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Abstract

Motivated by questions arising in the theory of moduli spaces in real algebraic geometry,
we develop a range of methods to study the topology of the real locus of a Deligne–
Mumford stack over the real numbers. As an application, we verify in several cases
the Smith–Thom type inequality for stacks that we conjectured in an earlier work. This
requires combining techniques from group theory, algebraic geometry, and topology.

1 Introduction

This work is the second in a two-part series dedicated to the study of the topology
of real Deligne–Mumford stacks. In the first paper [AGF25], we established several
foundational topological properties of such stacks and formulated a conjecture on their
cohomology, extending the classical Smith–Thom inequality to the stack-theoretic set-
ting. In the present paper, we develop techniques for computing the topology of various
classes of real Deligne–Mumford stacks – such as finite quotient stacks and gerbes over
real varieties – and apply these methods to verify the conjecture in a range of cases.

1.1 Smith–Thom inequality for real algebraic varieties. We begin by recalling
the conjecture and our motivation behind it. Let X be a real algebraic variety, by which
we mean a reduced and separated scheme of finite type over R. One of the foundational
results in real algebraic geometry (see [Flo52; Bor60; Tho65; DIK00; Man17] for various
proofs) is the Smith–Thom inequality

h∗(X(R)) = dimH∗(X(R),Z/2) ≤ dimH∗(X(C),Z/2) = h∗(X(C)). (1)
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It allows one to bound the cohomology of X(R) in terms of the one of X(C), usually
much easier to compute. Here, and in the sequel, h∗(Y ) denotes the dimension of the
cohomology ring H∗(Y,Z/2) = ⊕i≥0H

i(Y,Z/2) of a topological space Y .

1.2 Failure of the naive Smith–Thom inequality for real algebraic stacks. In
recent years, there has been increasing interest in moduli problems over R, particularly
in determining whether (1) attains equality for the associated coarse moduli space.
Notable cases include moduli spaces of stable vector bundles on a curve [BS22], Hilbert
schemes of points on a surface [Fu23; KR24], and symmetric powers of varieties [BD17;
Fra18].

Note, however, that such a study says something about the real moduli space as-
sociated to the moduli problem only if this real moduli spaces arises as the real locus
of the coarse moduli space, a phenomenon which in fact seems rare. For instance, if
A1 is the coarse moduli space of elliptic curves, then A1(R) = R parametrizes complex
elliptic curves that admit a real structure up to complex isomorphism, whereas the real
moduli space of real elliptic curves has two connected components (there are exactly
two topological types of real elliptic curves).

To bypass this limitation, and start a systematic approach to study the topology
of real moduli spaces, one is led to consider real algebraic stacks. If X is such a stack,
then X (R) is a category rather than a set. To obtain a topological space in a way that
generalizes the euclidean topology on X(R) when X is a real variety, one considers the
set |X (R)| of isomorphism classes of X (R), and defines a natural topology on |X (R)| as
in [GF22b]. A similar procedure defines a topology on the set |X (C)| of isomorphism
classes of X (C) (if X is separated Deligne–Mumford, the latter coincides with the
topology on |X (C)| induced by the coarse moduli space).

The advantage of this perspective is that when the algebraic stack X represents a
moduli problem—parametrizing equivalence classes of certain algebraic objects (such
as genus g curves or sheaves on a fixed variety)—the set |X (R)| corresponds to the real
isomorphism classes of the real objects. For instance, |Mg(R)| represents the space of
isomorphism classes of real algebraic curves of genus g.

In order to understand the topological properties of |X (R)|, a natural first step is
to understand whether the foundational inequality (1) generalizes to this setting. As
already mentioned in [AGF25], this is not the case, as the moduli space A1 of elliptic
curves example shows: we have h∗(|A1(C)|) = 1 while h∗(|A1(R)|) = 2.

The main challenge in extending the Smith–Thom inequality (1) to algebraic stacks
is that, although |X (C)| is equipped with an involution σ : |X (C)| ! |X (C)| which
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generalizes complex conjugation on the complex locus of a real variety, the natural map

|X (R)| ! |X (C)|σ (2)

is, even in simple cases, neither injective (Example 3.3) nor surjective (Example 3.4).
This can be explained as follows.

• The failure of surjectivity of (2) is due to the existence of isomorphism classes
of objects x ∈ X (C) which are isomorphic to their complex conjugate, but not
defined over R.

• The failure of injectivity is measured by the following observation: for x ∈ X (R),
the fiber of (2) above the image of x in |X (C)|σ is in canonical bijection with the
first non-abelian Galois cohomology group H1(G,Aut(xC)), where

G := Gal(C/R) ∼= Z/2.

In a sense, the topological space |X (C)| is therefore too small to fully encode information
about |X (R)|, as it does not capture, for instance, the automorphisms of objects in
X (C). To take these into account, we considered the inertia stack IX , whose complex
locus IX (C) consists of pairs (x, ϕ) with x ∈ X (C) and ϕ an automorphism of x. With
the above considerations in mind, we proposed in [AGF25] the following conjectural
generalization of the Smith–Thom inequality (1) to real Deligne–Mumford stacks.

Conjecture 1.1 (cf. [AGF25], Conjecture 1.7). Let X be a separated Deligne–Mumford
stack of finite type over R, with inertia IX ! X . Then the following inequality holds:

dimH∗(|X (R)| ,Z/2) ≤ dimH∗(|IX (C)|,Z/2). (3)

Recall that if X is a scheme, then IX ! X is an isomorphism. Thus, in that case,
(3) gives back the classical Smith–Thom inequality (1).

We warn the reader that, in general, there is no natural embedding of |X (R)| into
|IX (C)|. For example, take an elliptic curve E over R such that h∗(E(R)) = 4, and
consider the stacky quotient X := [E/⟨−1⟩], where −1: E ! E is the multiplication by
−1. One can show (see Example 3.6) that |X (R)| ≃ E(R)

∐
E(R), and that |IX (C)| ≃

E(C)
∐(∐

x∈E(C)[2]{x}))
)
. The situation is depicted in Figure 1 below. Although

there is no natural embedding E(R)
∐
E(R) !

∣∣I[E/⟨−1⟩](C)
∣∣, inequality (3) holds in

this case (and is an equality): we have h∗(|X (R)| = 8 and h∗(|IX (C)|) = 4 + 4 = 8.
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|[E/⟨−1⟩]](R)| |I[E/⟨−1⟩]](C)|
Figure 1: The real locus and inertia of the stack [E/⟨−1⟩].

1.3 Topology of real quotient stacks. A distinctive feature of the classical Smith–Thom
inequality (1) is its inherently global nature: since varieties are locally contractible, the
inequality holds trivially at the local level. In contrast, the inequality proposed in Con-
jecture 1.1 does not seem to be locally trivial. Indeed, any separated Deligne–Mumford
stack over R is étale locally isomorphic to a quotient stack [X/Γ], where X is a real
algebraic variety and Γ is a finite group scheme Γ over R acting on X over R, but even
for [X/Γ], Conjecture 1.1 does not appear to be straightforward. In fact, as it turns
out, the topology of a real quotient stack can be quite complicated as the following
theorem shows.

Let Γ be a finite group scheme over R, so that G acts on Γ(C) via an involution
σ : Γ(C) ! Γ(C), and let X be a quasi-projective scheme over R on which Γ acts.
Choose a complete set H ⊂ Γ(C) of representative for the non-abelian Galois cohomol-
ogy group

H1(G,Γ(C)) = {γ ∈ Γ such that γσ(γ) = e}/ ∼

where ∼ is equivalence relation γ ∼ βγσ(β)−1 for β ∈ Γ(C). Via a twisting procedure,
to each γ ∈ H one can associate a finite group scheme Γγ over R, a quasi-projective
scheme Xγ over R, and a natural action of the group scheme Γγ on the quasi-projective
scheme Xγ over R (see Section 3.1.2 for details).

The following is the first main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.2. Consider the above notation. There is a canonical homeomorphism

|[X/Γ](R)| ∼−−!
∐
γ∈H

Xγ(R)/Γγ(R).

We use Theorem 1.2 to prove Conjecture 1.1 in a number of examples. The following
corollary (Examples 3.6 & 3.7) yields non-trivial cases of stacks of arbitrary dimension,
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which are not products of lower dimensional stacks, for which Conjecture 1.1 holds.

Corollary 1.3. Let X be a Deligne–Mumford stack over R. Assume that one of the
following two conditions holds:

1. We have X = [(X ×X)/Z/2] for a real variety X, where Z/2 acts on X ×X by
permuting the factors.

2. We have X = [A/⟨−1⟩], where A is an abelian variety over R and −1: A ! A

the multiplication by −1 homomorphism.

Then Conjecture 1.1 holds for X .

1.4 Positive results for stacky curves. With Theorem 1.2 in our hands, we then
move to prove the Conjecture 1.1 for a large class of stacky curves. This is the content
of the second main result of the paper. To state this result, we define a real curve as a
one-dimensional variety over R (see Section 2), not necessarily proper.

Theorem 1.4. Let X be a smooth real curve, and let Γ be a finite group scheme over
R which acts on X over R. Assume that one of the following conditions holds:

1. The action of Γ on X is faithful.

2. The group scheme Γ is abelian.

Then Conjecture 1.1 holds for the quotient stack X = [X/Γ].

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is somewhat indirect, as we do not directly compare the
topological spaces |[X/Γ](R)| and |I[X/Γ](C)|. Instead, we compute h∗(|[X/Γ](R)|) and
h∗(|I[X/Γ](C)|) separately by combining local and global methods. One of the main
ingredients in the argument is the study of the local structure of the natural morphism
|[X/Γ](R)| ! (X/Γ)(R), which we use to analyze the global geometry of |[X/Γ](R)|. We
then compare the two numbers h∗(|[X/Γ](R)|) and h∗(|I[X/Γ](C)|) using the classical
Smith–Thom inequality (1) and a group-theoretic inequality from [AGF25].

1.5 Topology of split gerbes over a real variety. Finally, we try to go beyond the
case of quotients of a real variety by a finite group scheme over R, by considering split
gerbes over a real variety. These are stacks of the form X = [U/H], where U is a real
variety and H ! U a finite étale group scheme over U (and where the action of H on
U over U is the trivial action). Split gerbes over a real variety seem important in the
study of the topology of real Deligne–Mumford stacks in general, and of Conjecture 1.1
in particular, as any Deligne–Mumford stack X over R admits a stratification whose
strata are étale locally of the form [U/H].
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In the following theorem, which is the third and last main result of this paper, we
describe the topology of the real locus of such a stack.

