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FHER (BKEARFE TEEIRER)

1.

&m%ﬁﬁ%%&%kt\DWW&M&@%&ﬁq®Omm§%ﬁ&ﬁ%Cqu
DITEEE S TH T%%k%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@i%?%%&ﬁq@%@%ﬁ@ﬁﬂh@
v, L DBETEREE F OE (leaf) L9, RO w Iz &K1
DEDTHEND =kerw £ EEN B & Z, Frobenius DEHE L ) LB HHETH S 2
k@wmwzﬂf%% ELRfEICE S, PTFizBwT iF;%Aml@%E%%

WOWTEEL, BELEIIENNZ ARBREMdITonTws b o LiRE

RK ul@%E%LbﬁE?hi%@&«ﬁhw%i#ﬁ%&wfy%ﬁwamr
B0 THDZ EDTDh 505 HIC euler B0 DL REE I3 %fgi‘ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ 75
ﬁ&wvﬁfﬁ ENEZ b b, 35 Eﬁ@%%%@@mﬁw 20k h, 0

SEBWENHFET 5 Z L 13 Lickorish [6] i k> TRE Nz, L L euler 530
T‘%O T b Wil E homotopy BIZEH L CHEEEFET 3 C EDB . Wik B EES
® homotopy NP EBEENDEFES & L CEHRAEE E: W kD s EER
BNHRIZ ¥x%m%obh waﬁ3mm&%%®% IZ Wood [15] 12 & D {F
BEDEVHESD homotopy 12 & D BB DABARLDIZAR B I LE2REN, X512
Thurston [13] 23D n RILERREDEFEZICOWTRL 2 Z LI & DR L 7=,

Definition 1.1. M™ ED nHDRRKIT 1 EREIEDHMH (F)2, S2ZEE (total fo-
liation) TH 5 L3, BERpe M TNL, TF(p)={0} L 2B LZ v,
R* DR (24, . .. Lg’%LTJﬂ%<3.“wf”&QI ..... o) VR
%%E%L&Té&(ﬂ) BAEBIC A3, EBIC NI KB LEE OB
EFNERD, £ Eﬁfﬁ?% ENE T n KOERERY P LBOH
_mwuwngémméﬁ THRER b D (T720 5 [X;, Xj] = aX; +bX,) BEET 3
ICHETH %, .

Remark 1.2. ib##%ﬁmfamﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁfi&b%w;A]_mmﬁbw%

DI Xq,...,. X, DEEZRETS &, %@iv&é@i%%ﬁ@ T Bz L
BIELBR, —BICE VI IR~y b LS c—Rl T i ENDERRE %
SRRED rank £\ 5, 3RILEHETrank 232 TH 26D S EFO T2 HIZBo
O, F7ZnRIEEMETrank 23n -1 THB2HDIE S LD T HE Tz 3 [14]
ZEDHIENT VWS,

* REIE# (R#K%), Emmanuel Dufraine(Université de Bourgogne) & ) 3:H#FZE.
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LIEBNEET 57t 5 IS REEDEFRIZFTLTTEE (parallelizable) TdH 523, #
WAL TTRECTH 3 & JICLEBDVFET 20, L) OBERNZFEMEL &
%, 3RITTEREAKIZEI L T Hardorp I RDOFEEHEZ T L 7.

Theorem 1.3 ([5]). fEE D 3 RUH ALK IZLER (F)L, 28,

(FO2, 132 OBFHESE (TF)L, BTF ~TF ~TF 2l §OTYHE L L
TH -® homotopy HZED, FLTFXTF2 L TR OXRbHIZK Y TSN
2D Teuler Z012% 5%, 2 I TROFEMEL LT, 3 RILEERIED euler D0
LB PEBEDI bk bONEERBE L TEBRI NS, L) I LEBTE
X9, AFECIRIOMERZ XY Ll . XOMREZE. I 2 TR VS (total
plane field) (€3, L 13&%Hp € M TE(p)NE(p) NE(p) = {0} 2 A7 TV HED
:.‘O%E\(\‘&é Z)o
Theorem 1.4 ([1]). 3 XILEIkE LOFEED T HS (€)1, N L, RER (F)L,
T (TFH, B3 (692, IZ homotopic TH 2 bDVIFET 5.

AfE0 FHNIZOEEOITHOMELZHHTE 2 Licd 5.

Remark 1.5. 13U ®I2 -2 DERBEGE2 BT L CZICERNAZERBEZ thd
P, oS R L TIREE RS B 2 EHIS TS, HIN-BE [12]. FEFR (8],
R [11] 42 X > TEED 3 Kyu% Rkl EICBETES O euler 230 127 % EEMET
HY NS EHNICZbEBREELZTELEVLDRH B I LRI NTW S,
F - (e [10] TIAEE D 3 RITERMF LICHBTETIC RO ZEBEBEOHTEERIC
ALV DNH B I LRI NT,
} 2. RS & R Fili
I OEITIHASEBOBRICEV TRENLREIZ R T RETEMNT 5, R®xS!

FICEEE (z,y,2) 2 £ 5. x: R REROFEHZF-T COROFGFHEKLET S ¢

e 0<t<1/4,t>T/4DLEE ) =0

03/4<t<5/4DEtEx(t)=1

e1/4<t<3/4Tx (t)>0,5/4<t<7/4TX (1) <0
Z DL E ker(dy — x(y)dz), ker(de — x(z)dz), ker((1 — x(p))dz + x(p)dp) TE X
23 ONEH L FHBICL>TTELERBBERZ ZINZN R, R}, Ry L BS
Y(ROL, BEEERET, (FELp=/a2+y? LBV, ) TN Z solid torus
R={z2+y? <1} x STcHIBL=db D% (R)L, THODL, R A (A ki by
SEELY RBDEERZLICT S, RASOER LIC (1,0) x 5T CORICHIGT %
= A 5 - ESHEAH o DEFEL. ThE RESOBRE LS, £/-RPI3E
BEav Ay FELLTEOEBEETH Y. ReebHa & JIENTW 5,

Remark 2.1. EORERICE T RS 2 ker(dz) I & 2KV 5 72 5 EREHEE R I
BEHZCHORREEEBICLREBR 2T, R L R} 43(0,0) x S DULEEEFRT
—HT B LICERTAE, MICR) & REICAAEBRBEDHDLH 5 & E Reeb
BaEBATEZLICE o TREBAEBLILENTEL LDV S,
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FiGURE 1. R-component

RBRDDEROR = T? LOBEE (0,2) % (cosf,sinf,z) ICHIET S L IED B,
BEREOAME®RA: 0,2)— (6,2+0) 1 ap ZRE, TOBERICKZE AR or)
1% Ri|ar 12 isotopic THBDT, (R2 x ST\ R)U4 R L2 b 2EEF (RY)L, »EN
3, WEORBEICHLFASEOERELIT) L EREDMMIEDS, 29 LTHL
WERE LICeEEZEC 2R RFIME L5

BBIZS FOLERBOHEETS, D? xS LoOEERNL RETZ D? x {0} T
g1, (-1)HiEL TR HbbETEONEZRESTZ22HEL. ZOHEATar D
HEMNH I XHICEED b s L $2 Lo2ERE (R)L, 285, ZNZ2IED Reeb

BEBL IS, EBICIER, ETRTReeb Dz 2 0 b0 EREEIZZ > T 5,

Remark 2.2. IE®D Reeb £EBIIHRMENICIZED FSADH ) GhEZ2 L TR 50D
KB RZIBD, Boil R DIERT P IVEHIED Hopf fibration 12 isotopic 12
moTwpar Il IhzlETHBEE L,

3. 3RILEERE L O2YHE

SEHEDIFIAIZ 3 KLLMD £ S D& homotopy I BANIC 2 EE 21
BMT2ZLIE>TirbN%, Z0-00%EHEL L TC2FHESOSHE. BIXOELE
D 3 RILEREEDRERIEIZ D\ TEHAT 5,

3.1. 2FEH D homotopy 8. M 2 A &) 5z 3 RuUHSREELE L. (6)5,
272D LOEVHEEBE LTS, SEFEE ST L TEMER7 PV ZED, Z
N5 123% L T Gram-Schmidt D ERLZ2T> THE S 1l o8 (U, 02, 0/8) 13 R
TM DIFRERL 52 5, 4 FHEED homotopy FiZ IEHIE D 22/ Fr(M) D
homotopy it~ T 3D TEEZTETUE L, ERICELDTIZERS L)1
spin #iE & Hopf FEBIC LK > CTHEINB Z &igh 5,
MOREESEIZEEL, M; 220872 B%E T 5. Fr(M;) DILT M, Lk
ICIEARE[BE 22 b D D homotopy $8% M @ spin & L WS, (FEDEERLIZELD
DEMETH 3 [7], ) Bc M DIFHER e € Fr(M) 3B A% spin Big s(e) ZE <,
3



M ED2ODERERME e,e0 € Fr(M) ZEFHTSOB)DILIZLY IO HID
T, B d(e,eq): M — SOB) Te = Dle,eg)eg Z2A T HLDIBENG, ZDEH
EERBFOREE (B(e, e))s: m(M) — m(SOB)) X Zy B2, ZHUTkoT
EE D s(e,eq) = (Ple,e0))s € HY (M, Zy) % e & e D spin BEDE L ), ERE
sle,eg) =0 THBI L Le e DEDDspinEED HT5Z LIIHETH 3,

2 DODIFMER M e, e0 B s(e,e0) = 0% AT EE, B d(e, eg) 13 Ble.gg): M —
SPIZEL BT B2 ENTE S, ZOEL LITOERE H(e, e) = deg (e, eg) % Hopf
FEEBDELTETS. BRI OVESLIZ, e, ep,e5 € Fr(M)IZH L TR Y 70

H(ey,e1) = —H(e1, €9)
H(ey,e3) = H(ey,ez) + H(es, e3).

Proposition 3.1. 2 DD IEBERZ M e, ep € Fr(M) 23H 112 isotopic 1272 5 Z L i
s(e,eq) =02 H(e,gg) =0 EAfETH 5,

Proof. M ORAEIT 3MEEDY -2 10D b D% LD 1,2, 3-E%% M, My, M3 T
£, sle,ep) = 0TH D 1y(SO(3)) = 0CH S = £ D Ble, eg) 12 M, [EHEMR L
% % F1Z homotopic TH 2, F D S ~DFEL LT F: M — S* 13ER F: M/M, =
S8 — SPEBLD, Hle,eg) =0X D deg =0, £oTFldMekTDEBES
IZ homotopic TH 3, U

3.2. FMIC &2 3 RTT spin ZFAEDERE. K % 3 RIGHKHEADHE T H (knot) &
T5&, ERIAEFE NK) 2 D?x ST CThHh, ONK) 2 T? L% 5%, ON(K) AT
p = 0D? x {0} THZ 56N % HEHEAIE 2 meridian & L8, £/, K 2BERICH
DDA E 7 #HIE (Seifert BHANT 2 & 272 & &, A =T NON(K) 12 & 5 BafdiEAM
#% longitude & K &5, 2D L EBE LN L THETFHE K D k # (k-frame) & 13,
ON(K) Lo BEHiEAfhSR T homology FEAS A+ ku) LB L 25D E L TEEI N,
kRSB feFM & 13 S\ N(K) & N(K) % N(K) fld meridian 4% 52\ N(K) o
ERHZ) 2B L) ICBD Db THLVEREZBLBEDOZ L TH 2, FERRICHE
A H (link) DL Z IR S FMOEEIN S, 3 KL spin ZREEDELIZD W
T, ROFERVBHA N TS ¢

Theorem 3.2. fEE D 3 XJT spin ZREEIZ spin BEZ b - 72 B HNOKAH L TFK
JRTDREIMBETH B2 bDIZR> 7= FMic k> TRBLNS,

ALEAIX [4] D Section 5.6 8 & O 5.7 22 &, EERIZIZ 4 KITD 2-handlebody
2 spin BED—BMICEE D, ZOERLE L THEED 3 XJUT spin ZRREIIER X
ns,

Remark 3.3. T TR FMEDERBIZOVTHNTEIZ 5, SPHOLEEN R K
DeatLE, ZOBRBHEUHEHTHVBER LD agr 1352 EICHLTEREZEZ S,
CDEZRFMIRMEATZHYERE, meridian p 2% [u+ar] = [A+ (E+1)u] 129
DB5EHICHDETEELZDOT, B2ZTHEIED (k+1)Bih->7- Fii L FET
HBZERTNS,
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4. FEBE DG

RIEIDZZICE DT Z U DICFM AR L2 BB IC L D EED 3 KT spin ZHE4 L
CEERZBHL., L220LICERIEMEICLD Hopf FEEZ B S ¥ 3,

4.1. Hardorp OEHE DRFERA. Hardorp DEEZ XD & D iV 2725 TR ¢

Theorem 4.1. fEED 3 R ITspin LHEME (M, s) 120 L, BUT 257 T2ERB (F)2_,
DFET B

°s i(]-"ﬂi L, THZoN2 spinBETH S,
o (F)L, BEVIKZLSROREICEEFNE 20O RBI R, R. 2bb,
noi PUH&LTE@%’C%&

o R, I3 (+1)T~’#%: bH, RO (1) #BE b,

Theorem 3.2 &£ Remark 3.3 X D EREIZIZRZ R L,

Proposition 4.2. S* HOEEDOHFERAMEAHICH L, 2hE RO TERT 3
L) BeBERNERET 5,

EBRDOAEIZEAL 7 ﬂ’ﬁfﬂ (closed braid) & L TEE 45 Z & 2% Alexander DFE
HElLTHoNTVS, WEZAATE0DRLEEDLDIZROMETH 3.

Lemma 4.3. L= K, U--- UK, ZBAU -t E LTEEINLEAELET B, 777
LK BEUOHRTTH S, COLELER (FHL, T, FK,ZRBROTOEELT
bbb, ZORD (w(K;) +n(K) Il dbDBEET 5,

ZIT, wK) 3K, OfMRFEICBIIZ FORCREHR LADBARERDET
HO., n(K;)l HRDEHTH B,

Z DA% u»uéb’sf Theorem 41PREINB 2RI ), BUDIC (w(K)+n(K;))
DERIZENSE ZLE2RT, MORBIERICHELT I LB TEZDTa(K) &
HTH2 LREL. COLEw(K) BREIC A LRI Th D, I 1k
CHZOTEFETHY., Zn2RTHEMIBBEHOTE L TAaLEE «'fﬂl%f@ Z
HRIZ2 508, B E oK) PERZOTHEIR +11ck3, T2LKOENHER
EHEADOHCZEZROMIIBHRCTHD, k-oTZDEWK,) bEHIzRZ Z LA
bh 3,

RIZ RSO 2 FOBHI D 2 ENTEDZZ LR VS, ZDIz, Figure

27T %“K N5 Hopf%a@ﬁ@ﬁfﬂ%fﬁ% EZb5, ZNIZLemmad43Z2@EHT B L.

AL (#3) B2 b D2 RESTE K io/iG L (—H) ez b R 5T Hopf #%
%ﬁ& SEENBONDG, 005200 RS %%%ﬁ SRR E LB L
’;’“? x 1 EDEERTHEAD 2 ODERBH T RBAOERIC ~E L, -Hld (k+2)
%ﬁ@a%#%x%%@@ﬁgh%oi)f%% IR T DR TREG I L
 REGOPLE L TEBOETR 2 ERTE 3,
5



Imvy

Ficure 2. Hopf link

12, Hopf REBDEROER. —MIc 3 KTEHE 13 S8 = (D? x S U (S! x D?) &
22 solid torus Ry, Ro DHNCDET B L TE S,

Proposition 4.4. (R})3, ZIEOReeb ®EE & L. ®F-E (FI)L,, (F)i, B Filr, =
félRlaf’li.]Rz = R3|R2 Pzl Tnw5E7T5, ZOLE Hopf;ﬁ'jiﬁ@%&:’)h‘(

H((ﬂ)?:la (‘7:3)3:1) = H((Rl—f)f_—_l (gl)?zﬂ
BRILF B, 72750 (G2, B Gilr, = Rilr, Glr, = Filp, 27T REBTH 3,

Z DEREIZ & O BRI EI D i) THopf AMEBZ B S ¢ 5 Z LSHIBEIC 2 5, 5P
PUZEWIZRH 520 2 0DOMRDER L L T2 5N 5&AH T DG (+1)
P, M2 (—1) B L 72 % b OIS LT Proposition 4.2 2 8 L €38 (G4 )L, 2K
L. SSomEzBERTHEMBEERICE26% (G" )L, £ 75, (G4)5, D (+1) BRI
ZEROBOILDLE (GO, D (+1)BRBEAZE R bDZR) HhE TS I
KRN 2EREE ()L, L T5 L. Proposition 4.4 X Y H((GL))2,, (RYL)L,) =
12555, BRI D (G5, i (~1) RO RES Ry, R, 285, (G1,)L, DIt —
Z2OHABTIUT 00 Ry ZROIZDD LML R 2RV D2 &b
BT EICKVFREERE (G, 28, INTH((G L)L, (ROL) =-2%A
=¥, AREDBEREDRT I LICKD, H((G,)L,, (RLL,) =-n %5 (GL,)L,
BERENG, $/2, SOMEZERTIERICLD (GL)L, o ErNE2EE
(G, 2525 L, ZHFH(G)L,,(ROL) =n—1 2T I LFEIN
%, $oT(G )L, (G, itk S® EOEED Hopf MEBREZERT 5 £FEEH
BZohizZtilks,

D LI M 1K L Tid Theorem 4.1 Ik > TR 6N R R, %2 (G",)3,
Z0iE (G, CHEEBEHZ A LICK) Hopf AEBDERZHBE TS5 L8T
25, DlEick ) EEBEIIRIN,
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4.3. Lemma 4.3 OIEEOHE. ZHIZEENICSERZER T2 LI2k> Tk
ENS. BUDIZROGEERT,

Proposition 4.5. S? ROLEE (FI)l, TR KD “EFHUH (trefoil knot)K 12
BHLDVEET 5,

F2 O S\ K 125 Lo T2 \{O} RTHEZLEBHOoNTED, fiber i K D
&mﬁmﬁf%% K@EW%&%Auukfg& Mg ﬁ\wm'i¢t@
T =T2\ (adisk) HICHRDZOEFRII T2 IZFEMTH S M, LD fiber iZ L 2ERE
%L%ﬁﬁ@s&%’c%%m& AT L8y b 7:cZ>CI:’) L. N(K) iz Reeb
Boz525%LSPRNOERBBESRON, Thz F LT3, ,
R& P DREDRTE. F3 I @%m&fkﬁ%&évc X >T NK) ER RS
E%%&L#b: T5HLS3 *}“CR/H)C FOBR FICHEN S ag 13b 58 ﬁﬁ(k
ﬁLM+M4%f?%HﬁT&(Ti&%&M 5T M WTREL E
K2EE S ORb LTt ol o9, 20 k) AR IL fiber i E/ 7‘5«:39
ZIEDOCEBRE CHLEF AL Z2ERT, ZITIMIM NTIM Lfiber & it
BRI L > TRINDEAMBIC K > TERTZ 20T, 20 L) LR Z &K
THIEIWZLDE IFEBOER2 LD ENTES, koTk=kK=10LE it
D+ ul 2RI E ) et hduI XTIl 3,
Fi, Ff DR My O~ T x [—¢, €] CRFEE (z,y,t) 2 £ 5 & Fid zy-FHEIC &
é%@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ@iL*%@f%%#b(W$@ yt- iz X 5 EEkE
B2 RROEFETCESBIBIEL -bD% FLF2 ETHUIRMNICIE2ERIC 5,
Lol M, 2 TL2ERBZ2EET 21213 monodromy BIRICL DB O H bl b
T, EFENEK)ICREDEHEATE72DI230M, Lap 2 FIBX U F DELD
LY L LTERLATNERS R, ZD X)) HEEERZ /D121 fiber Ll
Pnd Fl,FORREEE2HENH D, ZIUIROMEIZ L > CHBRICE B,

Lemma 4.6. W = [-1,1] x §* x [-1,1] DEEZ (z,y,t) £ T5. G 2 W, =
H\ﬂeehsi{ed)EL%&%%%S;EﬂLE%%&%E%%&T%O:@k%
W L TEBEINFLEE (G, TG, =GETHD. (-1, —€Ule, 1]) x ST x [~1, 1]
kG? DED y2- P57 ). [ 1,1l x St x (-1, —€]Ule, 1]) EG® DED 2y FH
ob X BbOBEET S,

EEZOMEL Figure IR L 2 L) CBALC AL, FZ 283z 2L
TE, KD (FHL, PEBHINS,

RicHGEZon74EAH%Z K O meridian DEERNDOEAU-#M E LCEEBL., 2
ﬂ%Rﬁ'&LT%Of%EG%~%MT@?WT%ﬁ?%
?ﬁﬁ"ﬂidﬁ’é‘é%xlﬁ Lemma 4.6 2> T (F)L  2BIEL . 2B (F)}, TFINF2

ICHHBSEET 2 X9 2 bDB NS, Figure 4 ’Eﬁﬂﬁﬁ‘i
Holonomy DRIR. OB CIZHEM D D DEE T FL, F2IZEBERBTH 2.
Figure 51289 X9 Lemnma 4.6 WAL TR LT jﬁjtﬁ:ﬁf’f” IEBTES, T
3 LIEENTFIZ Reebﬁi TZBATAIELICLDEHBL T A RRGZE>E
ERE(FH, %1‘%5

: 7
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Ficure 3. How to change the slope

\Z/ Z <
/—-—5//\ - 7/—_/"7—

%

FicurEe 4. Braid tangent to foliations

FicUre 5. Holonomy

BOFHE BEICHROMEZEIOZ TSRS 2, BRL D FLiz FL ERAUL
SBHNTKD(+)BE2E5EZ20T, #AHLELTHAZDD, Thbb KD
meridian % & 5 & FLIC k> T (+1)BEEZ 65, 2D LD 6 RICHT K
DEEDS (W(K) +n(K)) I T EDBEEEN S,

Remark 4.7. ZOBHICE T ZEEOHZEA ZEBIZAZEMNT?\ {0} Rz

% Z LI12H D, monodromy BRIZAEN Ty, ZNWARARDOEEZFO8DF
MOHICH L TRICERZTI L HEERTH 5,

5. REMEEE~DICH

CITIREEEZME> THUEMBEED FAMNEZBIRT 5, 3 RILERELOM

F1IER WL E=kera & L TEZ S VRIBVEMBETDH S &iXaAdo D0
8



BHEIATHARWEEDI Lz ), LISBEBEOEEERZEET 2 L #
MG ErEORELER 22 L0 TES, FREOM (£.9) B8 XVT;:@M%LT?)
% E1d, EDRDEMEE. » PEOBMEETH D MFE T LICEENIZZEH 5T
WBHEEDIEERVT,

EE LRROBLRICL D, WEMEE (&) WEET R L Ll ‘17Uﬁf% LT
Al -® homotopy ZHZED, ZDeuler$IZ0TH B I & B H 25, W euler [
730 DTS D homotopy BT H IS WEMEEIZ L > TEBH I h % » é: V9 RRED?
EZb6N5,

Theorem 5.1. 3 RILEHRME OB D euler 828 0 D V-ifi%5 D homotopy 38 « 12
. WEMRRIE (&,n) Tl =[]=7 L B2 bDDBFET 2.

Z Nz N 7o D IZ XD Eliashberg-Thurston DEF % 5 5 .

Theorem 5.2 ([3]). F % 3RILEHME O EBEE T S2 ICHAMAERZE -0
NETB, ZOEETFIIFHESELTIE(ZLTA) DEMEEGENT2 2 &
BTE 5,

%9 Theorem 1.4 Ik 2T~y Z2EHT 2LEE (f7)2 2L BE, BRIy BE
BLL E\ ISR 1S 55 2 SRS O (FLFY 2o, Zho# Eliashberg—
Thurston DEM L D IE & BOEMBEGIC L > TENRFIART 3 L WS
BoN 5 h, ERUC & > T homotopy ZHiIZZE D 5 2\ DT Zhps Ek&)fbw””%)@“(
b5,

EMEECICHUOH KL TV LE, (DERZ FPLVOARICK 275632
LT K DBBEZ NS, &fﬂk%ﬁﬁg T AL (ThbbFROBER
ERB)REOHTEIC I NI L COMEERA2 LI LLDONEET 2 L X
£ LB fE (over-twmted) THBEVT,

BEEMEEIIRDEBIC L > THEEI NS,

Theorem 5.3 (Eliashberg [2]). 3 RUTEAZ A DO EED V5 D homotopy 812
LEHE -DDED(ZLTEAD) i@fﬁfﬁ@ﬁ%fﬁ%%ﬂc

Thoerem 14 THONZEERBITIE (+1) B L (—1) B RIEO TERBEBE LR
HIZZ2bDOWEET 208, 2L & Lo cEMmEE s J: STEET 5 LR
GNBENIFELIBIRTH S LEBEIDOONE, Lo TRODFEENRBLNS,

Theorem 5.4. £, nZ ZNZNIE L BOBIEEMEEL L., & euler EN0TH
%X %R @T{ﬁ}fﬁ@homotopy HICBETALT5, ZDLE 1sot(3py tkbhek
nZEEIICRZbD 2 X510, Thbb (&) PWHIEMEEICLE X510 TE 2,
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Abstract

For a punctured Riemann surface we construct the de Rham cohomology type
spaces which are dual to the quotients of the lower central series of the homotopy group
of the Riemann surface. We also construct a basis of such de Rham cohomologies in
terms of P. Hall’s basic commutators.

The present text has arisen from many conversations of the author with I. Nakai and
L. Gavrilov. It contains some results of the papers [5, 1]. The reader is referred to these
texts for a detailed account of the subject.

1 Homotopy groups of punctured Riemann surfaces

Let U be compact Riemann surface, U be the complement of a finite non-empty set of
points of U and p € U. The fact that U\U is not empty plays an important role in the
present text. Its first consequence is that the homotopy group F' := 71 (U, p) is freely
generated by m := g(U) + #(U\U) — 1 elements. We denote by 1 the identity element of
F. For 61,02 € F' we denote by (61, d9) = 615251"152‘1 the commutator of ; and 6 and for
two sets A, B C F by (A, B) we mean the group generated by (a,b), a € A,b € B. Let

F’I‘ = (FT—17F)1 r:172a37”~a Fl = F.

Fach quotient
H(UZ):=F.[F.4
is a free Z-module of rank )
Myn(r) = = 3 p(dym3,
djr

where p(d) is the moébius function: p(1) = 1, p(pipa---ps) = (—1)° for distinct primes
pi’s, and pu(n) = 0 otherwise. Note that for 7 prime we have M, (r) = ™= A basis of
H, (U, Z) is given by basic commutators of weight r (see §5).

The Z-module Hy,1(U,Z) is the classical 1-th homology group H;(U,Z) of U with
integer coefficients. Its dual HY(U,Z) = {a : H1(U,Z) — Z, Z — linear} is the 1-th
cohomology group of U. It can be constructed either by Cech cohomology or de Rham
cohomology. In the second case we have

1

oL
Hig(U) = ﬁ = H'(U,C) := H'(U,Z) ®z C,

Math. classification: 57R30, 14D99, 32G34
Keywords: Iterated integral, free Lie Algebra
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where )}, is the set of meromorphic differential forms in U with poles in U\U. Here we
have again used the fact that U\U is not empty. An element w € Hip(U) maps to

H(U,Z) - C, §+— /w.
é

under the above isomorphism. In this text we are going to construct similar de Rham
type cohomologies for the Z-modules Hi (U, Z).

2 Iterated integrals
Let p; € U, i =0,1 and
OF =C+> C-05+> C-950y +---+(O_C- 0% --- Q).
r times

An element of Q" is called to be of length< r. By definition Q%]’T C Q" contains only

differential 1-forms and in each homogeneous piece of an element of Q?}T C Q" there
exists exactly one differential 0-form. We have the differential map

d=dy: QY — 9y
which is C-linear and is given by the rules
(1) d(g) = dg — g(p1) + 9(po)
d(gwiwg - -+ wr) = dgwiws - - - wy — (gw1)wa - - - Wy + g(po)wrwz - - - wr
d(wy - Wi-1gWiy1 - wp) =
w1 wWim1dgwig1 - Wp — w1+ wWin1(gWig1) - we Fwi e (Wis1g)wikt Wy

d(wiws - wrg) = wiws - - wrdg — g(P1)wiws - - - Wy +wiwa -+ - (Wrg).

Let
Ql,o
@) 0=—0
dQd;;
and

C=QpcUhcCcQcQc---CcQ.Cc---CN

be the filtration given by the length:

1,<r
— QU

b
a?

The map € : § — C associate to each w its constant term in Qp = C. Take a basis
T1,Z2,...,Zm of the C-vector space Hip(U). For simplicity we take a basis dual to d;’s
ie., féi wj =11if i = j and = 0 otherwise.

The C-vector space € is freely generated by z;, s, - - - @4y, 1 < 41,99,... 9% < i, k € Np.
The fact that these elements generate Q follows from the definition of the differential d
and various uses of the fact that every w € Qf, can be written as a C-linear combination



of z;’s plus some dg, g € Q?,. We obtain an isomorphism between (2 and the abstract
associative ring generated by x;’s. In this way ) turns to be an associative, but non
commutative, C-Algebra. Note that the C-algebra structure of {2 does depend on the
choice of the basis and py, p1. However, the isomorphism of C-vector spaces obtained in
the quotient Q,/Q.—1, 7=1,2,... does not depend on the basis and pg, p:.

Let 6 : [0,1] — U be a path which connects pg to p; and w; € Q%], i=1,2,...,7. The
iterated integral is defined by induction and according to the rule:

/wlwz"'wr=/w1( w2"'wr),
5 § dz

where for §(t1) = x we have 0 := 0|jgy,)- By C-linearity one extends the definition to

Q%}' and it is easy to verify that an iterated integral of the elements in dﬂg;' is zero ([3]
Proposition 1.3) and hence |, sw,w €  is well-defined. It is homotopy functorial. This
can be checked by induction on r. We have

/w1w2-~w7=/w1--~wi(/ wi+1~--wr), ’i=1,2,...,7“—1.
5 o 0z

3 The properties of iterated integrals

In this section we list properties of iterated integrals in the context of this paper. The
following four statements can be considered as the axioms of iterated integrals:

I 1. By definition the iterated integral is C-linear with respect to the elements of (2 and

/w:ze(w),weﬂ, /1:1, aeF.
1

[

We use the convention wiwsg - wy, = 1 for r = 0.

