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EBUIFET A ETH 3.
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1) MORMTRYZBIZAETH O, 1ZH T(s), N(s), B(s) BIEED |T(s), N(s), B(s)| = 1 &7
LEIITHEDHNTNS. T T, T(s) & B(s) DEBIGFEBHRDOHE E< H5NTH, ZIns
KL > TESNABEED (77 71 MR TH D) BMTEHROTINS DERIZEIZDLES
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27 RO EA & OAEMIENTH S (EHERRLS B(s) A —EICIREST) . TR
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EBE04(s) = To(s0) — Kl (so) &B< ELUT D Frenet-Serret MORHZEZ S :

T'(s) = N(s)
{ W)= —rale)E(5) + B(o)
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Z O T N0, (s) N LR DOERTIRRIC/Z>TWDH ZENDNS.
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A P 6 BB DTS
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ThD. ZOBEIf(s,1)/0s =013 s ZEET D EFDORITBIIBERT MIVT(s) & FHTLLED
72) GEERRAN 7 BIVB(s) IC & TRANADRHOARRTHD. ZOFEET 774 VREFHE LT
B LD TEOAKE THSD AR, &7 7 74 VEEME EIER. 512, 77 71 ViERE 6 5B
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PMEZ T, REME BTN Y )N A DRI R SIS T 2702 DIty L DmIdo) (s) =0
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OEREONENERD. COMEZT 774 VEEH D AME SIS, ZOMEORREIOIAT
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HAAT DY EVINADRTHZ Z &A%, FOLI LR T ‘(T/K,) ) £0THHI LD
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H—L 2SI O E -SRI U TR I 21T DiAa 5 Hi, EFEE ik
BB LI 3 ) & DIFEIIIZE (10, 19] K K-> TRIEMSD. I TEAZZEMII > a7 2F—28
MR} THD. ZOZEMIIR LICEAIE< 5,y >= —21y1 + Toyo + 2303 B EZZ - bDTH B, ZD&
AT Ml B< g,z > >0 BT ESRMN< g0 > < 0 W/ TE SR, <z,2>=0
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v: I — RE; y(t) = (21(t), 22(t), 23 (1)) ZIERIMRRE TS, By
bf ZEHBIHIHR T D SIIZ DT MLy (1) BTS2 LT3, Fio. X7 M D/ IVA%E
o] = [ <z, > [CEDD. FEZEMEIHHFRICH L TIRa—2 Y v REBOEE EFEICIE s =
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BIZE, (s) £ 0 D& Zy"(s) = s(s) - N(s) TIREBS N(o) ZEMEREAS ML IR & 5 fr. ~
7 Mz OFS sign(z) & o MEMREE 1, KB EE 0 T 5ICBEMEEE_1 805, &
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TIEDD. TDEE, B(s) =T(s) AN (s) ZEEREERN Y FIVEIRR. & 512, LUFO Frenet-Serret
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N'(s) = ~68(v(s))x(s)T(s) + 7(s)B(s)
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 N(s) BHIITH O, fE> Ty(s) OEREEEINT N(s) IHEZT 527 MU N(s) ICETTH
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8RR 5.1 y(s) & BN ZEFARIHIR & 95,
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(1) g(so) = ¢'(s0) = 0 THDIZDDBLEA 35Ty (s0) —v = A(N(s0)+B(s0)) 725 (A € R—{0})
MEFETHIETHD.
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k(s0)
ThHD. BBRIOBELEN 2.1 M5 YR v 722y 12720 U TR 2 7 O
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DIEEOWITH B Z EMNbDmD, INADE] ﬂm?@ SEANYESETT 4 BT T EAthinD. Lk
BE SBEUC D W TR T O IEE SN Cf L OH#R
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DRFRAD Sz 3] VIR ARTTH B I EDD Vbl'f)zé”wih( ) =< N'(s),N(s) >= 0 M"D<
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L. pwﬁﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁtbf IBHEITTELN I HMND.

—4. BKEQ%@aﬂTEEHﬁiﬁéﬁot%@&LT&E@&% ﬁ@i%%%mm@ﬁm
WOERKEE L TELND ZENMENTNS. {o T, WERBEIZEED 1 /39 A—F —kOakk
HZOTHEETHD. SSICEFNIHMBETHH S, _@%Eﬂﬁéﬁ&ﬂﬁ&ﬂ$\ﬁ@@ﬁﬂﬁ
37— )V REORBIZE D, YNADRE. NATHHTHS 2 ENHSNTND, o THA v b
T ORERFE ST ESERETHD. TDEE, FELUTOLDIRFAREERND <.

ﬂ%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ%ﬂ@@%iéﬁmntﬁﬁwm?

COMBEOT—IVIZOEBICEA DI ETHS. FFENGEE £, SIBEBEDOR s [ITH
WTH(s) # 0 B TEET S, T THEMBIE F(, 5 To(s) BENT PV THBZEROTE
AOMICIEENS. ZOLERLITLUTOEEZALZ.

EE 6.2 IFFLIEBMRRIKIE Fl, 5 DR po BRF DI 51 F, )1 po DIL< T AIRFETH .

IS B E IR TH 5 2 &b 5. Bl A F—ENEhE 72 SRR T Th D0 HRIZA I
755 D TEIULAERE Thra .

ST R3DIZINT 1 85 A—4 —IZ&kFE L TEIK EROIZ L - THON N HRITE TH - 72 DITH
LTIOHDOEHS —DOTEBETHEBELIT2NNTA—I—ITEFEL THERDELZDETH .
B plE U TIAHHE OB 572 2R GEN D D, —ROBMBINERE 722720 OFH5 135
HNZH SN TWD, BEOBRRARIFRICDOWTIE 5 ARREEERICHERN T TN, #
HEORMIFERZ CHET DRI ENERSNT I BMNH 2. 7 AD RO T LMA FTICE
NEFIRZEDED N ? & AD THIFICE ML D8 H Lz, Jz7ZL0.

AHHFEES THEEFL TN
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Construction of essential laminations in link
complements using branched surfaces

g EW= RIERFERF IR E TR

1. Introduction

ERTEREDIEICB VT, ZORTICETNE ZRTOMER VT OMZEB 2§85 2 LiddE
WICH R FikD—2TH A (B 213 Waldhausen 12 & % incompressible surface % Fivi/z Haken %
K fgE<e, Gabai I & 5 ZRTTEHAE LD taut ZEBBEDOHIER 2 EMFINICHz5H). 19894
Gabai-Oertel 13 essential lamination & M¥N %, incompressible surface & ¥E@MHEDhybrid (7R
) ETHIHENEREZRTEOWEWEEHEL, TOUBICOVTHN, BIZIEEX bNZRTEHE
157° essential lamination % &{rk 5 1F, ZOEBEBEIXZRTL—2 ) v FZ2M R® ICAMIC% 5%,
RSS2 3 LT, FFICE S II=RITESIRE LIC essential lamination FEET A L &, £
DEREARE I essential branched surface LIHENS T2 82 b 2 KTTHEITEET A L HRETH
HIEERLTWAY, TOFEIIZOHKRD lamination DIFFRICEKR L8 E 525 L1225, B,
19904E4% 12 A% & Brittenham 345 U H O#ZER 72 &% { D BARN 7 ZRTTELBHEPNICEE essential
branched surface M T 5 Z L12 L1 essential lamination OFFEZ RS LRI L7z, 72 Wu
OB ORZER MO essential lamination 1313 & A EDOB & DU E IZiG - 72 Dehn surgery T
LENAZEBATD F 72 essential lamination 127 > TWA I E 2R LAz, 20O Wu OFERICLD, #
U HOHZEBIPIC essential lamination 2R T 5 Z Lk, F0#EUH @ Dehn surgery 12 & » T
SNHEEOEICBWTEELRREZ BT ED00 5, EEI990FEMAEITED S Brittenham,
Delman, Roberts 125 o T, ZOFEZHNT, £ {DRUHED ‘strong’ Property P (E% 2.1%
M) 2T IEPRENTVEREINIIHEEL THUBHEHOH LWERPFR O TS,

SEOFETIE, TNOLOMMUIOWTHIL, FLFABSNIV COPDRERIIONTHET 5.