Theorem 1.5. Let U be a geometrically connected R-variety with U(R) ̸= ∅. Let
H ! U be a finite étale group scheme. For p ∈ U(C), consider the induced action of
the fundamental group π1(U(C), p) on the fiber Hp(C). The following holds.

1. The canonical map f : |[U/H](R)| ! U(R) is a topological covering over each
connected component of U(R), with fiber H1(G,Hp(C)) above a point p ∈ U(R).

2. Let C be a connected component of U(R), and fix p ∈ C. The image of the natural
map π1(C, p) ! π1(U(C), p) lies in the subgroup of elements g ∈ π1(U(C), p)
whose action on Hp(C) is G-equivariant. In particular, the group π1(C, p) acts
naturally on H1(G,Hp(C)).

3. The covering space associated to the above action of π1(C, p) on H1(G,Hp(C)) is
canonically isomorphic to the covering space f−1(C) ! C.

To prove Theorem 1.5, we analyze the relationship between the action on the fibers
of the morphism H|U(R) ! U(R) by the topological fundamental groups π1(Ci, pi) of
the connected components Ci of U(R) and the étale fundamental group πét

1 (U, pi) of U .
In particular, we show that the knowledge of the action of G on U(C) and on Hp(C) for
a single base point p ∈ U(R) allows one to compute the action of G on Hq(C) for any
other point q ∈ U(R), see Proposition 5.3. This result may be of independent interest.

In Section 6, we reformulate the abstract statement of Theorem 1.5 in more concrete
group-theoretic terms; see Proposition 6.2. We then explicitly compute the topological
covering appearing in item 3 of Theorem 1.5 in several examples. This allows us to
prove the Smith–Thom inequality (1) for various gerbes over an Enriques surface.

As a further application of Theorem 1.5, we establish the Smith–Thom inequality
for a certain class of split gerbes over a real curve.

Corollary 1.6. Let U be smooth curve over R and n ∈ Z≥0. Let H ! U be a finite
étale group scheme with geometric fibers isomorphic to (Z/2)n. Then Conjecture 1.1
holds for the stack [U/H].

Moreover, in the proper case, Theorem 1.5 yields the following result.

Corollary 1.7. Let U be smooth proper curve over R of genus g and fix p ∈ U(R). Let
H ! U be a finite étale group scheme. Let C1, . . . , Cm be the connected components of
U(R) and for each i choose a point pi ∈ C. Consider the natural action of π1(Ci, pi)
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on H1(G,Hpi(C)), see Theorem 1.5. If Conjecture 1.1 holds for the stack [U/H], then

m∑
i=1

#

(
H1(G,Hpi(C))
π1(Ci, pi)

)
≤ 2 ·#

(
Hp(C)

π1(U(C), p)

)
+ (g − 1) ·#Hp(C). (4)

Observe that if H ! U is the identity, the inequality (4) is the classical Smith-Thom
inequality. By Corollary 1.6, inequality (4) holds when the fibers of H ! U are of the
form (Z/2)n for some n ≥ 0. We do not know a direct proof of this inequality without
passing through the geometry of [U/H], i.e., without using Corollary 1.6.

1.6 Organization of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
fix the conventions and notation used throughout the paper. In Section 3, we prove a
formula for the real locus of a quotient stack, which we then apply to verify Conjecture
1.1 in numerous examples. In Section 4, we prove the conjecture for a broad class of
real stacky curves. Section 5 focuses on the topology of split gerbes, and we use this
analysis to establish the conjecture for various split gerbes over a real curve. Finally,
in Section 6, we reformulate the results of Section 5 in group-theoretic terms, and then
use this to prove Conjecture 1.1 for several split gerbes over an Enriques surface.

1.7 Acknowledgements. We thank Olivier Benoist, Matilde Manzaroli and Florent
Schaffhauser for helpful discussions. Special thanks to Matilde Manzaroli for help-
ing us with the pictures in the paper. This research was partly supported by the
grant ANR–23–CE40–0011 of Agence National de la Recherche. The second author
has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the Euro-
pean Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under grant agreement
No948066 (ERC-StG RationAlgic), and from the ERC Consolidator Grant FourSurf
No101087365.

2 Notation and preliminaires

2.1 Sets and topological spaces. IfX is a finite set, we write #X for the cardinality
of X. All the topological spaces in this paper are assumed to be locally compact and
Hausdorff. If X is a topological space such that dimH∗(X,Z/2) is finite, we define
h∗(X) = dimH∗(X,Z/2).

A circle is a topological space homeomorphic to S1 := {z ∈ C | |z| = 1}. An interval
is a topological space homeomorphic to one of intervals (0, 1), [0, 1) or [0, 1] inside R.
If the topological space is homeomorphic to (0, 1) we call it open interval.
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2.2 Groups. Throughout the paper, G will be the finite group G = Gal(C/R) ∼= Z/2,
and σ ∈ G denotes a generator. Let Γ be a group on which G-acts. Recall (see e.g.
[Ser94, Chapitre I, §5]) that the non-abelian Galois cohomology group H1(G,Γ) can be
canonically identified with Z1(G,Γ)/ ∼ where Z1(G,Γ) ⊂ Γ is the set of γ ∈ Γ such
that γσ(γ) = e and ∼ is the equivalence relation γ ∼ βγσ(β)−1 for β ∈ Γ(C).

If X is a set on which a group H acts, we write X/H for the set of orbits. Unless
stated otherwise, we consider H acting on itself by conjugation, so that H/H is the set
of conjugacy classes of H.

2.3 Real varieties. A variety over R (resp. C) will be a reduced and separated scheme
of finite type over R (resp. C). A variety over R will also be called a real variety. If
X is a real variety, we denote by σX : X(C) ! X(C) the induced anti-holomorphic
involution, which we also view as an action of G on X(C).

A curve over R (resp. C) is a variety of dimension one over R (resp. C). Note that
we do not assume that X is proper. For a smooth curve X over R, any connected
component C ⊂ X(R) is homeomorphic to either the circle or the open interval.

For n ∈ Z≥1, we let µn be the R-group scheme with µn(S) = {x ∈ OS(S) | xn = 1}
for a scheme S over R.

2.4 Algebraic stacks. We indicate an algebraic stack by a calligraphic letter, such
as X ,Y,Z. Schemes are usually indicated by roman capitals, such as X,Y, Z. For an
algebraic stack X , we let IX ! X denote the inertia stack over X .

When X is an algebraic stack over a scheme S, we let |X (S)| denote the set of
isomorphism classes of the groupoid X (S). For an algebraic stack X over R, and an
object x ∈ X (R), let xC ∈ X (C) denote the pull-back of x along Spec(C) ! Spec(R).

Let X be a Deligne-Mumford stack over R. Recall that the sets |X (R)| and |X (C)|
are endowed with a natural topology. To define it, one chooses a scheme U and an étale
morphism U ! X such that

U(R) ! |X (R)| and U(C) ! |X (C)|

are surjective. Then the topologies on |X (R)| and |X (C)| are the induced quotient
topologies. See [GF22a, Section 2.3] for more details.

2.5 Preliminaries from [AGF25]. For the convenience of the reader, we recall the
following results from [AGF25], that will be used several times in the sequel.

Proposition 2.1. [AGF25, Proposition 5.5]. Let X be a separated Deligne–Mumford
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stack of finite type over R, with coarse moduli space p : X !M .

1. Let f : |X (R)| ! M(R) denote the map induced by p. Let x ∈ X (R) with
isomorphism class [x] ∈ |X (R)|. There is a canonical bijection f−1(f([x])) =

H1(G,Aut(xC)).

2. We have #H1(G,Aut(xC)) = #H1(G,Aut(x′C)) for each pair of objects x, x′ ∈
X (R) whose induced objects xC, x′C ∈ X (C) are isomorphic in X (C).

Proposition 2.2. [AGF25, Proposition 5.4]. Let S be a complex variety. Let f : X !

S be a scheme of finite type over S. Let H ! S be a finite group scheme over S, acting
on X over S. Then

∣∣I[X/H](C)
∣∣ = {(x, γ) ∈ X(C)×H(C) | γ ∈ StabHf(x)(C)(x)

}
/∼ (5)

where (x, γ) ∼ (gx, gγg−1) for g ∈ Hf(x)(C).

3 Topology of a real quotient stack

In this section, we describe the topology of the real locus of the quotient stack [X/Γ] of
a real variety X on which a finite R-group scheme Γ acts, and prove Theorem 1.2. We
then use this description it to verify the Smith–Thom inequality (3) in many examples.

3.1 The real locus of a quotient stack. The goal of Section 3.1 is to prove Theorem
1.2.

3.1.1 Group schemes over the reals and torsors. Let Γ be a finite group scheme over R
and let σΓ : Γ(C) ! Γ(C) be the action of G on Γ(C) corresponding to Γ.

Choose a complete set of representative H ⊂ Z1(G,Γ) for H1(G,Γ), so that the
composition H ⊂ Z1(G,Γ) ! H1(G,Γ) is a bijection; we choose H such that e ∈ H.
For each γ ∈ H, we define an involution

φγ : Γ(C) ! Γ(C) as φγ(g) = σ(g) · γ−1.

We consider the resulting G-set (Γ(C), φγ). Note that left multiplication defines an
action of the G-group (Γ(C), σΓ) on the G-set (Γ(C), φγ). In particular, if Pγ is the
R-scheme associated to (Γ(C), φγ), we get an action of the R-group scheme Γ on the
R-scheme Pγ that turns the latter into a Γ-torsor. Recall the following classical result.

9



Lemma 3.1. The following map is bijective:

H1(G,Γ) = H ! {isomorphism classes of Γ-torsors over Spec(R)},

γ 7! Pγ .

Proof. See e.g. [Sko01, Example 2, page 13].

3.1.2 The topology of the real locus of a quotient stack. We continue with the above
notation. For γ ∈ H, define an involution

σγΓ : Γ(C) ! Γ(C) as σγΓ(g) := γσΓ(g)γ
−1.