12 For a, 0 € F and wy,wa,...w, € Qi,

T
/ wl...wT:E /wl...wi/wé+l...wT
JafB i=0 Y B

I3. For o € F and w1, ws,...w, € 0
/ wlwg---wrz(—l)’"/wr~--w1.
a1 a

I14. For o € F and wy,ws, ...wrps € Q%] we have the shuffle relations

(3) /%...%/wjl...%: S /wkl%...wms,
[s3 4 e 4

(kl k2 3-<~~,k'r+s)

([3], Proposition 2.9).

([3], Proposition 2.12).

where (ki1, ko, . .., krys) runs through all shuffles of (i1, ...,%,) and (j1,...,Js) ([3], Lemma
2.11). This means that there is a partition of {1,2,...,r + s} into two disjoint sets I, J
such that (k;, i € I) (resp. (k;, i € J)) ordered as I(resp. J) is equal to (i1,...,%,) (resp.

13
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Note that 11, I2 and I3 imply that every iterated integral can be written as a polynomial
in |, s Wiwz - - wy, where § runs through a set which generated F freely and w; runs through
a fixed basis of H5(U). However by 14 this way of writing is not unique.

Let Z[F] be the integral group ring of F, J be the kernel of Z[F] — Z, Y | a;0; —
>k @i, a; € Z,a; € F. We have the canonical filtration of Z[F] by subideals:

e BcrcJt=JczlF).

By definition an iterated integral over Z[F] is Z-linear. All the well-known properties of
iterated integrals in the literature can be deduced form I11,12,13 and I4.

I5. Foroz,ﬁeJandwl,wz,...wreﬂb, r>1

r—1
/ wl"'wT:Z/wl"'w’i/wi-l-]_"'w’!‘-
of =17 B

In particular, [ ap w1 = 0.This statement follows from I1 and I2.

I 6. We have
/ Q.- =0, for0<r<s.

This follows by induction on 7 from I5.

I7. For g, 09, - ,0p € F and wy,ws,...,w, € O}
.
/ wl"‘wr:H/ 9%
(0a=1)(az=1)(ar—1) i1 Jas

This follows by induction on r from I5, I6 and I1.

We conclude that f oW wE Gy [y, @€ J7/ J™1 is well-defined. Now we list some
properties related to F..’s.

I8. Forr<sandw,ws,...,w € Q%, we have
/ wiwg - wp =0, B = (a1,09, -+ ,as) or its inverse,
S
where (a1,a2,...,0r) = ((-+- (01, 02),a3) ), or).

It is enough to prove the statement for B;. For 8;! it follows from I2 applied on
BsBsL = 1. The proof for Bs = (Bs—1,s) is by induction on s. For s = 1 it is trivially
true. Suppose that the statement is true for s and let us prove it for s + 1. After various
applications of 12 and the induction hypothesis we have

/ w1w2"'wr=/ wlw2"‘wr+/ wiwg - - - Wr
,Bs+1 s ﬁs_l

Now we apply 12 for 3,8, = 1 and we conclude that the right hand side of the above
equality is zero.



I 9. For wi,ws,...,w, € 1}, we have

/wlw2"'wT:Oa aer, r<s,
o

/ wl...wT:/wl...wr+/wl-~«wr, a,ﬂéFr,
af o 8

/ W1"'wr=—/w1"'wT7a€FT’

a1 o

/(wlwg---wr—I—(—l)Twr---wl) =0, a € F,.
(64

19 implies that [ w, a € F,/Fry1, w € Q,/Q_; is well-defined.
I 10. For o € F, and B € F,

/ w1w2"'wr+s:/wl"'wr/wr+1"'wr+s”/wl"'ws/ws—i—l"'wr—’rs
(e,8) o B B o

In particular

(4) /( )w1uJ2=det (faz; fﬁ:z>,a,5€ﬂ w1, wa € Q.
o0 o o

The above statement follows by several application of 12,19 (see also [2] Lemma 3).

I 11. For a1, 1, 00,02, - ,ar, Br € F and wy,wsy € Q,lj

The above statement follows by induction on s.

4 Free Z-Lie algebras

One can associate to a free group F' the Z-Lie algebra

Lp = @2 Fi/Fiy1, [xF;,yFy] = (z,y) Fiyj.

It is in fact freely generated by 61,82, ..,8,,. Another way to construct L F is as follows:
The remarks after 17 and I9 suggest that there may be an isomorphism between F,./F, 1
and J7/J"*1. In fact the maps F,./F.y; — J™/J™! induced by z — z — 1 are well-defined

and gives us an isomorphism of Z-Lie algebras:

LF . @So;ljr/Jr-H

This is proved in [6]. There is also a third way to define a free Lie algebra: Let Q be the
free non-commutative ring generated by z1,zs, ..., Z,. We denote by 2, the subset of Q
containing homogeneous polynomials of degree n, Q = ©22,8%. In Q2 we define the bracket

[aaﬁ] =aﬂ—ﬁa, a:ﬂe Q.

15



16

In this way Q turns out to be a Lie algebra and we consider the smallest sub Lie algebra
Q of Q generated by z;, i = 1,2,...,m. Note that only + and [+, ] is allowed. A element
of Q! is called a Lie element. We have an isomorphism of Z-Lie algebras:

A:Q'— Lp, induced by w; — 6 —1, i=1,2,...,m.

For w € €, the integration [;w is well-defined for § € Fy./F,41 = J™/J"! and so we can
talk about A71(6) € Q. In this way

(5) / w = (w, A-16)

4

where (-,-) is defined in Q!, i = 1,2,... by the rules:

1 ilzjla"',i’n:jn
Li Lio oo L s LisLoi = s> Lor = .
< 112 tny*YJ1% 72 .7n> { O otherwise

5 Basic commutators

P. Hall in [4] Chapter 11 proves that a basis of H1,(U,Z) is given by the so called basic
commutators of weight r. In this section we explain the construction of such a basis. We
have adapted the notations of [8], Chapter IV.

We choose a basis §;, i =,2,--- ,m and put the order é; < §; if i < j. The basic
commutators of weight 1 are é;’s. Having defined the basic commutators of weight less
than r, the basic commutators of weight r are (c;, ¢j), where

1. ¢; and ¢; are basic and w(c;) + w(c;) =73
2. ¢; < ¢j and if ¢; = [cg, ¢y] then ¢, < ¢

The commutators of weight r follows those of weight less than r and are ordered arbitrarily
with respect to each other. In practice, one takes the lexicographical order in two elements
¢;, ¢j for the basic commutators (c;, ¢j) of weight r.

In Q we define the commutator [+, -] by [u,v] := uv — vu and in a similar way we define
the basic commutators in 2. In the construction of basic commutators we replace {d;}
with with a basis {w;} of H}5(U) and (,-) with [,-].

6 The dual of H,(U,C)
Let  be the sub Z-module of © generated by the shuffle elements: w is a shuffle element

if it is of the form
Z wklwkl o o o wkr
(k1,k2,....kr)

for some r € N, where for a fixed indices ¢ = (i1,142,...,i,) and j = (j1,J2,---,Jp), a+b =71
the above sum runs through all shuffles of 7 and j.

Theorem 1. The subspaces Q£ and Q2 of Qp, = 2,3,... are orthogonal to each other
with respect to the bilinear map (-,-) and

0= oo
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Proof. The first statement follows from 14 and (5) for w € Q2 and A7'§ € QL. The second
statement follows form the first part and

dim(QL) = My, (r) = m" — dim Q2
(see for instance [7] p. 218). O

Let us define
HYE(U) =0 /(-1 + Q).

Corollary 1. The map
s Hf(U) = B, U,0), a)(0) = [ w.
§

is an isomorphism of C-vector spaces, where” means dual and Hy,(U,C) = H1 (U, Z)®;zC.
A basis of H(%};(U) 15 given by basic commutators of weight r.
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On hyperbolicity of dynamical systems and the structure of parameter spaces
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1 BFLUeIc
©

FHETEER NI HERDEEEPTEZIART 27200 Ao P 2V aFEICOWTREST
3, NEZOLFEEIERNICS, FRGEERL EADEHEREL 3 L TLIEEICEELEATH
505, BEENIIEZ GNISIERDPEENE I, ERFOBERZEZITICED (6w S1—F%
a3 onz bz fET2DELAALE LY, B#EOV EODORREABNLSETH S, TF
RO EQRINEZEZ 5137 OB EOEHEL T 2EET T L v, BEl2EHRT 27
DI R DE b HES L2 67, HEMEEE —BIclk ) HERsSEII R 3,

T4 PBRET 2 FETE, UHRAZNFELBERIMA ZHEHELZ 226D TINLT
GERERERT S, BEEMICE) L, HEBAFNFERICLDBEREY L, TEIZFEEE R
THETP>TLER) L) HETH 3. AHEOFEIZZ OHMBNICHERZ v 205, £Tos
BOEFENICRBICETENS, TabbEEERIRICsTwE I E2EELTE L.

BUTTH ) NERIIEEO - DICERRATOME ISR, ThbbEFBRRXTEM LEOERIZL T
FEHBRANINERICBZ2 L LTS, HENEZICHLTY, 20X7 v b VEGY BERTN S5
BRI X D BEENICRMET 5 2 LIS X D ARIEOFREEA TE 528, —RRICEERE S O B 0 5
BRSELEE TRV 4], £z, RHESAFERIPEREM LOESZ AHEE IOV CERRT
NEHRELTMOHEE I ET2HALFEL, H2BEORESEILBNTWE (9]

ZITABEIZIBOLTENRLA L LTHbis Hénon EGIci L 5. Hénon BB L 1

Hop:C? - C?: (bLCIER2 - R?): (z,9) — (a— 2+ by,z)

TEZEEINZIERTHD, a BLU b BEEROEZIRZ 5 A -7 TH3. b0 TRVE EI
Hop BHOFAMEEREZD, 02500 L 2202 — a— 2?2 BED B 1 RTHERILREZ N
. Fla,b BEEDBEIII Hop WR2 D5 R2ADEBRLEDELS, drbiuo—LryyHAE
RORTVAVEREZMAET ZBRBT, Zhifld) B EoNE%2Es, JhEMzEFLE
LT Hénon LI D ATWIZER EN2ERBTEH o2, Bz C? 02 X0LERECAREST
HEFRELTHEHELZ DD Hénon ERICBZ Z LD, ZOEEDN—BONERNFEI YV =y )
BHzRoL 2B 2HE2ERRR ED LTV I LRICbrY, BEOHERTEILEN
THLHZEBRE2 R L TW3EETH 3,

2 EBRIT

21 dvLriEHN

ETaVUAER(13] LI MERAZHAERIZOWT, L ICNBZEEAER B> TE
BT 5, BEEOISRLIBIITRBHIaV S FEBERX FOREER f X - X Dl ET

1
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5, HzeXDEEncZBDOMED f*(z) TH 5.

HNEZDEFRTIE X 2BI28 103 fO0EHZ2—BEIXEIZ20TRRZL, REELEE (Thdbb
f(8)=8¢,%3S5CX) ETDfD5EBFEVE, TEEELOMEOBEDORIY HICELDE
TEDONHEEFETHS. LIAVTELEEZOLDENRE L TREFTZ2T2E) L LTYH, HER
ZIIDVAEEEOBENEMLTL ) HOBENICRELBREBENE» OB D IE L v,

ZITHRABRDEI % Thvw) TEEEDI FARERD,

EFE 1. S C X BN AEES (isolated invariant set) TH 2 &3, S DAYy Ml N 5%
ELTSWNOBRRKFELEGLLD, Tiabb

S=Inv(N,f)={z e N | EEDne€ZIZNL f*(z) € N} CintN
LBt THD, FIDEEN %S OIIMALEE (isolating neighborhood) & V29,

EEADINVIAEEADEBREWLTILRERT . ZITEELORINHMLEHETHSZ L)
VM EBEIcN LEETH S, 2Fh N2»bs ficnLilsfuiagchnig, fe+aC°
MAETIEY g KL TH N BINMWEETHIRITI 2 L) 2L Ths, BEIC L > TINIFAEE
HRELTEOTInv(N, f) & Inv(N, g) DBEIZ—RICRZ 2205, N BINLLIEHETH S L)
HIZEETHD, TNIEHERTHRIET 2 LVHETH S,

BT CRINIAZES EMLEEIERT 3. TEEEZOLOEBVIHE L VDT, £TZ20
FEBEEBEL, 22 EBONEBERPOAZESIIODVTHAL2DOERZE LI VI HHTH S,

Eij 2. mﬁ$§$ﬁ8® indexpair s PO CP1 B avy }‘%éﬁpz (PI,P())'C“
(1) P\ Py OFFGH S 0INEETH Y (2) F(P)NPLC Py (3) f(P\ Po) C Py

LB bDDILETHE, ZDLE P /Pye Py DHFT Py #—RITELEZEBEL (B ZELT
Bonlkgi% [Po] €P1/P0 LEL ), fp : Pl/Po — Pl/Po z

[f(z)] flz)epPDLE

ﬁﬂﬂ%:{uﬂ Z 0

LEETDLE fpil@iEHRELDY, 2% index map £ E .

index map 12 S DEFETD f DEZFVERERLTVWEEEZLNEZDT, INICHEYZEFZ
BHT2IETHEROBRZIEH L0, EEFIISHET 2720ICIZERICGGFETE 2HFT
TwEWLiTRy, REDFEIER Y -—EROERICLD, el -5 HEB TR Z LS
TELOTCINRHEATHIERT B L, P/Py > oMBE Ho (P /Py, [R)]) 5, fp b5 HCERWY

fpe: Ho(Py/ Py, |Po]) — H.(P1/Po, [Po])

DEEND, T 2T H(Py/Po, |Po) EHAIERA (P, /Py, [Ro]) DRAFED S —2EDT.
index pair DEZUV G iz —RICEIKICH D H (P /P, [Po]) d fpe DT DBUHFICERELTCLE D
T, RO L) ZREEFEEZEZLS L TTEBZIMY BT,

FES(13). BAW [ X =X bt g: Y =Y I3, D2EREm LERFr . X —-Y,5:Y - X
DEELTrof=gor, sog= fos, ros=g™, sor=f" thksLtE 7 ABETHB L),

EEOIMIAELES S 12N L T2 index pair BBTHEEL, P=(P,R) & Q=(Q1,Q0) %
S @ index pair £ T2 fp, & fou 37 FRAETHZ I EVHHEING, LoTRDLIILaY
LARBBZERTHILMTES,



EE 4. TNIAERE SOFRERY—a v AL, P=(P,R) % S ®index pair £ L7z &
ED fp, D7 FPAMEEOZ L TH B,

IV LA RBE» oMb 200, BROBEMLBRIEIRDLIZLDTH S,

M 5 (Wazewski principle [12, 13]). P = (P, P) % S @ indez pair L §5%, ZDLE fp. 8
0:{0} = {0} o7 FRAETAVE LI, §BEEETREY,

FEE 6 (index pair 238§ % Lefschetz PEIREH [12]). P = (P, Fy) 2 S @ index pair £ T 5,
L(fps) =1 (=1)%tr frur # 0 261X S 13 f OFBREEL, XD—MIC Y, (- 1)k tr fB,, #0
6lE S O EE e,

fibich a3 v L4 BEOERDP SESER L OMGPMENZY o 02 B, B
T3 X 9 I connecting orbit DFEEL EZE{ Z L HTE 3 [12].

Zh o DEER BFFICEAT %72 91213 index pair & index map 2R L, X 6IKZDHER
C—ZHETRITR SR, MELEERIIINEFTEFTT S I E LTRSS, BELTEES
RROGEICIHEROAZED 52/,

22 BEFAENEBEHECAERATS7ILELZINERORER

TRRICNERZHEB L TERTIFEZRELZZLICLEY. ZOHiTlx fIZR” OBEREAE
AX ETEBEINTVELTE, $TEX OESEEZHERTRA W TREAT S, Balh
EHEZoNBED, TITRRELEMIIRY Z o XWEFFIRIDFEL, Thos0oBFRME LT
B A2HIEAOAEI LI FERZRATS, JHOBERLL 2 n RABEFFEOSHADEE % d;
(i=1...n) &L,

syz{nﬁm4m+n¢ymez}
i=1
LB, XBQOBERCXVHEINS, EFEORABCQINL, |Bl% BREENSES
BOMESGLLTEINIR® OWDER LTS,

K fRFEEBTRAAHCERLLY). ZI0EH f i RERINsRXEEEERATE, &
weERINLT flw)) ZHRACEUESFGHZHERTROONL LRET S, ZOEHEEZ f(w)
YEL f(w) REAETRS 220 0BEOMTREZLOT, flw|) LXb2 Q 0ER2LTE
HIhE Flw) L8, Tabb

F:Q—{Q0BEE )} we {0 eQ: flw]) N '] # 0}

TH5. f(lw]) Cint Flw) PRILTZIEICHEET 3, f(lw]) BEBIZRDZZEBTELRRODT,
FNEIMUDPSEMT 2 Flw) ZROTWB I LITk?,

B% QOBERESEALTZE, weBREALL, o € Flw) DL EIZwh b o ~DLHHE
ETBLERTHILICEADVERSS 7 GBons, Zhid f: |B| — |B| DEERIC X 2350%
BHLE2ZILDTESD,

D77 TEELILR, blze|w OF f(z) M || KEENZ2LLE, BT wdbsw ~
DEBEETZEVIZETHE, HEZENE, bLGIEEVTw S o ~OABEEL 2
i, flw)) N’ =0 BEEEICR D I2 L) 2 EHERTE 3,

512, TDTIT7RNEROBARAEEERZERT2ILLTE5, UTTRIEELTEE

LT, ETERLE Inv(l, f) DICEERESDH B,

S
(=

P
=4
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22

EHET. oy DRI nDeBHEIET {z=x0,..., 2=y} TH>TEED 1 <j<nicH
LT d(f(zj-1),2;) <e t%3bDTH3. [fOHERESIIINEHAT

R(f) ={zc X|EBDe >0 XN Lz b 2 ~D - EHMBFET S }
LEEEND, IITdR X OMHEEEZ 2EHETH B,

PEIREGRZOHICETORYPERIEEEEEGLESR, IV LA OEAREHE [15] I L 0UTHHE
READHTIRAERDEECZEMAAMRICR S I LB8bD 2 EECEERTEEATH S,
INGDAELEAZRET L0, AR 77 GIEHLRD LI 2ET 77 72 EET 5.
Inv G := {w € G | 3 bi-infinitely long path through w}
SccG := {w € G | 3 path from w to itself }

$RGRGCOBN7TI7LT2LE, G EENIERICNET 2EHFZ2ED TG = U,cq vl
EBL, TRERDEENRILYT S EMIHAI NG,

w8 8. R(f) C |SccG|, Inv(X, f) C |Inv G|.

7572 ACTHERZREAT S LD—2DFEIZ InvG ® SccG DEEIILS 7 7EHROER
BTN TYRLZANE I ENTEBZETHS, ZRoD7 LI Rst Zom@ick), HERSE
ERBIRAEEADE IN LR EMEP OBBEICTHMET 2 Z L3 TE S,

23 HE#SICELZIIVLIEROHE
AV VLABERHERTRODZTODAT Y TIIRD X H IS,

25w 71 IMLGEEOBHLEZ2EE I CQ 225
257w 72 MVAGEEOFREZETLIICT Z2EBIET 2
AFw7 3. IH5 index pair Z BT 3

2FwT 4 FEUS—BIHETS

PFInenRTy 7Z2IEICARTHI I,
ZFwT 1. EETAAELEVEET 3 LTHINIEEEZHET 2ELHFOEET 2HERT 5,
INDIAGEEDE—ER L 5, FEAGFNHGNE BV ENMBRDORAT y 7 CEHHESBHEL 7
DEBELERLPEEHE S RoTLE YD, BT 0FEAFZE2TNS(gHET2E, E
HEOHESEZ T ECHERMPERIZZ-TLEY), ZITETRESAFZ 2%, RITEET
PAEEGLERTZVELFGEZIMD B LW EERRELHGFB+I/DE (s ETRYET.
27w T 2. |T| BIIAERE E 2 B, T4 Inv([Z], f) Cint |Z] 27 E N3 L5 i2 T 2 BHER
T2, BCQIEHL o(B) :={weQ:|w|n|B|#0},dB):=0B)\B £BZI. |o(B) iz Q DH
DEAGIIDBTIENTE S |B| OEFEFTRDMIDLDTHS, £ Inv(B,F) %
{lweB|H2y:Z—BWEELT y(0) =w 22 y(k+1) C F(y(k)) 2= }

LEET S, f()) C int F(w) BEESNT B2 Lo Iv(Z], f) C |Tnv(Z, F)| B3R D Lo
T, o(lnv(Z,F)) C T W8 20T Inv(|Z], f) C |Inv(Z,F)| C int jo(Inv(Z, F))| Cint |Z| £7% D E
BOER S NS, oflnv(Z,F) C TEWET LS T 2BRRT 2 HEL LT, RUTBETI D5
EAFEZES LT 7AITY XL L, BITATMIATOLFLTY AL 12 BEZ 5N 3B,
2597 3. B = Inv(I,F) KHL (P1,P) = ((d(B) N F(B)) UB, dB)NF(B)) £ L
P = (|P1],|Po]) 2% Inv(|Z], f) ® index pair & % % [12].
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AFwT 4 FEFEuC-EH(12) &, TheiEBLIEREL Y 7 7278y 7 —-UTHS
CHomP (http://www.math.gatech.edu/ chomp/) ZFFA L, H.(|P:|/|Pol,[|Pol]) & fr. ZETE
BrLoon fOEPEREFroitET 5, BECUEEOSE LRI, SEFESTIHE, F
& BERT T R LOFTEWREORERE L 25, BEFFEOENS (2D LHEILER
AEYDOERUVETHEISAREZEEL 25, JOMEZERET 3%, CHonP KR AETY—2%
LERTIEAEOBERS TH L7 VT Y ALDBEEIN TS,

24 NRYEILEH

fRAEDERE M FOMIRAHEEREL LS. —RIC f OLEEPTEZERT 25810,
FRETTRECHEY Tf OBRLBEICR 325, av LA BRIEIMEFREETH VHIOBERILEE
T, B Y LAEEE f M - M IERT T TCRATITH S,

FITETRLABM OBASYEATM 20 RIC fREL TF2ELS, f2CO7 BMOFAET
HIUE T C OMDBAHEERTH S, SO6RBTLEI T »6I FPLOREZIICET 2EH
PET, 7 FVORELEFOFEFZIIGER LEEHROAW S,

PM %R TM oHEMELLY. Thbbz 07745~ P,M H» T,M OHEZEHM
ThHH, TM »oFEHZN2BFERLEZEOM L7 7 A N—HThHs, Pfid f oMY
Tf:TM — TM % PM LicEET 25K LT3, 0£veT,M ORIFHEMZ vl e LM L
E L PF(W) = [Tf(v)] € PyoyM TH 3. TM %5 PM ~DH¥2 n LHEETM — M OF
Uil M 2RA—ET 2L, ORI FHIZE S,

Tflrm\m
—_—

TM\ M TM\ M
wl lw
PM ot PM.

FRC EESAETHIUE P IE O OBWTERESRTH S, PfRETICERT2 LD
KEZICHETIHEREBFHoOTVBEARTH 2, TM B—Ica vy 7 Mz s wolcN L PM X
M»avy viaoavy Mok sz0fwgy, 24 TRAXI, 27V =y 7EHE
BRI ABICREESRE LARESRBOERY PVOFAP—ET 2 p0HETHY, T
BRI PAVORE ZERR VD, B PM ETTRIDONERTH S,

3 REME Wit

FAFRICBWTEREE LRI EEZERICS 3, ROBHELEE L L TEIRBETB S OB
WaREENZETOoN27259, LD —RICROEENREINTV B,

EE O (METEHEES). f2a0 37 FEREM Lo O BBAFEEGLT 3. 2 R(f)
EC—RRENTH Y, Eh R(f) ECEMHEREREL LTV LTS E, [ RBERETH 3.

IITfVRBERETHLLE, fOCTMETOEEN PEELT EEDge N IZHLH 3
HEEG A M —=M»PeifL g Rickd, Tiabbgoh=hoftix2ltThHs, Ei
BEHESE LR R() OFARN L TEBEENILESRE LN EESRENETEVICERNTS
32l EEERENZCTOROEEIRILT S,

EE 10 (R-EEETE[15]). M 22v57 M1k, f2 M EO C' &BORAEERLTS. |
BR(f) ET—BRHENTH2E 61, fIRREETHSB.
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CITfHBR-EETH? LiL, HEREALIZBoTRBELETHLEVIZLE2ERT S, ¥
TeMPBaynNy P ThOEAETHESZEL L EMICHIRTISARL 2 L RILT 5,

DX IR I REE LA WANABBELRIRE TH 508, ERIZEZ 5Nl RASNEE
DEIPILATEOREL ., ThER50IC, ETE—NEEoESZ2ETL LY.

EE 11, HER [ OTEEA A LT—HWH#N (uniformly hyperbolic) Tbh 3 L1, BHR TA =
TM|n 5 Tf-FELBFIROERTA = B* @ E* KABL, S 6IEMe> 0L 0< A< 1258
LTERD 1> 0 00T [T gl < A" BET [TF~"|au| < A" BRIT B LEVS, &
T ME0bREETH S,

— RS Z DEBIC L =S THBAT 2012, Efle, A\ M LOHERRERBIC EF GRS
TS RWI-d—RIZE LY, Hénon ERDGEICERBEITNFEL AVWTEFCHEZHER
TBLW)HHDHZED S. Hruska KX DED SN TW B A1), 7L TV XLOEMHIPHERD
iR £ 6089 X — 5 BRI OFEMEENT £ TIZIZE > Tk

ZITHAITIOREZERET 272D ICEBMEL WIBMEE2EAT S, Hze A LOERS T
NELTOET,M%2MBLZDOWEIRLTORY FLTHS, ZOXIHIZTM D OTBICEEN
ZEL B ERE L TR LTS,

EHE 12. Tf : TA - TAPHEEBHLZERREZR -2V EE, f13 A LTEXEE (quasi-
hyperbolic) TH 5 &> 5,

LL fEADBETRNMNTHZLTEL, BRBEOERY Py e TAZL L E* B2
2 OIEEDABIC, 7z B BOZ2Eo% 0 EOFAIC T TEL I EICXD, ZOHENFET
3, Ko TR, O IXEENHIYTh 5. —ARISHIIEL D Sz ds, A LR D 544
BT Y & — RN M & O L RE I B

SEIR 13 ([7, 16]). fla RBEEREK, Thbb R(flA)=A LT3, ZOLE fHA RN
TH2-DDBETSEMEIZA ETENHNTSLI ETH S,

DT Hénon B OBERES R(H,p) PEEEREZ L) 3. O &I ICBILESTH W
BZRTOIEL LV, H 213 Davis-MacKay-Z1d [8] & 287 XA =Y HIBIC BT 2 BESRHIGF LR
RELSREOLED & — B MHMEDOHRIL 2 FEL TVv7:28, Z OBEMNICEBERTRHIZE s T
Dol BEEICEBTZFEZAVILUTOLILIOTEEZIEHATE I LNTE S,

FTWHEZRZR LW ASIXA—FHEBRAX BEEET S, R(H,p) C int K BEED (a,b) C
AXBTRILTBEIav "y MEEK ZBERL, ZOBEAY FLTK 2B % 0-TIH 06
N=Kx[-1,1?CTR? 2t %, RizInv(TH,p, N)28ET2, Z0EEH L Inv(TH,, N) C
It N BRI 2% 5612, THy, DEFRLHEIZEHALLDIES, 2800 TH,, 137 7 45—
FEICEE 270, b LIERHLERNEN—2TH HNEZOEEEL L CIFERALERE E &
D, NOBREZOBHTIEAPLERIEDEVESTLEI ZDTH B,

ZOFEZBEALTR(Hyy) O—RBWHENST SN 22K 1 TESIMT s nE8TH 3,
R-EZEMHEERLYD, TONIA-FHEBETREINRBES ETHEWREL L, Lo THAMEOE?
FRaYhrzy reb—LEOREERIE, H10ZNFTNOFERICBWTERLE %5,

ETEBHL-DIZE Hénon EBEOWHETH 5 7-28, b b AAEE Hénon EEDEEICLEL
FREICIDARTER»EONS [2). HE Hénon 55%2 1 RTEENEZOIFREES &, #EE
Hénon ERVNHBERTER L %535 A — Y REBEERL BRI T 27y FLR 0 —£850BE
ALMET 2D THS, ZOEEO F F oY —cBIT 2 Hubbard F48 & FIZNT 7= F48 [6]



B 1 Hyperbolic plateaus of the real Hénon map: (z,y) — (2* + ¢ — ay, z)

B OFFEICLDEZ N,

4 REZVZ WD EM

FEZ Y2y JEMP, ID—RICFEZ Y =y 240 [14] OWRERBEEDAERICBELTHL
i) E.C%EE‘V"“’J“"“mé FEIVZy JEMOBEENPSA ML YP 7 35 7% —% Newhouse HE
g b [14], FRERBONEREIVBEONERDPFES Y =y 7 FERFOIERT
) PalisFEHLHD, ZOWARBAEVCAABETHS, —ATHREZ Y = 740K
FEMWCRENLZEHRTH2-0EENLRICN L2 0FEL2EHT 20 IBWE T2, ZOEHT
u,$%§1~/?§%®@tz: VUABEEEZMALTHEET 2FE(L 5] KoWT#ET 3,

DT TRABIREBER f: M - M 2E25, DHEEASLp c M i3, ZORESERE W (p)
ERRELRGE W (p) VIFEINARD Y 2R/OLEFEZ Yy JEMEZEIT V), K241
L/ VER (a=14,0=03) PE-RBIF OV FLVETE S p OEESLRE L REELBE
BV LbOTHE, ZONIA—FOELTp BRIV v EMZE DI ILEr TR LN
205, UTWEHRT2FEZEI L IOBEEZ2RO LI REENICES{LT 22 L85 TE 3,

6}4 i{i

B ZHBE Y FLEROTHRES Y 2y 7%%&@55%* ZHT3. pe M s»ziwxéﬁ

Tp V= J;s :75“ ZIRT A %ﬁoﬁ%@a-&% I E BRESTER Es EARREE T E;
Z PMIZH® L7 n(ES\ {0 } U n(E2\{0}) i& Pf @EJLLT EAetks (E3). & 0)?’
%’?@:: zhoibk, E} ¢%<:£4:@“5,
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&

2 TEZY=vrEA

T,M E, P,M
N\
u
£ \EP
) 07
N

3 WIEAFHE p &2 OBEEEOT#E

EE 15 (1)), p% f OWHBEFGHEETELE, pBFEL Y2y VEMEZROLETTEMAER
Pf:PM — PM 3 Ey i Ej ~® connecting orbit 2F2 L TH 5.