2. FESRRE S CHE

- 1980FKE TOER

Incompressible surface % &¥r & 9 7 irreducible ZRTLE AT Haken ZRHF L IHTN, =X
SRAFRIC BV CEERIFENRICE o T A, Haken ZRFIZRI L Tid Waldhausen [Wal, 1968)75,
%Kk % incompressible surface (2o TN E W) BIELARDET T LIC L) ZRITEHRMAFITE
THIRT &S &) BE(hierarchy) # IV T, ZOBBEEF=ZRTL—2 U v F2E R® ICAM
nhI bR, (ZRLTEREVPEHALTWEEER) ZORMBESPEARTEELIZ L LzRLTW
%. F 7z Jaco-Oertel [JO, 1984] 13 Haken 2 & o THI#A S 7z normal surface Dy [Hak, 1961]
ZAWT, 525 N2 RTEBREL Haken SHAETHA0EI D EHETAT NI ) X555 2
7z. Z® normal surface OHEFHFOFIZIHN S normal disks % ‘12 5’FIZ L D branched surface
IR A SO ERIES NS, Floyd-Oertel 12 22w {220 &2 ML incompressible
branched surface &IFIETN D& EEZL, ZRTEBREND T TOD incompressible surface &

thirasawa@math.sci.osaka-u.ac.jp



A FRE " incompressible branched surface 12 & o TRBEN B Z & %R LA[FO, 1984]. 20k
Oertel i3 incompressible branched surface \ZB5 23l 295 % % Reebless (F# 3.7 &) 7
incompressible branched surface 12 % T carry 5 surface 134T incompressible TH 5 &
IHERERTNB[0e, 1984]. —7F, b ) EZDOEDP S D. Gabai 1= RTEME LD taut 2EBHE
ERUENE VA —EDOMEIC L ) ZRTEMER, BUBERIEBWTELVWERERELBODT
va72[Gal 1983, Gall, III, 1987]. #I2E3C [Galll, 1987] 28T, HITHU B OMZERLICHED
BVWEBBESFETAZLEZRLAY, TOBET, ‘'SP CTHEINERHEE L TLITTRS
REWBEYERDIF I NE lamination ETFEAZ. (E&C Thurston 3 F R ULETC W i ag daE Eo
B OXEL R0 geodesic DFEEICL > TWAHESZ geodesic lamination LA TV, )
19894 Gabai & Oertal [GO, 1989)] i incompressible surface D—f#ft & LT essential lamination
EIFIENAMEEIREL, ZRODERHUEICOVTRAN, FRITSLONAEZRTEHE M S
essential lamination # &% 51, ZOWEREIX R® CHEMICZ 2%, BREVEELHE L Tw
5. (LLF, M % essential lamination # §ir & &, laminar THA LWV, ) FHEHITFDE
X DOHT essential branched surface ( lamination % fully carry 9% & 9 % incompressible, 2
Reebless % branched surface T, #D#ZEM AT indecomposable 1275 & D, FH 3.78M8) O
B EH L ZRTLHAD laminar 127 5 B1213 2 DEIFEPIC essential branched surface HSHTE
TAHIEDPUEFTHTHA I LEIR L. Lamination 13 —#12 non-compact %I EWTH B D5,
SRR IR IC I EEAME 9 2%, branched surface i& ( branch locus % ER D FVICE LWwWE &
AbdH5HNY) compact HIEWTH SO THERI N IES Ly, Gabai-Oertel O Z DfERIZ= AT
LZREM D essential lamination T FIFET 5 7201213 2 DB Y #hv 23w branched surface %
AT L WZ R REELTW A, 2B, BIREY7% incompressible branched surface ##%UTH i &
B OWMZERICHER T 5 & v ) 4FE, star link 1243 LT Oertel [Oe, 1984], two bridge knot 123+ LT
Hatcher-Thurston [HT, 1985], two bridge link 12B§ L T Floyd-Hatcher [FH1, 1988], Montesinos
knot 1233 L T Hatcher-Oertel [HO, 1989] ik o TEIZZ S Tw iz,

L

» 1990 F K DIRMR
FRO LD ZmiicimzEE T, 1990FE/412 A% & essential lamination ICEELTU T L9 7
W OPDREBPRELNE LI o TE .

1. MU BOHZERICE!IT A essential lamination & strong property P.

ERB U BRI L T2 OMZEEMIC essential branched surface 2T 5 L v % HE%® Delman
[Del, 1995], &2 & o TH ENTAS, FIZINED essential lamination 3% DEVE - TIEEAR
Dehn surgery 47> CIEONLZAREHNT D essential THAHZ & (TDHE% persitently essential
LIRS, F2E 41 88) , HoTThOOEEHEIR R CAMICZAZ &, ARELTVAS, (ZhiC
BILCWu [Wul, 1992] iF, #UBOHZEBMIC essential lamination £ 2EET 7% 51E, #0O# U
BT Dehn surgery LTELNALHEEDFTD YT L AEDEE L 13 essential 2Z2oTwaI L%
ALz ) EE, £ OFEUED persistently essential lamination % %% 5 & L 4F Brittenham %
W&o TRENTW A ([Brl2, preprint], [BRI, draft], Wu [Wu2, 1996], Hayashi [Hay, 1998]). %



T, ROWMEZEAT S,

T 2.1 SRTEE S WO UE K 7 strong property P 2 ¥o ki, K TIHEHPE% Dehn
surgery #47-> TELNAHTRTOLZHEOLEEE L R ICFMEICEL I L.

& : Strong property P # B/ WEUHSHFET 5. BIZ1T cable #U°H T Dehn surgery LT
BN ERET reducible Z b DPFEET H I EHFHMONT WA, 72 Fintushell-Stern 12 & - T
(—2,3,7) pretzel UV HT 18 KU 19-surgery 2 T-o TRONBERMEITL ¥ XBEIC2b I L,
EoT, TOLBWEIL S22 hI L, IRENTVA,

ZAUCEE L TI319974F 7 A1 Univ. Georgia THfi & 17z Georgia Topology Conference TR
L9 MEFRBEATV S,

[ilRE 1@
- K %% persitently laminar 7% 51, K i3 persitently essential lamination % #&T 52> ?
- K 7% strong property P% b2 % 51E, K & persitently laminar 2»?
- K 7% non-cable, non-fibered 2 UH 2 513, K 13 strong property P & b 2% ?

HEABMTIAIICEE LR EZHMET S,

2 . Fssential lamination ® normal suraface %
KORIEEIT essential lamination DEFHICBWTERKNTH 5.,

BB 21 &0 LD 2 ERTEHEBEDS essential lamination Z AT 5% 7

ZAUCEI LTI Brittenham ASEARBEAMEIREE L 72 5 & 9 7% irreducible 7% Seifert fibered space
T essential lamination 2 FAEL 2 Wb OFFEETHZ L 2R L TwA [Brl, 1993] 232 v LAt f)
BERMENTV WL ) THEH., (RAORE 3 BMH) ZOMBICHTL2—207 F0—FL LT
Jaco-Oertel @ Haken ZHEDHE T VT 1) X L DIELL% essential lamination 1233 L THES &)
FENE L oS, BRAICE TS normal surface DIEAHIZE S & 4 0 branched surface 2553
ENFEIC essential branched surface (:esseﬁtial lamination) DEICEs7cbif THE, L, 0
YO hEZHIERTH A ). EBIOFMORHAN Brittenham ZH.0I12%2 SN TEY, regular %
cell 53t C % b D= RTCERARDS essential lamination Lo 2 & T2 61 (—KRIIE Lo L1282 5)
essential lamination £ T C 12 L T normal form 27> TWA b DHFEETH I LIRENRTWV S
[Brd, 1995], [Br8, preprint], [Gabai, 19974¢ 7 A Georgia Topology Conference TO#iH]. Zh
FHEICHLEDL I LIZE T, 52 5NLZRITLEHED essential lamination &40 &9 »HIE
FTAETNTY) XLDPFEET A EVABENTNEDS, TRICELTIRELR W O OEMMEEH D )
FERBERIIEON TR (BAHTINICHELLERZRET S) .

ZBEOMBE 2 ICBHELTRD L) ZHELH 5.



PSR 3@ WY SRTCEAEAE T essential lamination ZHEFEL 2V L) b DDHEET 52,

ZNIZE LT Brittenham 13 (—2,3,7) pretzel #U°H T 35/2-surgery L TRONLSRFIZ D
BHTH D BT D (1998FE1AFRLFRETOHE) .

3. ZOOERE

Pl DMz, Brittenham 12X % Seifert fibered space W@ essential lamination DOHED
i¥[Brl, 1993], Brittenham-Naimi-Roberts {2 & A Graph manifold PI? esssential lamination 2
M AHF% [BNR, 1997)% 5% 5. %7 Haken Z#%F 1B 5 Waldhausen DfFR% laminar %%
BRI HT U CHET A3 0% Gabai-Kazez 12k o TR & Tw b [GK3, 1997].

DLEESE 3 T0 lamination WCEE L7285 DW TR E L7z, I TRLAZLANI D £ mEEEMN
HET. FRLOTED I B, FEEVRMN b OIEAHEFTO References IZETTHBWEE Lz £
DTS lamination BT 2RARIREE & LTik[Ga, 1990, [Ga2, 1997], BFFETEIN/Zd DL
LTk [Goda], [Toris] #°% ) F3. %72 http://www.math.unt.edu/ britten/ 121 Brittenham 12
X % lamination ®O#47% £'9%, F 72 http://gauss.math.nara-wu.ac.jp/home/sm29041/index.htm
WA SEE I & B, 19974 7 A @ Georgia Top. Conf (A4 V7 =TI ZRILEHAE LD foliation
¢ lamination) @/ — b, KU 1998E1F ICRRILTFRFETITbNiztopology project (ZRTLEHME
FOBRIL) o — bt TT.