The pair (Γ(C), σγΓ) corresponds to a finite group scheme Γγ over R. Let X be a
quasi-projective scheme over R with real structure σX : X(C) ! X(C), acted upon
from the left by the finite group scheme Γ over R. For γ ∈ H, define an involution
σγX : X(C) ! X(C) as σγX(x) = γ · σX(x). The pair (X(C), σγX) corresponds to a
quasi-projective scheme Xγ over R. Note that

Xγ(R) = X(C)σ
γ
X and Γγ(R) = Γ(C)σ

γ
Γ for each γ ∈ H.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall that, by definition one has

|[X/Γ](R)| = {pairs (P, f) | P a Γ-torsor and f a Γ-equivariant morphism P ! X} /∼=

where (P1, f1) ∼= (P2, f2) if there exists an isomorphism of torsors h : P1
≃−! P2 such

that f2 ◦ h = f1.
We need to prove that there exists a canonical homeomorphism

|[X/Γ](R)| ∼−!
∐
γ∈H

Xγ(R)/Γγ(R).

To prove this, we first observe that the action of Γ(C) on X(C) is compatible with the
involutions σγX and σγΓ. Indeed, for x ∈ X(C) and g ∈ Γ(C), we have:

σγX(g · x) = γ · σX(g · x) = γ · σΓ(g) · σX(x) = γ · σΓ(g) · γ−1 · γ · σX(x) = σγΓ(g) · σ
γ
X(x).

Therefore, we obtain an action of the G-group (Γ(C), σγΓ) on the G-space (X(C), σγX).
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In particular, the subgroup

Γγ(R) = Γ(C)σ
γ
Γ ⊂ Γ(C)

of elements fixed under σγΓ acts on the fixed space Xγ(R) = X(C)σ
γ
X ⊂ X(C).

Fix γ ∈ H and take any x ∈ Xγ(R)/Γγ(R). Choose a y ∈ Xγ(R) that lifts x and
consider the Γ(C)-equivariant morphism

fy : Γ(C) ! X(C), g 7! g · y.

This morphism is compatible with the G-action φγ on Γ(C) and with the G-action σX
on X(C), hence it gives rise to a Γ-equivariant morphism

fy : Pγ ! X

of schemes over R. Define

α(x) := (Pγ , fy) ∈ |[X/Γ](R)| .

We first show that α is well-defined, i.e., that α does not depend on the choice of the
lift y of x. If z ∈ Xγ(R) is another lift of x, then there exists a g ∈ Γγ such that
y = g · z. Since g ∈ Γγ(R) = Γ(C)σ

γ
Γ , the morphism g : Pγ ! Pγ sending h to hg is an

isomorphism of torsors over R, fitting into the commutative diagram

Pγ X

Pγ X.

fy

g

fz

In particular, we have an equality of isomorphism classes [(Pγ , fy)] = [(Pγ , fz)] ∈
|[X/Γ](R)|. We conclude that we get a canonical map

α : |[X/Γ](R)| !
∐
γ∈H

Xγ(R)/Γγ(R). (6)

We observe that, by construction and Lemma 3.1, the map α is surjective. It is also
injective since AutΓ(Pγ) = Γγ(R). Thus, it remains to prove that α is a homeomor-
phism.
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To see this, note that for each γ ∈ H, we have a natural morphism

Xγ ! [X/Γ]. (7)

Namely, to give such a map is to give:

(1) a Γ×R Xγ-torsor P ! Xγ over Xγ , and

(2) a Γ×R Xγ equivariant morphism P ! X ×R Xγ of schemes over Xγ .

As for (1), we put P = Pγ ×R Xγ , which is a Γ ×R Xγ-torsor by base-changing the
Γ-torsor structure of Pγ ! Spec(R) along Xγ ! Spec(R). As for (2), we consider the
morphism

Pγ ×R Xγ ! X ×R Xγ (8)

defined via Galois descent by the map

Γ(C)×X(C) ! X(C)×X(C), (g, x) 7! (gx, x),

which is indeed compatible with the anti-holomorphic involution (g, x) 7! (φγ(g), σγX(x))

on the left hand side and the anti-holomorphic involution (x, y) 7! (σX(x), σ
γ
X(y)) on

the right hand side. Since the map (8) is Γ ×R Xγ-equivariant, it yields the desired
morphism (7).

We obtain a morphism
U :=

∐
γ∈H

Xγ ! [X/Γ],

and, by the fact that the map α in (6) is a bijection (which has already been shown),
the induced map

U(R) =
∐
γ∈H

Xγ(R) ! |[X/Γ](R)| (9)

is surjective. By definition of the real analytic topology on |[X/Γ](R)|, see Section 2.4,
it follows that the topology on |[X/Γ](R)| is the quotient topology coming from the
surjection (9) and the real analytic topology on U(R) =

∐
γ Xγ(R). As the diagram

∐
γ∈H Xγ(R)

��

∐
γ∈H Xγ(R)

��

|[X/Γ](R)| α //
∐
γ∈H Xγ(R)/Γγ

12



commutes, and as each quotient Xγ(R)/Γγ carries the the quotient topology coming
from Xγ(R) ! Xγ(R)/Γγ , this proves that α is a homeomorphism as wanted.

3.2 Smith–Thom for various quotient stacks. In this section we apply Theorem
1.2 to prove the Smith–Thom inequality (3) in a number of examples.

Example 3.2. Let Γ be any finite R-group scheme. Take X = Spec(R) with the
trivial action of Γ. Then Theorem 1.2 just says that |[X/Γ](R)| is the disjoint union
of #H1(G,Γ) points, which also follows directly from the definitions and Lemma 3.1.
(Note that we already verified the Smith–Thom inequality (3) for [X/Γ] in [AGF25,
Proposition 1.8].)

Example 3.3. Let X := A1
R. Let Γ := Z/2 endowed with the trivial G-action. We

let Γ act on X via the map sending x to −x. To compute X := [A1
R/Γ], we start by

observing that H1(G,Γ) has two elements, e (the trivial element) and γ. One computes
that X(R)/Γ = R/±1 ≃ R≥0 and also Xγ(R)/Γ = iR/±1 ≃ iR≥0. Hence, by Theorem
1.2, we have

|X (R)| = R≥0

∐
iR≥0.

In conclusion, we find that h∗(|X (R)|) = 2. On the other hand, by Proposition 2.2, one
has I[X/Γ](C) ≃ C

∐
{0}. In particular h∗(I[X/Γ](C)) = 2, we see that the Smith–Thom

inequality (3) holds and it is an actual equality. For completeness, we also describe the
natural map f : |[A1

R/Γ](R)| ! (X/Γ)(R) (see Figure 2). Identifying (X/Γ)(C) with C
via the map z 7! z2, one sees that (X/Γ)(R) = R ⊂ C. Under this identification, f
induces homeomorphisms X(R)/Γ = R≥0

z 7!z2−−−! R≥0 and X(R)γ/Γ = iR≥0
z 7!z2−−−! R≤0.

Hence #f−1(x) = 1 for every x ̸= 0 and #f−1(0) = 2, as predicted by Proposition 2.1.

(A1/Z/2)(R)

|[A1/Z/2](R)|

Figure 2: The morphism |[A1/(Z/2)](R)| ! (A1/(Z/2))(R)

Example 3.4. LetX := A1
R. Let Γ := Z/2×Z/2 endowed with theG-action exchanging

the coordinates. We let Γ act on A1
R via (a, b) ∗ x := (−1)a+bx. To compute |X (R)| :=
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[A1
R/Γ], we start observing that H1(G,Γ) = 0. Hence

|X (R)| = X(R)/Γ(R) = X(R) = R

since Γ(R) acts trivially on X(C). We find that h∗(|X (R)|) = 1. On the other hand, by
Proposition 2.2, one has I[X/Γ](C) ≃ A1

∐
A1
∐
{0}

∐
{0} so that h∗(IX (C)) = 6. Hence

the Smith–Thom inequality (3) holds and it is a strict inequality.
For completeness, we describe the natural map f : |[A1

R/Γ](R)| ! (X/Γ)(R) (see
Figure 3). As in Example 3.3, one identifies (X/Γ)(R) with R ⊂ C. Under this identi-
fication, the map f : R ! R becomes the absolute value map (hence not surjective), so
that #f−1(x) = 2 for every x > 0, and #f−1(0) = 1, as predicted by Proposition 2.1.

(A1/(Z/2))(R)

|[A1/(Z/2)](R)|

Figure 3: The morphism |[A1/(Z/2× Z/2)](R)| ! (A1/(Z/2× Z/2))(R)

Examples 3.5. Let X := A2
R.

1. Let Γ := Z/2 endowed with the trivial G-action. We let Γ act on X via the map
sending x to −x. To compute the real locus of X := [A2

R/Γ], we start by observing
that H1(G,Γ) has two elements, e (the neutral element) and γ. By Theorem 1.2,

|X (R)| = X(R)/Γ(R)
∐

Xγ(R)/Γ(R).

One computes that X(R)/Γ and Xγ(R) are two half-planes, so that h∗(|X (R))| =
2. On the other hand, by Proposition 2.2, one has |I[X/Γ](C)| ≃ A2

∐
A1 so

that h∗(|I[X/Γ]|(C)) = 2. Hence the Smith–Thom inequality (3) holds, and is an
equality.

2. Let Γ := Z/2×Z/2 endowed with the G-action exchanging the coordinates. We let
Γ act on A2

R via its G-equivariant quotient Z/2, acting by exchange of coordinates.
To compute X := [A2

R/Γ], we start by observing that H1(G,Γ) = 0, so that, by
Theorem 1.2,

|X (R)| = X(R)/Γ(R) = R2
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since Γ(R) acts trivially onX(C). We find that h∗(|X (R)| = 1. On the other hand,
by Proposition 2.2, I[X/Γ](C) ≃ A2

∐
A2
∐

A1
∐

A1. In particular, h∗(I[X/Γ](C)) =
4. Hence the Smith–Thom inequality (3) holds, and is a strict inequality.

Example 3.6. Let A be a real abelian variety of dimension g, so that A(R) ≃ (S1)g ×
(Z/2)k for some 0 ≤ k ≤ g compatibly with the group structure. Consider the inversion
[−1] : A ! A and write Γ := Z/2. Let X := [A/(Z/2)] where Z/2 acts via [−1], and
let γ be the unique non trivial element of H1(G,Γ). By Theorem 1.2,

|X (R)| := A(R)/[−1]
∐

Aγ(R)/[−1].