I ZTES A5 B~ connecting orbit £ 1%, f(z) »n — —co TAWKIPKL, n— +o0 T
BIRRINET2EI BN Z L Ths, ZOFBICKDREZ Y=y 7EMZIILYT 3 &\ ) HRER
connecting orbit DFEZBRIT 2 L VI FBICEVRRA S, TR ED L HIZL T connecting -
orbit Z B2 NIZX\ThH 5 ) b,

FEE 16 ([5]). WA N BEWIZED 6 2WEHAEE N, N, KL N =N UN, LR,
FIND)NN; =0 LRET S, P,Q, R2ZNEFNN, Ny, Ny Dindex pair 55L&, ¥7+H
BEE LT fpe # fos ® fre %513 Inv(Ny, f) 226 Inv(Na, f) ~D connecting orbit BWEET 5.

4 broken horseshoe: E¥E 16 258 T & %R

SEHE 16 HEAITE B BN RIS E TH S, f(N) NNy =0 R3FASP, N DAICERT 2

8



&, B 6 Inv(Ny, f) BV FAETER LB a3y LA BHEZ2ED. Tobb foa=12:2Z—2Z
T1UADRETIE fo. 130 TH B, Inv(Ny, f) DA X27T fou @ fra 132 x 2 BT
Fllge : 72 — 7% L35, Inv(N, f) Tl Z D index pair £ LTH 5 ® P = (P, R) 28
N, H(P/P,[P]) PFETY—DEBTLE o, f, 7 ET2EENEIE fpa KED a— —,
Br—a+8 y—y tBINB, koT

010
fra=| 01 0):2%—2°
-1 0 1

THH, MELFERICLDS T PAEELE LT fpu # fou @ frRa THB I L0Sh2Y, FH16 &
D Inv(Ny, f) 25 Inv(Na, f) ~® connecting orbit BSHFEET 3.

AVVLAEEBNELEH O LEETHE I L HEE 16 THE TE 5 connecting orbit
BHEREZLOKRS L ICEBL LY. RAGER 16 % PfICEALT EL 56 ES ~
? connecting orbit # FRH L 72> D725, I D connecting orbit IZFEEETIZ W, H 21T
dmM =2 TpHY FARETZL PM AT EL 21 K78, ES 2 RTOREEHAEZFOYVF
NETBEE 25, O S W (EY) L Wi (E) @i LRTETHD, 3 KL0 PM WTIR
SR N T, Ey 5 E5 ~® connecting orbit EEEETCEZ Y, CNRBHEoRE
7V =y 7 EMPEROEEICIVENTLE) 2o BT 3.

ZITUTCRER f ZBEELTEZL2DTELL, 187 A—FEORETHEEEZLS, T8
FA=FREROE I THEI Y =y 7EM2R2) EWIEEIZ 137 A - FROEBEEIH LTI
HE (1287 A=FEMELL TR 20T, EeEr2—EoEGRE L TR TERL6 28
ALEIEWIHHTH B,

AZEROEM, {fi:M— Mlep 2 N ICEDPICKET 2 AHSAESEROET, WHETEHS
OEp(A) ZRH2LDETE, AZEPLELEIZp()\) BT Yoy JEMZREO N BEET S
DEIPREEICILL). ZOBREOTT

F(z,)) = (Pfx(z),\) : PM x A — PM x A

By = By B = B
Aeh Aeh
LEETDL EBY L B3R F OMMFELEL RS, FRAIA—F A 2RETEOT, bLF O
TT E;; 6 E; ~ O connecting orbit BWHEET 24 61F, 3 Mg e AL Epi) 25 Exy,
D fi, 125 3B connecting orbit BFEET B Z L2z D, ZHUIFHE 152X D p(hg) B8REZ Y
—y JEEROILZERT S,

Boiyzw E;‘ »6 E‘; O connecting orbit IZEEICHFET 3 LR TE 528, FHEEE 16 8
BRATEZRATRAY, EY & B OFEEHEAORTHESS Z L5 5 ED k) BHRIRIIL
BUOTHE, EFITE OFRERS -V LABEMBEIND X JITOANE: OEBTF 28
BILT, EH 16 BFEL2RIMICFLAL, ZOEENX A ZEYICEHET I LI2X D connecting
orbit DFEICEE L 2V A HIFTIZLTES (FL (2[5 22H).

ST, UboBEHE2 L/ VBB H,, WHERLTEE 4 2EHAL LY. b2 03 KEEL,
Hops 2 a%NSA—FLLTRD 1R A—FREEZD, A% 14 28CHEYSHARMIC LD
PMxA=R?x S'x A DRFTEE: (2,y,0,a) L EZ ), £7 E;; 5 E; ~® connecitng orbit
ZIRLPT 2 ARTEABOEES2ESL, S0 20 HITPE L THEMERL TS, L a6 A
DABLEIZBTE I EITED, BKIMIZIZ A = [1.392419807915,1.392419807931] £ ¥ 3. %
LAEc LY B & B3 OEFERTANE L, BEAORATELAN EY & BS t3k9 L
TE{ (Hartman-Grobman O EEDIGH). ZOEENBLNZ T, BUO 1 HOEAER
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28

NV FHDEHFIZFEENT VWS, RAFv 72,3 %2%EFL Tindex pair 21D CHomP THET I —
REETBE, HB5IXE9ITH AICEY Fpp=A:72% 7% LEFZZ b2 Y, EES
WYIcHE bz Az ICk Dy 7 FEMEEELT

mw=Gi»WHW

Yin, Fic EY b B 3EICAEEHAH 2 RTOY FVETBHR AL 2 LA ERERHO D
b CHomP ICk DREND, Fpup 132 x 2 BATFIL 7 FRAMTRL, 7 B OEHO F i
X ot E;j DEFE LD LRI ELHEIIRE2DTERH 16 &) E;‘ h 5 Ef, ~ D connecting
orbit BEFEET 2, ITNEFEI5ICED b=03DBACHLac ABEELTHREZ V= V8
AR E 2 2 Ld3h 22208, av LA BROBEICNT 3%EEDL S b 23+4 0.3 IS T SN ED
BRI ATEBRICEIL, o TEHE 14 OFRITHI NI,

EE 3R
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1 BA

D—< VERE C = CU{oo} 2 CP! = §2 LOERABEROETER
SNk, EROGRERMETOEREFEERE LR, -, EERLER
ERTERSNZEROBREMETIEREZEERERE IR, 2N KT
i C ETEERERONERE S VY LRSERNER EARICE L, B
HREROEATRRESNRNERENEENENS 2 L5255, FHER
DY —< VERE EITHT B 7%¥%13. Hinkkanen and Martin ([HM]) & Ren
DT N—7 ([GR]) Ik > THIICEA SNz, FiBIEY A I 2 F—Zefn
~RIERBEZHEEDEDNG A—FRI~OERAZ2EHA. BEIT 5L
BRERNEROBRANOMELRIT o/, B, (5T LRERNER] OF
#i& LTI, Fornaess and Sibony K& % &0 ([FS)) BB TH 5. {EED
—TLEREFOERNZRIDOVTIE M| BEVWAMETS 3,

EE 1.1l GEHBERLTE, ZDEE,

F(G):={2€C| 205k UILBNT G HNAREER DD,
Ve>036>0 st z,y €U, d(z,y) <= Vg € G,d(g9(z),9(¥)) < ¢}

EBL L AR URELOBEELAA—DOERE (/=& 2 I138E

R £33, ChE G077 bUEREBL., I J(Q):=C\J(G)

EBNT, GOPaUTEEEBL,

EE 1.2, ¥R OH {hl,hz,..,} TERINTNEEE, G = <h1,h2,...>
ENL, Fz, FEEKAL:Co COnEEREEII R EnL,

HiE 1.3. GEHEEHLETS,

29



30

1. EED he G ieonT. MF(GR) C F(G) ®D h1(J(G) c JG). L
ML, EBE—RICERD I,
2. G (ERELT) BHBERT. G=(h,... hm) DEE,

J(G) = hTH(J(@) U+ URLI(J(G))
tixn, ZONER, HECHEMHEEZWVWS,

Bl 1.4. p1,p2,03 € C EL. ZO3HBRE=ZARERTET S, h,j(z) =
Uz —p;)+pij =1,2,3 EB<e G = (k1 ha,hs) EBS &L J(G) BIIVE
DAF—HRT Y MTiRB.

B 1. Yol TESOBERRS OEKIR? k. Yol TEAOROER
(77 FOESOEERAOEE) 132  {AL(J(G)thee PEZDEEIR?

2 #ABECHUREHEERIKREQDD—

SERER G VEFRERDOHE. Vo) THEE J(G) DB EHTHELER
ZBLT, LEOMEEEXTHS, TOEDIC. RO—BRHEZILEZER
T, ThESEREROBIIGATS, &< Hlnakseoo—z2&EA
5,

EE 2.1 ([S7]). (X,d) ZHEBZEMEL, bj: X X (G=1,...,m) &
HERETB, L2 X DAY MEEET D, (L, {h1,... , hm}) PVERFTH
CHURTHZ &, ROZDOLESWThbEEZIND EEENS,

1. L=h7YL)U---Uh(L).
2.HEBDj=1,...,m&ze LITRHL h;'(2) #0.

T 2.2 ([S7]). LOEE. UTORSZED:

LZm = {L,..., m}N &£BL, EED z = (1,%2,...) € Ty TH L,
Ly =2 bt bz (L) (#0) &<,

2 AEBD k€ NITK U Uy o= {131 Bz (L) | (@1s..- ) € {1,... ,m}*}
LB, 3 L OFRHEE.

3. L OWEU KL, NU) TU DIREESS5hT. NU) OHBITH.
Z O vertex DESZ {1,... ,m}* ELA—HT 5. £/, simplicial map
ok : NUpy1) = NUe) &\ (21, .+, Zks Bog1) = (T, ,T) B 5iE
XNBHDELTEETS (LEL (21, 36 Tipa) € {L,... ,m}F+1).
Zhid, Lo THEBESNEBOLMAL,

4.G = (h1,... hm), DEV G & {h; : X - X}o; TERINLEERD
BRERETHEHELT. Cov(L,G) =
{U:LOFEREE | U = {g7"(L),-..,9.* (D)}, 91,.--,9n € G, n €
N} £85<.



5 EBED pe NU{0} & Zm# RITHL.
H?(L, G, R) =i ;. Cov(z,c)HP (NU), R)
EP<, IN#E, p-th interaction cohomology for (L, G) with
coefficient R LIPS &I0T %, HP(L,G, R) = lim . HP(N(Uy), R) I
¥HE. HP(N(U), R) % p-th interaction cohomology at k-th stage
for (L,{h1,...,hn}) with coefficient R EIERZ &IZT 5,

6. H?(L,G,R) »5 H?(L,R) (p-th Cech cohomology of L with coefficient
R) CHARERH D, ZhE U : HP(L,G,R) — HP(L,R). EM<, (&
JRDWT byt MR EREZD, MENIZEE, TIEIAETHS.)

7. —ROMBEEEEY ITHL, V| TEO BERANER] £95,

8. —DALAHZER Z 12 Ly Con(Z) T, Z DEAERDEHEDRE. £T 5,

HULlon®s ET,

T 2.3. (BE A)([ST) (L, {h1,...  hm}) EHFECHAUREL, EEO
2 €N KDWT L, WERETH B, LRET B, G % {hy,..., hm} TER
SNEBBOERERETHERETS, COEE, UTOLTHREIID.

1. im xCon(|N (Us)|) = Q.@ueCov(L,G)Con(lN(u)l) & Con(L).

2. TLI3ER < [NU)|3EE = [HEEDi,je{l,...,m}
XUy B35 (i)i; C {1,...,m} BEFEL. 41 =14, 4 = j, b (L)N
hit (D) #0 (t=1,...,5—1) &Ix5]

S.m = 2 TLMEFEFERSIE. RTHL) NAZYE) = 0 &720, Fi,
Con(L) = {1,2}N. &> T §(Con(L)) > No.

4.m = 3T LHEERS 5, §(Con(L)) > Ro.

5.R &4 & LT, ldimg H%(L,G,R) < co <= #(Con(L)) < co) TH
%, £z, INSABRVIMLDEE, dimg H°(L, G, R) = #(Con(L)) &
25,

6. D k € NIZDWT §(Con(INUp)|)) < # (Con(|N Urs1)])) TH 5.
{# (Con(|N(Up)|)) }x WERTSH S Z & & §(Con(L)) < oo iEFE, /=
ZHBHRDILDEE, §(Con(L)) = limkseo §(Con(|N Us))))-

M 2. HY(L,G,R)XES250? £, G PERERSEHENERDOES.
HY(L,G,R) 730 ThH2ENIMEITENDAL, 0 TRWHAIRZ?

TE 2.4, (REB)([S7) m>3EL. (L {ha,... ,hn}) EHFETHLR
EFD. G=(ha,... hm) EBL. ESRLTD 105 { DETERET 5.

1. |N(Uh)| BE#.
2. (h)™H(L) N (Usiga by (L)) = 0.
3. EVWCERSHD J1,J2,33 € {1, cee ,m} B0,
fi=1, BzHL)Nh;L (L) #0 (k=1,2,3, ja=j1) £725.

k Jk+1
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4 EEBDs,te{l,..., m}iTHL,
ls,t,1 BEWRERNE. AT L) NA7HL)NRTH L) =01 &725.

ZDE&E, R2HELT
dimg AY(L,G, R) = oo
Li2%,

Kic. HP(N(Uy),R) 255 EICE D, BIRZHAE = 00 IKONTES
RBENEHBIEICLD, HHETALROERE EHRTHD,

EE 2.5. BHEATMHLR (L, {h1,... ,hn}) ITHLT, EED,j € {1,... ,m},
i # JITHUL Cij == Ry Y (L)NA7H(L) &BL EBD G, j e {1,...,m}, i #]
iz, h,,(C,,J) CL, &35z = ZL‘(’i, (Z,])) e X, Wiz E—DOBEETHLE,
(L,{h1,--. , hm}) 1% postunbranched (% % WIERIH TSGR THHENWD
ZEITB, ZOEERIE. REHRELT, arp = dimg H"(N(Us), R), Gr,00 ==
dimp H"(L,G,R) £B<,

TE 2.6. (BE C)(/57)) LRORELEBOL &, ROETHRED LD,

1LEEOE>1IITHL. mag,;—m-+ap,1—01,1 < Ggkr1 < Mag,r—"M+00,1.
£ T,

1 .
49,00 € {.’E eN I ap1 <z < —nT:—i(m —ag,1 + alyl)} U {00}

2. B U 6g,00,81,00 < 0 TEDHIE. m —ag1 + 011 = (M — 1)(@0,00 — 1,00)
kias,

3. b mrleatan ¢ R\ (NU{0}) 251, age0, 01,00 PIBHIR LD
—Dld oo &35,

4.7 >2,k>171253 0511 = Marg + any E7RD. ROEZEERIINE
ET 2,

0 — H"(N(h),R) = H"(N(Ues1), R) = @ H™ (N (Us), R) = 0.
j=1
5 |NU)| BERKETSD, ZDEE, a1 pp1 =mayk+a1,1 £78%. () S
BiZai1 =075 a1,0 =0 &0, (bai #0725 a1,00 =00 &
55,

Bl: hi(z) = 2(z—pj)+pj, =1,2,3,p1,p2,p3 € CIEC TE=ZABZZIT,
ETBE. G = (hy,hg, hg) KWL J(G) FIINWEZAF—HAT Y FTHO,
(J(G), {hl, hz, hg}) biﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁ:‘ﬂb’ic J:%E@ﬁﬁ?b“ﬁ}ﬁfé\ a1, k+1 = 3a1,k+1
L7325, hjizb D noword 2B, BDHENKDNKNTHELZHHBRFEHTH
PRICH LT, LOFEEZEATHILDHTE, TOBED L HMERBEOE
BESZED, EVWIEIRIEERTIEDBTES,
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R 1. interaction cohomology IZDWTI L = UR hi(L) £73% (L, {h1,... ,hm})
(COLZEHTHEREND) RODVTHEBETE, LEEOKRE (h; 58
BAr, RERRET S RAROBRE/DIENTES,

3 ZIERFEOAERADICA

SERARE G IERERT. G = (hy,... , hn) DEE. (J(Q), {h1, .. , k)
REFETALRTSH S, TIT A0 EEEALTHS,

EE 3.1, (FREREEESZRW) FEERGIIOVT,

P(G) = |J{g:C— COmFHE} (c C)

geG

EBE,. G D posteritical set 1D, IHIZ, GWEHEREFHD L&,
P*(@G) == P(G) \ {0}

EPBE,. G D planar postcritical set &115,

AR 2. GRFHERDES T TEREINTVS L&,
P(G) =U,eq 9Uner{h : C —» COBFRE}) 725, ZOZENSE, P(G)
DHTEEBIENTES,

EE 3.2. & ROTDODORBEZVWTNOMAETEERERGOER LT !
o EED gec GIZDWT, deg(g) > 2.
o P*(G) I C LER,

G Ot G X, postcritically bounded TH 5 & 115,
/2 Guis :={G e G| J(G) THEHE } £B<,

EE 3. g WEEA T deg(g) = 27251, T{g) € Gl <= [J({g)) 1dEH]
i3, (M]) LHL, —BOBSERERTIE. G e §HD J(GQ) Bk,
ERBBENDD, Bl: G=(5,%).)

E 3.3 meNETB, Hi=1,..., mIZDNWT, hy BREMN2ULD
ZHEAEL. G=(h1,... ,hp) £TB, TOLE, KOZDOLEIZFEE.

o (Geg.

o BHBETHELR (J(G),{h1,... ,hn}) & TEEDz e T, IZDWT.
(J(Q)), RERE] EHET,

REBRICIE. RT3 vl (oo KEBEFHFDY U —VEEOFE 2E,
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% 3.4, (ERERI)(EE A LHE 330R) (/57).G=(h1,...,km)€G &
THE, BHETHLR (J(B),{h1,... ,hm}) KHL T, ETE A ORERVEK
D30,

EH B & Leray DEH ([G]), Alexander duality theorem ([Sp]) 72 £ 2l
BEbEBE, K2HE5.

EHE 3.5, (ERERI(S7) G = (h1,... ,hm) € G ET B, BHATHALR
(J(G), {h1,...  hm}) WEE BORERWET LTS, ZOLE, REHE
LU TRASER UL D,

1. dimg HY(J(®), G, R) = dimg(¥(H*(J(G),G, R))) = 00 "D,

HRRH U AY(J(G),G,R) - HY(J(G), R) iZEH.

2. F(G)(=C\ J(G)) R ERE OEERD EFHFD.

KRBl EHF2. GR—TEROLRTHDLE, HDNIEG MFEPERN
5542 E (—RMOBEROBER) OLEITE. J(G)F. BEETHDN.
2S5 TR NIETEROERRS 2/FD LM TS, LML, —
BOERETIE, ¢ OB TEA, RO LI RERENEL 2HINH 5.

& 3.6 ([S7],[S8]).

1L.EBDOneNIRML, 5 G, = (h1,... ,han) €GBH D,
# (Con(J(Gr))) =n &72%.

2. %5 G = (hy,ha,h3) € GAB V. §(Con(J(G))) =Ro L7125,

3. % G = (h1,hg,ha,hs) € G T, ERRIIOREZRITHOVD D,
ELIZZ® G I2DWT dimg HY(J(G),G, R) = oo (RId4E).

B 3. (GRMRWR) 0 < dimg HY(J(G),G,R) < 00 &73% G = (hy,... ,hm) €
G REET DN

4 SVHAIGRZERNNEREC LOBREOEENE
5

SZEREBONEREEZZBI LR, FSUFTAREBBERNERZEZSZ
CIERKTS, 22Tk, MEZRARICHANTSS.

BlEE 4. Ge Gy, DEE, MNRIZONT
EE 4.1. C DERITEZES K, Ky Iz L.

o KL< K, EUd. ROESEES : (K, = Ky $7203 Ky 1 C\ K, 0%
BERLERRSCEEND]

e K1 < Ky &l K1 < Ky "D Ky # Ko DEEZEE D,

6



EE 4. COETRWER N MESDZEMTIE “<”I3¥EF. 20« </
%z, surrounding order &9,

ERE 4.2. FENEHGITHL K(G) :={2€C|{9(2) | g € G} BRCTHR}
EB<,

T 4.3. (EREIIL)([S6],/38]) BRREREIIESAN) SERER G N
Guis CET B EE, ROSTHRRD D,

1. J(G) c C.

2. (Con(J(G@)), <) iZ2JEF.,

3. (Con(J(G)), <) KIFBAITT Jmax EB/NTT Jmin BB 5.

4. F(G) DEERERSTEERD BB, (3 fR A CCR-BEERKE
i AVARER{z€C|1< 2| <r} KNERFETHZZ 2N
BDET5,)

5. A:={U|URFG) OZEERERS } B &, (4, <) BLNERF.

6. int(K(G)) #0. =72 L. int(-) BNAEEEH 5D,

EHE 4.4. G e GH 2REBERDHETERINTNS L J(G) HERTH B,

B 1: The Julia set of G = (h1,ha), where g; := 22 — 1,9y := 1—2,h1 =
g%, hy := g3. The semigroup G belongs to Gg,. Moreover, G is hyperbolic,
ie. P(G) C F(G).

VY LABEERNERDOEE LTS

1. Polyaeg>2 = {g € Cl2] | deg(g) > 2} &£B<. Zhiz. € Lo—iIs
LB MEEANS,

2.7 2 Polydegs>2 LORVIHERRE LTS, T, 8#EH, BUAH I
Mo TELERZBIRT 3. [C LD MEIFEXHD) 55 LizERN%
Rl EEATWL, (ZhiZC LORNaT7EETHS.)

3. X, = (supp 7)Y &BL, =ZEL., suppr i3+ DEEET,

4.7 = @R,7 &B<. TNR X, LORVIVERRAE. >V 544
A=Ay X Ay X -+ X Apxsupp TXsupp 7 X -+ C X, 7272 L A; Csupp
T, DEERF(A) =7(41) x --- x 7(4,,) &2 B,

7
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5.G, &. supp T CERSINEZEHAFEHE. £T5,
6. EED z e ClTHL,

Toor(2) := F({h = (h1,h2,...) € X7 | hn - h1(2) = 00,28 n — 00})

LB, R, MSIANE THEELE 7 1o THEREBRT 5 &
5725 2 ¥ LIBERNERD, THHIE 2 ¢ CITHL T, oo AT HEE)
(F: 2L F(G,) DEERRS ETEREE (TORRITRMTL D).,
7.0(C) ={p: CoR|p BEH} £BE, FAR M, : C(€) — C(©)
%,
M= [ plo(@) drlg)
supp =

TEET 5.

FE 4.5, (EHERIV) LORBERED D E T supp 7 1 Polygeg>e T
ST B DGy €Ga, ETH, ZOEE, ROZTHERDILD,

1. F(G,) DEBDERRD UKL, 5 Cy € [0,1] BBV, T |y =
CU.

2. Toor : C— [0, 1] EHEE T, Mr(Toor) = Tooyr-

3. (EFM) A:={U|U W FG) PZEERRS } £B<.

(0) A1, Ap € A, Ay < Ay DEE, Cy, < Ca,. BT, {Ca| A A} R

THWIZRZRS,

(b) Ji, Jo € Con(J(G,)), J1 < Jo = max,e g, Too,r(2) < mingey, Too,r(2)-

4. FEBDAc AITHL, vaTIK(GT) =0<Caxls= pr(gf). =EL
Foo(G,) 1 00 28T F(G,) DERRS ET 5.

52 COHERLTE, ZDEE,

Qn (U aAU@(fioo(GT»Ua(K(GT))) #0

AcA
R5UEL Toorlo WEMBE TN, CLED 1,... 505, T, & (B
BOME] BTW3, ZOLSAEEZEROIOS T ALER,)
6. K(G,) D (M,), REzH DHERRE p TREWZT DOVHE—DF
ET5:EBD pecC@) icl T, ¢ ki

M2()(2) = Too,r(2) - 9(00) + (1 = Tooyr(2)) - plsp), asm = 00

LB, £oTo M(C) 2 C LORVIVERREDEMELzLE, £
D _ET—HIZ (MP)(v) = v(Too,r) 000 + V(1 = Too7) -ty @8N — 00 &
125, (ZOWMRED., (B G, OVUTEE J(G,) BETRL (W
BEbBDI3) OIZ. {(MP)y: M1(C) = Mi(Clnen @ (P2 UTE
&1 13w, ) £k, C«C) O M, FERIEMIERE T, r TESN
7= 2RITAEM. E 51T, (M), RERERE QRO TV T— RS
Goo & D2,



R

o ZIEFAEH G O Polygegse DAY MREA TERINTVNS &
T5, CDEZE, Polygeg>s PH DR VIVHERRE 7 12& > T supp
T=AERBDT, G=G, THD: 2T, G € Gy BBITLEDFED
Tor:C—[0,1] BEZBNS,

e FEHEHD2, 3&L0D, Aj, Ay € A Ay # Ag DEE. A1 NOAy = 0.

5 Too, DIEOWE, MAAEEY

EHE 5.1. G=(h1,h) €Guis £TB.0<p<1l&l. 1= PO, +(1—p)bn,
EBL, TDEE, ROLTHEDILD,

1. J(G) AR L, D,
J(G) = {z € C| . DEBEDIEHE UICDNT To . o i IER TN ).

2. &% BB RUIVHERIE 1, 2 J(G) EIcH 0. ZOBRIF J(G) &
—HLUT. D, 1, KL TIREAELETDR 2 € J(G) KHL T,

5 oo, r, (2) = Too,r, (20)]
im sup
zZ—rzg ;Z - ZO'
LD T Teo r, 1 20 TEWOVARWEE. FIT, J(G) DIEFEREELR S
BBV, BOERT Teo,r, 1FEMHTFTEE,
3.G@WMHL P(G) C F(G) £33 4l (ZDE&E G I3 hyperbolic &
5) BWIEIE, Top : € o [0,1] 12 € LA 51T 5,

EHE 5.2. G=(h1,hg) € Gais ET5. 0<p<1&Ls 7 1= pbp, +(1—p)dp,
B EL S(2,p) = Toor, (2) ((2,0) € € x (0,1)) £BL., ZDEE,
EBED 2 CTHLT. pr S(z,p) 12 (0,1) LERFWTH B, X510, £
BEDneNU{0} LT, (2,p) — —g—;—g(z,p) 1. Cx(0,1) LEHETH S,

ERZDOOFEEDIEHAICIE, ERERL FE A3 ThTH(J(@)Nhy 1 (J(@)) =
0) 2>, /2, TE5.1-2 OFEHARIZ. TNI—-REBERF> Il
%ﬁﬁb

ER 5. LD T, (2) BBEOER (0> F—IVEE) RIR—FOREE
BOBERTELREZEEBR, £k, 20— %ﬁ-(z,p) . BARBEBOERTEE L
WRiZEBAD, ZOZERUTIZHAT S,

R:=RU{co} EB<. hy(z) =3z, ho(z) =3z —1)+1&B=, R E
T, #E, BEX $9DOTh 2BRIBI VY ARNIFEREELD, D&
E Thoo(z) s THoo RIRTBMR] &B< &, Thoolpp,y 2% [BEOE
Bl (BBWEAMIVER LLTASNTVREHDIZ—HT 3,

37
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Ef hy(z) =23, he(x) =2z — 1) +1 £BE, R T, #EH. h, 2%
BpT. hy ZHER1-p TERTBI Y LRNEREZZALLED, T+oo
WIS BHeE]) % Ur,p) £BL & 2 Ulz,p) £[0,1] LTEZZ &I
RN—F OBRBERKIC—ET S, (F: EEORECIN—TORREEZ. 5
CERBNEREANVTERTZ2 0L BEARSETIZERM272ELD
Bbns,)

. [0,1] £z = 15 (2, 3) WEABKE BT B, (IO LIZEA
NEHBNTWS, M-LOOHE (HY]) 238, )

INEOIEEBERT, EEOEHE 5.1 D Too,r, WEBDBER )L R—
VBB OERTELREEA, FFE 520 20 $(2,p) HEABEK
DERFEERHEBADDTH S,

2: gi(z) = 22— 1,9 := %,hl = g3, hy == g2, p € (0,1),7p = pop, +
(1 = P)Ony, S(2,0) = Too,r,(2). (h1,h2) € Gais and (h1, h2) is hyperbolic.
The graph of z + S5(z,1) (a devil’s coliseum: a complex analogue of the

Cantor function or Lebesgue’s singular functions).

3: The graph of z+— 1 — S(z,3).

10



4: The graph of z — %%(z, 1) (a complex analogue of the Takagi func-

tion).
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B RO H S ERIEED Johnson ¥R DO L2 OV T

i Bk (RRAFRFREERZHRAR, FIREFEE PD)

1 &Iz

nZ 22U EOBEEL, WBnDBBEFEE, OBCREREEY AwtF, 2 B<. 1T¥k, B
EEEO B CRZEII M E OEARO B S REEE L LT 1910 4/ 255> 5 Dehn, Nielsen,
Magnus, Neumann 52 X > TEDFRRZR &% PRI NIEDZEETH Y, Nielsen
191 1I2&>T, EREHEOBECRABMISIBOMEOESRENZHOBIZER LWV
RPAMBITUSE, (HEMENICLEEREL LTEEERLTWS.