3. HE
ZOETIE, lamination, branched surface, BUZN 575 essential TH 5 &) ili&R &% B
T5 (EhEL 2 [GO) z&H) .

M %#av87 FCHEMTONLZRTEHEE T 5.

% 3.1 M OLSES L P lamination ThHb LW, #hd' M OBETEESNDERB L Z-TnAHI L
. B, Mk R?x ROBOBESHE {Uylaer THDR, £ U, LT, L NU,=R*xC
(C HFES) b, F7- L OIKERERS % leaf & L5,

¥% 3.2 M LFo Riemannian metric 7»5E0n b M — L O path metric T M — L %5EH
fbLizZeE M, £ OMy 13 L @ leaves DAY —hb2 5,

% 3.3 Disc DERA, S aclosed arc #H Y Brvizb D%, disc with end &R, D % disc
with end &9 5. £ $721d M, 7% end-incompressible TH 5 &1, E£ED proper embedding
d:(D,0D) — (Mg ,0M ) 23t L, proper embedding d': (D,0D) — OM, »HFELT, d=d
on 0D &b EE T,



Figure 1

EFE 3.4 BIZRITEHE (resp. HRM EZRTEME) M WT L 2% essential lamination Th 5
ERLUTO=Z00&MzHzTI LT 5,

(1) #& leaf i solid torus % bound ¥ % torus & U sphereTit 7%\ (resp. ZMIZhnz T closed
disc T ), ‘

(2) M, iZirreducible.

(3) OM, 1% incompressible 7> end-incompressible. (resp. OM N M, KU OM, — OM %
M WT incompressible #*2 dM; — M & M, T d-injective).

EFE 3.5 FREOROEDVFTIMICEM LY b2 &9 % compact singular surface B % branched
surface & & &, €D regular neighborhood N(B) %l ® L 9iz& ), Zh# fibered neighborhood
EEIRZEICT A, FIZ B 2 closed D& IS, TSI [-fiber I transverse % horizontal
boundary O,N(B) & I-fiber I tangent % vertical boundary 8,N(B) (Zhitannulus DIEZTHI)
o s, /

Figure 2

EFE 3.6 B 7' lamination £ % carry 5 L1E, L % isotopy T N(B) ORNERE TEIA LT I-fiber
LWz AT transverese (KD A LHIWTELI L ETAH, (BIZ, £To Ifiber b D LEIIZT
EhHEE, fullycarry THEWS . )



E# 3.7 Branched surface B 2% essential TH b LU TOL20&M2iHATI LT 5,

(1) B iZ disc of contact 3 & UF half-disc of contact % % 727 v,

(2) 8N (B) i ¢l (M — N(B)) PIC incompressible 7> -incompressible.

(3) ¢l (M — N(B)) P2 monogon &7 L7z,

(4) OpN(B) 1& M MIZ properly embedded disc ¥ 7213 sphere % B2 b 7272\,

(5) ¢l (M — N(B)) i3 irreducible 2> cl (OM — N(B)) it cl (M — N(B)) WT incompressible,

(6) B iZ Reeb branched surface &% %2\,

(7) B % lamination % fully carry 5.

Z T, BEOPRICIENT monogon, disc of contact, Reeb branched surface XL T DR THE L

nadb0THs, (5) 2y e, ol (M~ N(B)) it indecomposable TH 5 L9, HEMFITH
N7z irreducible 2EEAENTIE, (1) & (2) 2727 D D incompressible branched surface & &

N5 [FO, 1984] .

mone jen dis& of contacl Reeb bran C/LPC/ w_}//lue

Figure 3

4, #EUB, BABOHZTHEAN essential branched surface (BT 5 W< D DIER
T DT/ SeE L R FERFFRIC L 583 [HK, preprint] R U Brittenham, #E—REFAA,
ANERERSEAE, TR L o #£FHC [BHHKS, preprint] ORFIZOWTHET 5.

1. Pre-taut sutured manifolds & essential laminations

EHE 4.1 HUE K 2 persistently laminar TH 5 &13 K TIHEH%Z Dehn surgery % LTHELR
BIEEDLI#EA essential lamanation ¥ EHZ L LT 5,

EE 4.2 K OBz E(K) t&Eh 5 closed essential lamanation £, it closed essential
branched surface B 2% K 2B LT persistently essential TH 5 L1¥, K TIHEHE% Dehn surgery
2LTEBLNAEEOSHRENTD ZN 57 essential THBZ L LT 5.

EE . K D2 persistently essential 7% lamanation Xi& branched surface % b Tif K i
persistently laminar, #t> T [GO] & ¥ strong property P %32 Z La%hd 5.,

Brittenham-Roberts [BR1, draft] ix, S® MO U B D incompressible Seifert surface #* %
branched surface ZHERT A —2DHEZEAL ( ZOFEZEHEZETEICT LCEA LABFT



RLZOWRDEATHE) ETDOFIICEEINLHUE K ¥H5505HLT201F K OWER E(K)
WT % ® branched surface i3 K 2B L T persistently essential 1275 Z & %R L7z,
() (i) (i)
tube Fop3 T FFEEIADBE T
‘ )'1JL}% }3 K

o e

persis TenJrl/ [aminar f’angle

Figure 5

Figure 4 L ), #UH K % Figure 5 @ & 9 7 tangle 2T, K & persistently laminar 1272 %
EWGDA, EHIFTD L) RWEE L DD tangle % persistently laminar tangle &£ X ATV A,

F41E, suture manifold DEFHZHVWTINLDEREWLCOPOFETHET A Z LITHIL
72, DTZORRIZOVTHET 5.

E#H 4.3 SRE (M,y) BROZEE®ZT L E sutured manifold & L1Eh 5.

(1) vy € OM %, annulus & torus MFEAF. (I 5D annulus ® union % A(y) T, torus ®
union % T(y) TET. )

(2) A(y) D&EBSE, suture LIFEN S oriented core loop Z&Tr.  (suture DEE% s(y) TE
T.)

(3) R(y) = cl(OM —7) ICiEmE XMV TWT, JR(y) DEBFIE v AT, s(y) Db BHESIC,
homologous &% 5. (Ry(v) (resp. R_(y)) T R(y) DB D b, positive normal vectors ¢
M 2L THEE (resp. HEE) Db D&z ET,

7



F3H 4.4 Surface F L, x_(F) ¥ 5, [x(F)| b+ 5. BLINE, x(F) <025k
7 F 0BRSS F; &FTl s, Hy(M,R) @ integral lattice homology class a (23F L, Thurston
norm % z(a) ¥ min{x_(F) | [F] = a, F embedded in M} & LTEHT 5.

®% 4.5 Sutured manifold (M, ) & M 2% irreducible T, R(y) %% incompressible 72 Hy (M, ¥)
DI E LT norm minimizing TH 2 & X taut THAH LW,

E#FH 4.6 Sutured manifold (M,y) #% pre-taut TH 5 L1, &5 taut sutured manifold (M, 7)
PHEELT, (M,v) 1k Ry(§) & R_(7) o#nZNC 1-handle T HTTHLR, o y=4 L
BZEETAH, ZIT, Ry(¥) (resp. R_(%)) \CHLY ¥ 721-handle® co-core % D, (resp. D_)
& LT, DLUD_ % pre-taut sutured manifold (M, ) @ canonical disk pair & & 3.

IDLE, RVHEY LD,
£ 1. (M,v) % pre-taut sutured manifold T non-separating closed surface Z&E Vb D& T
B, K % intM RO TET, M AT canonical disk pair DWW hd s & b ambient isotopy
TiRPEZVHDLTH. ZOK, sutured manifold (cl (M — N(K)),yUON(K)) & taut TH 5.

T 4.7 M PAOFEUHE K 2 cable UEHTH A 1%, M PO solid torus V ¢, 2ED L% b
DRHBHILETAH, KCOV, Kix V Ao disk & bound L7zwv, 222 V AT V Dcore curve

{2 isotopic Tz,

M L ZDPEIH 2HUE K i L, K IZiiorl-surgery 247> TRON:ERMEE M (K, p/q)
THhbhT I LIZT 5,

EE 2. (M,) % pre-taut sutured manifold T, M %% non-separating closed surface % & ¥ %
Wb ET A, K % intM WO non-cable 2 UPE T, M MTIX canonical disk pair ®v§hd
RL4-& b ambient isotopy THTERZWHDET L. DK, EE®D p/g # 1/0 123+ L, sutured
manifold (M(K,p/q),~) 1% taut TH 5. $i2, M(K,p/q) & irreducible T, R.(y) & R_(y) i&
M(K,p/q) PIT incompressible T 5.