By construction Aγ is the quadratic twist of A, hence A(R) ∼= Aγ(R) as topological
spaces. In particular, we get

|X (R)| ≃ (S1)g × (Z/2)k
∐

(S1)g × (Z/2)k,

hence h∗(|X (R)|) = 2g+k+1. On the other hand, by Proposition 2.2, we have

IX (C) ≃ A(C)/[−1]
∐ ∐

x∈A(C)[2]

{x}.

Since A(C)/[−1] ≃ A(C) and #A(C)[2] = 22g, we get h∗(IX (C)) = 22g + 22g = 22g+1.
Since k ≤ g, the inequality (3) is verified; it is an equality if and only if A is maximal.

Example 3.7. Let Y be a real algebraic variety, let Γ := Z/2 act on Y × Y by
exchanging the coordinates and let X := [(Y × Y )/Γ]. If γ is the non trivial element of
H1(G,Γ), by Theorem 1.2, one has

|X (R)| ≃ (Y (R)× Y (R))/Γ
∐

(Y × Y )γ(R)/Γ ≃ (Y (R)× Y (R))/Γ
∐

Y (C)/G.

Observe that
|X (C)|G ≃ (Y (R)× Y (R))/Γ

∐
Y (R)

Y (C)/G,

where i : Y (R) ↪! |X (C)|G embeds diagonally in Y (R)×Y (R) and naturally in Y (C)/G.
If f : |X (R)| ! (Y × Y/Γ)(C)G is the natural morphism, the exact sequence of sheaves

0 ! Z/2 ! f∗Z/2 ! i∗Z/2 ! 0,
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shows that
h∗(|X (R)|) ≤ h∗(|X (C)|G) + h∗(Y (R)). (10)

On the other hand, by Proposition 2.2,

|IX (C)| ≃ |X (C)|
∐

Y (C),

so that by the classical Smith–Thom inequality for |X (C)|
∐
Y (C), we get

h∗(|X (C)|G) + h∗(Y (R)) ≤ h∗(|X (C)|) + h∗(Y (C)) = h∗(|IX (C)|).

Combining this with (10), we get that the Smith–Thom inequality (3) is satisfied.

4 Smith–Thom for real stacky curves

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.4. As previously noted, the proof is
somewhat indirect: rather than comparing the topology of |[X/Γ](R)| directly with that
of I[X/Γ](C), we compute h∗(I[X/Γ](C)) in Section 4.1, and h∗(|[X/Γ](R)|) in Section
4.2. We then combine these computations in Section 4.3 to establish Theorem 1.4.

4.1 Inertia of complex stacky curves. Let X be a smooth curve over C, and let Γ
be a finite abelian group which acts on X over C. We let K ⊂ Γ be the kernel of the
homomorphism Γ ! AutC(X) associated to the Γ-action, and define Q := Γ/K. This
gives a short exact sequence of finite abelian groups

0 ! K ! Γ ! Q! 0.

The restriction of the action on X of Γ to K yields the trivial action of K on X, and
the induced action of Q on X is faithful. Let

M := X/Q = X/Γ,

which is the coarse moduli space of both [X/Q] and [X/Γ].

Proposition 4.1. In the above notation, assume that the subgroup K ⊂ Γ is contained
in the center of Γ, so that for every x ∈ X(C) there is a natural inclusion K ⊂ Γx/Γx.
Let ∆ ⊂ M(C) be the branch locus of the quotient map q : X(C) ! M , and choose a
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lift yx ∈ X(C) of each x ∈ ∆. Then there is a canonical homeomorphism

|I[X/Γ](C)| ≃ (K ×M(C))
∐∐

x∈∆
(Γyx/Γyx −K)

that commutes with the natural projections onto M(C).

Proof. We may assume that X is connected. Let I[X/Γ] be the coarse moduli space of
the inertia stack I[X/Γ] of [X/Γ]. It suffices to show that the map I[X/Γ] !M has #K

disjoint sections. Indeed, I[X/Γ] ! M is finite by [AGF25, Lemma 5.2], hence for each
irreducible component Z ⊂ I[X/Γ] of dimension one, the restriction Z ! M is a finite
morphism of curves, hence an isomorphism if it admits a section; moreover, over the
open subset of M where the stabilizer group is exactly K, the fibers of I[X/Γ] ! M

have cardinality exactly #K by Proposition 2.2.
Let S ⊂ X ×C Γ be the stabilizer group scheme associated to the action of Γ on X

over C, so that S can be described pointwise as

S = {(x, g) ∈ X ×C Γ | g · x = x} .

Then Γ acts on S by γ · (x, g) = (γ · x, γgγ−1) for γ ∈ Γ and (x, g) ∈ S. Moreover,
we have a canonical isomorphism I[X/Γ] = [S/Γ] (see e.g. [Alp25, Exercise 3.2.12]), so
that, in particular, I[X/Γ] = S/Γ.

Since K is contained in the center of Γ, to any k ∈ K one can associate the following
well defined section sk of the canonical map I[X/Γ] !M :

sk : M ! I[X/Γ] = S/Γ, [x] 7! [(x, k)]. (11)

The sections sk and sk′ are disjoint for k ̸= k′ ∈ K, and so the proposition follows.

Proposition 4.2. Assume that K ⊂ Γ is contained in the center of Γ. Then

h∗(|I[X/Γ](C)|) = #K · h∗(M(C)) +

(∑
x∈∆

#(Γyx/Γyx)

)
−#∆ ·#K. (12)

If, in addition, Γyx is abelian for each x ∈ ∆, then

h∗(|I[X/Γ](C)|) = #K · h∗(|I[X/Q](C)|). (13)
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Proof. By Proposition 4.1, we have

h∗(|I[X/Γ](C)|) = #K · h∗(M(C)) +
∑
x∈∆

(#(Γyx/Γyx)−#K) , (14)

and (14) implies (12). Applying (14) to the quotient stack [X/Q] gives

h∗(|I[X/Q](C)|) = h∗(M(C)) +
∑
x∈∆

(#(Qyx/Qyx)− 1) . (15)

If Γyx is abelian for each x ∈ ∆, then one has

Γyx/Γyx = Γyx , Qyx/Qyx = Qyx , and #K ·#Qyx = #Γyx .

Therefore, (13) follows from (14) and (15), and we are done.

Example 4.3. Consider the moduli stack A1 of elliptic curves over C, with coarse
moduli space A1 ! A1 = A1

C. Then h∗(|IA1(C)|) = 8. Indeed, we let ℓ ≥ 3 be a prime
number and let A1[ℓ] be the moduli space of elliptic curves with level ℓ structure; it
is equipped with a SL2(Fℓ)-action such that A1 = [SL2(Fℓ) \ A1[ℓ]]. In this case, we
have K = ⟨−1 · Id⟩ ⊂ SL2(Fℓ) = Γ, and Γ/K = PSL2(Fℓ). The locus ∆ ⊂ A1(C)
of isomorphism classes of elliptic curves with automorphism group larger than {±1}
consists of two points, with respective automorphism groups Z/4 and Z/6. Thus,
Proposition 4.2 implies that h∗(|IA1(C)|) = 2 + 4 + 6− 2 · 2 = 8.

4.2 Topology of real stacky curves. In this section, we study the topology of |X (R)|
when X is a stacky quotient curve over R.

4.2.1 Local geometry. Let X be a separated Deligne–Mumford stack of finite type over
R. Let f : |X (R)| !M(R) be the map induced by the coarse moduli space X !M .

Definition 4.4. For x ∈ M(R), define h1(G, x) = #H1(G,Aut(zC)) where z ∈ X (R)
is an object whose isomorphism class [z] ∈ |X (R)| lies in the inverse image f−1(x) of
x. By Proposition 2.1, we have h1(G, x) = #f−1(x).

For example, when X is the quotient X = [X/H] of a real variety X by finite group
scheme H over R, and when x ∈ (X/H)(R) is the image of a point y ∈ X(R) under the
map X(R) ! (X/H)(R), then h1(G, x) = #H1(G,Hy(C)). This definition allows us to
study the local topology of a stacky curve around a point with non-trivial stabilizer.

Lemma 4.5. Let X be a smooth curve over R. Let H be a finite R-group scheme that
acts faithfully on X over R.
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1. For each x ∈ X(R), there exists an integer n ≥ 1 such that the stabilizer group
scheme Hx is isomorphic to µn.

2. For x ∈ (X/H)(R), the number h1(G, x) is equal to 1 (resp. 2) if n is odd (resp.
even).

Proof. Let Γ = H(C). Since the action of Γ is faithful, there are only finitely many
points x ∈ X(R) with non trivial stabilizer Γx. Since the statement is trivial for
points with trivial stabilizer, we focus on the points x with Γx ̸= 0. Choose an open
neighbourhood U of x, stable under the actions of G and Γ, not containing any other
point with non-trivial stabilizer, and G-equivariantly biholomorphic to an open disk
centered in x endowed with the G-action given by complex conjugation. Since the
group of biholomorphisms of the disk with one fixed point is isomorphic to S1, we see
that Γx is isomorphic to Z/n for some positive integer n. Moreover, a generator γ ∈ Γx

acts as γ(z) = eiθz if z is a local coordinate around x. Since the G-action is compatible
with the action of Γ, this forces a G-equivariant isomorphism Γx ≃ µn, proving the first
item of the lemma. By the fact that #H1(G,µn) equals 1 if n is odd and 2 if n is even,
the second item follows from the first.

4.2.2 Global geometry. We now study the possible shapes of the connected components
of the real locus of a real stacky quotient curve.

Proposition 4.6. Let X be a smooth curve over R. Let H be a finite étale group scheme
over R which acts on X over R. Let C be a connected component of |[X/H](R)|. Then
C is homeomorphic to either an interval in R of the form (0, 1), (0, 1] or [0, 1], or to
the circle S1. If X is proper then only the possilibities [0, 1] and S1 can occur.

We actually prove something slighlty more general in the following Lemma 4.7.
Observe that Proposition 4.6 follows from Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 4.7.

Lemma 4.7. Let X be a smooth curve over R. Let H be a finite étale group scheme over
R acting on X over R. Each connected component of X(R)/H(R) is homeomorphic to
the interval [0, 1] ⊂ R, the interval (0, 1], the interval (0, 1), or the circle S1 ⊂ R2.