ST, BREHLEAHOBCRAR Y HEMET S L TEERED 1 9L LT,
Johnson YERA & M I ABEENR H D, —ARIZ, BHE O EEIEEEICIE Johnson filtration
LFEIND & DIEEREHBEO T LAIET filtration SEEE N, FH 0 OEKRMEGOR
EZFEHT 5 S D & LT Johnson ¥RAE 2 AN ERILER TV 3. ([8], [14] B1B.)
Johnson filtration DEREFE /2 LIXBEBEHER Y, TOEERESEETH S Torelli B
DRERIEYL & H72T 2 LR HE, Znb0EEZHEND I L IIEREHOFEr Y —
BHEMRET D2 LTOHBEICEETHY, AFEELVEBEZRTTWS. ([7), [15], [16) &
ZH.)

—75, BEEEOCECRABEIZBW TS EEDOFEEET Johnson filtration & 1%, Johnson
EREPEREINDID, BHREHEOBESITEARD L ZOBEIZOWTILE 725 &R EmH
DEETHoTlz. ZOWFRORKEALBEIZEBED B DFEEED Johnson YRR D
HZHAOHZL, BEREHOBELOMELHEIZTAZ L Thb. Johnson HEFR -
53 Johnson filtration D& K FEZ EHEE & T 2 BFERR Th 2 RN —RICL5H T
BV o T, TNREFHNL EOBREBN TV 200E0RT23 2 LIXEEARET
b5, FRTIE, BEEOBCERED Johnson ERE OEHMIZE L TH LW EER
BONTZZ L2725, E5IT, WEMN2, F721331290T, Johnson EREE D4k
D GL(n,Z)MEEL LTOEELZHRETS.

EEIZDOINT

FRTREGCLEGDOTL,y IR LT, &y ORBFEE [2,y] = zyz~ly~! LFT.
BEREHEOECRAS A F, OBHEF, ~OERIZEEREL, ccAutFE, Dz c F,
~OERZ 27 ERT. ZMBEACKH LT, REB2EFBEEGEQITIER L QX2 hL
ZER%Z Ag =A@z Q LHAFEZOITTEL, FRICZNMBECHOBEHESR f: A — B
ZQLTERIZLDE fo:= fQidg 2 E L ET.
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2 BHEOBCRZEED Johnson #ERFH

T OETIZABREECEREED Johnson ERIALDERT 2 72 DICHLERN L D0
BERERBL, TNOOHEREEZHERICELDD.

2.1 HEoBRH'Y—RHE

n>2xt LT, Fo%a,..., 0, DERT DM 0BBEL L, F, 07—k
% H=H(F,Z) tB. UTF, F,0&E,...,z, KT, INOLNRFHEETH HDH
T — LB LTOREZEEL, BENIC GL(H) =GL(n,2) £ 27T, £k>1
2% LT F, OBHLFIT, (k) %

To(1) = F,, Ta(k) = [Tu(k—1),F], (k> 2)

LRI ESR TS, INLOEREFEE L,(k) :=Tu(k)/Th(k+1) £BE, TD
REHNE Ly = Py Ln(k) LFL. LTITF, DEBFENLFEIND ) —RE L
LTHOT 57y MERBRICEZESH, HLEOBEBAY —RELFINTWD. L, D&
EIZOWTIE, 1930 D & Witt, Magnus, P. Hall, M. Hall 512 & o THEEERIIZHE
AU LW, EFERES Lo(k) 1% GL(n, Z)-FEZBBRT —VETHY, TORK
SR L EAMICHRENTWS. (BT [12], [21]) 2 25 R.) RED 3LUTOHE
22T Lo(k) D GL(n, Z)-MNEE L L COMEL BAEMICEE T

L.(1)=H, Ln(2)=AH,
L.(3)=(H®z N°H)/(zQ@yNz+y@2zAz+281AY | z,y,2 € H)

L5,

2.2 TA-BCRIZE

BB B D REEE Aut F, 13 H ICBRICER FRCIEEREZE22.) L, o

THERTER
p: Aut F,, — Aut(H) = GL(n,Z)

MREED. Nielsen [18] 12 &V Aut F, DFRBRFNVAMLNTVDH, LOERTORE
FREZLEToRERERBIENTND. WE, pDEE TA, LEVTEAEDIA-
B ORI L R, JA, DETEEBHEDOIA-BTRE L WS, TA, XHhE O EEER
O Torelli BEIZ KIS T 2B TH 5. Nielsen [17] 1 £V Ay 13 F, ONERE CRIZEE Inn Fy
IT—FHT B ERNMLNTWVAD, —RIZ A X Inn F, XV IX20NTKREV.

T, EVNCHERDHEAF4,5,ke€{1,2,...,n}ITHLT,

1

X; il?j_ll'i.’Bj, xX; xi:cj:ck:cj‘lsck' ,
Kij . RE Kijk : )
z —x, ([#1) r o, (I#1)



725 IA-BCRZENPEE DD, Magnus [12] 1280, JTA, XI5 FBEOT CER S
NDTEPMBNTVWD. E56IZ, Cohen-Pakianathan [2, 3], Farb [4], R UVAEESR
[10] DEGEDMIL LIAEFEIZ LY, TA, DT —~LLOEELELITERES N TS,
(KRG, TE32ZR.) —7, n>3ICHLTIA, ORORTITEIEREATHY, &
IZn =3 DHEETE Krstié-McCool [11]IZ X > THBRRARFE TH D Z LR35 TY
5. EbIT, n > ADBRITERRFIENEINEZ LMo TEB LT, [A, ITEAE
OEERIICOIERIEMERETH D,

2.3 Johnson filtration
F k>0 LTAwF, D, F, DEFEMEE,/T,(k+1) ~0 BR2ERITEREES
Aut F,, — Aut(F, /T (k+ 1))
ZHEET DN, ZOBE A (k) LB EINLIT Aut B, ICERTSBEOBE TS
Aut F,, = A,(0) D A,(1) D A,(2) D -+

ZEDD. HIZA () =14, ThHd. ZORTHIX Aut F, ® Johnson filtration & FEIZ
NTW5. #4, Johnson filtration i Andreadakis 25 [1] IZIB W TEA LIFFEZITo 72
ZLEDBERE ENTVD DS, %D 1980 FRIZ Johnson [8] A3 e D EEIEECHK L T
FRDOMFFEZ ATV, Toreli DT — UL ERE L TWS.

&7, Andreadakis [1] IZ2& Y, k> 1?D& & Johnson filtration IXF-LAITH Y, FHK
e grt(Ay) = An(k) /A (k + 1) IZERERBBET —_XAHTHH Z LML TY
5. EbIT, Fk>1ITHLTgr*(A,) IZIX GL(n, Z) BEARIZERALTWA. LirL
B H—RKIZ, FDGL(n, Z)-MEEE L TOBBIIBAPEBRT — VLB L L TORK
SABAON TV, THOEREBIL TA, OFFIERLE Aed Z EB3HE, 0
WEZMAT DL Z LI TA, DEBEDEEREY, FEr YRRV TERER
BB 2 R7= 9. Andreadakis iZ [1] 1Z8WT, EED k > 1128 LT rankyg grf(Ay) BT,
rankg gr¥(As) ZEHE LTS, —7F, Pettet [20] DFEDOAFIZL YV Fn > 316 L
Trankz gri(Ay) = 3n°(n? —4) + in(n— 1) BHEREIBE LN TN S, KBTI >3
1258 U T rankg gr®(A,) BEHETE 2 Z L 2BA 5. (kE, % 3.1.)

2.4 Johnson #FZ
Fk> 118 L TEREER A, (k) — Homg(H, L, (k+1)) &
o — ([z]— [z7'27)), zeF,

TEETS. ZIC [|REKEL2RTHETHD. 7oL, EENPDLIOELOKIT
Ak +1) THY, fE- TEHERNES

T gt (An) — H*@zLp(k+1)
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BNELND. ZO7n % (BBEBEOETEEED) % k-Johnson ERZ LW, KT, 7,
1 GL(n,Z) AETh 5. WA, W e (A,) ® GL(n, Z)-MBEL LT O E R
T35 LETUTIIELRMELRD.

BE2E 2.1. 7 XA 22 b LE D TRITIUE, REETILE S D X 5 72?2 GL(n, Z)-INEED
BN ?

HTE, 1 ICOVWTIEANH, BIbRRICARS Z ER3MbAT VWD, (R 3.1) LarLla
REH —EIT, k> 21 LT n BRER TR, EE, ZARZIZE D Trace TR %
FWEEEOFRIZLY, &k > 212% L CHEMRE Johnson TR 7, ¢ 1= 7 ® idg
DEIITIE GL(n, Q)-BEER & LT Hp = H®zQ D k IROXFFT v Y v S¥Ho 135
NAZERMBENTND. (B 41) FIT, no PREICHIHT v Y VLSO L ONRE
NAENEIDPERFRLILE NI ORZOWEDCBEHID1OTHD.

3 REMNILLITODIES

S OETIX E < 312 LT g (A,) 1T AR THRICALNLTVE LD, RUHL
SEBLNTBRIZCOVWTHEBIZE L DD

%, % 1-Johnson ¥ERAIZ DUV TiZ Andreadakis [1] 23 gr' (A,) PERTOBRZ T~
HILETHBEFEERDILE LTS, B,

EH 3.1 (Andreadakis [1]). n > 31ZH LT
7 grt(Ay) — H*®@zA*H
HRAEEETHD.

—%, DT ORRIX Aut F,, ® Johnson A= L 2T 5 L THRLVEARLLRDE
EREEOI>HLD1IOTHD.

%I 3.2 (Cohen-Pakianathan [2, 3], Farb [4], Kawazumi [10]). n > 3128 LT
BRRER
TAn /[T An, TAR) — TAn ) An(2) = gr'(An)

FRBEBEETHD.

BT, [TAn TA,] = An(2) THBZEMBHY, ThEY [A, DERTRE L ORH
FHEEZD L Tal(A,) DERTNEOND. ThbDBREERTHILTUTO
ERNEBLNT.

%I 3.3 (S. [22]). n > 31Cx L TEUTIE GL(n, Z)-FEARZ LRI THS.

0 — gr’(A,) B2 H*®z L,(3) — S*H — 0.
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TIT, SPHIZH D2ROMFRT I NThsd., —F ok iz, FEEEQ %
FUYNLTEBAETIRFERREZIZE > TEAINT Trace 58 L FHEIIN 2 8E (KREiE
FB.) ZFAWDZ L TroPRIZIC SPHy BEND T LAMONTEY, & 51T Pettet
[20) DEATDRERIZL Y 700 DEED Q LORTNFHEIN TS, 2T, HL DR
FExabes L Q ETIIEEIZ GL(n, Q)-RELR LRSI

2,0

0 — gro(Aa) — H®q £2(3) — S*Hg — 0.

BELNTWS., EROBRIZIZOFELINNZ BRI T2 LZRELTND.

T, —fRIZE > 3R LTk g (A,) DERTHAMONTE LT, k:12@%ﬁ&
FEOHENRETTERY. LOALRYBDL k=3 DHEEIT OV TIT Pettet [20] (2K Y
A,(3) I TA, D 3WRDBEFLINT “FIE” =85 Z LBMbNTWA. ERICIZLITIC
FTBOTHD. &, IA, DBEFLFIZ A (k) 3B, EE»D A1) = A1) = 14,
ThV, EROZ b A(2) = A,(2) Thoz. Andreadakis [1]12& YV A, (k) =H
IEHFLFITHLDT, BHRLFIOEEIZEIVEE> LITH LT A (K) C Au(k) &72oT

3. BIE, AL(K) = A (k) L7223 ERTHEISATEY, TRERETDZLITIA,
DEGH2RFTFER V—HOBELTD LCHLIFICEETHD. ZIT, UTD
FEENMDILTVD.

EH 3.4 (Pettet [20]). n > 31Z% LT A, (3)/ A, (3) ITERT —NVEHETHD.

WE-T, TA, DERTIEbZEMSTFFOL I RES 3OXBRFIZbOGER~ NI
Ta,0 DRBEDOEED 73725 :039:%, UTORRIFLNI.

EH 3.5 (S. [22]). n > 3T LTUTE GL(n, Z)-RAEEEERINTHS.
0 — grd(An) =% Hy®q L2(4) — S*He & ASHQ — 0.

ZZT, SPHg iiFRH Trace IZ L > THEMIToNDEHDTH S itﬁ"@ﬁ%'@“(“
HBN, TOMIZ Hy D 3RDIERT YV VT 2D A*Hg 7% Johnson 1 -%Hm@}_%ﬂ

%ﬁé TLVWEBEE LTENLD ZEMRmnd. Zhi %LT,ﬁ@iﬁﬁﬁ%@E%m
25
iR 3.

R &

2.

ns
1. A®Hg % S¥Hg @ X 512 intrinsic ICFER TE 22V 2
FCIZZOFEICT LTELNZREREzE~NS. —7F, LOEBEDR L L TKRE

i

1\

M

3.1.n> 31X LT,

rankz gr’(A,) = 1—%71(3714 — Tn? - 8).

4 #FHLLWEEBDER

Z OEITIE Johnson ERIEI O 2FHEIZBET A2 LV EZEDERIZOVWTEET S, £
TIZUDIZHEA Trace IZOWTEDEZEMELZFHIZE LD BD.



46

4.1 HOTIYVILERH
HWPERTHZ LTV I AREE T(H) L&§. BIb,
TH)=Z0H®H®®---

Thd. I<HmbnhTWBdEoIZ, T(H)IZH LoBERI) —RE L, DEBEEERE
UL, THY, BRARER.,: L, — T(H) iIx&

X Y] - XY -Y®X
IZEoTEHEADNTWS. (FIZIT [21]BH.) S HIZ, Poincaré-Berkoff-Witt D EHE X
D, ZEFRTHE. HE>1ICHLT, 1, DEROFRESE & EELL L, BRZE

D IA I
o Lo(k) — H®F

n

BELNG. & I3 GL(n, Z) AETHS.

4.2 BEHEE
E>1ROD, 1<I<k+1IZRLTHRRER of : H*@ H®¢+) — g% %
1‘: ®xj1 & - ®xjk+1 = x:(sz) “ Ty & - ®le—1 ®'le+1 - ®xjk+1

Lo TEETD. SHICEROBRREBODIAL JH: Lo(k+1) — HEED 125 LT
GL(n,Z)-RE 2B

Of = ¢ o (idy+ ® 1) : H'®zLa(k +1) — H.

2E2B. OF bNERLIERD LicT 5.

4.3 #HH Trace

fig : H®* — S*H % H O L IROMFLIERAFT L L, ZhEBHERDOERL LT
GL(n,Z)-E%E 7251

Trpg := fig 0 @’f H*®zL,(k+1) — StH

EEDD. ZIUIERHE Trace & FEIIN TV 5. JTK, FRH Trace X [14] 128\ T, BH
BHOBCRBEEDH D Magnus REIZIIT D Jacobi THID M L—R2ZAWVWTER SN,
ZTOWENPFHELITARDLDNTWD. —7F, EEBH*QzL,(k+1) DAEMTOBZEE
TOZETIIIIERD Tryy & —ET D2 EN005. FRE Trace ICBAL TUTOE
ERMERSEOHRARZOMFEIZL VML TN AS.

FHE 4.1 (Morita). n >3 &0, k> 2IIxLT,



(1) Trpy l325.

(2) Trp o 1FFEER.

HE>TQLETEXEE, no PHREEE GL(n, Q)-MEEL LSBT EZE ZIZ
X EROHFRT Vv SEHe BEEKEFD 1oL LTHNAD Z & Mbhb. Bib,
%41.n>3K0, k>21Z86LT,

SkHQ C Coker Th,Q-

4.4 AN*HIZx9F 5 Trace 5§

T, ZOEDOELRBINIA Hg % S Ho @ X 5 1Z intrinsic IZFEBR L7z &5 Z &
Thole. £IT, fuy: H® - APH %2 H O EIROZRALEAFE L L, ZhEfHE
BoERE LT GL(n, Z)-REREE

Tr[l;:.] = f[lk] o] q)llc : H*®Z£n(k -+ 1) — AFH

ZEDD. ZhiTx L THE Trace DBE L EROBREEITLIZVWEEZEZ Z0IXEK
12348 TH D75, S¥Hg % Johnson MR DRIZIT detect 32 I FV Tid, Johnson
EFE L FRH Trace DEMEBDOBDY, HEFE2 7 —bLE Magnus i%fﬁ@ﬁﬂ_tﬂ)
EETREDLWVOFIGHREZBHY, ThEEFDEE A3Hg D WEALE S &
THEHEENELD. £IT, KOLI 7RI LE2EZD. 4, 7 kﬂ’?% LTH&kD LS
RIEFERES
Al (k) — Homg(H, L,(k + 1))

o — ([z]— [z7129) TEETS. FiZ, A(k+1)FXZ0EBOKIZETHDT,
£k >1T L Tarf(A) = A (k)AL (k+1) LB L&, BRESH

7t g (AL) — H* @z Lok +1)

755‘7@%%7}15. 7 B 7, b GL(n, Z)-AERERBERTHS. Z0 b (SEDE
WZXY) EREOECREFEDE k-Johnson R L ELZ LT 5. — Iz &

T ﬁl EDBRETNTNDDNRERMBRTHIN, rla2Z25 L GDﬁj(UD%U IXEE

3 gr* (AL) DAERRTEN TA, DERTIE bOZHBRFET AV TRMICELRE L)

RTHY, BIZk=3DHEEITOVTIE, coker(rsg) = coker(tig) Tho7z. ZDLX

ROFERBF LN

EHE 4.2 (S. [22]). 3<k<niZxtLT

( ) Tl"[lk] X %_J'

(2) k 75\‘%:%(@ & ‘éf, Tr[lk] o T;’c @i%g{%

TE->TQLETEZIES, UTOREZESD.
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%42 EVRFEETI<E<S<nDE X,
AFHg C Coker 7 g.

ZHUT &> TH 3-Johnson ERED (FEFHD) KT 2 >OER TG & Tk, 2
WCRIREND Z B35 05. BlD, GL(n,Q-RE% Q#FER U : HyeL2(4) —
S*Ho ® A°Hg %

w (Tr%] (w), Trﬁ’s] (w))

TEDD &,
Im(73q) = Ker(¥)

LipD T ENTIND.
it

FWIGEHHED DI YT 0, AREREAIIIDRNOTERZBELME LETEV .
Fio, ZBERZIEEEIZ IS trace map DMEE R E, FIEHREINTWERWRBAEICELT
L e DBFRGBIEZTEVWZ. OB ED TIESESHEZHE L RT3,
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Networking Seifert Surgeries on Knots

AARE XHEFH EFR L
Arnaud Deruelle X, BlFER & D ILEHFIE

1 WEHFE U B D Seifert surgery

3WILERME S° MOV E K Ioxt L, Z0EWRIIE N(K) 2BV ERE, Bl Fik
T E(K) =8 - intN(K) IZEDRETE#IEZFKE VB K ® Dehn surgery & FFOE
7. BORETHEIT solid torus N(K) @ meridian p % 0E(K) @ D X 5 72 sipmle
loop v EREI—HRTEHNTRED EJ. F72, v 1T preferred meridian-longitude pair
A ZRWT v = pu + gA\(€ Hi(OE(K))) £RESH DT, v O unoriented isotopy
class Z¥EET D L\ ) T LITHEIK % ZEETHZ LIV EFA. LzdoT,
BORTFEIFEETRY I LA TEEY. N(K) O meridian p & y(« 2) &7z
DEIWCHEDRLTHELNIEZREE (K;2) ERL, fU'E K ® E-Dehn surgery
THELNISHEELFOET (H1).

remove N(K)

y=pu+tqh — &

q

1: Dehn surgery

DX, ENENDOEVEIZKR L THEE S @ Dehn surgery BFERET, T
IR CCHEBES T SRESHRELEBR T2 &N TEET. Thuston iZH ED
BWUBATHMBEUBED L ZIEERED Dehn surgery 8, o hi-3 T
FEADEIBEZ DT L ZFEA L £ L7z (Hyperbolic Dehn Surgery Theorem). Z11
T, £ DERMEOIENE Dehn surgery IZEDLIICELBDTL L I . IhE
9 B Z & 43 Dehn surgery DFFFEICRIT B2 TER2E T
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FEM i Dehn surgery D T, FFICRAERRZBENZ < FHEE N TV D DD Seifert
fiber space # 4 %9 Dehn surgery (Seifert surgery) T3.

Moser 1% b —F A FE OB @ Dehn surgery % 43%8 L, Dehn surgery T Seifert fiber
space ZAEAHTROBIX FN—FABERBIZRZTEAS, WO FHEZEBHBLEL
7z. &M%, Bailey-Rolfsen 1Z (2,3)- h—7 AFEWE @ (11,2)-7—7 /LD 23-surgery
T lens space WAEU D Z & %L, Moser DTFHEZEEMICHRLE L. TDI%,
Fintushel-Stern |Z & 5 % 1% U lens space, Seifert fiber space % 4 & H 3 M i fE
U'E L@ Dehn surgery OBk 2 L FHER I TWET.

h—5 ZFEE O Seifert surgery 1%, b — 7 AFENE OHEHS Seifert fibration %
o TV D DT, slolid torus Z3EHRETERIZ, £ DHE D Seifert fibration M solid
torus ~DIEZBET A Z LIZ X > THRLRBANTETYT. Th T,

W HE#ETU B D Dehn surgery T Seifert fiber space MELZBRRITED K S1ZFH
BHENBDTL&LIN?

2 Seifert surgery M@ 51y FT—7

Iz BRBEIREF Wb &, T8 LTRMBESIWeDn?] 0SSR LT
EDOXIREZMBFRETLLI D, bOLAAVBSBERIZZEDRERERDSZ L HH
BETTR, 2L OBE, ABEICEARZSIVWTNDEARNT, TOANLERE 5D
NTLEST, LW KD ITiE & DEETEDREZEMEL THDOTILRNT
L X 9% £I T, Seifert surgery DR TRy NU—2%2E %2, TN HOHEED
Btr kD 5 Z L2 XLV, Seifert surgery & KIBRJIZEMETE 2D TIIR VD, 2D
FRENEFIED & - 3F T

2.1 Seifert Surgery Network D{&RK

% IV TI Seifert surgery 7* 5725 R > b U —7 —Seifert Surgery Network- %
BRLTWEELE ).

FEOE K EEE mITxt L, (K;m) 7 Seifert fiber space D& &, K & m D#
(K, m) % Seifert surgery L/FOE Y. £72 2 DD Seifert surgery (K, m), (K',m’)
1L K & K' 2% isotopic Tm =m/ @& &, [E L Seifert surgery L H#72 LET. Th
b Seifert surgery # * v FU—27 OTER & LET (K 2).

WIZ, T b Seifert surgery DEIDBEZEELET. 22 TH L 2D DAV seifer-
ter” TF. ETIXABMRHINDIICOET.
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(@A (O (&

figure-eight unknot trefoil

2: vertices

P11 (basic seiferter) K % F—F2FECET,, (K3 Tikp = -3, =2) &
LET. ¢, 13 T, P meridian T, ¢, ¢ 1EZENE L Seifert fiber space S° — T, , D
exceptional fiber T T, & ® linking number 23 p, ¢ D& DT

K=

Toq /’f\cq

3: basic seiferters

C& CuyCpyCg PVTNNLET DL, ¢l
(1) S* N TEBAZFEUE T,
(2) Seifert fiber space (K;m) P Tl Seifert fiber (2725,
EWVIOIMEEZ B TVET.

#12 (non-basic seiferter)

K=T_3v7_ K=T—3,2

Ca

| [
2 A

4: non-hasic seiferters

o

4@61, CQ%)
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(1) SSWTEBEREVCE T,
(2) ¢; IX Seifert fiber space (K;—1), (K;—2), (K;—3) T, ¢y I3 Seifert fiber space
(K;—6), (K;-T7), (K;—8) T Seifert fiber IZ72%,
&WQ&E%%OTP&?.

40D ¢ B3 (1), (2) DWEZRHT=9 Z & 1%, BIF EHIEEZHEN L THHERICHE
MOTHDT EIZLET.

b DB E Y &I seiferter ZULTOL O IZEEZELET.
~ seiferter ~N

(K, m) % Seifert surgery £ 925. S3 -~ K NOFREVE ciZROMEZHTzT & &
Seifert surgery (K, m) @ seiferter &V 9.

(1) SPPROBEBILMEUET,

(2) Seifert fiber space (K;m) PN Tid Seifert fiber i272%. )
-
iz, h—F AfEVE K @ Seifert surgery (K,m) IZxt LT, il 1 TR L7

7

Cuy Cpy Cq % basic seiferter & FFOVE .

Seifert surgery (K, m) 7% seiferter ¢ & &> T2 &, MH'H (1)(seiferter D B BfE)

HREE K % seiferter ¢ T p twist LT S® RNOBIREVE K, DT &3 T
T FET. ZTDL E surgery slope m ’B“‘ﬂ% ZH7% surgery slope my, 12720 £9. £
72, FTORHBEAD b5 5 L 512, HE (2)(seiferter D fiber 1) 725, 52 TD ¢ iz
15> T D twist I3 suregry 8 @ Selfert fiber space D151 Tl seifert fiber IZ{E-> T D
surgery (25 LET.

(K, m) twisting along ¢ (K;” mp)
m—surgery l J'mp —surgery
(K;m) ————— (Kp;my)
surgery along ¢
L7235 T, (Kp;my) b Seifert fiber space T, (Kp, my) b Seifert surgery (2729
7. (Kp,my) & (K, m) » b seiferter ¢ T p twist L THH 5 AL7 Seifert surgery &
FESZ 2 LET. 29 LT seiferter IXEEBED Seifert surgery ZEAHT Z
EWGDN ET. (Ky;myp) 7 lens space DEMRINT/2D Z &b HY T2, Zhid
index 0 @ exceptional fiber % ¥ DiB{k L7z Seifert fiber space & 725D T, =
DX S 72 surgery bRy PV —7 OFICHBIAALTEBEET.
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FTNTIE, BEEZELEL LS. 220 Seifert surgery (K, m), (K',m') 2%t L
T (K, m) D& 5 seiferter ¢ BFEL T, (K',m') ¥ (K, m) » b seiferter ¢ T +1
twist LTHEONTWB L E, (K,m), (K',m') ZBTHEET. TOR 5 THEX
K = T_35 (trefoil) @ —l-surgery T, DB 2 TH/2 X 51T ¢ 1T (K, -1) @
seiferter IZ72 2 TWETF. ¢; T (=1) twist 5 & K 1% K_; =unknot 1272V £
Z DB TIE ¢ & K @ linking number 75 0 72D T surgery slope i% —1 O F£1k
LEFA. &b ¢ TK_; & (-1) twist 5 & K_, =figure-eight knot 3% 611
F9. St L [ARIZ surgery slope id —1 D EE TT.

# ® .

figure-eight -1-wist unknot  -1-wist  trefolil

X 5: edges

2.2 S-lattice

Seifert surgery (K, m) 2% seiferter ¢ Z > TWIIE, ¢ Ttwist 52 LIk D, &
FRAE D Seifert surgery (Kp;mp) BWERINDZ LZRE LR, ZThbDRTEE
Trcym,e = {(Fp;mp) } ITROEEZ S o TWET.

i 2.1 Trme 13 LIRTTD lattice 725 . T72b0b, (K, my) = (K;m,) 7251E
p=gq &725%. ZD lattice & S-lattice & 5.

S-lattice fﬁ’—@———o—
R ' . R kQ.)Thiscannoﬂaappen

(Kams) (Kemz) (Koma)  (Kom)  (Kom) o (Kym) (K, my)

6: S-lattice

L7223 T, Seifert Surgery Network I S-lattice & FEIZ4L 5 1 IR TT lattice 234 &
DEIOTBEZ L2 TWVWDEI RNV ET. 200 S-lattice DEITITKRA AV 3L
HET.

[y
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8078 2.2 c1, o & Seifert surgery (K, m) \ZX9 228725 seiferter L35, DL %
TK,m,cl & TK,m,c2 01%‘#7553@@134‘3%’(&395 .

TR Trkme N Trme, = {(K,m)}

% 2.3 EED 250 S-lattice 1XEm < AREDIES TLIAE D B0,

3 seiferter H b seiferter ~

Z Z T seiferter 7> 5 All72 seiferter # RO 2 H5ELZBINLET. ¢ % Seifert
surgery (K, m) ®D—2® seiferter & LE 9. ON(K) EIZ m-slope Z1XFE T 2 simple
loop a &z & U £7. seiferter c & o Z272<band b > T, H7DEHIZ NN R
M 2EBZFEYT. ZOBREEZ m-move L IENET. band DBV FIZTEKIZH B D
T m-move bE[RIZH Y F9.

m-slope

7: m-move

S = KAD2ODFEVE ¢, ¢ ITHL, ¢ % ¢ »OHRED m-move THHND
L&, c & didm-equivalent THD EVVET .

#iRd 3.1 (K,m) % Seifert surgery & L, ¢ 2 D—2D seiferter LT 5.

o HEALREUE ¢ C 53— K 78 seiferter c |2 m-equivalent THIUE ¢ b (K, m)
D seiferter T 5.

e 2-DD seiferter ¢, ¢ 25 (K;m) T Seifert fiber t IZ isotopic THIIZE, ¢ &
c ¥ m-equivalent TH 5.

CORERZRANT, 12D ¢ BEBRIZ (K, —1) D seiferter 122> T3 Z &
POTHELED. ¢ IR LTE 8D band ZAVT (—1) — move ZITVET. 29
LTHR8HFHERD ¢ BELNET. ¢ IXisotopy TRISAD L H1Z K D meridian 12
72 £9. trefoil K @ meridian 13 (K, —1) @ seiferter(f 1) T2 b, A3 1IC L
Ve b (K, —1) D seiferter ThHHIZ &30 £9.