EH2 DFEAFI, Sp-atoroidal manifold M Dehn filling 129 % Gabai D& [Gall, Corollary
2.4] & solid torus WDHEUE @ Dehn surgery (2B 5 Scharlemann D522 [Sc, Theorem] %{£7.

&KIZ sutured manifold & branched surface BRI OV TIRARS.

Branched surface 1 oriented (T7%bH, N(B) kd [-fiber 12& 5% 1-foliation 1243, global 7
MEFGEZONTNES) 2bDEELS.

EH 4.8 M AOD branched surface B 123t L, closed oriented transversal& id, M A @ simple
closed curve o T, N(B) &ii fiber TN ZITEHENLDMEPFFALTVALD LT B,

TEFH 4.9 Homology branched surface [Oe2, 1986] &%, M WOME T 57z branched surface
BT, BOgHEIxL, £2T B £ 5A L9 7% closed oriented transversal 25FET 23D TH 5.

8



B % M3 M® homology branched surface £¥42%. T2 &, (cl (M®— N(B)),d8,N(B)) ixH
#12 sutured manifold structure ©d2DT, RPEHETE 5.

E% 4.10 Homology branched surface B 123t L, %D complementary sutured manifold & 13,
sutured manifold (cl (M3 — N(B)),8,N(B)) nZ kL7 5.

ZDEE, RV ILD.
E3 3. B % 5% WD homology branched surface T, %@ complementary sutured manifold %S
pre-taut Zd D5, K % cl (5° — N(B)) WO non-cable 24U H T, cl (S® — N(B)) WTIF
canonical disk pair DWFNDFS & b ambient isotopy TIHFREZWVWHDET S,
Z DO, B E(K) WT essential % 51X, persistently essential T& 5.

COFBEORIEEL LT, FIASRDL )R dvbhs.  (cf FE 1)
Brittenham-Roberts @ branched surface B (Figure 4) 2w T# % 4. B i3 homology branched
surface T, % complementary sutured manifold 13 pre-taut 122> TwA Z &4 %5 (Figure
6) . fEoTEHE 3 & h, Dy ® D_ & isotopy Tl 9 €% VEED non-cable # U HIZ strong
property P % %D,

0,

¢

Yt
o
\m__.,_

B (cf. F;g 4 ('i;l‘)v)

Figure 6

2. Standard positions of branched surfaces in the exterior of links

FC [Me,1984] T Menasco 138k A H DL ERICE M5 closed surface @ standard
position &IFENBEETERL, ThE AWV T reduced T prime 7% alternating diagram F T
RENTV B A E DIERICIL essential torus IXFEEL BV LR EEZRLTWVS,

bbNIZDT A 74 7 L2 TS L 72 essential lamination DFFEHIZEDFED T A 74 7 &k
OMfFF 534 & [BHHKS, preprint] O TI7oTWwa. UTF, ZOWRIDOAEICDOWTHEMNT 5.

Menasco 12 & A4 B DOWHZERAD closed surface ? standard position DEZIH - T, SSHD
M B LOMHZEMIZBIT 5 closed branched surface B 12t L, L @ diagram E 1287 5 standard
position ZE#HT 5.



S % projection sphere &9 5. L, F OZFXHDL A TIL bubblek XiXN 3% 2-sphere ki
HHEEXT, Lt Ex2RE—H7T% (Figure 7) . bubble #* bound 5 3-ball % crossing ball &
kxS, (resp. S_) %, S L% bubble @%b h %20 bubble ML (resp. F) £5TEE#H L TE
b b 2-sphere & L, S; (resp. S_) %% bound ¥5°T, Sy Ok (TF) i2»5 3-ball % B, (resp.

B.) kt5.

Sudd(e

Figure 7

EF 411 #AE L ozl E(L) = cl (5° — N(L)) M closed branched surface B 1%, %k
NODEETmTEE, [ © diagram F I LT stendard position 125 5 E vy,

(1) B 3% crossing ball & saddle (Figure 7) ® union T34 %, #52, branch locus & crossing
ball 13785 572 vs,

(2) B3 84 % S_ LHWEICEbD S, #EoT, BNSy (resp. BN S.) i train track 7, (resp.
T_) W25,

(3) B &£7T® branch locus ¥ S &Xb 5.

(4) By (resp. B_ )23, AMEED mutually disjoint smooth disk Df U---UD} (D7 U---UD7
resp.) * proper (ZBwiA TN TWT, branched surface BN B* (resp. BNB~ ) Dy U---UDE
(resp. DT U---UD; ) % ‘pinch’ L7zdDizzoTw53,

(6) BNB™ (resp. BN B~ ) i< proper |28k E Niz%& smooth disk D¥ (resp. D~ ) 12xf L,
KRB LD,

(5-1) D* (resp. D™ ) ®3EFiL bubble £XZh 5,
(5-2) D% (vesp. D~ ) DRI, saddle DEI LA ZEL EEA Z Lidk\,

(8) 7o IZEDHIAFE NI smooth circle T—2D region IKEFNTLEI DRV, Tz 7o IED
WAENTZ circle T, —D2® region DHFT monogon & bound $55 DbV, (2 2T region & i,
S — SN { crossing balls } — E DEEREBSFTDILTHS. )

10
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% 4" [Br8, preprint] ICESWT, ROEELHET 5.

T3 4. E % S° WOKAE L O connected diagram &3 5. L O#ZER E(L) #ERO 2
essential lamination £ ¢ %d2&$5A. DL &, E(L) MIZid £ IZBIL T standard position &
% essential branched surface B 12 fully carry &% L9 7% essential lamination £ »HFET 5.
Lad, Lg% M % L T Dehn surgery LT#HOMN/IzEHE M AT essential 2561, L b M W
Tessentail LA LI LELDIENTES. BRIC, Lo #* OE(L) DRESICTFT toral leaf %
bizhwi b, LF) b EHITEnD,

ZNICE Y, ¥ABEDWZEHMND essential lamination ZFR 511, #ABED diagram LT
standard position 1@ % essential branched surface R (R S AR s

# A H D diagram (28 L T standard position (2@ % branched surface B i3, porjection
2-sphere L train track TRTZ LA T& 5, LT, B %' essential I27% 572D D+54%&MH% train
track DIBIZ L o TRBT 2DPRDEETH 5.

T 5. L % SP HoxRKABEL L, E % projection 2-sphere S LB} 5 L O reduced T
connected 7 alternating diagram &34, B % E I L T standard position 2% % branched
surface £ 5. b L, B2 ‘H5 72054 (TN LEHGT, BRIBEVOTI I TIRE
W B) Ziizeld, B i essential 1072 570 DEMDON, (1) ~ (6) (BI%  (7) : lamination %
fully carry 35" LSO M) T,

THEOLM (7) ML T, £ & LT, affine lamination IV EE ¥ A &, standard position 12& 5
branched surafce B 7% affine lamination % fully carry 32 WE+45-%#%, B %#%&7T train track
?» addmissible 7% weight system (B3 5 5k Tk Z & AT &7,

£ 4.12 [Oe3, 1998]. L C M O transverse affine structure L3, LBHEE M ~OL O #
L EiF £ @ transverse measure p T, M DEED covering translation o I3t L, &5 $(a) >0
KED of(p) =dla) -p B bDTHAE. TIT, of(p) 1t measure p Dpull-back TH 5.
L i transverse affine structure 2 & &, affine lamination LIFIN 5.

train track 7 ® positive admissible weights @ system &1, 7 D& edge 125 2 b7z positive
number (weight) ® system T, 7 ®% vertex T switch condition (Figure 8) &IN5 Gt % i
L TWwAHSDTHA.




%32 6. Branched surface B 7F affine lamination % fully carry 5 U%E+55MHE, B #& T
train track ? positive admissible weights @ system T, % ‘22004 (Zho3EHEI 2%
#HT, REFSRVOTI I TRERT L) 2@LTIOVHFETLILTHS.

B, ZOBBEGFOERICIMICEE - fo e BA F RSO/ MBS BB OB E Lk B
WY,
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WA FIEEE RO R ADHEMBEICOWVT
B (RBRFHER)

1 &

REFETIE, C° BEFEOBOMSTHEERITTT 2HELADOHEMEILOVWT, &
MEONERE, BAWICHRET AL .