Proof. We may and do assume that H acts faithfully on X.
First, assume that X is proper, so that X(R) is compact, and let C be a connected

component of X(R) with stabilizer StabH(R)(C) in H(R). We start by proving that

C/StabH(R)(C) ≃ S1 or C/StabH(R)(C) ≃ [0, 1]. (16)
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Recall that every connected Riemann surface S admits a unique complete Riemann
metric g with constant curvature being negative (genus ≥ 2), zero (genus zero) or posi-
tive (genus one). Moreover, for genus ≥ 2 the group Bihol(S) coincides with the group
Isom(S, g)+ of orientation preserving isometries of the Riemannian manifold (S, g).
In genus zero we have, for the subgroup PGL2(R) ⊂ PGL2(C) = Bihol(P1(C)), that
PGL2(R) = SO3(R) acts as isometries on P1(C) ∼= S2. The automorphism group of
any complex elliptic curve preserves its Riemannian metric.

In particular, as H acts faithfully on X, there are natural inclusions

StabH(R)(C) ⊂ H(R) ⊂ Isom(X(C)) ⊂ Homeo(X(C)),

where Isom(X(C)) is the group of isometries with respect to the Riemannian metric of
X(C). We endow C with the Riemannian metric induced by the embedding C ⊂ X(C).
Then C is a compact one-dimensional Riemannian manifold, and hence isometric to a
circle of some length L: we have C ∼= R/LZ with the standard Riemannian metric.
In particular, Isom(C) ∼= O(2). By the above, StabH(R)(C) ⊂ Isom(X(C)), and hence
StabH(R)(C) ⊂ Isom(C) ∼= O(2). So, StabH(R)(C) is a finite subgroup of O(2) =

Isom(S1) with S1 = {z ∈ C | |z| = 1}, hence it is generated by multiplication by some
root of unity and, possibly, the standard complex conjugation on S1. This yields (16).

Let C1, . . . , Cn be the connected components of X(R); each Ci is homeomorphic to
S1. Then I := {1, . . . , n} admits a partition I = I1 ⊔ I2 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Ik with k ≤ n such
that the Ij are the orbits for the induced action of H(R) on I. For each j ∈ {1, . . . , k},
choose an element ij ∈ Ij . Let H(R)j = StabH(R)(Cij ) be the stabilizer of Cij in the
group H(R). Then

X(R)/H(R) =

(
n∐
i=1

Ci

)
/H(R) =

k∐
j=1

∐
i∈Ij

Ci

 /H(R)

 ∼=
k∐
j=1

Cij/H(R)j .

Thus, the lemma in the case where X is proper follows from (16).
In the general case, consider the smooth projective compactification X ↪! Y of

X. The action of H on X extends to an action of H on Y , and the natural map
X(R)/H(R) ! Y (R)/H(R) is an open embedding whose complement is a finite set
(possibly empty). By what has already been proved, each connected component of
Y (R)/H(R) is homeomorphic to [0, 1] or S1. By removing the points in ∆(R) ⊂ Y (R),
where ∆ = Y − X, we see that each connected component of X(R)/H(R) is homeo-
morphic to [0, 1], (0, 1], (0, 1) or S1, and we are done.
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4.2.3 Map to the coarse moduli space. Finally, we study the map from a real stacky
curve to its coarse moduli space.

Let X be a smooth curve over R. Let H be a finite R-group scheme that acts on X
over R, with associated real structure σ : H(C) ! H(C). Let p : [X/H] ! X/H = M

be the coarse moduli space map, with induced map f : |[X/H](R)| ! (X/H)(R) =

M(R).

Lemma 4.8. Let C ⊂M(R) be a connected component. The following holds.

1. The map f : |[X/H](R)| !M(R) is closed.

2. If H acts faithfully on X, then the map f−1(C) ! C is surjective.

3. Assume that H acts faithfully on X, and that for each m ∈ C, we have h1(G,m) =

1, with h1(G,m) as in Definition 4.4. Then f−1(C) ! C is a homeomorphism.

Proof. To prove item 1, let γ ∈ H(C) such that γσ(γ) = e, and define Xγ and
Hγ as in Section 3.1.2. By Theorem 1.2, it suffices to show that the natural map
Xγ(R)/Hγ(R) ! (X/H)(R) is closed. Note that this map is induced by the natural
map Xγ ! X/H, which induces an isomorphism Xγ/Hγ

∼= X/H. The quotient map
Xγ ! Xγ/Hγ

∼= X/H is finite, and hence Xγ(R) ! (X/H)(R) is closed. In particular,
Xγ(R)/Hγ(R) ! (X/H)(R) is closed, proving item 1. To prove item 2, note that since
the action is faithful and X is smooth, f : |[X/H](R)| !M(R) is surjective and closed;
indeed, f is closed by item 1 and its image contains a dense open subset, so f is surjec-
tive. In particular, item 2 follows. Moreover, for m ∈ C, we have #f−1(m) = h1(G,m),
see Proposition 2.1. Hence item 3 follows from items 1 and 2.

Proposition 4.9. Assume that H acts faithfully on X over R. Let C ⊂ M(R) be a
connected component and let S = {x1, . . . , xn} ⊂ C be the finite set of points such that
h1(G, xi) ̸= 1. Assume that S ̸= ∅.

1. Assume that C is an open interval, and fix a homeomorphism φ : C
∼−! (0, 1).

There exists an homeomorphism

ψ : f−1(C)
∼−−! (0, y1]

∐
[y1, y2]

∐
· · ·
∐

[yn−1, yn]
∐

[yn, 1)

such that the following diagram commutes:

f−1(C)

��

ψ
// (0, y1] ⊔ [y1, y2]

∐
· · ·
∐
[yn−1, yn]

∐
[yn, 1)

��

C
φ

// (0, 1),
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where the vertical arrows are the canonical ones and yi = φ(xi).

2. Assume that C is a circle, and fix a homeomorphism φ : C
∼−! S1 with φ(x1) = 1.

Then there exists a homeomorphism

ψ : f−1(C)
∼−−! [0, θ1]

∐
[θ1, θ2]

∐
· · ·
∐

[θn−1, 1]

such that the following diagram commutes:

f−1(C)

��

ψ
// [0, θ1]

∐
[θ1, θ2]

∐
· · ·
∐
[θn−1, 1]

x 7!e2πix

��

C
φ

// S1,

where the vertical arrows are the canonical ones and φ(xj) = eiθj for j ̸= 1.

Proof. By Lemma 4.8, the map f : f−1(C) ! C is surjective. By Proposition 2.1 and
Lemma 4.5, for each connected component K ⊂ M(R), the map f−1(K) ! K is an
isomorphism outside S ⊂ K and has two fibers above each point of S . The proposition
follows from this and from Proposition 4.6.

The content of Proposition 4.9 is illustrated in Figure 4 below. The picture on the
left shows the case in which C is a circle: C is depicted as the internal circle and f−1(C)

as the union of the three external arcs [0, θ1], [θ1, θ2] and [θ2, 1]. The picture on the
right shows the case in which C is a open interval: C is depicted as the bottom interval
and f−1(C) as the disjoint union of the three upper segments (0, y1], [y1, y2] and [y2, 1).

0 y1 y2 11

eiθ2eiθ1

C ≃ S1 C ≃ (0, 1)

Figure 4: The morphism f−1(C) ! C.
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4.3 Smith–Thom for real stacky curves. We are now ready to proceed with the:

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The action of H on X corresponds to a homomorphism

H ! AutR(X), (17)

where the latter denotes the automorphism group scheme of X over R. Let K ⊂ H be
the kernel of (17), and let Q = H/K be the quotient of H by K. The canonical map
Q ! AutR(X) is a closed immersion. In particular, the group Q(C) acts faithfully on
X(C). Let [X/H] ! M be the coarse moduli space; we have M(C) = X(C)/H(C) =
X(C)/Q(C).

Step 1: If H is abelian, and if the Smith–Thom inequality (3) holds for the quotient
stack [X/Q], then it also holds for [X/H].

Proof. Assume the Smith–Thom inequality (3) for [X/Q], and consider the canonical
map

g : |[X/H](R)| ! |[X/Q](R)| . (18)

We claim that

#g−1(p) ≤ #K(C) for any p ∈ |[X/Q](R)|. (19)

To prove this, choose a complete set of representatives RH ⊂ Z1(G,H) for H1(G,H).
Let IQ = m(RH) ⊂ Z1(G,Q) be the image of RH in Z1(G,Q) under the natural
map m : Z1(G,H) ! Z1(G,Q), and extend IQ to a complete set of representatives
IQ ⊂ RQ ⊂ Z1(G,Q) for H1(G,Q). By construction, the map m : Z1(G,H) ! Z1(G,Q)

restricts to a map m : RH ! RQ. By Theorem 1.2, of which we retain the notation, we
have a commutative diagram

|[X/H](R)|

≀
��

g
// |[X/Q](R)|

≀
��∐

γ∈RH
Xγ(R)/Hγ(R) //

∐
µ∈RQ

Xµ(R)/Qµ(R)

in which the vertical arrows are homeomorphisms and where the map on the bottom is
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induced by the map m : RH ! RQ and the quotient morphisms

Xγ(R)/Hγ(R) ! Xm(γ)(R)/Qm(γ)(R).

To prove the claim, we may assume that p = g(q) for some q ∈ |[X/H](R)|. Let γ ∈ RH

such that q ∈ Xγ(R)/Hγ(R). The exact sequence of abelian groups

0 ! Kγ(R) ! Hγ(R) ! Qm(γ)(R) ! H1(G,Kγ) ! H1(G,Hγ) ! H1(G,Qm(γ)),

where Kγ := Ker(Hγ ! Qm(γ)), shows that #g−1(p) ≤ #H1(G,Kγ(C)) ≤ #K(C).
This proves (19).

By Proposition 4.6, each connected component of |[X/H](R)| or |[X/Q](R)| is home-
omorphic to a circle or an interval. Let C be a connected component of |[X/Q](R)|. If
C is a circle, then, by (19), the inverse image g−1(C) consists of at most #K connected
components which are circles or intervals. This implies that

h∗(g−1(C)) ≤ 2 ·#K(C) if C is a circle. (20)

Note that every surjective continuous map from a circle to an interval has the property
that the fiber above any point in the interior of the interval has cardinality at least
two. To prove this, take a point p not on boundary of the interval. If p had only
one pre-image, then, eliminating the point, we would get a surjective morphism from a
connected space, a circle minus one point, to a non-connected one, an interval minus one
point not on the boundary. This is not possible, so that p has at least two pre-images.