(-1)-move . 1sotopy

[ 8: ¢is —1-cquivalent to ¢,

e, B (K, -2), (K, —3) @ seiferter I272>TW3A Z & LEEICT SN ET. Seifert
surgery (T_zz, —1) % B 2 O seiferter ¢; T (—2) twist 375 Z £12 X Y figure-cight
knot 4; @ (—1)-surgery (41, 1) BFEoND Z LITRICRE L7z, BT (44, -2),
(41,-3) b (Tlz2,—2), (T_s2,—3) &2 O seiferter ¢; T (=2) twist T3 2 & 12
FVR/ONET. Fi, Seifert surgery (T3, —6), (Tss, —7), (T_35,—8) &4l 2
D seiferter c; T 1 twist 975 Z L I1Z &Y pretzel knot P(—2,3,7) @ Seifert surgery
(P(=2,3,7),19), (P(—2,3,7),18), (P(=2,3,7),17) "B b ET. L EDEENDL
figure-eight knot ® Seifert surgery <° pretzel knot P(—2,3,7) ® Seifert surgery 73
Seifert Surgery Network D FTE 9D L SIZMBLTVWAZ Lilbay 4.

P(-2,3,7) figure-eight knot
& &
Seifert surgeries on Seifert surgeries on

pretzel knotP(-2, 3,7) figure-eight knot 4,

Seifert surgeries on
trefoil knot

Seifert surgeries on two-bridge knots

9: Seifert surgeries on P(—2,3,7) and the figure-cight knot

-3
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4 seiferter & 58 U ERRIHh R

T Z Tl seiferter &N HhAEN B AEZERI A ORIHERDOBILRIC B Z2MiT THIWE R
WET. SNAPPEA Bl I2& 23t a—F ERMALWHEEVDE K O Seifert surgery
TIX S2 — K OBWEIRIAER, I, ERIHERDS seiferter 1272 > TV 5 Z & 3 AR S
ET.

FH 4.1 K ZHEREERIZ M= 2K TR & L, ¢ & Seifert surgery (K, m) @
seiferter C (K;m) PNT exceptional fiber IZ72 2 b D& LET. K B F—TF AW
oL &3 e 13 basic seiferter ¢y, cq, 0 ¥ o (K10) TIRHARWHDE LET.

4 10: basic seiferters and ¢y

ZDEE (K,m) DERT D S-lattice Tx m . 5% ARAED Seifert surgery &R
%, ¢ D% shortest geodesic seiferter & 72 5 W EhfEONE D Seifert surgery >672 5.

51 3

hyperbolic knots hyperbolic knots

%

B

K. K4 K

B 1B () (&)

figure-eight -1-wist unknot  -1wist  trefoil  1-twist

1.08707 E length of ¢, 0.56239

shortest geodesic shortest geodesic

11: ¢ is a shortest geodesic seiferter for (K, —1) if p # 0, -1

EHE 4.1 %% S-lattice ICHAT 2 Z LICKVRDRITELNLET.



% 4.2 PO E Lo Seifert surgery T exceptional fiber 1272 % seiferter Z 2%
DD “R¥71X shortest geodesic seiferter b > TN D,

¢, shortest c,: shortest

3

basic
¢, shorte seiferter

¢, shortest

> shortest

@ Seifert surgery on hypearbolic knot

e Seifert surgery on torus knot

12: seiferters which are shortest geodesics

5 v bD—UERTHE LN Seifert surgery

INFETIZHE BTV S Seifert surgery T, FFUE X S° OFfEEL 2 @ Heegaard
HETE I DIA F L, HF1T, strong inversion 7> cyclic period 2 2H > TWET. Zihb
DEAFIT Seifert surgery AT ABUE OLEBELEHETH D & FH (/) shTn
EFL7. ROBERIETFRY NV =T FERIZI > TEREBEBELNIZLDTY.

EIE 5.1 AT OME % B 7= 3T EIRE O Seifert surgery (Kn, my) BFET D,
o K, IXWEFEOH.

o K, IZ strong inversion b cyclic period & b 72721,

o K, 1% S® OFEE 2 © Heegaard HITEIZIE DAL R FEE.

K, 1% 82 OfE# 3 O Heegaard HEIZHE OIATe Z L A FEETT. F 7z, Seifert
surgery (Kp,m,) DFRIZIX, FEEITHFERR seiferter b2, Xy hU—J T
(K,,my) DL 128 B Seifert surgery DIFENFE T LT,
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6 8

AR TIIAND Z LN TEEHATLED, Seifert Surgery Network (2B L Tl
e Berge O lens surgery 2% b— 3 ZFEUE O Seifert surgery O Z < EL IZHEE L TW
BTk
e Seifert Surgery Network I3 tree T1272< circuit b > TWNBHZ &
72 EN ONBERENWEENRHA LN E L.

—J5, WITZET 2 b ERNP OEERBEPRER L EEHRINTNET.

seiferter DTFFEMIE 9T Seifert surgery i seiferter Z 27>,
a A b b LYES ThIUL, “WEEUE O Seifert surgery 135848 surgery IZ[R 57
LV TR EEMICAER S LET ([1).

EHETERIRE  Seifert Surgery Network I3EfED>. & LERE TRITIUE, Ehl bvo
GRS 2 S DB

aAr b b LER THIIX, 73T Seifert surgery (% b —F ZFEVE @ Seifert
surgery & seiferter I L CREIINTE Y, b—F AFEUVE @ Seifert surgery 2> 53k
EAMTREE VD & 2122 £7

BT ERMERIE  Seifert Surgery Network iZ/EFT AR >,

a A b BEAREOE O Seifert surgery 7> DIZEEFRE O34 2 TN T, BETETR
TIEH Y FXA. EORBVIIIEFEIZIX, FEBAZRFE A O Seifert surgery 7> 513 H R
DD LEZ TRV, W) RIETT.

SE 3K

[1] K. Miyazaki and K. Motegi; Seifert fibered manifolds and Dehn surgery III,
Comm. Anal. Geom. 7 (1999), 551-582.

[2] A. Deruelle, K. Miyazaki and K. Motegi; Networking Seifert fibered surgeries

on knots, preprint.

[3] J. Weeks, “SNAPPEA”: a computer program for creating and studying hyper-
bolic 3-manifolds, freely available from

http://www.geometrygames.org/SnapPea/.
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HEZRCEOAY FILIY(L I IVFER
=ik

JEBRFERFHEFE R BHIEEL
HAZMRMS AR

1.

[ IEBWT, AV FARERY—HERIFEAIN, 203294 7 LEAWT,
AY FayA 7 VARR EFEN S HERAEONERBSERSNE L, AV F
NFERY—ERIE, Bl KBTSy VR ERY—HEROEELLDDOLHRBIL
HBTEET, 2OAY Freny—EE, 1] KB T—#bEn, Zhicfn,
AY FNay A INAERS—BILINTHET (cf. [3,5). H2ET, Zhs0H
HOEBEZEEHLE,

AY FENagA INAREZRGS L, HERTEDO WA LA LREEZHARS L
BTEET, FlZIE, JEFEM L OB (2, 3, 4, 10). 3 ERBE DBR (17, 18, 19].
YRvarand v 2 LoBF 6], - FREDBEBEBA LN TWE T, EHIE,
[11] iBWT, 3SESMEEEE OBRIZ O >WTHERZFTVE L, H3HikWnT2
DFERZHAL. EXoNBRE n ItV L T, SERBEEI n 2k 5 X9 il
BOEHOBIRE L E LT,

Fl, AVENaP AL INAEERHET 2013, —BRIICIFEEL T, 2
HfEA > PV R, D Mochizuki’s 3- 244 7 VICBT2AERBIEBEEINTEEL
Teo TTT, p 3ERETT, (Mochizuki’s 3-2 %A 7 Vi Example 2.4(1) T5 2
7, ) EE, £EOFFERp CH LT, VAR PARV F—FABUE 2] DL E,
VAAPARV2BRERE 0] DL E, VAR PRV T Ly Y 2 VIEARE [12] D &
ZEHE SN, 7. p=3 DL E, 3-braid knot DV A A F A SV EETHE [16] 12D
THEINTVWET, FABZBLTIYARA PRV 2BREIEHLEYVAL A ARV T
Ly Yz ViR BEORBERBREEZEAL T,

2. GENERALIZED QUNDLE COCYCLE INVARIANT

RDIDODEHEATT2HEE «» BDEZONTWEEA X 2hAYERILEVL
7,
(1) BFED ze X I LT, z*xz =z DI,
(2) FED T1,%9 € X LT, z3 € X B—BRICEELT T1 = T3 *Io B3RR,
R RVACR
(38) EED z1,70,73 € X TN LT, (21 %x2) %23 = (T1 % T3) * (T2 * 33) DD
AYASN

Example 2.1. p 2HRHNELET, Z, 2 Z/pZ 13, 2HEE axb=2b—a DD
ETAVENZRDET, COAYFADI LE 2BEAYRILE VWY, R, TRL
%7,

2—7Yy F4RGEME R KEFFERICEDRA T2 E S [T S h - BT 2 8h
ERHABE LV, B L SHESTE 02T, BEECEOHEBEL 3. R?
NDOY 2R Y v VT REBICLABICBLT, 2EAHBROE Y TTHOEZINT 3
LETRADETOBHEEANDODZ LR VWET (M), HEROEERS 2
Y—=hiwvo, HEZCE FOHERD Oy — 0EES% O(D) TRELET, F &

1

I
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A

A2=)\1*,u,
4

target region
X1

REDAIEHS, FE¥—FDOERFAZROET, HEHD O X-BBLIZ, AV F
NXNDEHC:S(D) — X DZETREWETHDOLELET R 2ERBHROM
hobly—trof% u THY—IDOYE EAFY— T OEEAEICEL TEBKS
Z)Tﬁ‘\/‘— }‘@é% /\1\ ?E’[EMCEV) Z)Tﬁ‘\/— }‘o)é% /\2 & L?LC cL. %\ )\1 * U= )\2
L7% (H1), DD X-FafiE% Colx(D) TRLET, 3EARt DAY IZH 28EE
T, 32DY— | OERAGICE L TRMICH 258D Z &L % target reigion & \»
WET,
ROZEIFAMSNTWET,

Remark 2.2. Colg, (D)3 Z, b OBRBLEEDOHEZ RS £7,

Proposition 2.3. D 2 HEMKTE F OHER L Lz &, |Colx(D)| iFHERET
BOAERBLLDET, 2D th 5. Colx(D) % Colx(F) ERLXET,

XB2HVFVELET, Gx =<z € X|z,y € X,zxy=yzy ! > X D
associated gruop tWWET, n > 0N L T, X* 2EEL T 2HH ZGx-M
B CR(X) = Gx X" LBEEF, /. OR(X) = ZGx LBE. n<0lHLT
CEX)=0%,L %7, £/, BRERE), : X" — X" 1%

n

8"7'(',1:17' o 7ITL) = (_1)71 Z{(—_l)%[th’t-i‘la ,IEn](.’Z]_,"' ):fia' © 71'71) »

i=1

—(=1)(@1 * Tiy -+, Tim1 * Tiy Tige1, "+ 1) }

EEBLET, TIT (71,22, ,Tn) 1= ((- -+ (1 %22) % 23) %+ )kz, ELET, Z
DEE, CE(X)={CE(X),0,} 3F = A VIEHLEEDET, £ n>1IZHL T,
CP(x)%. X™"\{(z1, -+ ,%n)|%; = Ti31 for some i} ZEIKR LT 2 HH ZGx-ME &
L. CUX):=CEX))CP(X) L BE, n<O0IKNLT, CYX):=CE(X) tL¥
T, TDLEE, CYUX)={C(X),0n} bF = A VEELEVET, ZOLE, F=
A vk C2(X) 25, generalized quandle homology gruop & generalized
quandle cohomology gruop 2 &L £7, L2, Gx DEAVHBETH 5 &
TuY—F., oY, 4 TEBEINLAVEVFEQY B AV
aFERP-—FHE-BLET, BRI B TTbhE L,
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]
|
l
|

Y

f
A1
%

/]

/

=
S
]

= 2

M% Gx-IEDELE, RD2ODDERZH-TER s X x X x X — M %,
BRI 3-a A 7V 2FEL 7.
Whg,y,z + Koszgezw + (Y % 2) ¥ W)y 50 + Ky 2w
= (((z*y) *2) x W)ky 2,0 + Kawy,zw + (2% WKz g0
T Bzww,yew,zews
Ba,zy = Beyy = 0
Example 2.4. (1) [14] i2B8WT, FHMEHTS 3 3Xonarend— H3(R,, Z,) =
Z, THH., ZDERILE % 5 & 9 % Mochizuki’s 3-AH1 7L
Y+ (22 —y)° — 22
p

Op(Z,9,2) = (x —y)

BEZoNE Uiz,
(2) [3] © Example 7.6 i2E T, Z2 2% KD Rs D wreath action 127 3 3-2
YA I NV wBEZGNE LT,

XZ2EBRAVEVEL, k2 MIZERZL3 X D3-a% 47 VELET, D%
HESECE F oFERELET, SEStITNLT, v% RS OERESR»S t D
targer region “DIRZE LET, v ik, ¥—F L EREEENICRL D, 2 EEEE
PIER, TR LRZELORVWILRREELET, v EXETE— %2, JHiz,
hi-oo by EREET, BECKHLT, SEAtORLYIYITA %

B(C,t) = (t)(C(h1)*") ... C(hg)*®)Vk, . € M
TEELET, 72720, =P A u,v?, 3EEtOEYDOL—FOEEHAICEL
TH2DMNEIZHBLEE, = Au,v DEEZNEFR z,y,2 ELET, 512,
€(t) 23BRtDFFEL, vy h; DEBHEICHFE-TRbBEE e(hy) =1L L.
ZNPNDEE, e(hy)=-1LLET, 2OLE, B(C,t) ZyDBWbHFickh ¥
A (cf. [3])e F BT,

B, (F) = {Z B(C,t)}cecoix (D)
t

% generalized quandle cocycle invariant £V3\2, D DED Fickskwo &
PRENTOET (cf. [3]). 22Ty Y, D DFTRTOIBEEEMD 27, 0,.(F)
i3 M D multi-set DTLE LTEZET,

M DTG g & M O multi-setA KH LT, ADHD g DEE 0 (4) THELET, %
e, B(S) KBWTIE M DEAITEE %3 X-coloring &% 0,(S) THELET, &
B 5. |0.(9)] = ag(B4(S)) BHRY 2B E 7,
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3. 3 EABHEE

HEEVCER R ICBWLTAY FARDERIZE-TwW5 L E, BRGHERT
Bch 3 v, HAZHEBCEOSENTE N 2 HEEA2EO 2 L %2 ARG

ERHEELFTET, RO EPHONTHET,

Proposition 3.1. [9] &A ZEEMKAE SARED 1~y FAFFIcL ), W%
HiEA BB TEX T,

A E F %2 BRLEHBICEHT 27 DICE e 1Y FAVFEROR/NEE .
F OfEUEREEBE o, o(F) TRLET, ARIC, F %2 3ERAWHEENZ LD
HEE OB ICEMT 2 =D I8 1Ny FARROB/NEZ. F O 3 ERBES L
v, 7(F) TRLET, BASBUEI 3 BRI WEENZ b DD T, Proposition
Lic& D, wF),7(F) B TRCOHERECEICN L TCERTE, 7(F) <u(F) 2%
7=LET,

k% 2EEAYFNVX =R, D3-aFAI7NVELET,

Theorem 3.2. [11] F ZHEMRTE L L. m 2 Colx(F) 2 21 2 Al §BH L L
9, bLHBEBIITHL T, p™ ! > ao(@p(F)) ZWT L E, I+ 1< 7(F) B
DATRYAE: 3

Theorem 3.3. [11] F, F/ ZMEMKTE L L. m,m' % Colx(F) = Z7*,Colx (F') =
7 B TERELET, bLU,0.(FIF) % Cox(FI1F) Op#IEHT,
%%%ﬁlhﬂbf1W“”’>%(AFHF»%ﬁk?E%\Hd§r@Uﬁﬁ
DAL ET,

Corollary 3.4. HIE®EUE F 3 u(F) =1 T, |Colx(9)| =p* & ao(®x(l], F)) =
Pt BT ELET, 2DOLE, (i F) =u(iF) =n & B D ET,

Example 3.5. k% Example 2.4(2) THML7%23-a¥ A4 INVELET, F. 2 90

BD -V A4 A FANECHELET, 3] 226, 84(F,) = {15(0,0,0),| |¢(rq1,0,—raq1)}

a&a:&ﬁb#biﬁo:@:tﬁe\%@aﬂnﬂnzsnktbi?o%\%1
OB 2BRCET, 13,15 X Y. w(F)=17TY, UEDI &5, Corollary
345D r(§oF) = u(lnFy) = n BRDIILE F T, ZOFI»S, ERDOARE n TN
LTy 7({nFy) = w(inFr) = n L2 2HERECEBEET 5 2 L8302 D £,

4. VAR FANVBAHRBAY FLay4 I NVAER

0, % Example 2.4(1) T5 X &7z Mochizuki’s 3-39 4 7V & LET, . Dy,
0, LEEET, ¥, 2EH 1 {Z, D multi-sets} — Z,[T,T']/(T? - 1) %
p—l

A D (AT TERLET, T IKED. & X Z[T,T7/(TP - 1) InfE%

s=0
Y22 kiclET, 4. BEDIXTORABLIENLT, LOr-V AR MRSV
%‘E %\ TWTL w@ibij‘o

41. YALARARRIRY 2 BHECR. 2BRAHREZ, Ya—VL T OFERLIFIEN
25 S(a,B) bbb ET (K 3), 27L. 0,fiF, a>0,—a<f<aT, a,f
BEH. o, B RAEVIKETHZELET, ROEENEBONE LT,



XX
A

= 4

Theorem 4.1. [10] n % na =1 (mod 2a) 2H7=7 {1,3,--- ,2a — 1} DHOFH
ELET, bL. r 2MBET. aSp THITNS L E,

p—1
&, (Tw"S(, f)) =py T~
s=0
b, FnbNDE E,

0p(Tw"S(c, B) = p
LY ET,

4.2. YA ARZANRTLYY zIVEHEB. 7V V2 ViEARB L = P(my, -+ ,my)
2. M40k 2EENE2b D 1 ROGEVTEDZETT, HOHRD m; 12 i FIED

N—=TIVAL A DEEFELTVET, 7Ly V2 BAEDY A AP ANVEAEZ -

Tw'L ELET, Fl(mg, - ,my) KNLT, p TEIDTINZWIZTERIEBRLZ L
TRONZETI% pEAFI LW ET, £, Z, (7213 Zy) DTz DEDOE
T (Flidz?) LRL. . W=mi+ -+, LBEET, ZOLEROEE
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PROENET,

Theorem 4.2. [12] L2 7V v Y 2 Vil§HB L = P(my,--- ,m,) £ L. r 2@%H &
BEET, e (M, M) % (ma,-- ,mp) Dp-EFFIELET,
(i dbLI>2%5613,

®,(Tw'L) =p Z p=r{(M1/p)s3++(M/p)s7}
s1++8=0

2l LET, T2 Tsy,-,510,1,--- ,p—1Tsy+--+5 =0 (mod p)
EWTOOREEIY T, =
(ii) bLI=0TW =0 (mod p) 25iF, (FRiZb, W 25p cEbEIns
251E.)
p—1 .
3,(Tw'L)=p > T" W/’
s=0
2R LET,
(i) HL (1) TH (i) ThAVE B,

Op(Tw'L) =p
EhEY,
Ele, r BEBEDLER, O(TwL)=p b ET, COKRPS. &(Tw'L) I¥

B (ma,--- ,me) DIBEICL SFICHRED, &I (i) DEAR. p-EERFIE T TR
FB5Z LD ET,
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LT, B2 R* OZRAMTF 22 LETE»TILIZED, 20K Gr = n(F) & R3
NOT =2 Yy 7 HETHS EL TR,

EE 1.l HEEAE FORERERY 22y 72lEGr iz, ZESH— 712HB> T w-
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FIGURE 2
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2. VxR Uvy 7 khm

GERADY 22y 75HiEL 2 HAMET 25 RSOV =2V vy 7 BER [
ToREPFELTCG = f(Z) ThHs, GELO_ER -ZBR 77V FROEAET, &L,
Ip=f"1Ty) &8¢, M3 3T EFOBERZLROMMME 2205, 2B
T VBRI EORER R\, 31T SEHE S? 0 LEDZERRRLZVATSH 3,

FIGURE 3

FHE S B LR PASHTISNTWE L E, I 0EFAALERKEEFToNS, X
LIZfIZED T} LOEDZROBZERKEINE D, EOZRANZERIKEI NG, LD
RB7 7V FRIZEEND . EINOEHR I X ¥ 2 Z LI TE 3,

EE 2.1 VxR 7RHEIEG = f(5) KNL T, Ty BoBEADA»S S EE, Gkl
MiehH s v (F33RMLREOMTH2),

GCRPEMTHZ L&, I} CTENOBEEZFHOMEMT s BRECHADED
RHLIzB, TDEERHED IO,



EHE 2.2, 5% =R3U{co} MDBEMLIRE G; = £;(S?) € S° (1 =1,2) KN L T, FHOF—
FU% LD, B—ET2R6E G LG RE4ADE ) LAY A 7OEHTBIED,

FIGURE 4

T 2.3. MEEAE FCR OEEN Gr CREVBEMTHB LI, P22 Yy 7T E
LTHMTth2LER2 V), BICRERKVE F 28 HER20R b0 E0b DL %,
FZYFRVREGOCE v,

—RICT 22Uy 7RG = £(3) SEYZHERAE F ORER Gr £~ 2854,
I} CDIEBAEBLUONOBRICMA T, XEFR2AESE2 2 L8 TE 3,

F 2.4 (cf. [1]). VR VEREBOE F; C R OBMILHER Gr, = £i(SH CR? (i=1,2) I
WLT, WROF—H T3, LT3, B—HT2%5E, F & B BALKERESY 4 72ED 3.

R 2.5. (1) BAiTRVWHRAIG cRPIEHLTH, TH 22 LRABLEEBIEONZ VLR ?
(F—=9ATIERD LN LTI 5,)

(2) BE S? EiewoERERoRmEMT o -BEECHAEDEOIAA * B85 L ohi
LE VxRV I BERf: S S ROTT =T 2WTOOVEET 30 ONE+S
FHEEEZ L,

(3) 24 ZH\T, Ty DMHAOMEEICET 2 Y RVRE 9AE OV 2 24N, ([1]
Ty B4 EOMARE OV RVREABVCEDOY R F3EL 5N TW3,)

—BRIZP 22y 7 RHE G = f(E) CREBEI N LEE, T 3 1-, 6-MOEE2E
DRI 7 EABTIENTES, M 1-, 6-lDBERZ2HOEE IS S 7 I sELoniz L
F. VRV Y IRHEG = f(£) TT =T; 23T bOBEET B2 295, [15] KB
T, ZDE)BERBDOEMI 77 TRV =22y 7 hliEzk h BEOREZEEL LTERT
ZIENRENTRS, BIZT B IBOERE2RE-2WEAC, © 2R M HE2EEEE
LiNDHDRBTHIERHESEZONT VS,

g 2.6. (1) T 2 1MMDERZ2FHEOBAEIC, BEMITELY =2Y v 7 2HEG = f(2)
Tr =T 2R THDOPEET 20 DOMBBE+HFHEEEZ &,
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(2) 1-, 6-MDEMRZ b DOEEI 77 T % Ty L LTERTZHE G = f(Z) WL T, &
47 —BE (D) DBRAMERTOLDL ) BHEERZREL Twas2?%7% T 2EEMAITARE
ZEAmEICRE L BB EI»?

3. ®Hb FITHIRE

FEERS SR oNB L, ZNREBICEY S | RTEAEORLE L5, ZOBERR
TTE BT BRI, BEionkY 2Ry 7fiE G CREITNLT
n(F) =G L 2HEEAB FRFETHLE, GERLETTHETHI LV, FZGD
bt EFEwd,

[19] ICBWT, G4 LIJAETH 270 DREFTHTEERT 77 I(G) DEETER
7o i T(G) DERWAE LiE, T(G) DIRTOTILEZ o AE T, ZEROEN TIIR S
- hELSDEEEZALEZTHIDENR), ZOLE GHPREL LIFHHETHL7-DDLEL

AR, T(Q) BRERIEE 2SR LBV EOBHET B L TH S, MOKEEE [2, 6]
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BAEHELR D bDHBHEIZENSED? (1 KTuEHBIc ¥ 2 ARRLMEEIREEN. 3 RTM LD
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TRE6DEIICE 2, HEFERDIZDAARTD SR —A OME G 13&KL LI AHETH Y.
ZO_ETHEX7—OREG* bELRL LITAAETH 2 2 Lo T3 [6],

E%32Jﬂﬂ@%§ﬁ%ﬁ%&&Iﬂﬁ@m(o#@ﬂh%i%hkﬁgf\E%ﬁ@%
DTREREE - F - HBOWTNLDEGEZAZTHEDE V),

I 3.3 ([10]). BAMED I3 ®AA G C R? D&KL G* 2N L TRIZFEE :
(i) G* &L EITHEETH 5,
(i) 77 7 T(G) BHEZERNEE 2D LBV EIFFET 5,
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FEE 4.1 ([8]). MEMVAELER g(F) OHEMBVE F It LT, EVRIiCE2056 720 1-
NYFNVH=hiUhyU---Uhy (k> 0)BHFEELT, F EHIKR->TFHiz L BohsE
Hg(F)+k OHEREVE F+HPEHLEZ 3,

FZzBRLT 3 1Y FLOERBOR/MER F O TERBHEE L W, u(F) £ 9],
FRIFVHEROED L ZFIZZWL0»0BEETTIZMoNTw3 (cf [11, 14]),

VRYHERCE LHATEELRY SR L LT, VAR PXRVECERD 3 28],
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FIGURE 8

1IRTECHE K 0 (REX#BICET 2) BUEBHEEZ u(K). BiE5Z b(K) £ 8L, [21]
ICEBWTYARAMANVEVE 7K OFERZ2ERL. CWz2HHET 322 L TR2E,

T 4.2 (122]). u(r"K) < u(K) » u(r"K) < b(K) — 1 3D 72,

ORI r=0DHE (14, 16) 2B WT, b(K) = |r| =2 DHFE [13] KBW T TIZAS
NTOIHROIETH 2, EH 4.2 DFHEIZ Y 4 A P r IREFEL 2\0ds, — MBI u(rmK)
e EETEZV HRIE u(PK) =2 (s€ Z) o u(rPK) =1 % AT 1L XTECE K
DSEAET B [22), '

g 4.3. 2 F M B E#&ABIZN L T, “ 771V FAFER (& 1> v FILomR
DBE—DBSFICBT 20D 2T TERIE) 2EA5LE, LOXILILENEZED?

HHALZESPER OB ZDA A4 5 —BHIc k> T Py, P. OZEBERH Y., ZOKBUEHE
W (RE\P) X2y AT, r BEBLSIE r-V A4 A PANSVECE L OERBTICELT
(RN T"K#P.) = 7y SR D L0, 7" K#P. BEVHAZEHEFEROETH 2L
. VERRSDo TR, (FIK ZEICEHEZRERCETH S [28).) 7L, V4R
FARVIBECEDOHEEREFIAT A LT, RO IZ LMD D,

I 4.4 ([23). ERDIRTRBUOE K b reZ te=21TWLT
TP 2K #(QP.HP_.) = T K#(2P.#P_.)
DR DL, BT r B3EEE 51 T K#QPH#P_) REHRLHEFEEVCETH 5.

B o ThRINHENORFHER 2 HCERL V) [12) 1 SITHIET 2 7 IWVDER
B =TI REBFRIA—TH2 LT3, ZOLERODFERVAMENT 5,
EE 4.5 ([12]). £BOVY R VREZTE IR, FREO HC ER THHARREKCEICZ 3,

ZOBRNERE upe(F) L L E, FEDOBRE L < m < n N LT, uw(F) =m D
upc(F) =n 2 A% 7Y RVIREREOE F B3EET 5,
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FIRE 4.6. (1) HCEFIZ (VRVE LIRS 2v) EBOMESCE I L THBELERE L
DD ?

(2) 2 AL DY RV BRE#A BN LT “e L 77HCEH (M9 0 “HROMKE—ED
Fa—7PBIXRTACRGIKBLTWEER) KRELLLE, ZOREEEHNL, (L
7 TRETHVLRSIFY R VEREEABEICTT 2 BIRMRETH 2 2 LIX [12) 5605 3,)

5. HiE#g 4 B oR/METER

IXTMAEVEHDORRBE LI, ZOTRTCOHFERICb-5, RAOBEBEOR/IMEL L TES
ANz, 20o7rad—Lt LT, HEBAEISTLTH WL Db 0B/MEREES»BA TS 2
ETE B,

TE 5.1, HAKAE F OTRTORER ch 228808 0E/MES FOSESE -
Wy H(G) EB L,

t(F) ZFH T 2 5EDQV DL LT, BEEHOTTHELAL 7—$ e(F) L ORGIDH 3
20, ThzRWw3 L, EEOBRE 0 IS L THF) =2n 24T 2 ROHMERAE F 155
ETHIEbh 5, L L OS2 mEE o 5o L CERTE 2w,

EE 5.2, BEATLRVESQ LIHEE«:QxQ— QOMEMBI Y FLTH B ki,
) EBEDacQiINLTaxa=a% AT,
(i) EBD a,b e QTN L Tazra=b% AT 2 QB—RIZHFET 3,
(iii) FEED a,b,c € QI L T (a*b) xc = (a*c)* (b*c) DL D LD,

DE=FH2 BT LETH B,

FiZa,b€Zy i L Taxb=2b—a (mod p) TEE 3 R, = (Zp,*) BZEEL Y FILE
kiEnz, —BIAHVFVQ EMBEANLTAERY R H,(Q;A) BXUassuy—
HH(QA) PEETES 4, TOLELIRLKEAE K LHEMTABLEEREAE Fico
VT,

e & p] € HX(Q;A) i3 K DFER 3,(K) & F DAERQ,(F) 2EHL.
o % [0] € H3(Q;A) 13 K DAEER Uy(K), U4(K) & F DRER &4(F) 2EET 5.
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RFIZEERLTT (0] € H3(Rp; Zp) & Zyp EBEr i LTI, RBRDIZOZ L5405 [3] ¢
QQ(TTK) == \I/;(K)It,_,tr .