Y, MN % C° |EREEL, f- Mo N % C° HEHBLTE. Z0LE, kD
MIEAHRICEZONS,

1. fEFEPE—TH»LT, 520NE S ORER? R VWERIIER
T&E507

oz, N LTa—=2) v FZEER™! (n=dimM >2) &%, T & LTHS
DRSNS n L D/NSL R ABREOBEEEEEZ 5L, FLOMBIZEEWIZHEINL D,
IRy b Z DI BHIAHKTEIE [31] 147 5 72\,

EZAT, LOMBAYEZAHIE fOTy MERERAVEZONEETH L. 4, +9K
ERBERE L, J(M,N) % MxN O r Pz bEEL, j7f: M — J(M,N)
R, fOr Vv MER ET A5 612, S(M,N)(C J(M,N)) %, FEAOR T 123
& LR BB ERr 6 2 AMORET 2L, LOMBELIZROLIIZvnribhns,

RSE2. f M- NERKRENE—TEH»LT, jg(M)NS(M,N)=0 %5 g \2EF
TEBDY

ROPSEE EOREL < BHET D,

FIE3. j°f: M —= J(M,N) KEFE=TE2LT, 9y(M)NS(M,N) =0 %25
Y M — J(M,N) IZERTEDH?

* e-mail address: saeki@math.sci.hiroshima-u.ac.jp

VREEOKBM, EAM—ER GEEK) LoRFEMETHY, —EIZFHREHEK (FARIK) Lok
B TH 5.

20° BB f: M- NIZHLT, £22TO f OSTOEEA min{dim M,dim N} LHhswv M O
Bk, fOBEARLV). BEEFICHLTOABOI EPERETE L. &612, 200ERED, FHML
BETENETN C° BEBEERE LTEVIZIDNHHI L E, ZhoIEERETHSL V). BREADOE
Lk, BESEH - EGRFOLERER (DMEE) DZLTHb.

SMxNOESE (z,y) DLIZ, zeM % ye NIZH)D2T C* HEZRFED r B TCORMSREEHED
DT T AN—ELTDoTWVB LI R T 7 A/3—H. &L/ J(M,N) & C° BEREDOHE L HD.

YreMIHL, fOz TOrBETORMISEE (z,f(2) E M x N LD7 7 43—DF) %G
SHBER. SREBMNOEMRELT, C* Hilk5b.

5L, 7ok I (12] B,

_27__



R 2 B EMICEITILE, 52 AME I b EEMICRT 570, —RIZZOHITWVR
7w, Lar L, Gromov [13], Eliasberg [10], [11], du Plessis [5], [6], [7] bOHZIC L D, =
NS 200MBERHAEDORRICBVTEEL 22 I EARENTV .

LZAT, LOMBEI 2% 25 L TREEELOD Thom ZSWXOMETH 5. 4,
BEOR T Hds [BW] &M kLl LE). ToLsx, L f8E+HICY %
Yy 77 2bid

Z(f) = (" /)"HS(M, N))(C M)

DA S(f) BERE [2(f)] € H(M;Z,) 2HE2Z edbhY, Lib£D Poincaré
dual 7%, difference bundle f*TN —TM (TM,TN {ZZ#hEh M,N ODEZERzET) O
Stiefel-Whitney classes D& TENT 52 BN T3 [15]. ZDOLHEFUT M, N, f
REWLELT, SORCLoTRFAZENFMONTEY, ZOFLEANDI L% Thom %
HREWVWIDTH 5,

LIAT, L i ABBEG G M — J(M,N) TH(M)NS(MN) =0 %250
WAREMNEy 2 2otz T2, DRINZ[S(F)] =0 L2 bRTNER bW &A%
PoOLNSE, 0F D, ZOFED Y4 [E(f)] (D Poincaré dual) 8 & & HEDOEEE/
EBATELNTEDL, ZZTROMEVELS.

ME4. S(f)) =040, fEREINE—TH»LT, 520hE T ORESE
B WEBIIERTE D0

RFEEHETIE, TTLOMELZDCABEOHRIZOVTWOPHREL LI LED
512, Thom ZER T ELZ N WHIE LT, EHEOHMSEENEL-o T HH
BRHLIEICOVWTOHRET A,

LT, SREREZRIITRTCAFEL, BICEHIORWED () S0V —-8I37
NTZ, BRETEZL2bDET .

2 A RESHRERDODREER

ZOETIE, FEIFESHIIRTAAL LT, 4RTEBREOBOERIIOWTHE
T59.

M ZEEMT SN 4 RTAEHEL L, N 2 ZEMIZFITRITEEL 2 4 XTERE
ET A LT, C®(M,N) T, M %5 N~O C® HERESEDEMIZ C° Iz An:

S EREICVI &, J(n,p) 2 R0 RP0ZDEBRFD r Vv b &B0OLETER (bARTNDL—7
Yy FEELE—BTE2) LLLE, SIIHLTAEED J (n,p) @ semi-algebraic set 12725, &\
bR

TIEREICIE, D(M,N) % stratify L7z 512, 2N 50 strata & j7f 2PMERRIIZZE DB L) T k.

8 ZpaFEO Y —HENL D% Thom LHERNEWVIBELH DA, BRiL, fOTICHEL-IRE
UYL TLRERETHAS ). )

O BEFOMFIEEAB—IEE (BEKA) LOXEFETHS [25).

00 LOHARTOEBENY FIVE e 1247 LT, Whitney sum TM @¢ 75 M LOBEBAZ~R7 P VE
2Bk E, M EARENCFETILEAETH L &),

2



bDEeRTIEXLTH. CoMER f: M - N PREBETHALiE, f D C®M,N)
2B BEE U 5o T, EED ge Uy 1 LTHRK

M LN
hil 1 hy
M L N

CHRICT B EAEER by, hy BFFTET 5 & & %9, Mather [20) DRERIZL Y, &
EERERDEEIL CP°(M,N) DFTEIZ open dense TH 5 Z L IIEET L.

8T, b0 L) 2 BEERICHENBHFESDIL Mather DEFREME ) 2 LI X Y LI
ETAHIENTE ([12) EBH), A, (fold), A; (cusp), As (swallow tail), A, (butterfly),
$20 (umbilic) 5 M TH 52 EAHLNT VB, K510, SFTHLNTVWLELD
RERVAZLIZLD, EN5D Thom FHAZUTDL JICELITRET ST LT
&5,

| BESOH T [dimS(f)|  Thom ZERX |

A 3 0
Ay 2 Wa
As 1 0
Ay 0 0
320 0 | wl (Z BECE py)

ZZT, w; € H(M) & M @ i-th Stiefel-Whitney class # 33, %8, T20(f) IZiZHE
BRuamEMRAD (728 21X [30) ZR), [Z29f) € Hy(M;Z) LB H T LHTELY, £o
BEORBIZEVTHD I LIE, 20 (Z BRI TD) Poincaré dual 75 M @ 1-st Pontryagin
class py € HY(M;Z) \2—%$ 5 Z L 2 EkT 5.

ETHTLABEAD I L, KT 0 Db DIZDOWTIZRDZ LD Ebh T W12,

EIRT (K2, [3]) . m=07%2bidBEEDNER f: M - N 2Rt ¥—TE»
LT, D20 A RIS RS 2 F -2 WEEBBIZERTE S,

TIT, 1 KT LORESDOHEENFMBEL 5575, TNIZOVWTRERLM.

T2 (E1a, AR (25]) . f:M = N A D20 A, A BOBRS 257272 WEkEEE
BICKEPE Y 7 &R B 0DLETHEEE p =025 THA.

112 umbilic 121, & 512 elliptic & hyperbolic @ 2 f85A 5.

12 ZRRIEb o L I WA TEE 1 2L TWAY, WFRIZLTOLATY 0 DEBEESESD LTS
TWw5,

B ZO&ME, M O signature Y0 10252 L EFETH 5. .

MIZTORRICESL T, 0 ATOFREDEEICHE L THW L D2 DREESEICAS TV (e 2
1E, [31], [19], [2], (3], [30) 2 &) . 1 KU EDHBESDHEEIIOVWTOREN ZERIE, EEOMBEY L
DEB2VFEDNTH 5.



EH 213, Eliagberg @ homotopy principle’® [10] ZIEHT 5 2 L2k o THHT
5.

BB, wy=0&hbk, A BOBESICHRLZATO Y —HLELL, T0k
ElE M FREMICFATILTEE L 2 5 DT, Eliasberg [10] DR LY, YA% f b A B
DREBLPEL-2VWEEERIREN y 7 87205,

DExFldnl, F4DRETIR, BEAPEEMITHEHR IS Z L2517,

3 4RTHBEIRTNDREERS

KIZ, BREANBEMIETLHE LT, 4RTEBENS 3ATERENDEBRIZD
WTHRFH L & 9.

M ZEEMFITEER 4 RTTHAELIE, N FMEMNTTEEZ SATERAEL TS, Zh
I LThH, BIR f: M- NDPEETHLENI L L ABICEHETESL, #
LT, ZORRNTEREEZRIHENLFER AL, A, (fold), Ay (cusp), As (swallow tail) 3
BETHLIELDRA. Ld, INHD Thom FERIILUTOL IR M5
nTwna,

[BEADH T [ dimZ(f) | Thom FHEK |

Ay 2 Wy
Ay 1 0
As 0 0

LREB]IZED, 0RTD A3 BIOBESIIWEETELZ LA TWS, TiE, 1 X
TD Ay BORFEFIZOWTIEE I THA ) T ER, —RICRBEETELZVI LIRD
I3 hrot.