Thus, by (19), if the connected component C of |[X/Q](R)| is an interval, then
g−1(C) is an union of a intervals and b circles with a+ 2b ≤ #K. Hence, we have:

h∗(g−1(C)) ≤ #K(C) if C is an interval. (21)
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Therefore, we have:

h∗(|[X/H](R)|) =
∑

C∈π0(|[X/Q](R)|)

h∗
(
g−1(C)

)
=

∑
C circle

h∗
(
g−1(C)

)
+

∑
C interval

h∗
(
g−1(C)

)
(a)
≤

∑
C circle

2 ·#K(C) +
∑

C interval

#K(C)

= #K(C) · h∗(|[X/Q](R)|)
(b)
≤ #K(C) · h∗(|I[X/Q](C)|)
(c)
= h∗(|I[X/H](C)|),

where (a) holds by (20) and (21), (b) by the assumption that the Smith–Thom inequal-
ity (3) holds for [X/Q], while (c) holds by Proposition 4.2, which we can apply since
H is abelian. This proves Step 1.

Let ∆ ⊂ X(C)/Q be the branch locus of the quotient map q : X(C) ! X(C)/Q.
For each x ∈ ∆ choose an element yx ∈ X(C) such that q(yx) = x. Define

∆′ :=
{
x ∈ ∆ ∩ (X/Q)(R) | h1(G, x) > 1

}
,

where h1(G, x) = #H1(G,Hy(C)) for some y ∈ q−1(x).

Step 2: The Smith–Thom inequality (3) holds when the action of H on X over R
is faithful.

Proof. Assume thatH acts faithfully onX. By Lemma 4.8, the natural map f : |X (R)| !
M(R) is surjective. Let C ⊂ (X/Q)(R) be a connected component which is homeo-
morphic to a circle. Since the action of H is faithful, by Proposition 4.9, f−1(C) is
homeomorphic to a circle if h1(G, x) = 1 for each x ∈ C, and f−1(C) is homeomorphic
to the union of #(C ∩∆′) intervals if ∆′ ∩ C ̸= ∅. In particular, we have:

h∗
(
f−1(C)

)
=

2 if C ∩∆′ = ∅,

#(C ∩∆′) if C ∩∆′ ̸= ∅.

Let I ⊂ (X/Q)(R) be a connected component which is homeomorphic to the open inter-
val (0, 1). Since the action of H is faithful, by Proposition 4.9, f−1(I) is homeomorphic
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to the union of #(I ∩∆′) + 1 intervals. In particular, we have:

h∗(f−1(I)) = #(I ∩∆′) + 1.

Therefore, we have:

h∗(|X (R)|) =
∑

C∈π0(M(R)) circle

h∗(f−1(C)) +
∑

I∈π0(M(R)) interval

h∗(f−1(C))

(a)
=

∑
C∩∆′=∅

2 +
∑

C∩∆′ ̸=∅

#(C ∩∆′) +
∑
I

(
#(C ∩∆′) + 1

)

=

( ∑
C∩∆′=∅

2 +
∑
I

1

)
+

 ∑
C∩∆′ ̸=∅

#(C ∩∆′) +
∑

I∩∆′ ̸=∅

#(C ∩∆′)


≤ h∗((X/Q)(R)) +

∑
x∈∆

1

(b)
≤ h∗((X/Q)(R)) +

∑
x∈∆

(#(Hyx(C)/Hyx(C))− 1)

(c)
≤ h∗((X/Q)(C)) +

∑
x∈∆

(#(Hyx(C)/Hyx(C))− 1)

(d)
= h∗(|IX (C)|).

Here, (a) follows from the previous discussion, (b) from the fact that we have 2 ≤
#(Hyx(C)/Hyx(C)), (c) from the classical Smith–Thom inequality (1) for X/Q, and,
finally, (d) from Proposition 4.2. This proves Step 2.

By combining Steps 1 and 2, Theorem 1.4 follows.

5 Topology of split gerbes over a real variety

Let U be a geometrically connected real variety with U(R) ̸= ∅, and let H ! U be a
finite étale group scheme, equipped with the trivial action on U over U . In this section,
we describe how to compute the topology of |[U/H](R)| by comparing it with U(R).
This analysis leads to the proof of Theorem 1.5 as well as Corollaries 1.6 and 1.7.

In Section 5.1, we introduce notation that will be used throughout Section 5. The
main work toward proving Theorem 1.5 is carried out in Section 5.2. In Section 5.3, we
assemble all the ingredients and prove Theorem 1.5 along with Corollaries 1.6 and 1.7.
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5.1 Notation and description of the complex inertia. Let U be a geometrically
connected real variety with U(R) ̸= ∅, and let H ! U be a finite étale group scheme,
equipped with the trivial action on U over U . For x ∈ U(R), we let Hx denote the fiber
of H ! U over x; thus Hx is a finite étale group scheme over R. We let x : Spec(C) ! U

be the geometric point associated to x, and define Hx = H ×U x. Thus, Hx is the
constant group scheme over C associated to the finite group Hx(C) which, by abuse of
notation, we will also denote by Hx. The finite group Hx is endowed with an action of
G whose associated involution we denote by

σx : Hx ! Hx. (22)

The natural map U ! X is a section of the coarse moduli space map [U/H] ! U/H =

U , so that the map f : |[U/H](R)| ! U(R) is surjective. Proposition 2.2 implies the
following description of the complex locus of the inertia stack I[U/H] of [U/H].

Lemma 5.1. In the above notation, we have

|I[U/H](C)| ≃ H(C)/H(C) := {(p, h) ∈ U(C)×H(C) | h ∈ Hp(C)}/ ∼

where ∼ denotes the equivalence relation (p, h) ∼ (p′, h′) if p = p′ and h is conjugate to
h′ in Hp(C). In particular, when H is abelian, one has |I[U/H](C)| ≃ H(C).

5.2 Topological and algebraic fundamental groups

5.2.1 Action of fundamental groups. Fix p ∈ U(R), and write C for the connected
component of U(R) containing p. The finite étale group scheme H ! U corresponds
to an action πét

1 (U, p) on Hp,

ρp : π
ét
1 (U, p) ! Aut(Hp),

which compatible with the group structure of Hp. Here, πét
1 (U, p) is the étale funda-

mental group of U at the geometric point p.
Since U is geometrically connected and G = πét

1 (Spec(R)), the natural morphisms
UC ! U ! Spec(R) induce a short exact sequence of groups

1 ! πét
1 (UC, p) ! πét

1 (U, p) ! G! 1. (23)
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Restricting ρp to πét
1 (UC, p), we get an action of πét

1 (UC, p) on Hp,

ρCp : π
ét
1 (UC, p) ! Aut(Hp),

which corresponds to the étale UC-group scheme HC ! UC. Recall that πét
1 (UC, p)

identifies with the profinite completion of usual fundamental group π1(U(C), p) so that,
in particular, there is a natural map π1(U(C), p) ! πét

1 (UC, p). We denote again by

ρCp : π1(U(C), p) ! Aut(Hp)

the restriction of ρCp : πét
1 (UC, p) ! Aut(Hp) along the map π1(U(C), p) ! πét

1 (UC, p);
this representation of π1(U(C), p) corresponds to the topological covering H(C) !

U(C).
Viewing p as a morphism of schemes p : Spec(R) ! U , we get a morphism π1(p) : G =

πét
1 (Spec(R)) ! πét

1 (U, p) which splits (23), and hence yields an isomorphism

πét
1 (U, p) ≃ πét

1 (UC, p)⋊G. (24)

Hence, viewing G as a subgroup G ⊂ πét
1 (U, p) via the isomorphism (24), this induces an

action of G = ⟨σ⟩ on πét
1 (UC, p) by the usual formula σ ·α = σασ−1 for α ∈ πét

1 (UC, p).
This action is compatible with the natural action of G on π1(U(C), p) defined as follows:
for α ∈ π1(U(C), p), we have σ · α = σU∗(α).

Restricting ρp to G via π1(p), we get an action of G on Hp which corresponds to the
natural involution σp on Hp, see (22). Consider the morphism π1(C, p) ! π1(U(C), p)
induced by the embedding C ⊂ U(C), and define

ρCp : π1(C, p) ! Aut(Hp) (25)

as the composition of ρCp with π1(C, p) ! π1(U(C), p).

Lemma 5.2. The above action (25) of π1(C, p) on Hp commutes with σp, in the sense
that σp(γ · x) = γ · σp(x) for γ ∈ π1(C, p) and x ∈ Hp. In particular, it preserves the
subset Z1(G,Hp) = {x ∈ Hp | x · σp(x) = e} ⊂ Hp. Moreover, the induced action of
π1(C, p) on Z1(G,Hp) descends to an action of π1(C, p) on H1(G,Hp).

Proof. We need to show that for every α ∈ π1(C, p), one has

ρCp (α) ◦ σp = σp ◦ ρCp (α) as maps Hp ! Hp. (26)
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Via the isomorphism (24), we write each element β ∈ πét
1 (U, p) as a pair β = (β1, β2)

with β1 ∈ πét
1 (UC, p) and β2 ∈ G. Denoting again by α the image of α in πét

1 (UC, p),
equation (26) can be rewritten as

ρp(α, e)
−1 ◦ ρp(e, σ) ◦ ρp(α, e) = ρp(e, σ),

where e is the neutral element of πét
1 (UC, p). Since ρp is a group homomorphism, we

have
ρp(α, e)

−1 ◦ ρp(e, σ) ◦ ρp(α, e) = ρp((α
−1, e) · (e, σ) · (α, e)).

By the definition of the semi-direct product group structure, we have

(α−1, e) · (e, σ) · (α, e) = (α−1σ−1ασ, σ).

The image α ∈ π1(U(C), p) of α ∈ π1(C, p) satisfies σU∗(α) = σU ◦ α = α. For the
image α ∈ πét

1 (UC, p), one therefore has σ · α = σ−1ασ = α. Hence, we get

ρp(α, e)
−1 ◦ ρp(e, σ) ◦ ρp(α, e) = ρp((α

−1, e)(e, σ)(α, e)) = ρp(e, σ),

and the proof is concluded.