CZTREEE Z, & (ttF) EABRT I EITED, B, Up € Z[t,t7Y /(P —1) TH B, Eior
FBOLEICE Op(r —TK) 37 2y 7 AD p-HBHI—HTE, E6IC

V() = ~Wo(K)

DEEDILD [25) 2 e, TTK DZEEA Y PV - aY A4 I NVTER (" K) DEHER. 1
RIEIE K DY % F—a3 A4 I NVAEE Ug(K) KIRET B L3590 5,

TEHE 5.3 ([26]). ERIL (0] € H3(Rs;Z3) o LT ®(F) € Z[t,t71]/(t3 — 1) BEE T2
S, t(F) > 4D ILD, WIT2-VA A PARVEDEFVOHOZERBUI 4 TH 3,

EH 53 THWONETA T4 71327 KB T—RDA v PV L TRIEE N, Zh
WKEDBIZIEI-VAR ARV EDEFEVCEDZESEI6 TH B I EBRENS, 1 RITE
UH K ORREZ o(K) 558, t(77K) < 2r(c(K) — 1) BRIV LE. HEEHEDOTTIE
t(r"K) < 2r(c(K) — 2) B D L0, M3 K BEDERUEL S t(r"K) < 2r L5 5,

B 5.4. Z2EFVCH K ICH L TH(r"K) = 2r R Y LoD ? (r = 2,3 D & FIZFAL)
HREBCBEIKBET 3 LRE2RT I LBTES,
TEIE 5.5 ([24)). HREFRETE F 2396V RV, $bb ¢(F) # 0% 513 ¢(F) > 453D 2,

THE58I2XD, 22VA R RANVEDSERVEIREY RERERBCEBOF TR “EER”
HDODVDEDTHB ENGI T EWNTE S,

B 5.6. t(F) = 4 TH 3 REMHE T E 2 AT X,

— R ICHERE S BOHERIZ. ZEBRICL D ZERD —TI0R> THIN TR 50T,
W DOPDEOL Y R a7 FaHE (- EXE) TERINTWS LAY
5, PIZIZ0-V AR FANSVEDEFUCHIZR 10 0 & 9 bHEREZFL., Znid 2 OMiR
L2MDT =2 FADLRE ARDY— P oBERINTYL 3,

T 5.7. HEKAHE F OTRTOHERIch7-2>— FOKEOB/MiEZ FOY— L
W, sh(F) £224,

WBRDY Fck 2860, EES3 EEUDOT7A T4 7iIR&D, ¥— MO T2 6 OFH
25252 LDTE, RIIRDOERZE S,
TEXE 5.8 (cf. [18]). ZDERFUE K W LT, sh(r°K) = sh(r?K) =4 B XU sh(r3K) =5
KSRV RYAON
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fIRE 5.9. ZDEFBUVHK Lr > 2N L Tsh(r"K) =r + 2B D Z2H»? (+"K DHEEX
Tr+2)MOY— P oBRENIHFHERZH LB TEBZDT, sh(r"K) <r+ 213w
Z5,)
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o) T7REFRT—EFDLRTT bR P —~D
Iy 1A

EP FlsE
KBTS R EEFE IR

TN 7HREr V=2 AW A RESHEOBMESEOMEORNTHD. =3 7R
FrY— AR DN EESNABUOE IR LBEOREETHD. F07h 4 KT
SRR OB EA~DIE A 2RO B DI UBERZ B U THIERTH Z LS QE L 72
5. ZITREUVBEBZAWVWT, WZLTEL BN 4 RTEEEOMASEEDSEE S
HETHDEMEHT D, E<IZHAIEDFyy Y ony FAedkica—r )y FEFOFO
BRES OEENFRTHDEEOI T NI NRESSEEN, =%V F v r RsiEEy
FOZ L ERT.

1 B

—RIZ B IRTLLA EDEER D23 Xy MBS ERIIE RE OSM#EE L n kaa—2 U v K
ZEF R 3 n S 4 PSS DHE, MO L OOMGEE LSRN I EBMbN TS, n =4 DEAITE
MTHD. 1980 FRIZFT NV R Y LD S —UEimE RV H2EOTRYE 4 IR TS AEEDIEFEIE R
RENT 3. FOBREAVWDI =XV FurpaRkma—2r ) v FZER (oY, EENR 4RTa—
7 U v FZER R IZ[EFETH 2 030 B TR WVWERER) OFEMNZD. 4RT hARa P—ITB 0 TEE
RERDOUVEONRT U — R L DREN, £TOF vy Vo RUVPEEEREE 2.8 Rz (5235
B E DL LT) FETHLIENVIEETHD (2. EE, NIV 4RTRT I LFRREOEE
TP ENT.. —F, FTFAUVRYUOBRIY, vy Y roar FVTEICERENE 2-8 0 A
SRR D LR L, EE, ST dkaa—2 )y FEFRH B Fry Vo AR (Eviz
FMETZY) FEATEERBEOWOMEL O L 2R LE 45, LhL, EED250F vy Yy B
IWREILZDE DI, HBWVE, HAEDF vy VN RSB 22 RIS ERRIZ e B0 E
IMITHMON TRV, 1990 ERIZEF — BB AEOX vy VNV ARV F v I ThaI L%,
T=VHmPOBELONARVEOREELZH VT, vy YAy FVICEDAEN-BES e HROE
FIZEDBEEREAR ROV L2HIDDZEIZEVRLE Y. —F, TTORELE B 4 kTE
BRI FE T E R E O EEE 0 Z & Furuta-Ohta [11] IZE VRENTWVAS. (Z 2T, RNh& L4
ELEAEEY LREZRIBRWTTEREBETHD.) i, S8R a 37 FREE1E CPYmCP?
(m=25,6,7,8,9 T 2T L 2 DU EOWGEERZHOZ LR (F—=CBEHREZLBVT) FanT
W5 [6][24][25]. RBPSEERRMERFETHS.

M =%V F vz 8 £7213 CP? BHEET 502 ?

BAHE LTI RITERE S®ICEDIAENE L KTASHEETHY, BERELLOZEVBE LS. $7222o0

FEUE Ko, Ky ORI FTHD LT S% x [0,1] FIZHER ST x [0, 1] IZB5r FFR7R BRSOy 4518 A D3 1E

FELT, ANSEx {0} =Ko 2 ANSE x {1} =K &72oTWB L &% W), BFE, FALELIEaN

JI7FRERY—ERFRALT, BHELZ -ZBEVEOaRNLF 4 ALTREE s DERRIZHETIL, FoHED

HEzfTolc. (DFY, 2diVF L Ne2 oDORUVEBRAL s DEEZEZD LI ZETHE. bhHAA

s BERIIRUEOREETHS.) ZOREEIIINETFEERLZEL THEAEDEHIZE 2 bR ATRE
LI WL 21 42 COE 7 u s 5 s EUE2EARLTIEAEDOEENAOTRH OXEDL & TIThAT IS,
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BThd. 7ALEVORX B KETENTVWE IS, ZOFREEBEZAVSL=FYFy /RO
FED (F—VBEREAEN) (RS TETHS. 85 HTEST B8, RUCATA ARV
BCh B BAHENA T4 ZEVR CRVECREBFET 5 &, 20X 5 REHEOEHRAHKS. 7 —F
VDRIV T UYL X —ZER Ak (t) 1 THLHBVE MR S A ZAECBETHS. —F, #&
VE K BRAT7A ARVETHIUTs(K) =0 Thd. LENRoT Ag(t) =15 [s(K)| # 0 2 TR
BAEET 52 V) Z L SREL 25 28EE, M1 OR{BUERZOL > RECE L4253, (ZhiX
(=3,5,7)-7 Ly Y = VEOE EFRENTWS. ) —RRIZ, 20 L) RHEE b ORUBRREEET S
ZERAMLNTS.

)
OA

Y

OO
00
OO

AY
.

S
%9

L

1: Ag(t) =1 2727/ UE K Ofl

2 /N IREOAD—ESRLEVAREE

2.1. ¥ AL
A%x1 L X TERENDEE2 DEBE ZMMFELT5. (deg(l) =1, deg(X) = —1 12X WV kEK deg & E
T5.) ARFBRAREOEERY KRN TEZS.

m(1e1)=1,mAleX)=mXe1)=X, m(X®X)=0.

E1IELIIBIERZI > A LTS,
AZEREOBEZ RN TEX 5.

A1) =19X+X®1, AX)=XoX
eBRTEZONDEBRASZ LT5.
e(1) =0,e(X) = 1.

W deg 1FRDORITE Y A DT v I VBT HREEFET 5.
deg(a; ® ... Q® a,) = deg(ay) + - - - + deg(ayn) (a1,...a, € A).

2.2. 3/ 7@ (1+1) BAMETFBER. X2 TRINTWA X HIiC (&) dhEm S5, 57, S5, 89,
S2,51 #EHETS.

%S aBOMAAIL b EOABE~DaRNT 4 ALEERTD. MEMAAESRLL, (53, 52, S,
59, 82,81 THEMEIND) aRNT A RLEHLETHLIRITAV—LT5. Fiz M OXNRIIIEEE
¥ Ob(M)= {filn € Z,} THx LT B LT 5. Z-mody ¥ KE-%X ZMBOHT Y —L+5 L, BF
F:M— Z-modg BIRDE HIZLTE XD, Z-MNEE A®™ ITX5 7 2t &8, dhilm 51, 52, 53, 59, S2, 5%
128 m, A, L€, Perm, Id 2RO THIGEES.

F(S}) = m, F(S2) = A, F(S}) = 1, F(SY) = ¢, F(S2) =Perm, F(S})=Id.

ZZTPerm: AQA— AQAIXBREBRTHY, Perm(u®v) =v®u TEXbND. 7, IdITEEE
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BIdA - ATHS.

23. /7 (2) REDD—.

TITHH22 TERLEBEFEZAVTIN IRERELLaFTeY—2525. L% 3 RTKE S®AD
AT ONIBARE L L, DIRIZRICIPon ETOESOOWILLOIATIILETE. £l
DD2ER (BRR) OEELTD. DO2ERPEALNILERD2EY OREEZEXD.

N
A
SN

S~
7N
OfEH

) (
13

i
3: 2 EROMEH

3 DEDREDLV Fi 0 #2H LR, SOEDEEBEORCY FEx 1 BEERESEZLIZTD. DO
FELIID OZTO2ERIZOVWTOMBEEILLEEETVWELNZIAT I LT3, (DD WL
DOABOI T THD.) D2t BOBEE2HE I BT ITHND. ZITLE I OEEDESE
ELTH. (BEETH-oTHEW.) LITH LTHEE D(L) 2ROBETHIZSES.

LIZBT 3 2ERICHLTIETEEETVENLUSN O 2EATIZOEEETS.
TIZTLE IR (141) 2RNT 4 Aah b -NE~OEF F 2V, DL 2AADETV L&, B

FF2EATD R0 TN A®* BB oN5. ZI TR DKL) OMBACEETHS. (22 TA%k
DREE L ORE L] 727 EF TBLERH DD, ZITREICLARNIERTS.) ZnLx
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Vp(L) = F(D(L){-I|£]}

L5 (DT {n} R ZMBEOEERBEEERTHY n e Z 2 HREE TIF 2R THDAHITEIT LAV
2t B) D(L) & D(La) D 28BS a DIEL DHTRRDS AT I T L ThB. FAT V7 LBEE
NTWAEER? & XM [0,1] L OEMEEX 5. D(L) & D(La) 2 TNZNR2x {0} &£ R2 x {1} 1K
TS SR LZ X, D(L) 5 D(La) ~DaRNTF 4 A5 S EME DL ) IHEHRT 5. (22T, K40
EAEOROERIC & 5 MEIE— R IRILEET 5.)

s ——— >
R N

4: aRNVF 4 XL S

[
(1
A

F(S) : F(D(L)) = F(D(La)).

Ik vEE
£7 (L) : Vp(£L) = Vp(La)

BEZB. L= {vk,... v} EB TOLE
Ep(L) = Zvg, A--- Ay,
CEETDH. TITEEEROLIICERET .
CRR'(D) = @cczc)=Vp(L) ® Ep(L).

2(D) (7212 y(D)) & D 0ADR ALK (E-REDRAL) LT5.

CKH/(D) = TRR (D)[z(D)}{2z(D) - y(D)}

LR (TR ENR = N TEESNDEERAESETHD. R ZhZ 20 THRIZ LR,
L5
EBRIEAZE d' : CKRY(D) —» CKRHH (D) BRTHEZ LD,

&)= Y (& ®e)(0)(2)

a€I\L

(ZZTEEE(L) = E(La) 1T E8 (Whyye oo yvr) =0k Ar - Avg, Aa THEZBNDERTHD)
Kh(D) % {CKR{(D),d'} i &EarETnI—HHL LTEETD.



WOFEER N TOHIDEFRTH 5.

EE 2.1 (2/3/ 7 [10). D ZRAEHT ONERAB LOFATIILETE. 0L EHic ZITHL,
W& 28 KhH(D) (DRZEEE) XL OFREETHS.

24. =0 (141) HHEMBFHEERE SALEVFER.

U=z k=) 7 (3) FErO—IEEREL LR, HEBHROTY () FEaP—RNEZINT
21). BUDIZRE A 223 DA LRBIZERETHIOTHAD, TOEIZm & A O»PDYIZHEBLIUS
BELTKROm & A ZHDWTEETD.

m(1eX)=m'Xel)=X, n'(XeX)=1,
A1) =19X+X®1LAX)=101+XeX
U=k A" 2 BT 2.3 LREEROEREZ{To 7. TOFBRLE L THONDHEEE CKR (D) LEE, 0

(=) AEoV—#%2 KAL) TET. UTF, REA QoMLY S, (Thbb A12Q Eo~xs k
NWEMEBIRTIENTED.)

WILG AL BV FEREERT D
FE2.2. K2 SPHNOEVEEL, DEEK OREMITONEIATITILETEH, ZDLEv=10Q00,Q
o @u, € CKR (D) IZH LT g-tkEAE KA TESET S
g(v) = deg(v) + i + y(D) — 2z(D).
HMBNZ ETHBN v =Y v; (v; WEIERX) OHA ¢v) = min{g(v;)} L EET 5. z € KW(D) l2x

Jj=1

LTI, s(z) = min{g(v)|z = [v]} &£BL. ZZTITRLEVFERIIKRATEREINS.
s(K) = min{s(z) + 1|z € Kh'(D),z # 0}.

AL REBDERREERIROL S ItB~bh 2.

EE2.3 (TALEY[36]). KZ SPADKEVELTS. e &

(1) |s(K)] < 2q4(K), (ZZTg(K)IZ K ODRT A RFEH)

(2) s ERUE IRAT 4 X LMD T ~OERAEZFET 2,
(3) K BB ThIE, s(K) = o(K) Thd, (Z2To(K) XK OBBRTHS) .

TE2.4. RUBDARSA RAER g LIZTORVEEZER & LTH2, 4 RTHREICTHMYICEDIAEZNE
MEMTRRERE 2 ) P 2RAESEEEEEE L, TLOLOBED ) bOR/NMIE LTELbN D
VEDOaBENT 4 RLFREETHS.

3 BERHFEESRLEVTEE

ZOBTIE, VIV TIZEABERAEREZL, SALEVAREEDOARERNT S

FTFE3.1. BALE K P EERAE THI2ER K BXROBEOBEILA FOBATELNB LR,
(W15, w7 ) (Waojwy M) - - (wpos,wi ).

FEAEHEN K EBRERASB LT

Tiy,j1T4g,52 * " Oy, jp
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DEDT LA ROBATELND LEEED.
ZZT
05 = (0’,’0’1‘4_1 .- -Uj_z)aj_l(aicr,-_,_l "'G'j_z)_l fOI‘j 2 i+ 2, Oiitl = O

LT 5.
Yavab yFIMHEEROBICH L TsITT2AREKRDO L 51257,

B 3.2 (YavaEYTF [33]). K #EET LA KR OB TRLNAREVCR LT5. 72721 B ORELE
ETHY, b D wow™ ODHOT A FOBIRLE->TWB ETB. 20L&, RAMPHILTS.

s(K)=2g4(K)=b—k+1.
IOWERERAVD ERERTZENHES.
EE3.3. K 2 FHBRBEEROBLTE. Z0OLETRTOK Rt LnE&RYA b~y F2E

L W (K) 13RS E 7.
s(Wa(K)) = 29(Wa(K)) = 294(Wn(K)) = 2.

4 FvVNn2FILDOIGE
CHy #R5DH—E 4HATEZONDF vy )Ny P e 5.

ANEANEAN
Cﬁ'ﬂjﬁj‘

BEEE 0 0
B 5 Xyy Yoy RVCH,

CHy DXV Fy 7R EY—DIckV 52 ol RET A LB REBZAV D & & OAFER72FIFE
252D LHHED.

FEAL(EF— [9]). CHy 1ZT% Y F v 2 REOSHEL .

(LB CH? ¥ KO 6 TEZ bID (nBD 1-/Y FA L nflD 2-1Y KA LD s TV D)4 RS
LT 5.
CH+ﬁI%f%y7fﬁwkﬁﬁ?5.:@&%&5ntﬁbf&%ﬂ%ﬁCHﬁWKﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁbﬁi
NEF A AT DBERLERD. (BRERLEDT 4RI ELTavRI FebOEBEIENTEINLTH
6.)ifTCK%mélk&CH$WKn@@LAVPW&zhwamﬁﬁﬁﬁ&élkfké.io
THE 6 OERIIE 7 ORRICEFRARETH S, (22 Tn — 1 EOREMEIHI L TREEITo7-.)
(ZOREFTA b~y FGHED nBERTA b~y F2ELTHS.) E5IT (1) 43K (framing) O 2-
NUARNVEEETDHIILET,KH8DE72 S NOIERLVED nBIERTA by R2ENELND.



QN L [\
/ If PR I,rd [V A \,/\:\\
by L b Al - DL
| T T [
/o / NI
[4] 4]
X 6: CH}

nBl B
B 7 nEEFRTA b~y F2EL

BONERUEE K, LB ELY K, 13 4 RITERIE B WOFHST 4 A7 DER LS. LI2hi->T
K, DATA ZEHIZ0 THB. LoL, EH23 LV K, AT AFEIT 1 THDZ L¥en»sd CFE) .

5 FUBBERILEONDIAMDARTEHRADTEE

TES5.L. M ERETT Oy A IRTEEEE L, [ % 4 RTEkiE B* 0BERTHH 3 ktkkm S°
WOWHBELTD. ZOLELRM ODRSAABRHE (F2XEHASA ABAE) THD LT, ED
ALEME & Bt - M BEELT, &: Bt - &(BY) IXME 2 EOFMESRTHY, LM —IntB* |27
sy (ETIACEATEE) [EDAENEAROERTFIF OBRLZ-2THWEEEZNI. (FOZLEZR
S AW (E7-ITREMTIER S 4 ZAMER) OFEZTFEFES L7 5.)

T 5.2. Slice (M) (E721% tSlice,(M)) % M D n Ky DAT A AEH B (F 7205 n Ry OALFEEIAR F
A RiEHB) EEOEELEETS.

EE5.3. nFHODELBE LB M OZXRIFIIEHETHD LITLNBL € tSlice, (M) 2>> L ¢ Slice,(M)
ERICTEERVD.

IDEE, WBPRILTD.

EES5.4. M 2MEFTONETMY ARTEHEELTD. N & M OMSLHEL L, n i ZECEHET
5.

(1) Slice, 1 EME T DNT=F#y L IRTSEEOTREETHS.
(2) Slice, (M) C tSlicen(M),

(3) Slice,(N) C Slice, (M),
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i ")
So- [

nE2E b

8: 3EFVEBDOnEERTYA b~y F2E/

(4) Slice,(S*) C Slice (M),
(5) Slicen(M — {z1,...,z.}) = Slice,(M) (z1,...,z. € M).

FEE55. MEZxxYF v ikHB LC OB AT IR T bNEAMT 4 RTEHELT5. LI
PAERY 2 T A ZHEH B TH DB M —Int®(B*) NONFERTEA T A 2GR F ONFRE TS N 8377
95, ZOLE M- Int(NU®B)) ICHSBENFETIUL, M I3k sb 2 20RZ2HMHEE
B RO,

8 5.6. FOEEND, BAXONIZARTEERER XY F o 7iGHBEHETOINEIPPEELRD

25, Suzuki [1] OFERIZE Y Slice (S? x §?) = { OB EE} B505b. T74bb, §2x S?ICFETHY
FyIBUVBREFEELLZVLDOTHD.

6 ROFI/NRY MBHEHRAEDES

BIETBRAREZL I (=8,5,7)-7 Ly Y= VECERR O=X ) F oI/ BURETHD. LizdoT, &
H54(3) LV KRBVZB.

#WE6.1. N 2 R* OEE DI a7 " REGEEEE T L&, (=3,5,7)-T Ly Y= VREOCEIIN ©
ITXVFOIRECETHS.

Slice; #FA~DZ L TEHE 5.5 LHE6.1 LV IROEFEDAFERILEEAS TE B,

EE 6.2. R* OEFHOOEEPBERTHDHEEDH T T NaBaLEmiddiad &b 2 2L EORH
SHEEETFET .

FE 6.3. R 0Ty MBS SAREOHF L LTIES™ x RM(m +n = 4) X S* WO RS B O
= ENHD. LW 6.1 OFERICIIAEMIZ, an) TEHHNPLOEREIND T ALECFEE[36) %
FAVAUERHD. BIETRERZEIICZXYF v 7 R OFFEDT ALV AEEEL BB WERIZD
WX [B7] IZEAR H 2. LOEBIZZDO— 2R TH 5.



97

7T RHECP’DIHFE

Yasuhara [8] DFER LY b—F ZFEVE T(=2,15) 12 CP? OA 5 A AFEVE TiFV. —7F, T(-2,15)
1L CP? OfIHMIAT A AEVE THDZERMBNTND. Ldlo TROZ EHHD5.

SET.1. F—F RHEVE T(=2,15) L CP? 0%V F v /£ UE Th 5.

T OWELEESA() B b b D LROT L RSN,

THET7.2. Rb& CP? 1372 b 2 2P LM EELHET 5.

B 7.3, LOGETL OHEFIE (RS54 AEVE TRV LEFRTEIC) F—VERMAV LTS,
Z DGBEORRI R E1T 5 2 L RS ROBETHS. —IRIC 52 LOF 1 2 7 EONEOHSHEIED
TEYF v 7 BTV T Saeki [7] 12 & BHF%EN & 5.

8 ®mEIC

IOMETELNZZX Y F v 7l A RTESHEORMEEOFEEICHTHERIL, TCiIcmbshTw
DZEENYTHD. o THBERAOWTEHEREREORMEEO= XV F v/ T 2RRENE
ENBDEIDITE BN, o) JERETLET A I L TIOFROBENREL TV I L2 H#F
LTWa, ZZTIEBENTHZENHERPoTN, BEDa) 7hen P —lBT 3% oW TiE
[12][13][14][15][16][17)[18][19][20][21][22][23] % BB L CIHEE 7=\, EHIZT L7 Y ¥ MW TH [26][27)
[28][29][30][31][32][33][24] [34][35][38][39][40] [41][42][43][44][45] [46][47][48][49][50] [51][52][53][54][55] 7% &
BhHb.

HEE. DIEE A THV TV 2 RIRF L RERERELTRB AP ERS L ET. i, < 0BERUHERZ
EW B REER, BORERZEVAREZHBRICERTE Lo EBWET. EFRzEV N REDE
PEERRUEREEERFOEFERDERICEHBE L ET.

&% R
[1] S. Suzuki, Local knots of 2-spheres in 4-manifolds, Proc. Japan Acad. 45 (1969) 34-38.
[2] M. Freedman, The topology of 4-dimensional manifolds, J. Differential Geom. 17 (1982) 357-453.
[

3] S. Donaldson, An application of gauge theory to four dimensional topology, J. Diff. Geom. 18 (1983),
279-315.

[4] R. Gompf, Infinite families of Casson handles and topological disks, Topology 23 (1984), no. 4,
395-400.

[5] R. Gompf, An infinite set of ezotic R*’s, J. Diff. Geom. 21 (1985), 283-300.
[6] D. Kotschick, On manifolds homeomorphic to CP*#8CP?, Invent. Math. 95 (1989), 591-600.

[7] O. Saeki, On 4-manifolds homotopy equivalent to the 2-sphere, Adv. Stud. Pure Math. 20 (1992),
301-330.



98

[8] A. Yasuhara, On slice knots in the complex projective plane, Rev. Mat. Univ. Complut. Madrid 5
(1992), no. 2-3, 255-276.

[9] Z. Bizaca, An explicit family of ezotic Casson handles, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 123 (1995) 1297-1302.

[10] M. Khovanov, A categorification of the Jones polynomial, Duke Math. J. 101 (2000) 359-426,
arXiv:math.QA /9908171.

[11] M. Furuta, H. Ohta, Differentiable structures on punctured 4-manifolds. Topology Appl. 51 (1993),
no. 3, 291-301.

[12] D. Bar-Natan, On Khovanov’s categorification of the Jones polynomial. Algebr. Geom. Topol. 2
(2002), 337-370

[13] M. M. Asaeda, J. H. Przytycki, Khovanov homology: torsion and thickness. Advances in topological
quantum field theory, 135-166, NATO Sci. Ser. IT Math. Phys. Chem., 179, Kluwer Acad. Publ.,
Dordrecht, 2004.

[14] D. Bar-Natan, Khovanov homology for knots and links with up to 11 crossings. Advances in topolog-
ical quantum field theory, 167-241, NATO Sci. Ser. IT Math. Phys. Chem., 179, Kluwer Acad. Publ.,
Dordrecht, 2004.

[15] S. Garoufalidis, 4 conjecture on Khovanov’s invariants. Fund. Math. 184 (2004), 99-101.

[16] M. Jacobsson, An invariant of link cobordisms from Khovanov homology. Algebr. Geom. Topol. 4
(2004), 1211-1251

[17] M. Jacobsson, Chewing the Khovanov homology of tangles. Fund. Math. 184 (2004), 103-112.

[18] V. O.Manturov, The Khovanov polynomial for virtuel knots. (Russian) Dokl. Akad. Nauk 398 (2004),
no. 1, 15-18.

0. Viro, Khovanov homology, iis definitions and ramifications. Fund. Math. 184 (2004), 317-342.

(19]

[20] D. Bar-Natan, Khovanov’s homology for tangles and cobordisms. Geom. Topol. 9 (2005), 1443-1499.
[21] E. S. Lee, An endomorphism of the Khovanov invariant. Adv. Math. 197 (2005), no. 2, 554-586.
(22]

Manturov, V. O. The Khovanov complex for virtual knots. (Russian) Fundam. Prikl. Mat. 11 (2005),
no. 4, 127-152.

[23] L. Ng, A Legendrian Thurston-Bennequin bound from Khovanov homology. Algebr. Geom. Topol.
5 (2005), 1637-1653

[24] J. Park, A. Stipsicz, Z. Szab6, Ezotic smooth structures on CP?§5CP?, Math. Res. Lett. 12 (2005),
no. 5-6, 701-712.

[25] A. Stipsicz, Z. Szab6, A exotic smooth structure on CP%G&?, Geom. Top. Vol. 9 (2005), 813-832.
[26] S. M. Wehrli, Khovanov Homology and Conway Mutation, math.GT /0301312

[27] M. Jacobsson, Khovanov’s conjecture over Z[c], math.GT /0308151

[28] B. Gornik, Note on Khovanov link cohomology, math.QA /0402266

[29] A. Shumakovitch, Torsion of the Khovanov homology, math.GT /0405474

10



[30] J.S. Carter, M. Saito, Shin Satoh, Ribbon-moves for 2-knots with 1-handles attached and Khovanov-
Jacobsson numbers, math.GT /0407493

[31] S. M. Wehrli, A spanning tree model for Khovanov homology, math.GT /0409328
[32] P. Turner, Calculating Bar-Natan’s characteristic two Khovanov homology, math.GT /0411225

[33] A. Schumakovitch, Rasmussen invariani, slice Benneguin inequality, and sliceness of knots,
arXivimath.GT/0411643.

[34] S. Gukov, Khovanov-Rozansky Homology and Topological Strings. hep-th/0412243
[35] O. Plamenevskaya, Transverse knots and Khovanov .homology, math.GT /0412184
[36] J. Rasmussen, Khovanov homology and the slice genus, arXiv:math.GT/0402131.
[37] J. Rasmussen, Knot polynomials and knot homologies, arXiv:math.GT /0504045,

[38] K. Tanaka, Khovanov-Jacobsson numbers and invariants of surface-knots derived from Bar-Natan’s
theory, math.GT /0502371

M. Mackaay, P. Turner, Bar-Natan’s Khovanov homology for coloured links, math.GT /0502445
J. Rasmussen, Khovanov’s invariant for closed surfaces, math.GT /0502527

[39]

[40]

[41] Hao Wu, Braids, Transversal links and the Khovanov-Rozansky Theory, math.GT/0508064
[42] J. Rasmussen, Khovanov-Rozansky homology of two-bridge knots and links, math.GT /0508510
[43]

J. H. Przytycki, When the theories meet: Khovanov homology as Hochschild homology of links,
math.GT /0509334

[44] M. Stosic, Properties of Khovanov homology for positive braid knots, math.QA /0511529

[45] J. H. Przytycki, Khovanov Homology: categorification of the Kauffman bracket relation,
math.GT/0512630

[46] G. Naot, On the Algebraic Structure of Bar-Natan’s Universal Geometric Complex and the Geometric
Structure of Khovanov Link Homology Theories. math.GT /0603347

math.GT /0606331

[51] P. Turner, A spectral sequence for Khovanov homology with an application to (3,9)-torus links,
math.GT /0606369

[52] P. Turner, Five Lectures on Khovanov Homology, math.GT /0606464

[53] D. Bar-Natan, S. Morrison, The Karoubi Envelope and Lee’s Degeneration of Khovanov Homology,
math.GT /0606542

[54] L. Watson, Knots with identical Khovanov homology, math.GT /0606630

[55] N. Chbili, Equivariant Khovanov homology, In preparation.

11

99






On the vanishing of the Rohlin invariant

#RIL T

1 Introduction

Rohlin A& 3 RITA E VERREDOHFHRMEAETED D L DT
Hb, ZOFEETIE, BITD X 9 7% Rohlin FEEOHEHOBEE D, FHL
WML (OBIg) 2522 ([12)).

