ml — 4m < sn(#,7T (3,121 — 5)).

Proof. 1t is well-known that
(60) o(#m,T(3,6n —1)) = —8nm and o(#,T(3,6n+ 1)) = —8nm

for positive integers m and n. (For example, see [58]. ) Putting n = 21, it follows
from (GO) that

o(#mT(3,121 — 1)) = o(#mT (3,120 + 1)) = —16ml.
So our inequality in Theorem [[.7] and Theorem implies that
Il < sn(#,T (3,120 — 1)) and Iml < sn(#,T (3,120 4 1)).
We next put n = 2l — 1. Then it follows from (G60) and Theorem [[7 that
o(#mT (3,120 = 7)) = o(#mT (3,121 — 5)) = —16ml + 8m.
So Theorem and Theorem imply that

1
Ol — Sm — = 9ml — 5m < sn(#nT (3,121 - 7))

and

9 1

O

Proof of Theorem [[.8. From Proposition [.T5, we obtain the desired lower bounds
on sn, and in what follows we give bounds on sn”°?. On the other hand, in
[14, Theorem 5.15], we have

sn”P(K) < g; ()
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for any knot K with Arf(K) = 0. Since it is proven in [7, Theorem 1] that, for a
positive integer m coprime to 3,

() = | 3.

we have
gr°P(T(3,6n — 1)) = 4n and gl P(T(3,6n + 1)) = 4n+ 1,
where gZOp is the topological slice genus. This proves
91 P(#mT(3,6n—1)) < dnm, g; P(#mT(3,6n+1)) < dnm + m.
In particular,
9L (#mT (3,120 — 1)) < 8lm, gL P (#mT(3,121+ 1)) < 8lm+m
and
9L P (#mT(3,120 = 7)) < 8lm — 4m, gL (#,T (3,121 — 5)) < 8lm — 3m.
Also, from Theorem .17 and, we have
sn P (#,,T(3,121 — 1)) > 8lm, snTP(#,T (3,121 4+ 1)) > 8Im
and
sn P (#,,T(3,121 — 7)) > 8lm — 4m, sn” P (#,T (3,121 — 5)) > 8lm — 4m.
This completes the proof. O
Remark 4.16 (Comparison with other methods). We compare Theorem [I7] with

Maloescu’s relative 10/8-inequality, obstructions from Arf invariant and signature
function.

(1) Manolescu’s relative 10/8 inequality [54, Theorem 1.1] enable us to prove
that for any knot K,

(61) —gJ(K) - k(2(K),t) < 2sn(K).

For a finite connected sum of two bridge knots K in S3, we have
1
(62) —5o(K) < 2n(K),

where £*(K) is the Manolescu’s kappa invariant x(X(K), t) for the double
branched cover. For more details, see Corollary

(2) From an obstruction via Arf invariant (For more details see Theorem [6.6]),
we have

(63) Arf(K) = 0mod 2.
(3) From an obstruction via the Tristram-Levine signature ok (¢) (For more
details see Theorem [6.7]), we have

1 .
B UK,y R (] < ()
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5. NON-EXTENDABLE ACTIONS

We apply Theorem [I.1] to obtain obstructions to an extension of involutions
on 3-manifolds to spin 4-manifolds. Regard Brieskorn homology spheres X(p, q,r)
as a subset of C? followings the standard definition. Consider the involution ¢
on X(2,q,r) defined by (21, 29,23) = (—21,22,23). Recent result by Anvari and
Hambleton [3, Theorem A] showed that the standard finite cyclic group actions
on X(p,q,r) does not extend to any contractible smooth 4-manifold bounded by
Y(p,q,r) (if exists), as a smooth involution. In particular, ¢ does not extend to
any contractible smooth 4-manifold bounded by (2, ¢,7) as a smooth involution.
(See also recent work by Baraglia—Hekmati [8, Example 7.7].) As a complementary
result, we obstruct to extend such ¢ to 4-manifolds typically with o # 0:

Theorem 5.1. Set Y = £3(2,q,7) and let v : Y — Y be the involution defined by
1(z1, 22, 23) = (—21, 22, 23). Let W be a compact smooth spin J-manifold bounded by
Y with by (W) = 0. Then ¢ extends to W as a homologically trivial diffeomorphism,
and we have the followings:
(1) IfY = £%(2,3,12k+1) or £%(2,3,12k—1) for k > 0, then ¢ cannot extend
to W as a smooth involution so that

—o(W)/16 > b* (W) — b+ (W).

(ii) If Y = %(2,3,12k = 5) for k>0 orY = —=%(2,3,12k + 5) for k > 0, then
L cannot extend to W as a smooth involution so that

—o(W)/16 > b+ (W) — b+ (W) — 1/2.

(iii) If Y = =%(2,3,12k —5) for k >0 orY = X(2,3,12k + 5) for k > 0, then
L cannot extend to W as a smooth involution so that

—a(W)/16 > bt (W) — b (W) + 1/2.

(iv) In particular, suppose that Y and W satisfy one of the following conditions:
o YV =+4%(2,3,12k+ 1) or £%(2,3,12k — 1), and (W) £ 0.
o YV =3%(2,3,12k = 5) or —X(2,3,12k + 5), and o(W) # 8.
o YV =-%(2,3,12k —5) or X(2,3,12k + 5), and (W) # —8.

Then v cannot extend to W as a homologically trivial smooth involution.

Proof. Since tonY is isotopic to the identity as a diffeomorphism of Y (Lemmal[3.32)),
it is clear that ¢ can be extended to W as a homologically trivial diffeomorphism.

Consider the case (i): Y = £3(2,3,12k+1) or £%(2,3,12k—1) for k > 0. Asseen
in Propositions B35 and B:38] we have k(Y t,:) = 0 for the unique spin structure t.
Suppose that ¢ extends to W as a smooth involution so that —a(W)/16 > bT (W) —
b7 (W). Regarding W as a cobordism from S® to Y and applying Theorem [[.1] to
this cobordism, we obtain that

—a(W)/16 < bt (W) — b (W),

but this is a contradiction.

The cases (ii), (iii) are deduced from a totally same argument of the above proof
of the case (i): apply Theorem [Tl combined with the calculations Propositions[3.36
and B37 to W.

The “in particular” part (iv) follows from these non-extending results (i)-(iii
applied to W if o(W) < 0, and from the results (i)-(iii) applied to —W if (W) >
0. O
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Remark 5.2. One can deduce constraints on locally linear topological involutions
by the G-signature theorem. It is summarized in Corollary Note that this
topological constraint involves the the self-intersection number and genus of the
surface S obtained as the fixed point, also involves the signature of the knot K =
SNY. But the constraint on smooth involutions obtained in Theorem Bl is free
from these data of fixed point sets.

Remark 5.3. As mentioned in Remark B33 for all odd involutions on 3(2,3,6{+1)
which are isotopic to the identity, the kappa invariants are just the same as that of
the above ¢. Therefore the statement of Theorem [5.1] holds for all odd involutions
on X(2,3,60 4+ 1) which are isotopic to the identity.

We note a consequence of Theorem [B.1] and Remark for (relatively) small
4-manifolds. A preliminary result is:

Proposition 5.4. For k > 0, let W be a compact spin smooth 4-manifold bounded
by one of 3(2,3,12k+1), —%(2,3,12k+1), and —%(2, 3,12k — 1) with the intersec-
tion form isomorphic to that of K3. Let f : W — W be an orientation-preserving
diffeomorphism whose restriction to the boundary is isotopic to the identity. Sup-
pose that f lifts to a spin automorphism. (If W is simply-connected, this is the case
for all f.) Then f preserves the orientation of HY(W).