5.2.2 Change of base point. In the previous section, we fixed a point p ∈ U(R) to study
the fiber Hp. For concrete calculations, it will be important to understand how Hp

varies when the point p varies in U(R). This is the content of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Let U be a geometrically connected scheme of finite type over R with
U(R) ̸= ∅. Let Y ! U be a finite étale cover. Let p, q ∈ U(R) and choose a topological
path γq,p from q to p in U(C). Define ωq,p := (γq,p ◦ σU ) ∗ γ−1

q,p ∈ π1(U(C), p) (where ∗
denotes the composition of paths). Then the following diagram commutes:

Yq

σq

��

(γq,p)∗
// Yp

σp

��

Yq Yp

ωq,p

��

Yq
(γq,p)∗

// Yp.

Here, ωq,p acts on Yp as an element of π1(U(C), p), and (γq,p)∗ : Yq
∼−! Yp is the canon-

ical isomorphism induced by the path γq,p.
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Proof. For any path γq,p : [0, 1] ! U(C) from q to p, and any point y ∈ Yq, we let γ̃yq,p
be the unique path in Y (C) that lifts γq,p and that satisfies γ̃yq,p(0) = y. This yields an
isomorphism

(γq,p)∗ : Yq
∼−! Yp, y 7! γ̃yq,p(1).

By construction, we have:

σY ((γq,p)∗(y)) = σY (γ̃
y
q,p(1)) and ωq,p · (γq,p)∗(σY (y)) = ωq,p · γ̃σY (y)

q,p .

Observe that
σY (γ̃

y
q,p(1)) =

(
σU∗(γ̃

y
p,q)
)
(1)

and that σU∗(γ̃
y
p,q) is a path in Y (C) that lifts σU∗(γq,p) and that starts at σY (y). In

other words,

σY ((γq,p)∗(y)) = ˜σU∗(γq,p)
σY (y)

(1).

On the other hand, by construction of the action of π1(U(C), p) on Yp, one has

ωq,p ·
(
γ̃q,p

σY (y)(1)
)
= ˜ωq,p ∗ γq,p

σY (y)
(1).

But ωq,p ∗ γq,p = σU∗(γq,p) by definition of ωq,p, hence the proof is concluded.

Example 5.4. Let U ⊂ Gm be an open subset whose real part contains [−1, 0) and
(0, 1] and let π : E ! U be a family of elliptic curves over R. Let p = 1 ∈ U(R)
and assume that Yp is a maximal real elliptic curve (so that Yp(R) has two connected
components). Consider the local system π∗Z/2 of finite dimensional Z/2-modules on
Uét, and let

Y ! U

be the associated finite étale cover. Thus,

Yq = H1(Eq(C),Z/2) for q ∈ U(R).

Since Ep is a maximal real elliptic curve, the action of G on Yp = H1(Ep(C),Z/2) is
trivial.

1. Assume that the action of the standard loop γ around 0 (viewed as an element
of πét

1 (UC, p)) on H1(Ep(C),Z/2) is not trivial (this happens for example for the
family whose affine equation is y2 = (x2 − t)(x + 2) where t is the coordinate
of U). Let q = −1 and choose as γq,p the standard "half circle" around 0, so
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that ωq,p = γ, hence it acts non-trivially on πét
1 (UC, p). Since the action of G on

H1(Ep(C),Z/2) is trivial, we deduce from Proposition 5.3 that the action of G
on H1(Eq(C),Z/2) is not trivial. In particular, the real elliptic curve Eq is not
maximal.

2. Assume that the action of πét
1 (UC, p) on H1(Ep(C),Z/2) is trivial (this hap-

pens for example for the family whose affine equation is y2 = x(x + t)(x + 2)

where t is the coordinate of U). Let q = −1. Since πét
1 (UC, p) acts trivially on

H1(Ep(C),Z/2), for every choice of path γq,p from −1 to 1, the loop ω acts trivially
on H1(Ep(C),Z/2), so that from Proposition 5.3, we deduce that Eq is maximal.

Corollary 5.5. Let U be a geometrically connected scheme locally of finite type over
R with U(R) ̸= ∅, and let H ! U be a finite étale group scheme. Let C ⊂ U(R) be
a connected component. For q, p ∈ C, let γq,p : [0, 1] ! C be a path from q to p. The
induced isomorphism (γq,p)∗ : Hq ≃ Hp is an isomorphism of finite G-groups.

Proof. Define ωq,p as in Proposition 5.3. Then

ωq,p = (γq,p ◦ σU ) ∗ γ−1
q,p = γq,p ∗ γ−1

q,p = e ∈ π1(U(C), p).

Thus, the corollary follows from Proposition 5.3.

5.3 Proof of Theorem 1.5 and its corollaries. We are ready to proceed with the:

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Item 1 of the theorem is the combination of [AGF25, Theorem
1.5] and Proposition 2.1 (alternatively, see [AGF25, Lemma 5.8 & Proposition 5.9]).
Item 2 is the content of Lemma 5.2. Finally, item 3 follows from the previous items
and from [AGF25, Lemma 5.8 & Proposition 5.9], and we are done.

Proof of Corollary 1.6. By Lemma 5.1, |IX (C)| is homeomorphic to H(C), so we need
to prove that

h∗(|[U/H](R)|) ≤ h∗(H(C)),

Consider the diagram of finite étale covers

H(R)

g

��

|[U/H](R)| f
// U(R)
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We claim that there exists a canonical embedding of sheaves

f∗Z/2 ↪! g∗Z/2. (27)

To prove this, we may fix a connected component C ⊂ U(R), and define the embedding
after restricting both sheaves to C. Fix p ∈ C. By assumption, we have an isomorphism
of G-groups Hp = A for a finite G-module A with underlying abelian group (Z/2)n.
Let σ : A! A be the involution corresponding to the G-module structure of A.

On the one hand, the étale cover g : H(R)|C ! C has fiber g−1(p) = Aσ and
corresponds to the action of π1(C, p) on Aσ induced by the map π1(C, p) ! π1(U(C), p)
and the action of π1(U(C), p) on A (which is, in turn, induced by the étale cover
H ! U). On the other hand, the étale cover f−1(C) ! C corresponds by Theorem 1.5
to the action of π1(C, p) on f−1(p) = H1(G,A) induced by the morphism π1(C, p) !

π1(U(C), p) and the action of π1(U(C), p) on A.
Note that, since A is an F2-vector space, one has

H1(G,A) = Aσ/(1 + σ)A.

Moreover, by the above, the quotient map

Aσ ! Aσ/(1 + σ)A = H1(G,A) (28)

is π1(C, p)-equivariant. Applying the contravariant functor (Z/2)(−) to (28) gives a
π1(C, p)-equivariant embedding

(f∗Z/2)p = (Z/2)H
1(G,A) ↪! (Z/2)A

σ
= (g∗Z/2)p.

Since f∗Z/2 and g∗Z/2 are locally constant sheaves, this yields the desired embedding
of sheaves (27).

By taking global sections of the embedding of sheaves (27), we obtain the inequality

dimH0(|[U/H](R)| ,Z/2) ≤ dimH0(H(R),Z/2). (29)

Since f and g are finite maps, we have f∗ = f! and g∗ = g!. Hence, we can take global
sections with compact support, to get

dimH0
c(|[U/H](R)| ,Z/2) ≤ dimH0

c(H(R),Z/2). (30)
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All the connected components of U(R) are open intervals or circles; as f : |[U/H](R)| !
U(R) is a finite topological covering by Theorem 1.5, this also holds for |[U/H](R)|.
Hence, one has:

h∗(|[U/H](R)|) = dimH0(|[U/H](R)| ,Z/2) + dimH0
c(|[U/H](R)| ,Z/2)

≤ dimH0(H(R),Z/2) + dimH0
c(H(R),Z/2)

= h∗(H(R)),

where the inequality follows from (29) and (30). The classical Smith–Thom inequality
(1) implies that h∗(H(R)) ≤ h∗(H(C)), so that

h∗(|[U/H](R)|) ≤ h∗(H(R))) ≤ h∗(H(C)),

and this concludes the proof.

Proof of Corollary 1.7. Since U is a smooth proper curve, by Theorem 1.5, |[U/H](R)|
is a disjoint union of circles, so that

h∗(|[U/H](R)|) = 2 ·#π0(|[U/H](R)|).

By Theorem 1.5, for every connected component Ci ∈ π0(|[U/H](R)|), the map f−1(Ci) !

Ci is the étale cover corresponding to the action of π1(Ci, pi) on H1(G,Hpi). Hence,
f−1(Ci) has #

(
H1(G,Hpi)/π1(Ci, pi)

)
connected components. Consequently, we get

h∗(|[U/H](R)|) =
m∑
i=1

2 ·#

(
H1
(
G,Hpi

)
π1(Ci, pi)

)
. (31)

Assuming Conjecture 1.1, we have

h∗(|[U/H](R)|) ≤ h∗(|I[U/H](C)|). (32)

Therefore, to finish the proof, it suffices to show that

h∗(|I[U/H](C)|) = 2 ·#
(

Hp

π1(U(C), p)

)
+

∑
D∈(Hp/π1(U(C),p))

2 ·
(
#D · (g − 1) + 1

)
,

(33)

for indeed, by the fact that
∑

D#D = #Hp, where the sum ranges over the orbits
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D ∈ (Hp/π1(U(C), p)), equations (31), (32) and (33) together imply equation (4).
By Lemma 5.1, the map |I[U/H](C)| = H(C) ! |[U/H](C)| = U(C) is the étale

cover corresponding to the action of π1(U(C), p) on Hp(C). Hence, |I[U/H](C)| has
#(Hp/π1(U(C), p)) connected components, and each of these is a connected étale cover
whose degree equals the cardinality of the orbit. Thus, (33) follows from the Riemann–
Hurwitz formula, and the proof is finished.

6 Gerbes and the homotopy exact sequence

In this section, we refine the results of Section 5, in order to be able to apply them
in explicit examples. A key step is the reinterpretation of Proposition 5.3 in terms of
splittings of the homotopy exact sequence (23). This reinterpretation is developed in
Section 6.1 and subsequently applied in Section 6.2 to the study of certain gerbes over
an Enriques surface.