Theorem A (Casson[1]). b LEIEMT & N7z 3 RILBRE T —
RRIE M 23518 & 2R 72 WHDRRAMEESRZHF T4 51F, M D Rohlin A%
2l o.

FRTIE, BICHS LR TRTCOSREIZE S »Ta v 7 2
LTEEFIToNTwS LEET 3,

1.1 Rohin ~ZE&

M % 3 RLEFRETIE0Y —RME (ZHS®) £33, M @ Rohlin A%
BuM)eZ)23RDEIIERIND, T, ARTAY VEREE X
THEAVBIX XM THELDONFEET S, 2L T u(M) i3
_ SignX
8
EEEIND, TIT, Sign X BEREX OFEETH 2., u(M) D3 well-

defined TH % Z & IZ, Novikov additivity (FEEOMER) & Rohlin @
EH (REVEARTESREORTELIZ 16 0BE) 12Xk 3,

(M) (mod 2) (1)
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1.2 Theorem A ICDWT

Theorem A D5E27:EEAIZ. Casson IZ X D#IDTE 2 517z, Casson
X, ZHS® OH BEMEMEAELE M) 2EE L. 5 HTIE Casson ©
EELHINTWS, A(M)IZETD &) BERNEEZFD

AM—=M) = =\(M) (2)
AMM) = p(M)  (mod 2) (3)

(see [1])e TS DMED S, Theorem ADSK D DT LIZHAS P TH 5,
B, EASEE (M) O SU(2) BERORBEOS (K A\(M)) 0iEE%
#H L C Theorem A I NLTW 5,

Z DR N BRI S, WL 0D OB RERIZA ST
(Galewski-Stern [3], Kawauchi [4] [5], Pao-Hsiang [10], Siebenmann [11],...),

1.3 FIFERRD A&t

Kuperberg-Thurston [7] &, Kontsevich [6] 12 & % 3 RILLIRED A
ZROBREZS LIz, 3RTLEESE DY IR (QHS®)M D EDERE
ZEEOBSEAVE I LICE D HHEENERITZE (Kontsevich-
Kuperberg-Thurston A &) Z,(M) (n > 1) 2R L 7., Lescop [8] 1%+
ZD%E—EB Z,(M) QREBEEM LoBES L LTE5EZ25615) & Casson-
Walker FEE ([13]) & DEIRZHARIICHAS I L, COFRETIE, Z
D Z, (M) DB Y F2BT, 2 REEZMA LAY VEEEIZER
T2k, R(1) DX Z2HIHETER (—BENTIEEZW) LT
Theorem A 23T 2, ZDIEHADBRICE VT, Casson NEEDFIL
PHEERRET Z2HEIZE . FEH (mod 16) DIHHAZ EEMRTE
%3, Lo ThhbnDRIFERIX, Casson 2 & 2FEBAL D b (Rohlin
FAEBOTEHEEBVICHET L LI EKRT) BEENTHI LS X %,

1.4 E9EYTDHEE

Theorem A BA4}HZ H Rohlin AEEI "M SBEERE L 513 w(M) = 04
£ ) HEOEE 2R ([1)).

7, DT &Ik, ZRERICB VW TREELRRBIRENELH 5,
T, Q3 Z3IRTWHAERY—aRNVT4 ALHET 5, Rohlin FEEIIHE
A u: 03 > Z2/)2 %252 %,



Open Problem. p: ©3 — Z/2 3G #EHZRK DD ?

DFD, 2M]=0€ 0322 uM)=1%2%xT ZHS® M 3FET
BEAIP? EVRIDORIITOMWTH S, CHHPEETH 2HB
BERDEBBHONTVREPLTH S,

Theorem 1.1 ([9], [2]). MTOZo0mEIZEWICEETD 3,

o XL 5 Pl EDEEDMAWEALRREIL simplicially triangulable T
H5b,

o 1: O3 — Z/2 IZEMEBRE RO,

2 e-ZRRIE

(Z,X) ZE&RRGENT, (X,0X) C (Z,0Z), X 1 8Z, codim= 3 % 7=
THDET B, N(Q) % Q D tubular neighhood & L. Fg C T(ON(Q))
ZERRHERON(Q) » QDT 7 AN—IZR> 78R E T 5 (Fg D rank &
2127 3), THLE, artuY—HHeec HYZ\ X;Q) »

elong) = e(Fg) € H*(Z \ X;Q)

Zhi7zTEE, e e (e=“Buler”) LRI LTS, ZL T, =9
#HO=(2,X,¢e) % eSRE LN, dimpB =dimZ LERT S, Z¢ X
BACUVEERROLERAY Y SRk E I8, ARIZLT, e
%K, null-cobordant % £ ZRAEDBEH OAZBVHRICEETE S, &
TDERENTD e-FHERODLIT TR, ELFELTH—BENL IR
DRV, (Z, X)W e HERRODDVEDDBBEEZEHFIZX B ZDFTQ
k null-homologous £ %3 Z £ TH 3,

Lemma 2.1. (Z,X) ZRRTL3DASIREN T2, L (Z,X) e
DEEZT TR OIT.
Sign X =0

Z D lemma, 13 Hirzebruch DR SHEHE & Stokes DEHIZ L DEHIC
AEND, BBEIZIKEI) 263, EBOIFOTEHEDT AL 720 b
HED & S 2%E2I1E7-LTn3,

103



104

2.1 Theorem A DEFRA

M%ZZHS* TM = —M 27T bDERET S, HBERZIIL
DIRELTEL B 6IE, eZREZHAVT, BTFD & 912 Theorem A
ZREEICAEAT 32 2 L3 TE 5, £T. XD proposition B3IE L v & RGE
T3,

Proposition 2.2. BIT 2729 6 XA ¥ Vv Hle-%ikk ay = (Y, Q, €M)
BEET 3,

(1) Q= MIUMI (-M)
(2) ay = —apy (: (—'}/7 _deM))

(3) anl3 spin null-cobordant, 2E N, HBAE Y e-LREL = (Z, X, €)
DEELT
27T

Remark 2.3. ED propositionld, M BSAE %Rk E LT bound 35
EWVIFER ALY e- IR apy D3 bound T 5 £ 09 FRICEL RFIF. B
BMY-M%Zay =& —ay i ZELEF, M%2QIBESHZIZLDT
HbD,

Remark 2.4. fFED (ME RN & N7z) 3RITA E VEESREEKIZ spin null-
cobordant TH 503, — BRI 6 RILA Y VB e-Z1E13 spin null-cobordant
RSV, SR, 1B S REDIAA f: 8% — S8 % HT spin null-
cobordant TIE72\> e-ZRREDH o = (55, f(9%),e) ZERT 3 Z L23H
BBTH2 (ZOBIDBE cFHe Z—BWITELETS),

Proposition2.2(3) D X ZAWT u(M) =025 %Z ), Aoy = —ay
WWE>TADEDD AL —2BRIZIB>THEWVWIZEY ALY TH e-%
Sz

(Z,X,8) = (Z Uy Z,X Ug X, )

VBZ o635, Lemma2.1ickD

Sign X

ion X —
Sign 5

=0




THD., 512 Rohlin F1EEBODEREIZLD
Sign X'
=

E7%, ZNT Theorem A 23EERAEI N7z,
Ik DI, Proposition2.2 DEEFHZ T 3,

p(M) = 0

3 g 0)1‘%)32
“~5% x ¥ -side

I ’ |

Y a
M\ Ay
Y |
M, N |
Y = -t R
AN
MY |
’ i |

“M x M”-side

1: Y, Q = Ml UMQU (—Mg) @%ﬁi

M»56 e ay ZUTOEHIICLTERTS, 7. YV 2RDX
BT 5,
Y = (M x M)#(—=5* x §*) (GEFEHR)

T, EHEMARLBEEIZ, MxMBIXUS <SP 0EL, B2y
BENFNUREDEIICESTEL, T3L,. YIE3DODHEWIIRDLLR
V> 3 RILE o4 ik

My = (M x p)#(~5° x g)

My = (p x M)#(—q x 5%

M3 = (diagonal)#(—diagonal)
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28> (pe M,ge 5%, ZL T,
Q = M1 UMQU (—M3)

LEETS (K1), V,Q) 0L oD e FEROZLIZ, adbEn
P—DFEICIDBZIEID LN, Ik ey LT (MIZZHS? LR
FELTVwE7D, BRI ey ZRBAFIFIE0 P —HHLEARTILD
HeE), Z2LC. an=(Y,Q,en) L EET 3.

Remark 3.1. Y\QZ M x M & S3x S® DETH % L 2 DD IZTH
., ZNZNDERTIE M\ {p}. S\ {q} D2 REBEZEMIcE>TWw3,

DL ) ITEREINTz ay BAEYTH B &, % LT Proposition 2.2 (1)
ZWiTe T I L3 Z DB 66 TH B, Z LT, Proposition 2.2 (2)
i3, 2B ANEBZ S M x M E S xS D involution ((z,1) — (y,z))
05 &P 5 Y D involution

v (Y,Q) — (¥, Q) (5)

DEELAB M = —M 26 BARICRE LS, Proposition 2.2 (3) 122\
TIIRETHEIING,

4 oy DAY ARILT « X LEE

Proposition 2.2 (3) 2. BHRYIZ, EERIZ = (Z,X,e) Z/ED LT Tw
CZERREVEIPDS,

3 (5) D involution ¢ IIFAEREE My UM, & Ms % ZZFiRo, K
I, N6 DHERY M VK vy, vs 1ZEZE BHEAL

Vig = (Ml U Mg) X R3, v = M3 X R?’
2R, fEAI
(z,v) = ((z), —v), =z € (M;UM,)or Mz,v €R®

TRIEIND, N(Q)Z QDRAEEREFLTE L, 0Y \ Int N(Q) =X QxS?
TH5,

Xo%0Xo=MZRHETARTEERZAC VSRIELET S, 2L T,
X, X0, XsZZDat—¢ L, 80X, E M, 2B—HT%, X' =X, UX,U

6



(—X5) EBE, X' x 2 LY \Int N(Q) 2EFRICH->TEVEDESZ
iz & DEAS RS

Y’ = (¥ \ ~Int N(Q)) Ugxsz (X x 52)

BRoND, ZLT, ey &, S2DFA 5% e(TS?) € H(S%Z) D
XxSPADEZRLZEDELEZZLIZED, 2RakEnY—HH
¢ € H* (Y, Z) %515, involution t DY \ Int N(Q) ~DHIRIZ Y’ E
@ free involution

Y =Y

WICHRER L. ¢ = —¢ 2l 7,
CIT,. dZY 0D BEERRTILEHTE, AV - SEE

ag\/f - (Y/’ ®> 61)

28/ 5, ay B3, I spin cobordant TH % Z L IZHBHIES ICHE»D
5%, 795, Proposition2.2(3) 2R 7= ®IZIE, o), % spin null-
cobordant TH 5 Z L 2RI+ TH S,

—RIZ, 6 RILHRE L 2R aFER Y —EHDON (W, a) 13 (oriented) 2
RWVT 4 RLHEQg(CP®) DIL [W,a) ZFED 5, FH

Q(CP®) 2 Z 7

DRI [W,a] — ([0, SignX,) L&D EZSNE, 2IT, X, C W
F. A7V ALVIIZE D o RT3 A RTHRITESRETH B, o
5, WIS BILY,|€ZDLZEZBLILENTE S,

Proposition 4.1. [Y',¢'] = (0,0) (mod (8, 32))

CNE, a(l)=¢€ L %2 &Y LORAEEREFER L (771,
ZZTD LD L~DIERIZ anti complex linear TH %) OFEZFH T
HEING,

Lemma 4.2. B877% (82) & (32Z) C Q6(CP*®) DERDIT [W,a] (a €

H*(W;Z), WidA E V) ITR LT, e-B k& (W, 0, a) 1Z spin null-cobordant.

Z @ Lemma (%, (8Z) @ (32Z) DEEZ EERICEBR L. WIET 3 %
RRfE 28 spin null-cobordant TH 3 Z L 2HELH B Z itk hBoh 3, E
BR. [CP? e1], [K3x .52, €3] € Q6(CP™) %% (8Z)®(32Z) DEEZR 1 L., Wit

7
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TBAE Y e- %I (CP,0,e1), (K3 x 52,0, e5) & spin null-cobordant
THB, 22Ty e1 B [eper =22ALTIAFEUY—H, e, ZEF
K3x 82— S212k34A47—8e(TS?)DIIZRERLTH S,

X C. Proposition4.1 & Lemma4.2ick b, X283,

Corollary 4.3. o), I& spin null-cobordant.

ap 1& oy, I spin cobordant 72 27 DA 5 oy 13 spin null-cobordant
ThHbd, 2ED. HBEBTRIWAEV eSRIE 3 = (Z,X,e) DELEL.
Proposition 2.2 (3) %7z 7,
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FNVAT « 97 LOER L AEEBRDEBRE

S (RIRKREREGEETTFEE)

1

Borsuk-Ulam (/AR 7~ 9 1) OFEIIE (2) KE0 Y~ DM & L THRBELETY
WD HITHEI L%, BECHEDIADE S BH>TVE (B2 L035H2) FAn
V—DEEO—D>TH S ). TOFEBIEL L THBRRENBA, b L b & Ulam 25748
L, Borsuk 255EEA L 72 EHIZRD S DTH 5.

EE A(Borsuk-Ulam DFEE). S" 96 R* ~OEGEER f 12N L, f(—a) = f(a) &
2% a€ S"DEFET 5.

ZZT SR R OBEMEREITH B, KD 2ODEHIE, b & D Borsuk-Ulam DEH
POBZIIEPND. Fi, 200 o OEEMEICERE, FHS L, Fhs ko
Borsuk-Ulam DERIIHENAS IcE1rN 5.

EE B. BEER f: 5" - R D f(—z) = —f(z) BT LE, f-1(0) # 0.
B C. BB f: 5™ — 5" P f(—z)=—f(z) W=7 L& m<n.

EEB LEHCHEERALELIRIEZEFRLTVAILRBERICOLIETHA.
¥, EEHADPOEEBPEINZIELFZ LY. EEHBHSEHE A 2E 2L S°
226 R* ~NDEGER fIZWL, g: 5" - R* % g(z) = f(z) — f(—z) £BL & g 8
g(—2) = —g(z) 2T ERAVREI Y. T0kdic, BB EHECIIEHEA &
BIERCABRLEZONSDT, 25 b Borsuk-Ulam DTEBEEMEIEN S 2 L2035 3.

StICEE Zy (= Z/2Z) DIERZ g2 =~z (g 1 Zy, DERTE) & V525, UTT
i, 20D Z, Rz MER LR, 5™ RicaiMERA%2E£22 L%, B A X R ICH
W Z, BAZEZ L EORAEROFEEICETZEELRA I LN TE, FE B 1T R”
CREARKZRZEANEZLS X% Z, (FAREZILED, Z, FEEE (ZDBARF
BRES) OREERIZLZFEGBOMMEIZET230TH 2. $-, FH C RAEEED
FHEICETAEELEZIDZILNTES. 2NEFNDOEET, Borsuk-Ulam D EHIT—1%
fLEn T, Lad, MEATZH) 2—BLT2330, 5z EAOMHSE, 2—8
LT 2500, MEATZ2EM 2—BET25D, £ k5L B AFRANDILED

111



112

5. HlziE AEROFEE (EH A OFO—#L) 22T, B 14, 15] R ETH
ZENT\ 5. Fadell-Husseini [3, 4], Jawalowski[9], /N [11] 7% £ T, AEERIZL %
FEREAOFRBOMMICBEL TEILEZ, $1, AZRERDFEIIDVTHE RT3,
Wasserman[21] IZBEDEAZ X h —MILL, & 5iC, AESRDEM & ELEER (isovariant
map) 1230 TZ DFEED T D DBHBELELIC OV TEEL TS, I 512, Rk (16, 17), &
IF5-4-78E [18] TX [21] TRO T BBERBAEVBED X ) BEHOERAOBEICHO&RMFICE->T
VW BEDEFARTV S, Z Dfh, Borsuk-Ulam DEHICEIT % Xk Steinlein[19, 20] IZF
Lo, Fio, ARFEECIE, BRI DWW TS £ Dali~7xweg3, [19, 20] 1213 Borsuk-Ulam D
EROWHBERE ENOIRRIC OB TORRD H ), XML ET 5T 3D TSHEIC
LTHRL S,

=T, b ed D Borsuk-Ulam DEBEZIAT 2121%, T A, B, C DV TNzl
I EkveblilTth s, RO TEERE, BT 2 EH2HAVCEERAT 2 5EB—D2D
HETH 5.

EIE D. GG f:S" — St W f(—z) = —f(z) ZH-TLE f OERERFHT
H5.

KEETIE, ZOTBHEO—WLIZOWTEZ S I LEPHND—2TH 503, X DEVHE
¥ Borsuk-Ulam BDEE 2 Mk 3 72 012, KEi Tl Borsuk-Ulam DEIHRICEAFRT 5 E
WL OPDEHDFIEICDWTES Z L2 T 5. §3 T Fadell £ Husseini 12 & D EE
ENFAZE index ZHAWEEE D 0—k, BLUFZDEHZE52%. §4 T3 §3 TEX
722l ohflEd iz, SBROMBIZOWTIRRSE I LIZT 3.

2 Borsuk-Ulam OFEEBDOW DO DEERRICDWT

12U @12, Borsuk-Ulam DFER I Borsuk 2SEEHA L 72 2 & 2B V7228, Z DFX [1] H3H
72D 1933 FETH 5. TH A DT Borsuk 25FER L 72 D3 Z OB D EERD HFERT
HBIEIIHEPTH DD, EizZ DA LANIC Borsuk-Ulam DEH EFE BIRDH 5 RD
SEHEDY Lusternik & Schnirelmann 2 & D EEFAS 11T 3 ([12, 13, 19, 20)).

I E. S® OBHES Ay, Aps1 DS =AU~ UAp 27T RGIE, PRED
=D A IZDWT A4 N(-A4)£D TH?.

T F. S” OBEA Ay, Ans BTRTD (150 Sn) KHLT AN (-4)=0%
Bl L, | JAiU(=A)) = S" il TH 61, ANAN--NA #0 TH2.

i=1
REAEZER X IR LT, X OFTHHEYR (n+ 1)-BED X OFEE Ay, Ay, , A, T
X =AgU---UA, Zi7=-THDEEZBLE, ZDEI e Ay, A DPEETS LI %



n DE/IMEDS X @ Lusternik-Schnirelmann 77 3V — &IN5 H DT (BIFTIE L-S
ATIY—EEL), 2T, IhZcat(X) LB IEIKTS. LS ATITY—IZon
T, &8 i :ﬁ@%ﬁ%%é@’(i EHonTws. LOFEHRE, FXRDZ & LB
B3 A L3 TCIChb»rs RS,

T8 G. catRP" =n .

EH G 13 HY(RP™ Z,) DEBIL (0 THRWIL) a #a™ # 0 € H*(RP™Y; Z,) %z
TIERAWTEREGBETA2I LB TES.

2T, TN6 DEHD Borsuk-Ulam DEBEERT A I LZRTEIY. £9, 8 F
2% Borsuk-Ulam DEBEPSE PN D LRBMUTO LI ICRENS.
S DBAES Ay, App BFRTD (1 S S n) T AN (—A) = 0 B &L,

U(A U(=4)) = 5" Zii7cd & &, EFRE fi: 5" > R % A TO0, A DHEESTIE
i=1

ERBEICHNB (1SiSn+1). IN6EMHVT, s:5" - R% s(z) =Y fix)
WEDEETD. AN NAp =0 ERETSE, S" DETDRE z Ts(z) #0T
HbB.F:5 - R"% F(z) = (fi(z)/s(x), -, falz)/s(z)) I D EZET % &, Borsuk-
Ulam DEH LD, F(—a) = Fla) AT L% a € 5" BHEET 5. a € A U(-A4)
1SiSn+1)%56E fil-a) & fi(a) DIBLWTNDH 0 THI—FDH 0 THRVD
T, fi(—a)/s(—a) # fi(a)/s(a) L&Y, F(—a) = F(a) KFETZDT, a € AU (—4A)
(t=isn) 7, ZOLE, faula)/s(a) = 1 - (fila)/sa) + -+ + fala)/s(a)) =
1= (fi(=a)/s(—=a) +--- + f.n(—a)/s(—na)) = for1(—a)/s(—a) TH 5. L7zB>T, a ¢

Ana U (—Ang1) BERDIZD. 5" = | J(A U (-4) DT, TRIRFE. LEdoT,
i=1

AN 0 Aper # 0.

RIZEBF PLEBREZETZ Y,

ST DRSS Ay, A PSP =AU UA BT EE, TRTD A 1220
’CAm(—Ai):Q)k{&%?%k,%’_@}?ibAm-~-mAn+17ﬁ®.cceAmmmAnH
ETARES =AU Udp &V —z€ A, E22 i BWEETEY, 20 A IR LT,
z,—z € A; J:OAQ( A)#D LY FE. LedS->T, BB E PELD L.

RIZEBE BBDYD I EDGICEIHEE N L &, 20d 5 Borsuk-Ulam O EHE 2 E
CIEWTELILZRL). EHEPOCEE BOMHHATESZZLEEZ T L.

ST 5 R ~NOREEER fizowT, f71(0)=0 LIKET 3.

ZDEE, R DEARAE By, -+, Bu1 3 f(S) C BiU+ - -UBpy1, 92, & B; (1 £i < n)
28 B, (=Bi) = 0 27T XIICE BT LATED,

Ar= 1By EBLE, Ao A WS = A U U A, 2571, 272 f 25
EERTHHILLBN(=B)=0 &Y AN(-A)=0%Aa77F. TNIIEEEILFE
T3, L7237, EH E 25 Borsuk-Ulam DEBESEDNLSE I LB8hr 5.

3
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EH G 22T HFAERIC Borsuk-Ulam OFEHE» 6B Z E3TE, MBI EH G 2
AT Borsuk-Ulam DEEZIAT L E3TE L. ZOLIHIWKEH A B, C,E,F, G
XZDH LD ENL—ODREATENL, MOEHEITZ N 5E L Z 3T E 5. Borsuk-
Ulam DEH & BRDEEVERIIMICOH 5. ZUTDOWTH [19,20] ZRTW72E 7%
V>, Z 2T, Borsuk-Ulam DEHED TABM=2H) REEHICERT 2 bDICB 2 BT
TWwl ZEitT 5. ,

FPIobE W L), B D ZFAT 5 2 L2 XD Borsuk-Ulam OER (B A) Z3E
BT 2 EBMEN e —D>DREAETH 5.

FEID OFFBAE LT, 2EHEB . X > X LT, FS v A7y — LTI B E
&m: H (X, Z,) — HY(X;Z,) ZETEETAH(F7VARAI7—ZDHDIEH - E—ii
H R TOERBTES). ZDELE we HY(X; Zy) V&% - T, Thom-Gysin 5825R7
EMPEN B RDFEERIIDELNS.

S HIUX; Z,) -, HY(X; Z,) = HY(X; Zy) Mo, HY(X; Z,) AN

COFERINOERERZAVE Z LICXDEHRD MEIATE 3. (ZORERIN2H5
&, EM CIIEBRIAT 22 L b TES)
fibicEHE D R2FET 25k L L, BEEEREAV 2 HED H 3 ([2).

Fadell & Husseini & [4] 123 \>"C, ideal-valued cohomological index theory ZEZ L,
Z3UZ & D Borsuk-Ulam DEHDO—RILEE Z 72 (Jawalowski b [9] 13 V> THIZIC kR
DHLDEEEL, AROBREZB VD). HoDFEZUTIENML L.

G#Zav)7 L Lie#, EG— BG % G DEE G-22E & T 5 &L ¥, Fadell & Husseini
D index I¥, G-ZEE X TN LT ex : X — x (1 B 5% 52H » ~DEMEER) o FH
EXxN3AZIFER Y —DHEREID kernel

Ind®(X; K) = Ker(cy : Hy(x; K) —» Hy(X; K)) (K 13fk)

A DEEINDLDTHS. Hy(x; K)= H*(BG,; K) TH 1, Ind®(X; K) I3 H*(BG; K)
Dideal 127 %. ¥72, X PHHEL G-EEDLEIZIX, & : X - EG & G-EBRL
THLE a KDVEED2ER e X/G - BG IV FEEINLar-Eny—DEERL
o* . H*(BG; K) — H*(X/G; K) ® kernel % Ind®(X; K) £ —%7 %. index IZBIL T
RDEHEDR ) L.

i 2.1([3, 4, 9]). X,)Y 2 G-ZBHLT2LE GER . X Y PEET 55613,

Ind®(X; K) > Ind®(Y; K).

ZOmEL D, KA D ideal-valued index ZFTE LT, €3 C PSELFATE 3. £/, AE
aFRER Y —DET% Alexsender-Spanier I FEU L —DLERINZI DD ETH L E,
RDEEEHIL D 3.



EE 2.2([3, 4, 9]). X,Y & G-Z=MEL, W 2Y O GARLHALELTS. G-ER
[ X =Y PEETHLE,

Ind®(f~Y(W); K)Ind®(Y — W; K) C Ind®(X; K).

COEBELY, FH B APEENATES. 5610, ZOWMELD, (W) ORAERYRE
WO DOPIBEENHE. FZIEm2ZnTf: 5™ > R D f(—z)=—f(z) 2ALT LE,
FH0) DR m—n+1 B Eicis 2 o222 KDEATES. [3,4,9,11] T
IO XH LT, AZEROERD G-AEEEDOUEROPEZRHD a FERT Y =IOV
TOBHFEEZWMOHL, LS A7 TV —IZDOWTHEEL TV

3 cohomological index ERAZEBHROERE

BT ideal-valued cohomological index 122 Tl 7223, Z DYEE D> 5 Borsuk-Ulam
DOEFIZIEHETHTELZ DD, EED O LI LEHEICBAL TREZTwiador.
DEITIX, 2D index ZAVTHEEROEREIZ DV TEELTAHAL). ZDLDHIC
index 253D LM UTOEIICEBTS. cx: X =+ 2 1 HAPSRDE/M x ~D
EMBEHLT2EE, ndS(X; K) = Ker(ck : Hi(»; K) — HE(X; K)) (K 13F). XY

G-ZET2LE GEBB f: X - Y BEET %61, Indf (X; K) D Indf(Y; K)
DD ILOZ LIZEH 2.1 LRAKRTH S,

G#Rmav:7 bt Lief, M, N 2a>,87 FCTHEiER n XL G-ZRRiELL, M, N
L+ G-ERIZERTHSZ Z L %{&%@“é M 26 N ~OREEGVELT S L E,
Hr—dmG(\f: Z,) = Hr=dmG(N; Z,) = Z, DD D2 &, B X P IndS 4 o(M; Z2) D
Ind® 4. c(N; Zy) &9, IndS_ 4 a(V; ZQ) Ind¢ . o(M; zz) 2T

Indf dlmG’(N Z2) = Indn dlmG’(M; ZQ) ?é Hn_dimG(BG; Z2>
Indn dim G (N ZQ) 75 Indn dlmG(M; Z2) = Hn~dimG(BG; ZQ)
Indn-—dme(N ZQ) - Indn dlmG(Al; ZQ) = Hn_dimG(BG; ZQ)

D3IBYHMNEZOSNS. ZDHL, EO22DFEIZDWTIERD I LMY LD

TR 3.1([5]). G #av 7+ Lie#, M, N 2 a7 FTElS% n RIT G-EHEF L
L,M,N £O GERIZEHATHL I LZRETS. ZDEE,

(1) Ind®_ 4. o(N; Zo) = IndS . 6(M; Z,) # H9mC(BG,; Z,) ThHiE, £ED G-
B f: M — NIZNLTf*: HY(N; Z,) —» H*(M; Z,) ZRABTH 2. Fiz, M BLU
N PHEMToNTHELE EBD M »5 N D G-EROEREIFHTH 2.

(2) Ind®_y_ o(N; Zy) # IndS_ ;. o(M; Z,) = H4mC(BG; Z,) Thnid, £ED G-
B f:M— NIZHLUT f*: HY(N; Z,) — H'(M; Z,) 3BEETH 5. B, M B &
U NPAEMIENTREEE FBD M »5 N O G-EROEEEIXMBHTH 3.

5
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100% i o(V; 22) = 100 o (M; Z) = H'=0mG(BG, Z,) D & #1cl, EO k5%
BEREICET2HIBZXITI VL) RARD . FIZIE, M =N =T%(= 8t x §1) &
L, T2 12 Zy % g(z1,2) = (—21,22) (g € Zp \FHERITT, 21,20 € §Y) EAFHIE % L&
0dS(N; Z,) = IndS(M; Z,) = H2(BG; Z,) TH D, M 95 N ~EED k3 RERED
HEEROHFELES.

Borsuk-Ulam OEMIIFRE LD Z, /B (NOMER]) 12BIT 2 b DTH 523, BRiE Lo
SPLMEAIZ DV T index ZEHET 3 &

Ind?2(S™; Zy) = {e} # H"(BZy; Z,) = Z,

DBhood. 2O EICEMR3.1(1) ZBHAT 5 L, FETHENLAZEE D 58hr0n 5.

EZAT, Zy BEBRIIEAT % n RIULLEREIZNT S” ~DOREEGVHFLET 208 (T
TS RICENIMERZEZ T 3), Z, BWHBRICIEAT 3 n RILERED index 25
HIHHELLT RDE) CHKANDERDEREZFANLHEVH L. ZDI LifH
9 &, ED XD Zy-% kDS Borsuk-Ulam DOER & RAEOWE % Fo WS &
s,

R 3.2. M M EDW SNz a v o8y MEEE 0 RIT Z,-%8kE L L, M LD Z,1EF
FEHTHE I LR2RETS. 7z, 5" RICIIWLMERAEEZLbDLET S, ZDLE,

(1) M 25 S™ ICEREVETRD Z,-BEIHFEET 57 61%, Ind?(M; Z,) # H*(BG; Z,) .
(2) M 25 S™ IZEAREIMERD Zo-BBEET 575 513, Ind? (M; Z,) = H(BG; Z,) .