EIE3 ([22])) . Ho(M;Z)2 H,(CP%LZ) L3hL, AR f M= Nb, A, A B
DIFEF IR VWEEERIFENEy 71X 6020,

ALADOT AT TIRUTOBY) THE, b L Ay Az BORRATHLLZVWEEER ¢
M= NPFELIZETBE, A(g) 3 M IZEDAENAHAMET, L2b D Thom

Bg:M = N, MNOBEZEOEOERT, M-C (C1E M OBES) FT A4 HoBEESIZH
BLABEREALPD Wb DI 7 TELR6IE, EBICgIE M -C LT A, BOBES L%
WEZIRE P Y- TEAE D, LI EE,

64 BOBESIINELATEO V—EIEIANT, CORESOEELBEIILZALIIZAELS. L
L, bLEETETLEI L, TOEBILEIDAAR (HE2VIEILDAAEESTLEL) LhoTLED
DT, 72N PHEERELTLL, BEHIIFEFETL. LT, 4, HOBESICELTIZ,
E4BRHEINERZE LR oTLEINTH A,

2 ZTOERIE, 7oL 213 du Plessis DR [5], [6], [7] OB TI RV, I THTLABESN
BOREETHERT00&HTH &2V I6THES,
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ZIERDEFED S, HHWELE THAEZ ENb2L,. —F, A BlOBESIIBHFIC
(1, T, T3, T4) = (71, T2, £73 £ 77)

EEBIFTADT, ThafEil, Ai(g) DEFTAT—BMNEZ LI LDbhb., &L, A
ffﬂ?ﬂc:iﬁ% Rohlin #NEE [14] x@HT 2L, M OXEHROEL» b FEIET 5,
BOKESO Thom ZHANEIC 0 THoZ L zBRWBT L, HRELOKIRT,
EMPEEE}’J& Y (WA N/
tr:}a, EDRIRT, 57f M = J(M,N) %, : M — J(M,N) Tp(M)N(Ay (M, N)U
Af(M,N) =0 25bDICFENEy 2 LI pidbhroTwRv. $72, H(M;Z) =
H,(CP%Z) £V &%, [M OF 45— BHEFEFHTH 2 | LVIRHTEEPR LN
B bbb o T ([29] BHB) .

4 Morin B{® & Hopf AE 2 1 ORIE

M % n RTGCHALIEEK, N % p RTEHE (n>p) T4, ET%f:M—»N 1A L
T, Hge MM A BID Morin HEATH S (1<k<p) ki3, ¢, flg) DEDLYDE
L7 BATHEEAZ & AV T f A

k-1

k1 k=i 2 2

(ml,xz,...,xn)v—)<x1,x2,...,$p._1,xp —}-E T3, ia:p+1:l:---ia:n)
=1

LEEBHEERZ VI ([21])). SHIT fF HERSE LT Morin R A LR 20w E &,
f % Morin Bff & 95?1,

7 2 N=R Dk %X, Morin Ef£13 Morse B 1262w, #LT, p<3
D&, FALERD Morin B TIHUMTEALAZLNHMOENT WS, p>4 DL Eid—
B, 52 ONEHE M, N 123 LTEDOBIC Morin BENH 09 idbhr b
Vi, 7ol ziE, §2 DRI T py £ 0 &35 &, umbilic (24U Morin 4 £ S TlidZevy) 2F
LT TLBDT, M 25 N O Morin BRIZFET 5 L2,

I —DRITLTIE, ROTHEMPFHETE 5.

T A (M, 18, EAM (18], [26)) . M DA 4T —REHIEKTHY, N IHE
LIRS Tho LT 5.

(1) L, A BIOBES LR % Morin B48 f: M — N BHFEETHE, p=1,3,7
TR LR &2,

18 4 RITCRAZIHFERIED AT NFAME T, Z0FETHAEDT Y —ED Poincaré dual 7% wy, & —FHT 5D
DO L xRIFMHEE V.

19 REIOMEIE, HHER K (BARTK) (18], HEAM—IEK GEHK) [26) LOEXRAETH 5.

20 6603 THITE A, HOBESI, EIZZITOERD Morin RS2 > T A,

2! Morin B{gIE, WA ORES p—1 DET, 20V 2y PR TNTD Thom-Boardman
strata (72& 248 [12) B8) ICHEBWL b0, L LTOHEMTITONRS.

BERLIITEH, [ ITRTCOBRENREL S ] Lv ) &rE 2w,

B EAERYBEWTTELEHMAEPTEITLTREDO L X, b L OLHEEBFEITETETH 2 &\,

5



(2) dbL, 4,4, BOBEREIL2»H/ 2w Morin B f : M - N PHEETHIT,
p=1,2,3,4,728 TRITIITR LW,

(3) p PMBET, Ay, Ay Ay BIOBES L AHE2% v Morin B2 f: M — N P"FET
WE, p=2,4,8 TRIThIER 5 %W, ‘

FE. LA p o EIH LTI, EBIC (FIHAROEREAL»EZZW)
Morin Ef2 5Bl TAZLNTE S,

7Rl ZEEER 4 (VIEKROLIBRT AT TTHHATES, b L, A HORRILPR:
vy Morin BAZ f: M — N PHFEELZET AL, A(f)1d M O p—1 KT EHAE
THY, flag: Alf) = N BERT 1 OEDRARELIENbRE. 61, MO
F AT =1L A(f) DI AT —EEOBEFIEEL L ([24]), KB LD, A(f) OF A
S ERIEFRL 2D, XoT, B p- 1 BEETHE. T, BDIAH flay TH
CHMTEI R 13 DAA ¢ A(f) = N ICHRENE—TE2 Lz L &0 p EROBEHOES
i, A(f) DF 4T —EHOBHFITE LI LAY, Herbert DA [16) T WA Z LIT X
DEZHIHHTE L, LA oT, v O p EZOBBUIHFHTHH. LT A5, Bccles
DAER (8], [9] 12 & 1, £XT 1 OHCHETANIOAAT p EROBEESFRTHS L9
2 DPFET SO,
52p+1___>5p+1

758558 T Hopf AEEBN 1 THALDDPHFETAZEPULETTTHA, Licho
T, Adams[ | DEBLEHRELIY p=1,3,7T %5 (p>112FEE) .
Ui@iiK,MmmE@@ﬁ&%%&I%M$W§1®ﬁ%*%ﬁkﬁ LTw3

AT, LOFHELIMELI L RDL D %@wa%.gﬁ4®&ﬁf,Ahi@%
BE O Thom ZHEALT LIWRA B LIZTVARWA, HERNTIREL L Z LEWHEID
bia, bz, n—p=10DLE, A BOBEEID Thom ZEKIL, £=1,3 2w
THEIZHEAAZIEFHONTWS, FLT, A; BIOBEESED Thom £IHEIIE, wws TH
AIbkbimontwnad, LdoT, waws =0 2 ARETIE, Morin FESIZHHE L7
FREOY—HRTRTHEAAZIEIWRE, BHAE, FIVoRRTH-oThH, p ME
ZIZHITETRVENE, HELABESEEETAZILIETELZVWILEZERLTY
5, 2%, HAEORMIIBNT, MELADPBENIHEDIPNATRSE L WR B,

o EETHEIEPLETH S,

B S LEEENLETHD, L) DIE, Morin BESUSNOEESD Thom £EX* I I TldE2
TVRWRLTHE, 728X §2 DRINT py #0 75 &, 1RIZ Morin 250 Thom FERIE LT
WT b, umbilic 3EE WG, FRICEBELTENS 4, Bl 4 BOBESLRLTESHEZNS
B, LdoT, ME4 22 ABI0E, FARE, SL0NCEOBESICEELTERIEBELSD
ADTEZALUENHLDTHA.



5 f91E& & special generic map

INETE, FRADHERMEL Thom £ &) & % EIE T homotopy theoretic 7
R 0EZTELY, MONMBRMENLE»S, ADL ) MBI EZ LNL2

IS . SRR My, My, N T, My & M, \ZRIAZEH, My, EI2IiE N ~D5.2 5 h7-5
L OBEAEECLVWEBRBEET LD, M, FICIEHEELLZY, W Flizdsh?