We retain the notation introduced in Section 5. In particular, U denotes a geomet-
rically connected scheme locally of finite type over R with U(R) ̸= ∅, and H ! U is a
finite étale group scheme over U .

6.1 Topological paths and splitting of the homotopy exact sequence

6.1.1 Galois formalism. Write Fset for the category of finite sets and, for a scheme Z,
Fét(Z) for the category of finite étale covers of Z. Recall that for every q ∈ U(R), the
group πét

1 (U, q) (resp. πét
1 (UC, q)) is the automorphism of the functor

(−)q : Fét(U) ! Fset (resp. (−)Cq : Fét(UC) ! Fset)

sending Y ! U (resp. Y ! UC) to the geometric fiber Yq. By the general formalism of
Galois categories, every isomorphism of functors

ϕ : (−)q
≃−! (−)p,

induces an isomorphism, well defined up to conjugation,

φ : πét
1 (U, q)

≃−! πét
1 (U, p),
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in such a way that the action of G on Hq is induced by the action of πét
1 (U, p) on Hp

and the composition

G = πét
1 (Spec(R)) π1(q)−−−! πét

1 (U, q)
φ−! πét

1 (U, p).

Remark 6.1. Let us emphatize that, in general, the isomorphism φ : πét
1 (U, q)

≃−!
πét
1 (U, p) induced by an isomorphism of functors ϕ : (−)q

≃−! (−)p is not unique. It is
only unique up to conjugation.

Since both π1(p) and φ ◦ π1(q) are splittings of the exact sequence

0 ! πét
1 (UC, p) ! πét

1 (U, p) ! G! 0,

to understand the action of G on Hq, one has to understand how the different splittings
of this sequence are related. This is the main result of the section.

6.1.2 Splittings of the homotopy exact sequence. Let p, q ∈ U(R). Let

γq,p : [0, 1] ! U(C)

be a path from q to p. The isomorphisms

(γq,p)∗ : Yq ≃ Yp

induced by γq,p fit together to give an isomorphism φC
q,p : (−)Cq

≃−! (−)Cp of fiber functors.
In turn, this induces an isomorphism

φC
q,p : π

ét
1 (UC, q)

≃−! πét
1 (UC, p),

well defined up to conjugation, extending the usual isomorphism π1(U(C), q) ! π1(U(C), p)
defined by α 7! γq,pαγ

−1
q,p . Write

ω := σU∗(γq,p) ∗ γ−1
q,p ∈ π1(U(C), p),

where ∗ is the concatenation of paths. By abuse of notation, let ω ∈ πét
1 (UC, p) be the

image of ω under the natural morphism π1(U(C), p) ! πét
1 (UC, p).

Proposition 6.2. In the above notation, consider the map f : G ! πét
1 (UC, p) ⋊ G
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defined as the composition

f : G
π1(q)−−−! πét

1 (U, q)
φq,p−−−! πét

1 (U, p) ≃ πét
1 (UC, p)⋊G,

where the isomorphism on the right is defined by the splitting of the homotopy exact
sequence (23) induced by the section π1(p) : G ! πét

1 (U, p). Then f(σ) is conjugate to
(ω, σ).

Proof. Let Y ! U be a finite connected étale cover. By Proposition 5.3, the action of
G = πét

1 (Spec(R)) on Yp induced by the action of πét
1 (U, p) on Yp, and up to multiplying

by ω, the composition
G

π1(q)−−−! πét
1 (U, q)

φq,p−−! πét
1 (U, p)

identifies with the natural action of G on Yp. To be precise, after identifying Yp and Yq
using γq,p, one has σq = ω · σp. The proposition follows from this.

Examples 6.3. Let U = Gm and take p = 1 ∈ Gm(R). In this case, the étale
fundamental group is given by

πét
1 (U, p) ≃ Ẑ ⋊G,

where G acts on Ẑ by inversion.

1. Take q = 2 and choose γq,p as the natural path contained in the real part con-
necting q to p. In this case, ω is the trivial loop, so the image of the section
corresponding to π1(q) is identified with (0, e).

2. Again, take q = 2, but this time let γq,p be a loop not contained in the real part,
such that ω is nontrivial (for example, the path shown on the left in Figure 5).
By construction, the class of ω in π1(U(C), p) ≃ Z is 2, so under this choice of γ,
the image of the section π1(q) is (2, e). Although different from the previous case,
we note that (2, e) is conjugate to (0, e) in Z ⋊ G, meaning that the conjugacy
class of the section remains unchanged (see Remark 6.1).

3. Take q = −1 and choose γq,p as the "half-circle path" from −1 to 1, as depicted
on the right in Figure 5. In this case, γ corresponds to the class of 1 in Z, so
the image of the section π1(q) is (1, e). Since (1, e) is not conjugate to (0, e), this
section is genuinely different from the previous ones, even up to conjugation.
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0 1 2 −1 0 1

Figure 5: Two paths in Gm(C).

6.2 Smith–Thom for various split gerbes over an Enriques surface. In this
section, we apply the theory developed in the previous section – particularly Theorem
1.5 – to verify the Smith–Thom inequality for certain gerbes over an Enriques surface.

Let U be an Enriques surface such that U(R) ̸= ∅, so that its K3 cover h : V ! U is
defined over R. To simplify the discussion, we also assume that V (R) ̸= ∅. Fix a point
p ∈ U(R) in the image of h : V (R) ! U(R). Recall that πét

1 (UC, p) ≃ Z/2, so that,
since Z/2 has no non-trivial automorphisms, the section π1(p) induces an isomorphism

πét
1 (U, p) ≃ πét

1 (UC, p)×G,

such that the K3 cover h : V ! U corresponds to the morphism

π1 : π
ét
1 (UC, p)×G! Z/2

which is the composition of the projection onto the first factor and the isomorphism
πét
1 (UC, p) ≃ Z/2.

We let 1 be the generator of πét
1 (UC, p). For every q ∈ U(R), the group G acts

trivially on Vq if and only if q is in the image of h : V (R) ! U(R). Consequently, by
Proposition 6.2, the element ϵq corresponding to the section associated with q is given
by

ϵq =

(0, 0) if q is in the image of h : V (R) ! U(R),

(1, 0) otherwise.

For the remainder of this section, we let G = Z/2 act on Z/2⊕ Z/2 by exchanging the
coordinates.

Example 6.4. Assume that U(R) is the union of four copies of P2(R) and two spheres
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S2, and that the map h : V (R) ! U(R) is surjective (such Enriques surfaces exist, as
shown in [DIK00, Table 8, page 180]).

Let π1 : πét
1 (UC, p) × G ! Z/2 be the composition of the projection onto the first

coordinate and the isomorphism πét
1 (UC, p) ≃ Z/2, and let Z/2×G act on Z/2⊕Z/2 via

this map. Denote by H ! U the corresponding group scheme. Since h : V (R) ! U(R)
is surjective, for every q ∈ U(R), the image of the section π1(q) is (0, e). Consequently,
the action of G on Hq is trivial, implying that H1(G,Hq) = Z/2 × Z/2. Let C be a
connected component homeomorphic to S2. Since S2 is simply connected, the cover
f−1(C) ! C is trivial. Thus, the preimage of each such C under the map

f : |[U/H](R)| ! U(R)

consists of four copies of S2.
On the other hand, let C be a connected component homeomorphic to P2(R). The

natural map π1(C) ! π1(U(C)) is an isomorphism, as there is at least one spherical
connected component in the real locus of the K3 cover over C (see the discussion in
[DIK00, Section 3.5]). Thus, the cover f−1(C) ! C has three connected components,
corresponding to the orbits {(0, 0)}, {(1, e)}, {(0, e), (1, 0)} of the action of π1(U(C))
on H1(G,Hq) = Z/2 × Z/2. Since the π1(C)-action on {(0, e), (1, 0)} is nontrivial,
the corresponding cover is homeomorphic to the universal cover S2 ! P2(R). Hence,
f−1(C) is homeomorphic to the disjoint union of two copies of P2(R) and one S2.

In conclusion, |[U/H](R)| is homeomorphic to the disjoint union of:

• four copies of S2
∐

P2(R)
∐

P2(R), each lying over a P2(R), and

• two copies of
∐

1≤i≤4 S
2, each lying over an S2.

In particular, we obtain

h∗(|[U/H](R)|) = 4 · (2 + 3 + 3) + 2 · 8 = 48.

By Lemma 5.1, the inertia
∣∣I[U/H](C)

∣∣! U(C) corresponds to the cover associated with
the action of π1(U(C)) on Hp, which has three connected components, corresponding
to the orbits {(0, 0)}, {(1, e)}, {(0, e), (1, 0)}. Hence,

∣∣I[U/H](C)
∣∣ is the disjoint union of

two copies of U(C) and one copy of its K3 cover. In particular,

h∗(
∣∣I[U/H](C)

∣∣) = 16 · 2 + 24 = 56.

Thus, the Smith–Thom inequality (3) is verified for the stack [U/H].
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Example 6.5. Retaining the notation of Example 6.4, we now assume that the image
of the map V (R) ! U(R) consists of only three copies of P2(R) and a single S2 (such
Enriques surfaces exist by [DIK00, Table 8, page 180]).

The description of the cover f−1(C) ! C remains the same for the connected
components in the image of V (R) ! U(R). However, it differs for the connected
components C1 and C2, which are respectively homeomorphic to S2 and P2(R) but are
not in the image. In the end, |[U/H](R)| has the following description.

• Three copies of S2
∐

P2(R)
∐

P2(R), each lying over a P2(R);

• One copy of
∐

1≤i≤4 S
2, lying over an S2;

• One copy of P2(R), lying over an P2(R) and one copy of S2, lying over an S2.

This is illustrated in Figure 6 below, where the dark disks represent copies of P2(R),
and the light spheres represent copies of S2.

|[U/H](R)|

U(R)

Figure 6: The morphism |[U/H](R)| ! U(R)

To justify this, choose a point qi ∈ Ci. Since qi is not in the image of V (R) ! U(R),
the action of G on Vqi is nontrivial. Consequently, the image of the section π1(qi)

is (1, e), implying that G acts on Hqi by exchanging the coordinates. In particular,
H1(G,Hqi) = 0 is trivial, so that f−1(Ci) ! Ci is an isomorphism. As in the previous
example, one verifies that the Smith–Thom inequality holds in this case as well.
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