COED (1) &b, AEDF o av s FERE 0 RIT Z,-% 8k M (TEFRIZE
H) 6 S" KWEREPERD Z,-EEPERET 0L, EH- A B E, F,G I22WwWT
i, BEOHFD St % M IZEZ, —x DET%E gz (9 13 Zy DERIT) KWEZTRKD Z
RN IDZ LoD, (FH G IZOWTIE cat(M/Z,) =n W) T ETH3)

EH 31 T, a8 ETR Y —DREE Z, TEZTWEY, M,N BXU M/G,N/G
MEIAEETH IR, Z, FRE (p 1FFE) TORBIZRD Z LD 32D,

T 3.3([5]). G 22 v %7 b Lie B, M, N 2AE I ohikar 87 bcElls n R
T G-SREL T 5. £/, M, N £O GERIZEHTH D, M/G,N/G 03 1) A #E
THDEIEREETS. COLE p2FEHLETBL

(1) ndS 4. 6(N; Z,) = Ind®_ 4 o(M; Z,) # H9mC¢(BG, Z,) THNIE, EBED M
225 N ~D G-ERDEBREIL p THID iz,

(2) Ind€ 4. o(N; Z,) # IndC_ 4 o(M; Z,) = H4mC¢(BG, Z,) THhE, £BD M
Do N D G-ERDEERER p TEID TN 3.



4 Stiefel ZRHELD (2, FH & VSROBERE

Vi(R™) 2 R™ BT 2 IERIER k BelEh ok 286L L, 0k) REXRLT S L,
O(k) 1 Viy(R™) WBEOTIIOBIC L D BHIZERAT 2. ZOEAZRAKTIC £1 23
W& & 9 mATHNRED &2 2EOEE (Z)F ICHIRT 2. ZDLE, Vi(R™) EEH (Z)F
R L2205, ORI OWT, FHEFARIE [T 1B TROERZAHAL 7.

@ 4.1([7)). n = dim Vi(R™) £ ¥ 3 & &, Ind®) V,(R™) # H(B(Z,)"; Zs).
ZOEED» S, EH 3.1 2o T, DFD Borsuk-Ulam BEHENBE SN 5.
EE 4.2([7]). Vi(R™) 25 Vi(R™) D (Z,)* EROGEREIFETH 2.

5% Stiefel ZIEE Vi, (C™) IV THRARIC =% ) —8 U(k) D HAREMAZEY
BE(Z,)F (p 133280 WWHIRT 2 & EROEHHEL D L.

EE 4.3([7)). Vi(C™) 226 Vi(C™) ~D (Z,)F BROBEIEL p DEHRTR .

EZAT, EH 42 2 43 T, FEAT2EHIEL 5P LI THRABROMELED 31
DEICHBRB. FIZIL, Vi(R™) DT RTOETIC —1 20 CTEB X H % Z, 1EA
CDWT, Vi(R™) 6 ZNEFNOERERZLTHEIC R 2?2 0wH) I LTHB. L
PLREDS, 2D EIF—BIIZE Y ob T TIidw. XD X ERAEH 5.

Bl. o(R*™) 1T Z, %

g ay az -+ Qoam-1 Q2m _ —ap —az -+ —Om-1 —dom
b1 by - bomo1 bom —=by —=by -+ —byp1 —bom
(g% Z, DERIE) X DEAZES. ZDLE V(R™) 5 Vy(RM™) ~DE£%
F a1 Gg 0 Qome1 Qom | [ Q1 G2 - Oopme1 O2m
by by - bym-1 bom B —Qz ai; - —02m A2m-1

CEETDE, TN Z, BRICESTWT, EREROTHS. BHREBOTHB L
B, U TDOLIICLTREZILENTES.
fl : VQ(R2m) —_— S2m—1 73&

ay G -+ Qgm-1 Gom | _
fi b b b b = (a1,az," - , Q2m—1, 02m )
1 02 0 Dogp—y Dop

X DEEL, fr: 52 o V(R %

_ | @1 G2 - dom-1  Qom
fz(al,a% cr s, Gom—1, CL2m) =
—az a4 - —0am O2m-1

7
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ICEDEERT S L, f=faofi THd. n= dimVQ(R2m) L¥nL, Hn(S2m—1;Z2) =07
DT, f* = fi o f; : H'(Va(R™); Zo) — HM(Vo(RP™); Zy) DRIBO0ICH % LEdioT,
fOEREIZ0THS.

IDEHIT, (Zy) DEETROWESEE H ICHIRL 723561 Vi(R™) 226 Vi(R™) ~D
H BBROBBEIZNHTERICL 2 LIZRS bl Th 528, Stiefel LR Vi(R™) D k
o om, iz, fFAT % (Z,)F OFIBEOWMY HIZ & - T, AREROEREICHIRD S
CHEEDH B L Lz, EBE Eofl L AEDOFIE V(R THEBL LI ELTH,
S 8 Va(R2H) NDEREESD £ 2503 F L dpze. 27 5 V(R A
i LoD XS Ic LTESDIZ, 52 EORY PR T, FRICBIT 287 FILDOKR
EEV1THDEIRLDORERT 5 2 LT s5wns, $2m BT PG X7V
Hl-hy 7OEBIYMBTERBDY, LOFIEARITIITER D THS. V(R
L EDOBDE ST Z, BIEASE S LE, Vo(R™) 6 2N EBE~DRAEERTERE
DPMEBIZ 2 L) b DBEET 203 bhoTwiwy, 7277 EE 31 ZHAWT, 202
LEFRDZEIZTER. H% (Z)F OFIET, BATKRL, (Z)F L8R5 L)
b ET 5L, Ind?(Vi(R™); Z,) = HW(BH; Z,) (n 1% Vi(R™) DRIT) B Y SLDH>
BTH D, T OEFE[7) DD B0, Tio, I L—iR I LREELTEI I,

W 4.4. M % n RIUOESELREASRET, (Z,)F PERIFEAL T2 L3 (pldFk
). M DPAESMITEE, £/ p=20DLE H % (Z,)F DWIRET, (Z,)F L BB &
G%bDET B L, Ind?(M; Z,) = HY(BH; Z,).

MR T, G=(Z,) L 95 H%G LB%2 GOWoRLIZL, n: BH — BG &
WEPpN D aFRER Y —DUERW . H*(BG; Z,) —» H*(BH; Z,) 3 &5 TH 3.

md?(M;Z,) # H*(BH; Z,) Th 3 LIRET 3 &, HN(M/H;Z,) |3 Z, L AL D
T, M Lto HERZETALEER fy - M/H — BH X WFEI N ERE [} -
H™"(BH;Z,) — H"(M/H;Z,) 3&4tic7%3. L&d>7T, fior : H*(BG; Z,) —
HY(M/H; Z,) 325 TH 5.

—77, G/H (3808 p DEEROBEC L 205, g M/H — M/G & H)Ehin 3 HEFT
q*: H*(M/G; Z,) — H"(M/H; Z,) 3FBERTHS. L7cd»>TC, f¢ : M/G— BG & M
Lo G RT3 0EER LTS L, ¢*of) . HY(BG,; Z,) — H(M/H; Z,) 3FE/KT
H%. fron* =g ofs THBDT, TNIIFE. Lkd> T, Ind)(M; Z,) = H(BH; Z,)
ThH 5.0

IDZEED H % (Z) OWAET, BATHL, (Zo)F LDBRBLI0bDLT
% &, Ind?(Vi(R™); Z,) = HY(BH; Z,) (n 1 Vi(R™) DRIT) WD LD Z L23b2 5.
L7235 T, W(R™) LD (Z,) fEA (I < k) 12T, BRE%%E 2 5 DI cohomological
index DA% AV ZDIFENTIIE L, HIOBENBREICRS L) TH 5.

L2 27T, 5" LoBEBER Z, fRICH LT, —#RIC IndZ7 (S Z,) # HY(BZ,; Z,)
BDLD2I Do, ME44 DRELTRDZEDVHFELNS.

8



% 4.5. 5™ kiTid Z, x Z, ZBHBICERAL 2w,

%4513 [10, 15] K BBAZIN T2, ZNZNBIOHETIHAL Tw»s. 2Tl
A UT-HERE L, % 45 55 Borsuk-Ulam OFHEELERLT0 3 I L8303 THA). %
e, DL BWRER EICHLT, (Z,)F DEHAEAZELET, 2055000
Borsuk-Ulam B D EEDIR D 00 % SRREDMED» SHET 2 2 LBSROBED—
DTH 5.

[1] K. Borsuk, Drei Sitze iiber die n-dimensionale Sphére, Fund. Math 21(1933), 177-
190.

[2] T. tom Dieck, Transformation groups, Walte de Gruyter, Berlin, New York 1987.

[3] E. Fadell, Ideal-valued generalizations of Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category, with ap-
plications. Topics in equivariant topology (eds. E. Fadell, et al.), Sém. Math. Sup.,
108, Presses Univ. Montreal, 1989, 11-54

[4] E. Fadell and S. Husseini, An ideal-valued cohomological index theory with appli-
cations to Borsuk-Ulam and Bourgin-Yang theorems, Ergodic Theory Dynamical
Systems, 8(1988), 73-85.

[5] Y. Hara, The degree of equivariant maps, Topology Appl. 148(2005), 113-121.

[6] Y. Hara and N. Minami, Borsuk-Ulam type theorems for compact Lie group actions,
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 132(2004), 903-909.

[7] A.Inoue, Borsuk-Ulam type theorems on Stiefel manifolds, Osaka J. Math. 43(2006),
183-191.

[8] EWEHIZE, Ganea F48 & Lusternik-Schnirelmann 4 7 =Y —DERIEDFHE, £+, 56,
No. 3 (2004), 281-296.

[9] J. Jaworowski, Maps of Stiefel manifolds and a Borsuk-Ulam theorem, Proc. Edinb.
Math. Soc. 32(1989), 271-279.

[10] K. Kawakubo, The theory of transformation groups, Oxford Univ. Press, 1991.

[11] K. Komiya, Borsuk-Ulam theorem and Stiefel manifolds, J. Math. Soc. Japan
45(1993), 611-626.

[12] L. Lusternik and L. Schnirelmann, Topological methods in variational problems,
Issledowatelskii Institut Matematiki i Mechaniki pri O. M. G. U., Moscow, 1930.

9

119



120

[13] L. Lusternik and L. Schnirelmann, Méthodes topologiques dans les problemes vari-
arionnels, Hermann & Cie., Paris, 1934.

[14] M. Nakaoka Continuous maps of manifolds with involution. I, IT, Osaka J. Math.
11(1974), 129-162, I1I ibid 12(1975), 197-208.

[15] FRREER, FEIRERE & 2 DA, BIEEE, 1977.

[16] I. Nagasaki, The weak isovariant Borsuk-Ulam theorem for compact Lie groups, Arch.
Math. (Basel) 81(2003), 348-359.

[17] 1. Nagasaki, Isovariant Borsuk-Ulam results for pseudofree circle actions and their
converse, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 358 (2006), 743-757.

[18] I. Nagasaki and F. Ushitaki, Isovariant maps from free C,-manifolds to representation
spheres, in preparation.

[19] H. Steinlein, Borsuk’s antipodal theorem and its generalizations and applications: A
survey, Méthods topologiques en analyse non linéaire, (ed. A. Granas), Sém. Math.
Sup.,95, Presses Univ. Montreal, 1985, 166-235

[20] H. Steinlein, Spheres and symmetry: Borsuk’s antipodal theorem, Topol. Methods
Nonlinear Anal. 1 (1993), 15-33.

[21] A. G. Wasserman, Isovariant maps and the Borsuk-Ulam theorem, Topology Appl.
38(1991), 155-161.

Department of Mathematics, Graduate School of Science, Osaka University, Toyonaka,
Osaka 560-0043, Japan
E-mail address : hara@math.sci.osaka-u.ac.jp

10



Generating varieties, Bott periodicity and instantons

BARMS (RERFRFBREFD IR

1 [ZC®IC
GEaL/ Yy NEREY—BLT5. B A: S — GIHLTEET, : G/C — 0C %
Th(gC)(s) = gh(s)g~"h(s)™*

(s € SHIZEVEDD. 12721, CiT h(SY) OFLMLBEEZERL, QoG 11 QG OEEEBR DR &
BT 5. R. Bott 2% Morse B2z VT QG D F R P— Il L TKROBESELZ L1 X<
HHILTWND

Theorem 1.1 (Generating variety [4]). G OFLRERAD L&, HHERT K : S — G BEE
L, Im(Ty). 25 Pontrjagin 38 H.(QoG;Z) ZHERT 5.

Theorem 1.2 (Bott periodicity [5]). B8 hy, : S* — U(2n) % hy(s) = sE, x E, (s € 5§t =
, . _ _ A O .
U(1)) TEDB. EL, 751 A, B2 LT A x B 124751 (0 B) BEWEL, E, 1 n KTl

MfTFIZBH®T D, ZDEE, B limpoo Ta, : BU — QoU 136E M E—REEG L 725,

[1] 13 2 RITERE £ O Yang-Mills B DE V= T A ZMEE XD 2 LIZX Y, Theorem 1.1 &
Theorem 1.2 BNEEZH 2 Z L EZRITRLTWAD. —F, Tian [13] IZ&< BIOBE AR S4 ED
Yang-Mills ##t (A > A F 2 b2) DEFEV 2T A ZRRIZEE SN B Atiyah-Jones BEIZ LY
BO, BSp @ Bott periodicity 238 b5 Z L 2 R L TW3A. LaL72223 5 Tian @ Bott B
WA REREHANICHEAEDETELND 2D, BN X252 bNnE bbb T,
ELT, WBFTRINDIDRLELN D Z LiZbhiban,

EEOE®M

[Tli2 &Y m Ry MEREMD —8 G 0 53 #Ha#E (GO SUQ2) = 5% ICEBRESE) & 54
EDARE PRV 2 T ERICEDIAENT. G OSEEMOMICHIEN 2L Z LR EN,
& BIZ, Atiyah-Jones B4 2 2 DEEEMICHIBT 5L G OB T TEHEND Z EWTENT. *
LT, £DHIE L7z Atiyah-Jones B42%° Theorem 1.1 & Theorem 1.2 ® 3 EA— TR H—H
KEZDZ LR NIV ERAINTE. ZOFBEORENIIINOORREZMEHTIZLTHS.
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2 Atiyah-Jones B8 & RiF

Z DOEITIE Atiyah-Jones BEROERLBAE LEREZ 525, TLT, ZOHBBBEORLELD
Lemma %77,

LT, S IEBEOHEL LD 4 RTKE L ¥ 2.

Gaavy bl 1‘*%@)-2}5&?‘5 CDrE, m5(G) = m(BG) IR T L A—ENS. MO
# St LD kel =nmy(BG)ICEVRBEENDIEGCREDA LV REZ LV b (AR EERE) O
SfTEEY 2 TAEMETS. CP ’C“J:O)J‘I_GK.l:@?"ﬁ“ﬁ@%,ﬁﬁ'%%\‘}:54’%?&-’1%2@?‘&%,
Atiyah & Jones I3 [2] TE#&2HE b —RIE

Ccf ~ G

EHERR L TWD . BAL
MP — CPF ~ Q3G

TEDLND BB Y, — Q3G % Atiyah-Jones B8 L1 5.
Taubes [11] iZA > A 5 v b OIRY G LN D, Atiyah-Jones B & BRRAE P —
R Q3G ~ 02,,G & DT b BTt E 27T 5

ik MY — Mi?+1
ZHERLL, [2] Tl Tbhhio Atiyah-Jones FAEZRD A7 H THER L7z
Theorem 2.1 (Taubes [11]). T lim (—k) -9 : lim ME — Q3G I3RT FE—RMEL 72 5.

Tian [12] ZRDEY =2 T A EHDELE L Theorem 2.1 & ZHHEHED Z LIZX D Atiyah-
Jones B27% Bott Btg & 722 Z & afEm L7z

Theorem 2.2 (Kirwan [6], Sanders [10], Norbury and Sanders [9]). (G,H) = (SU,U),
(Sp,0),(S0,8p) £¥ 5 &%, limy_0o MC™ ~ BH(K) &725.

) B G OENBETSU@2) (=88 tRBLLOE GO SSMABHENIZLIZTE. G
WCEAZRE2WS—=VEBENLUTERAL TR Z EICEBL LY. RIIERBEOR L2
Lemma Ths.

Lemma 2.1. G 2237 MNERFEMY —BL452. GO SSHNEHES T, 8858, S -G
Bk € ms(Q) BET bORFET B LIETS. ZOLE, b5 we MENFELT, § Db
BCIIHLTG we2G/C Lid. &b, AEE

J:GJC — ME 2 Q3G S 3G



J(gC)(s) = gu(s)g ™ u(s) ™
(geG,seS=83)TchExbh%.

Lemma 2.1 OE4% J i3 §1 OBE Ty IZEEEILTW5a. L7zdi> T, Theorem 1.1 X° Theorem
1.2%B JICED, 3 BEV—TICHRTE 20 TR L RVEFZEOBARTTHS .

3 WHEOD S HOR

ZOFTREREOD D S HAHOEEZEATS. £, TNLITHIET 2N VAL FUE
Yo T A EERNOEESRE ZIZHIR 17z Atiyah-Jones BB OMOBEKRLEE LS.

HE DD
(G7H:d) = (SU7 U7 2); (SO,SZ), 4)7 (Sp707 1)

LT3 E-ERREEER
O(n) — U(n), Sp(n) — SU(2n), U(n) — Sp(n), SU(n) — SO(2n)

TENEN C,c’,q,r &L @"'J?x_(i, 057111'27/81'11'2 e Clzx LT,

’ . 911 “Ezz
c ((ailiz +]ﬁi1i2> i3,92<n) = ((a v o 2>>
1<iniz<n) Biria  irig 1<ir ia<n
ThHd. IRLOEENES SEEBR EOERIZLALEEEZESI 2 LILT5. B OERL,
E>0:L,G=8500txiTdk+1>4&75.
THED 53 o

Sp(k+1) » S° #4558 St %,

Sph ={aEy x By € Sp(k+1) : o € Sp(1)}
TEDD. £z, SUQ2k+1) & SO(4k+1) © 53 #a8 577 L P9 #

SPY = {AxE e SU@2k+1): Acc(55)},

S50 = {Ax B € SO(4k +1) : A € rc/(Sph)}
ILXoTEDD. Zhbm 3 HABIRIT LY HHMToNE.

Proposition 3.1. B&E5#% SC, — G(dk +1) 12 k € m3(G(dk +1)) 2RET 3.
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BEBH 58, — G(dk+1) & 1, SG, DR UKEE CF) LB, S8 ICHE L ROZH & Bt

®EZD.
XS =Gk +1)/CF,

J S3 A X,Sl — G(dk +1), Jk,l(s,gC’,?,'l) = gu(s)g™ u(s)t
Lemma 2.1 & Proposition 3.1 IZ X VR D5,

Proposition 3.2. Lemma 2.112BVT, G=G(dk+1), S=55 L L, G/C=XE ¢
20, J=Ady, 5.

=W CF, 2 BETY L X8, Joy RROTHER & B 2 L b5,

(3.1) S3A XS —s 3 A XS,

Jk,zl le,Hl

G(dk + 1) —> G(dk + (1 + 1))

1A7

(3.2) SIAXE S3 A X,?JFL,

Jk,ll le-H,z

G(dk + 1) —% G(d(k + 1) + 1),

(3.3) S3 A XSy 20 g3 A XY AT 68 A X5

Jk,li Jk,zzl Jk,4ll

Sp(k + 1) —=> SU(2k + 21) —=> SO(4k -+ 41),

77U, 4,5 G(m) —» G(m+n) 12 i(A) = A X Ep, j(A) = B, x A (A€ G(m)) TEDBND
HEBER, ¢ LT RETNATh L KL VEINEERTHS.
Ek=10eE .

XoP =RPUHS Lizy, X5V 13 CPY OBABREROLZEME 20T 5. Tk, ROER
DEFIC LY HPWA 38 X590 1c@didEn 5.

Sp(L+[1/4])  se i
/4 — b 50 50
54 P = ) sp(ay a7
Jig: SBAXT0 5 SO +1) © SEAHPUWY ~ofiRE J ) LB Z LT B L, (3.1) & (3.3)
LREED J) 1B B ATRIRAR Y S0

l=coLE
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G = Sp,50 D LIFERH(K) — G(dk +)/G() — X& %, G = SU O L FIFER
U(k) = U2k +1)/U() — X5 #E2 5z Licky,

Jim X ~ BH(k)
ERBIENDNS. (3.1) HER Jlim Je S3A lli”QOX'Sl — G REZDILNTE, Zhe
Jhoo : S3ABH(k) — G
LEL.IDEE, (33) RENLERED,RS.

Proposition 3.3. ROEFUIFE FE—FHETHD.

1ne

53 A BO(k) —2% 53 A BU(k) —=2- 5% A BSp(k)

Jk,ool Ik, 00 Jk:.ccl
’

Sp ° SU - SO

k=l=coM&=E
(3.2) kv, Tk oo : S3A Jim BH(k) = G EWHBEBREEZXDZ LN TE, Zhz

JDO,OO:SB/\BH—% G
LEL. RIIBZIZHEIDLND.

Proposition 3.4. 5% Ad*Je o : BH - Q3G 12 HERTH 3.

4 Q3G(n) @ generating variety

Z OFI T Theorem 1.1 DEBAER Ad®J1 ) : X&) — Q3G(d+ 1) IS LTHRY Loz L %
BB,

ETITERLRIHERREBENT5.
Proposition 4.1. 5 (J1 )* : H*(SO(4+1);Z/2) — H*(S% A HPL/4: 7./2) 1324,

Proposition 4.2. B J;, : H¥3(Sp(1 +1); Z/2) — H*¥+3(S2 ARPH¥*3,Z/2) 126 > 0 T
=)

X O3 EET 7 A —% X(3) LB I LIZTA.

Proposition 4.3. B (J,,)* : H3(SU(3);Z) — H®(S® A CP*;Z) IZAEL. =721, Ji, 13
J DELLETTHS.
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PG(n) & G(n) 2T LTE-LHL TS, Gd+1) OF LI CF KEENDZDOTHE «
PG(d+1) — XT BFET DI LICEET 2. v: PG(n) A PG(n) — PG(n) % PG(n) D%
F,7:G(n) APG(n) - G(n) 22 DRbHET ET 2. £D 3->D Proposition DFEEAIL, KEH
IZE D &, ROFHBERE 3] OFREREZAVTITON D (Proposition 4.3 72171 SU(4) D& 5 —#%
Samelson FEOHE L LELT D).

LAl

S3AXG <753 A PG(d+ 1) —B G(d+1) A PG(d+1) 2L PG(d+1) A PG(d+1)

q T

G(d+ 1) =———= G(d + |) =—=G(d + ) ul PG(d+1)

Ly P % Sf':'l DAEE/RTTIT Y OFIR, ' 1IHETHS.

LOMHEFBRERANT 8] LAFEOHELTHZLICED, G =5p,50 ODLEDRITFENT
V% generating variety argument 23iEFA &1 5. G = SU D & 1% Toda [13] DFERZ AVCHE
BHahs.

Theorem 4.1. Ponirjagin B H. (S04 +1);2/2) ix+ <l DL & Im(J] ). TERENDE
HARTHD.

Theorem 4.2. Pontrjagin 38 H.(Q3Sp(1 +1);Z/2) i x <4l +1 DL & Im(Jy ;). TERESH
HZEARTHD.

Theorem 4.3. Pontrjagin 3 H, (Q3SU2+1);Z) 1T x <2l +1 D& & Im(Jy,). TEREND
ZHEARTHD.

5 Bott periodicity

HIEE TOREE AV TER Ad¥J, o : BH — Q3G 723 Bott periodicity 5% 2 Z & 255
ENB. DFED, ZOEHMN Theorem 1.2 D 3 BA—TMEEXB5DTHSB. 2L, G=8SUD
EEFAHIAN 4 L2207 TV 272 HO Bott EHMEEESEX P EAND.

Theorem 5.1. B Ad®Joo o0 : BH — Q3G 135 FE—REERTHS.
ZEM XY OFMOEBEBR f: X > YV B nEMELIL, fi i m(X) 5> m(Y) B 0<x <n D& EEAE
Lz T3, (31) & (B2 ITEY, ROFE PE—FHBEXEHES.
X8 — 1 - BH(k) -~ BH
Ad3Jy l Ad®Jk oo l lAd?’Jm,oo

Q3G (dk + 1) T— Q3G

Q3G




B4, i,j BT FE—BICHETIERRE I Lo TN DI»neAD I LITLVRERS.

Corollary 5.1. G = SU,Sp,S0 ® L & ZnZFNn Ng = min(2k,2l), min(k — 1,41 + 2),
min(dk+2,01—1) £F5. TOL 25 AT, XS, — Q3G(dk + 1) 1 Ne FiEL725.

6 IGH
BRI INE T BONERBROA Y RAZ Y N EV 25 ERM~DIEAEE LS.
Proposition 3.2 i & 0, X& ik MW wmwiaw 3 Z Lavbns. ZOBDRALE

iy s XS — MWD L8 Z L iz B L RO FTHREIF AL D 310,

-G J el
X X1

ik,li lik,l—{»l

.

MkG(dk—;-l) j MkG(dk—H—H),

ZIT, 5, EEER Gk +1) — Gk + 1+ 1) HEHEEINIERTHS. ZTHITIVKRD
BEgEEILDILNTES.

lim i : lim X (= BH(E)) — lim M7
KIZ X Theorem 2.2 X EDEBRTEREINDL Z L5,

Proposition 6.1. 5% lim it : lim X (= BH(k)) — lim MEEHD R b v —REE
g ] — 00 - 00
BThB.

Proposition 6.1 & [6] DEREMAEDETRAELNS.

Proposition 6.2. N = min(2k,2l) £+ 5 &%, B iy - X5Y — MU i N miET
b5.
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ALGEBRAIC COBORDISM FOR PFISTER QUADRIC

NOBUAKI YAGITA

MEfE  (RERAFE. EHEFH)
(JOINT WITH ALEXANDER VISHIK)

Let k& be a subfield of the complex number field C. By extending
Quillen’s arguments, Levine and Morel defined the algebraic cobor-
dism theory Q*(—) as the universal theory having transfers and Chern
classes. The ring Q*(X) is constructed as

(X)) ={[f : M — X]}/(relations).

Here f is a projective map from a smooth variety M to X of pure
codimension. Relations are given so that we can define Chern classes
or formal group laws. Given theory h*(—) having transfers and Chern
classes, the map pp, : Q*(—) — h*(—) is defined by pp([f : M — X]) =
f+(127) where 1) € h°(M) represents the identity element.

Let H**(—) (resp. MGL**(-), MU*(—), CH*(—), H*(—)) be the
motivic cohomology theory defined by Suslin and Voevodsky (resp. the
motivic cobordism theory, the complex cobordism theory, the Chow
ring, the usual cohomology theory). Then we have commutative dia-
gram

Qr(X) £Mer,  MGL*(X) MY, MU (X(C))

-| e | -
O*(X) L5 CH*(X) = H**(X) —2» H>(X(C))

where Tiyer, Tmu (resp. tyu,ty) are Thom maps (resp. realization
maps). Levine and Morel prove that

Q*(pt) = MU (pt) = MU* & Z[zy, 79,...] with |z = —2i

O (X) ®ge Z = CH*(X).

Similar facts also hold for MG L?**(X) from the motivic Atiyah-Hirzebruch

spectral sequence. Moreover Levine-Morel conjecture that pyer are
always isomorphisms.

Let p be a fixed prime number. We can take z,:_; as v; ; a complex
manifold whose characteristic numbers are divided by p but not p2.
We note that the ideal

Ideal(p, xp—1, Tp2—1, ...) = Ideal(p,v1,vs,..) C MU*
1
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2 N.YAGITA

is the ideal of manifolds whose characteristic numbers are always di-
vided by p.

Now we recall the Rost motive. Suppose that p = 2. Recall that
KM(k) is the Milnor K-theory for the field k. For a = {ay,...,a,},0; €
k* and 0 # a € KM(k)/2, let @, be the projective quadric of dimension
2™ — 2 defined by the (big) Pfister form

<< a1, .l >>=<1,—0; > Q.0 < 1,—a, >

and let R, be the quadric of dimension 2"~!—1 defined by the (smaller)
Pfister form << aq,...,0p-1 >> — < a, > .
It is known that R, is a norm quadric of a, that is

Tx([Ra]) = Vn, a=0¢e KM(k(R,))/2

where k(R,) is the function field of R, and 7 : R, — pt. = Spec(k).

In the category of Chow motives, Rost constructed a direct summand
M, of the motive of R, and @, (we can take M, as some open variety
of Q,). Let M(X) is the motive of X. We also know from Rost that
M(Q.) = M, ® M(P*'~1) and hence

H**(Qa;2/2) = H**(My; Z/2){1, h, ..., k7' with deg(h) = (2,1).
If R, (and so @,) has a K-rational point for an extension K of k, then
M,|x = 1% @ TE®" ™

where T = T ®; Spec(K) is the Tate motive for K, e.g., M(P!) =
T° ® T. In particular

H**(M,|x; Z/2) = H"(pt; Z/2) & H**(pt; Z/2){0}

for pt. = Spec(K) with deg(c) = (2" — 2,2"! — 1). Similar fact also
holds for *(—) theory, i.e.,

V(M,|lxg) = MU1} e MU*{c}.
Our main result is following
Theorem 0.1. There is the isomorphism
O*(Qa) = MGL™* (Q,) = O (M,){1,..., K% ~1}.
The cobordism MGL?**(M,) = Q*(M,) injects into U*(M,|x) and
VP (M,lg) = MUY} & MU*{o}.

O(M,) =2 MU{1}® Ideal(2,v,...,vn-2){0}.
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Corollary 0.2. (Rost) There is the isomorphism
CH*(M,) = Q" (M,) ®q+ Z = 7Z{1,20} & Z/2{v10, ...,Un_20}
and each v;o is represented by [Qqi_1 C R,) where Qqi_; is a subquadric
of R, of dim = 2° — 1.
Corollary 0.3. Let I(X) is the ideal of MU* generated by . (Q*(X)
Jor m: X — Spec(k), i.e., m|f : M — X]| = [M]. Then
I(M,) = Ideal(2, ..., vp-1),

indeed, 7,(1) = Vp_q, mu(v;0) = v;.
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