Proof. Set Y = X%(2,3,13). Let f’ be a diffecomorphism of W which is isotopic
to f and is the identity on Y. Since f lifts to a spin automorphism, so does f’.
Let f' be a lift of f on the spin structure. Then, as the mapping torus of W by
(f’,f’), we obtain a fiber bundle Ey — S' over a circle with fiber W equipped
with a fiberwise spin structure. Associated to this fiber bundle, we have a real
vector bundle Ht(Eyw ) — S*, whose fiber is a positive-definite subspace of the real
second cohomology group of the fiber. If f reverses the orientation of H+ (W), this
implies that wy (HY(Ew)) # 0.

Recall the comuputation of Manolescu’s « invariant of Y (see [55, Proposi-
tion 3.8, Page 172]):

a(2(2,3,12k + 1)) = 0,

a(=%(2,3,12k + 1)) = —y(a(X(2,3,12k + 1))) =0,

a(=2(2,3,12k — 1)) = —v(a(2(2, 3,12k — 1)) = 0.
Thus in any case we have «(Y) = 0. Then it follows from [44], Theorem 1.2] that

—o(W)/8 < a(Y) =0,
but since o(W) = —16, this is a contradiction. O
Bryan proved in [12] Theorem 1.8] that, for a spin odd involution ¢ on a spin

rational cohomology K3 surface X, we have b (X) = 1. If f in Proposition [5.4] is

an involution ¢, then Proposition 5.4l implies that bf (W) =1 or b} (W) = 3. But if
¢ is of odd type, there is an additional constraint similar to the result by Bryan:

Corollary 5.5. let W be a compact spin smooth 4-manifold bounded by one of
3(2,3,12k+1), —=X(2,3,12k+ 1), and —%(2, 3,12k — 1) with the intersection form
isomorphic to that of K3. Let + : W — W be a smooth spin involution of odd
type whose restriction to the boundary is isotopic to the identity. Then we have
bH(W) = 1.
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Proof. By Proposition 5.4, we have b (W) = 1 or b;"(W) = 3. But the possibility
that b} (W) = 3 is excluded by Theorem [E.1] and Remark O

6. APPENDIX

In this section, we review several known genus bounds related to our result.

6.1. Manolescu’s relative 10/8-inequality. First, we compare our main result
and 10/8-inequality without involutions. A similar discussion for closed 4-manifolds
can be founded in [23]. We consider Manolescu’s relative 10/8-inequality [54]. The
following theorem is just a corollary of usual relative 10/8-inequality combined with
double branched covers.

In [54], Manolescu introduced a rational valued spin rational homology cobor-
dism invariant

(Y,s) = k(Y,t) € Q.
This enables us to define a knot concordance invariant by
K — " (K) := k(E(K),t) € Q,

where t is the unique spin structure on the double branched cover X(K'). The follow-
ing is an application of the relative 10/8-inequality proven in [54] and Lemma

Theorem 6.1 ([54]). The invariant *(K) is a knot concordance invariant satisfy-
ing the following property: For any simply-connected compact 4-manifold X bounded
by S® and any oriented compact surface S bounded by K such that PD(wq(X)) =
[S]/2mod 2, we have

(64) 1—16 (—40(X) + 5[S]> — 100(K) — 16x5*(K)) < 207 (X) + g(S5)
holds, where [S]/2 denotes the element in Ha(S;Z) such that 2([S]/2) = [S].

Remark 6.2. When K is the unknot and S is an embedded null-homologous disk,
(©4) implies
X
_% < bt ( X),
which recovers Furuta’s original 10/8-inequality ([19]) except for adding 1 or 2 on

the left hand side as in the case of Theorem [1.3]
Proof of Theorem[6.1]. Consider the double branched cover Y(S) and apply [54]
Theorem 1.1 and Remark 4.6] to 3(S). Then, we have the following inequality

_a(X(5))
8

Moreover, using Lemma [.2] we obtain the equalities

(65) <bT(2(S)) + k¥ (K).

o(2(9)) =20(X) — %[SP +0(K) and
1

bH(S(S)) = 26" (X) + 9(8) — 7[5 + So(K).