DLEDL ) LBIDBFETIUL, M, & My, 3ARMEICIEZ Y ER Y, b Lio>TL
TolklTre, TOWHSEMER (OFER) 2R TAHZEIZED, Fo7-< AU
REACFHoTBEN My EIZOENTLEI NS THA., Lo T, bLEDLI LA
DT IV, ZRMAASEE M, O LICBSEES 2O EALZ L3 EET S,

7ol ZE—FHEELRBIE LT, WoODS M, M, £ LT, FEHEEIMSFMTR VSR

ZWEg (2 WVSREHEER) PHEET DY, My, EICEBEELEZWI EIZRY, Eo
MRS DIFET S A5 LIl 5.
T, DI LAEMNIRRISBNLBNE WL DTHAH 0 ?
TITCRDEILEEBD I A2 5. M % n KTHERE, N % p RTEHE
(n>p) &¥5. B f: M — N2 LT, A qge M % definite fold Td 2 & i3
q,f(q) DELY DY L FHTEE % T fA°

(@1, T2y ..., Tp) (acl,a:g,...,a:p_l,:cf)+xi+1+---+m,21)

EFREDELELTV) (FFIT definite fold 13 A; BID Morin BEETHH) 27 . 5|2 f2F
FRFL LT definite fold LA\ & &, f % special generic map?® &9 ([4],
[23]) .

Special generic map 3272 VKR LEBRTH LD, bo b bEHL (Vi) v i)
FeRg (372 bb definite fold) L2722 0WEHEWSI bbb Y, BESOKIFHA
HBMEDOBE» L, BITFICRAICHIEESNTWS, L 21, BESICEELTRD
ZEDVHLENTWAS,

EHS5 ([23]) . f:Z"— RP %E b ¥~ n K@ " L0 special generic map &
5. bLn-p=12,3"2n>5%25I1E, 0" IXEERNE o XITTHKE 5™ SO RMET
»H5.

AT N Y= n B I EEICEEMICEATLTT #7205, Eliasherg [11] D#5R L 1, on
o RPAD, BEALLT A BOBEALPRHILLZVWER g: 2" - R? BEICHEE

2 KEHOPE D KIS, EAM—EREDORFERNETHS [27), [28].
N =R O¥EiE, Morse MEORAME, B/MEEZS5 25 85% 5 ThA. Definite fold 1F, & 2 Eik
Thob bBELRIERITHLLENVZ S,

BINE, YRy s BEG (HAERTEELEETAEBREVIZ L) OPTHERZLD, O,

7



T2, L2L, b L o 2"EEIRE (exotic sphere) 2 2561F, HAWRRTT, g 4 F
FE=TEIEH»LTY, definite fold UALD A, Bl Morin HE S (I N % indefinite
fold L\W9) ZHETELRV, EWIZERFHERIRLTWS, i, MEL S5
ZREIZOVTEENICET T, TheAELEBELETEENICHRITLWI b H 5,
EWHTLRERLTWA, 2F ), BME1IPEREOMIEELEEboTnAZ L
bdHbH, LI L THhA.

ED XS RENE, 4RTPH 3RTEANDEBRIIBVWTHELRLNS, 2821, 4%
TEREORE L T—FFEL O, EEBITWIE (OBEZEBEL SN-E 4 RTER
) THHH, TNIZELTREREET.

TG (Efl, EAME [28]) . M 2827 P REERFOME LTS, M 2FELXR
TEBEE AL LI &, M 5 R3O special generic map 25FHET 520D LE+
DL, M DHEEE (ruled surface) 2°, X3, primary Hopf surface®! (L#%E
FEATEICREY) L b L ThAD.

7ol 2, —REIOBEZRBTHMEOFICIE, R3 ~O special generic map Z#ET 5
4 RTCERAE (7o 21F, 52 x S2 ZROERER) LRI E 25 OPFET L L4
LNTWaD, EDEH6 L), —RBEOERFETIMTEIL R? ~ O special generic map %
FELZVDSL, 2HVolzflbMES DREESZ5DITTH 5.

COMIZHHIES ODREESZABIL7 EADHD. 2L 2E, ROEFDLHILPI%SE
ZAAHEHTHA.

EIBT7 (ffl, 1AM [27) . K % K3 surface®® (DEEHEZShTELNLEL
RICEREE) L L, S'xS® % S £ non-orientable S3-#e ¥4, ¥5&, Ehk>0142
HLT, My = (STRSIIIHIS x §2) 13 M, = (SIRSOIKH(HES? x §?) & FAET, M,
FiZi3 R® ~ special generic map DSFET 2755, My, EIZIEFEFEL 2V,

D & 512, special generic map DTFFE (H BV id, definite T\ fold DIEE) RIE
, BRHREOMSHEEICEELoTWEDTH A,

&, Definite fold 123t L7z Thom ZHEFIEEL 2 WI & I2EE L TE (. Definite
fold b2 T fold bTRT—HIC LT (4, BOBESAEARL LTEZT) #9HT Thom
ZERDVEREHEOOTH 53,

9 BERERE St LEMELY, MORETEVEREOZ L, BLHMENTWA LIS, BEHEIZEE
IZHFET 5 [17].

30 g Y- yEHED CP B

8181 x S% LiMARAR R EE TR HE.

32 008, P EEBTNBMET, FOEEERENEET, RER ¢ A0 L2500, CP2 RO
degree 4 DIFERMMBME 2 L2 0FTHA.

88 ZpZ ki, 7ok 2 Morse MEEEZ THANET b2 b. EHBAELED Morse ET, A - A
252 2ENHbETHEHENLDEELIDL, BHENOLDRELINL, B5TH 5.

8
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SEEPAIED RO —

/NR
BWARFE BIER B

1 U

NABRYIC & TE 72 T E BAHIR ¢ R D BFTRREE THREMT E NS 2T 5
M5 R? AD immersion TH > T, HWTH) 2 B LML embedding THB. Zhd
EBAMNEE LT HDRELERLEAMBR (LT, I b 2REhiR, 2 nIdE
AR EMES) 1T AMERERTH S, 5 OERZMECLDEHBRbRE T
ENTNEHHDET S,

BARZER C(5, R?) O TLREMIBR LML open dense 72 subset 272 L, D
B EIIRKITTH 1 D stratified set THD. RAITLH 1 @ stratum(discriminant
hypersurface) 12K D& DT U TRV 5N 5. SHUTERER R, ZEHRICARN
ROEBETHENTONDREE 1 DRFD ¢

(c) cusp point,  (t) triple point,  (s) self tangent point.
7EIEL, () DR T2 DOMEMIALZ BDETE, ZTNHORITHIET S hy-

persurfaces %2, cusp point hypersurface, triple point hypersurface, self tangency
hypersurface EIER. T D 3 HIED discriminant hypersurfaces 2 H,, Hy, H, T
=T

RRTTMN 2 LA LD strata HEFRONATRFNIC Lo TEEREREZ/F L, 20 strat-
ification DX EE DA FHTNILZERARD topology DIFEDFERMETH S, =

BT D8 LW LB A [Va] 2B I NN,

Gauss [SFEHE IR IZ Gauss diagram(Gauss word) 25605 & 8, #ifgo MR o o—
DEEZMEAEDEROMEE L THOMN 72, 5A 5172 Gauss diagram HD
SEHEEFR DN L7 B0 &V D planarity problem IZI3BL DEANE L BN TWS
0, RREEEBRORMND S (F1AIE [K-T] BHR).

Whitney IZ X HHHROEHEE S ERIFRE FE—ICBETAERE<a5 Ty
5. EEHICHET 52— EORXOF TRITROARERLTNS (cf. [Wh]) : B L
IWHERRTRWR ¢ % starting point & U TRRE, EEHEIM v D weight w,(v)
w%%éné@w@m@ﬁ%m%%ziéaw):@&%;%ﬁ@@ﬁﬁfui

wa )+ 2d(z (1)



EEREIND. 72720, d(z) R 2 DESZ2RT (ROBESIIER 2.222R).

ST @D R AD immersion 133D D? NEE (& 5 WEEAUT handles 21172 H D)
IZ immersion & U THNRATEEDY, EWOBIEHH 5. TAUTH L Blank(Poenaru[Po)
IZ & BFB) BEU Bailey[Ba) FIC L BHENH A, THITH EZBHORMMND 5.

Anlold [Ar] 12 3 DOF L WEIR DAAEARZER J*, St ZEA Lz, N5 idehiR

rRO =721 T <, R® @ Legendrean knots < 4 TBRERER EICH A INE.
Amold B %’@ﬁf%i{i, triple point hypersurface Z1#] % & & (HI#RD perestroika)
DINEDFEBOE(CEEDBRIBMLEFITRDBDTH >/, TO—D &K
strangeness 122 %tﬂ?/uﬁ, Z$U3 triple point perestroika IZE U TWAEET
Holz.

Polyak 13 Gauss diagram Z{#>7z Arnold’s FEBDEREEZ 5N TS ([Po)
ZR). —5"T, Shumakovitchi[Sh] ® Arnold @ strangeness AL EZEZICEHET S
FiEeRWELE, g, iR OTER v 1B 2% 5 T strangeness FEEH

St(c) = Zw$ v)d(v) + d(:r) i (2)
ERENDHILEEZRTHDOTHS.