Combining these two equations with (63]), we complete the proof. O
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Also, for spin rational homology 3-spheres with positive scalar curvature metrics,
k(Y,t) =6(Y,t)

holds ([64, Subsection 5.1]). In [68, Theorem 1.2], it is proved that for any finite
connected sum of two bridge knots,

(), 0 = 20(S(K), 9 = 3(K) = 50(K)
holds, where d(X(K),t) is the Heegaard Floer correction term. Since
R(E(K), 1) = 6(5(K), 1),

for a finite connected sum of two bridge knots, we have

K (K) = K(S(K), t) = %U(K).

As a corollary of Theorem [6.1] we see

Corollary 6.3. Let K be a finite connected sum of two birdge knots. For any com-
pact simply-connected 4-manifold X bounded by S® and any oriented compact sur-
face S bounded by K such that [S] is divisible by 2 and PD(wz(X)) = [S]/2mod 2,

we have ) . )
—~o(X) + =[S — s0(K) < 261(X) + g(9).

4 16 2
Remark 6.4. Note that for a finite connected sum K of two bridge knots, we have

K(K) = %Ii*(K)

It is natural to ask whether there exists a knot K such that x(K) # %FL* (K) or
not. For examples, we consider K,, := T'(3,12n — 5) for positive integer n. Then,
we saw k(K,,) = —5. On the other hand, it is proven in [54] Theorem 1.2] that

K (Kp) = £(2(2,3,12n — 5)) = 1.

1
3

6.2. Topological obstructions. We review several topological obstructions to
sliceness of knots related to our results. For more details, see [56, Section 3].
The following is a relative version of the Rochlin’s result [68].

Theorem 6.5 ([41,43\[73]). Let X be a smooth, closed, connected, oriented 4-
manifold. If S C X° is a properly embedded, locally flat characteristic surface with
boundary a knot K, then
o(X) — [S]?
8
When X is spin and [X] = 0, Theorem implies the following:

= Arf(K) + Arf(X, S).

Theorem 6.6 ([67]). If a knot K is topologically H-slice in a spin smooth 4-
manifold, then Arf(K) = 0.

Also, we review a genus bound coming from the Tristram-Levine signature. For
a knot K C S3 and a value ¢t € S!, the Tristram-Levine signature ok (t) is defined
as the signature of
(1—t)M + (1 —1)M",

where M is a Seifert matrix for K.
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Theorem 6.7 ([I4211[72]). Let X be a topological closed oriented 4-manifold with
H(X;Z)=0. Let S C X° be a locally flat, properly embedded surface of genus g,
with boundary a knot K C S3. If the homology class [S] € Ho(X) is divisible by 2,
then

0(K) + o(X) + [S]?] < ba(X) +29(5)
holds. Moreover, if the homology class [S] € Ha(X) is divisible by a prime power
m = pF, then
2r(m —

) (S2] < ba(X) + 29

loxc (e7™™) + o (X) —

m
holds for r € {1,--- ,m — 1}. In particular, if K is topologically H-slice, then

e{lmax . |0K(e2”im) +o(X)| < ba(X) + 29(S5)

for any prime power m = p*.

Corollary 6.8. Let W be an oriented topological compact 4-manifold with bound-
ary. Suppose that a locally linear involution v on W is given and that the fixved point
set of v is of codimension 2. Let S be the fized point set of v and set K =S NOW.
Assume that S is connected. Then we have

1

5’0(W)+[S]2+U(K)’ < + g(S).
Proof. This follows from Theorem[6.7]and the computation of b*, b~ of the branched
cover in Lemma (Note that, in the proof of Lemma 2] the smoothness and
spinness of the manifold and involution were not used to compute these quanti-
ties.) O

ba(W)
2
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