BAMINMERTWEENZ LIZRUDIZ mar SBOF {14} (e = +
o, € Zyo) EXIE D Vassiliev DFEWERTO order ICETHHENTH 5. iR @ 1 9

DHERRTRZEZEZRDLIICDAEMRZ 5 & (splicing, $ 5 Wi smootl hing &6
\/5‘5), 2 DRI ND, TNENOERRS EOXTREE o BL, Fh

BROGFEEZE fFRLUEZMNTIT, ENETNTOEBERRAIEDRL LV
71*60)7533* B I, THD (REL <I3ESE 3.12R).

HARDAZEED Vassiliev DEETD order DERIT—BHIELSH D T
V). immersion : ST — R? OZEMN D discriminant set (ZERMFRLI DEE) D&
BT, EIC# /e 3 IEOD hypersurface @ normal crossing DHEE X, THEHD
D TORERDZRFINHEA DDENT, X ldorder ZEXS. FERB I, DT
DERTD order 1L o +1 KEL NI EAVREI NS,

DEI, RAIBEHRIINTEHD 1 DORIIDIMEALERZEATEY,
U strangeness FEBDBRMEB VWAL BDTH S ([A-0) B2HR). TOWFEDE
BERBHM LSO, BicETE2D0K (1), (2) THS. INBIHEBBTAIE
V2, HARDTER v 12T 50 & starting point DIERE LD TENENOREENE
ENTVWAEZETHS. BRICETAMNOES 2 EEIFEE X, starting point D
S DEAVE, EEIHHDOMEA starting point L BERWEDITTAHEDDEIEEE R
L, INS2REDREDPBENDDITIR L2V, T7abs, BRE kT,

Zwm('o )* + Fr(d(e)) (3)



%E Z, T starting point DIBUHIZL SR NEDICLERK F, 2RI ENT
EBD, EWIORIEERERD. e WA, F, ELUT k+1 & Bernoulli ZIHRX %
AWsZ EITEDBERMRT S (EH 4.1).

Arnold KX BFEEDERIL, TNTHDH A 7D discriminant hypersurface D
I TORZERD jump 2RO B Z LITKD, FRIEZ RV OREE R RET
B5HDTHoTz. FHAITHEHRLWAZEERIIHL, Bk B type D discriminant
hypersurface 2T BED jump ZFHNS (£ 5.2). TOHER, RLNEFEEALEI
strangeness NEABDBRBILETH DT END B, FI T, TNHEDOFREER level
k @ strangeness FEE LRI LT B, TNHE D Vassiliev DEBRTOD order I3
TRT 1 TH5.

2 MELRBICHTHHH

REMR c: S' - R2A 1 DEX6NB &, TR R? @ stratification SqUS;US,
ZERICEL, S, S, S; DEMHERD & TNEN ¢ DIES, edge, flT & L5

S'=R/Z ODBEOMEICLYD, R c: ' - R BAIZMATBENTVREHD &
LTH#HD.

2.1 JERD weight RS

REMBBOTERIZH U weight ZFET S, Hil ¢ Dedge LIZ1 Mz ZEEL,
TNZZDOMARD starting point EEAZD. c D1 DDER v LS. 2 ZHHEL ¢
L2ZOREWCLIEN>TEK RN v KHEANCEE LI EZED c DBRT MLVE ¢
EU,2ERIC v IKBRELEEZDEAY MLE ¢, &B<.

Definition 2.1 {e;,e;} W R OMEFICHEL, EORMEZIZHOMIEEETH D L&,
v D weight 2 —1 EBZ, BOMEZFEFDEE +1 £B<. starting point z ITEFT
BSIHM v D weight 2 w,(v) £&L.

DEICHIR ¢ KHTHEHELEDER p DRE d(p) ZEHT .

Definition 2.2 p MR EIZRWEE, p ZF0OETHS c DREEEE p DIRS &5E
BITD. Thbb, p DESITIER

(‘1) —P 1

€S

[le(g) = pll
DEBRETHS. p M cDedge EORTHSEE, p 2ERICTEFD 2 DOEE L
DREDESDIEIE%E p DRSS ETH. F/z,p W c DIERDEEL, RIID p 2E

S'3qm

3



FICRD 4 DOEE (ZDIBD 2 DNFA—DEFETHLEELH D) D LORDOE
TOFE p DBEE EBL.

p Wedge LORTRITIUL, BE d(p) 13BBTHD, p Medge EORD L ENT
REHTHD.

2.2 Discriminant ¥E¥FHE® co-orientations

Discriminant hypersurface O co-orientation ZEFRT 5 Z LIdTabB, TN5
2RI D path DV DIEDMETVWDEDRENEERT S T LITMR5
AN

2.2.1 'Triple point hypersurface

triple point hypersurface 24U 5 L EEEZ D, BULHERANCHOZ1 DD=FA
¥ (1§ A 5=£%) 2 hypersurface 1T triple point £72 D, Bl o /2 TIIHFTL 1 1
DOZARNEENS. WASZAFD I DOOLIETH ED ST LTI 3 DD segments
2129, ST OREFIZGE T IO 3 DO, Uiedl> THA S ZABIT cyclic order
MEED., —F, FLTENENMBICMEZFD. IHADZATED cyclic order &
METI—HTHUOEENEEEOLE, WAS=ZAREOFEE +1 &L, TOEE
NEEDOEE —1 LEBL. HIL{LEENL=ZARORELRRICERTHLE, TN
BHAA=ZARELECRAONBZRD I ENBEZITHEID NS,

triple point hypersurface Z2#i]5 & &, WA B =ZAFOFEN -1 THIUITN
ZIEDRE LEHT 5.

2.2.2 Cusp point hypersurface

cusp point hypersurface 215 & &, RHEEHY 1 M HRAICET 58 ZED
FHRIEFEDS.

2.2.3 Self tangency hypersurface

B UM ZE T B self tangency hypersurface DB EIIH L < BERXRMNEEN
BEDITEY S FRMEEDHERET D, R EIZEET 5 self tangency hypersurface
DESRHFLLECKANEEND LD ITET S FMEZEDABET 5.

3 NEE I
TEE IEp DEFH EFD Vassiliev OB TD order IZDWTIRARB,

4



3.1 Iy DER

REMIR ¢ D1 DDIER v TD 2 DOMEFT BENZEHAERY BIVE e, e,
EEL. L, ZOJEFT R? ORZEZRDTIDICRAFRMTS. HR v D
S THE IR U THIR 2 DIREE A (spliceing) LTTE S 2 DOBAMIRE ¢, ¢

EBL. o 1 ey HANC v DBBATZERDTHD, ¢ 1d ey FRAITHS. ct, g DA

CRREE, TNETN kT (v), b~ (v) EBE, ¢F & g LORREE KO0) LiEL.

Definition 3.1 B o, & fix T5. F72,¢1d +, 0, - OWTNh&ET 3.
Ip(c) ZRDEDITES:

Iple) = 3 (K()" (),

v

3.2 AER I, D order

discriminant hypersurfaces H,, H;, H, ® normal crossing LIZH B R EZERAT
LERKR I, ERALEMIR 2 S discriminant hypersurfaces DREEA & &
DEE, TOMIRZE b RERFTREMGEIERZ LT 5.

k REBRALZEMIR c 25 A, c 2385 discriminant hypersurfaces 2 Hy,- -+, Hy
ENTD. BE AC{L, -k} L ¢y EFBWEE, c DIABEICDHDLEMERT,
JEADEE H; DIEOMIZHY, j ¢ ADEE H; DADICHEbDEHETZ
EIZT 5, T THEMOIEAITE D hypersurface 123 U TEFE S 4172 co-orientation
KCELTEESDDD I ETHS.

Definition 3.2 HERONMNBEALE [ 2EX 5. TRTCOD k+ 1 REBRALZEME ¢
WL, BN
' S (=DM (ey)

AC{1, k+1}
MHEADEE, ZOFREED order 13 k LT THABEEHETSD. order WH LD E &k
DEE,OI)=k EELZEITTS.

Theorem 3.1 & ¢ (=4, F/ZI20), & o, f € Zyo ITHL,

MDD,

514



4 &R strangeness B

ROEH 4. 1137 K strangeness FEBZEDHTDOEENZODOTH S, Th
CERTICE T AFARZER T 5 EAERN BRI EES.

4.1 Starting point [T A3FEMH

Theorem 4.1 k ZIEQEK, F 22FNETSH, BEMR c Il HRICETS
level £ @F0

S(z) = 3 we(v)d(v)* + F (d(x)) (4)
M starting point & DIV HFIZ L B2WzD DBE+4 4,

2 1
F(d) — m‘Bk+1(d+ 5) = const.

ERBTETHD. 72721, Bryy 13 k+ 1 K Bernoulli ZIHKEFEDT.

Z Z°T, Bernoulli ZHH, {B,} IR TEFEEN5:

_ i Bk(m)tk' <5>

Bernoulli ZIEXNE /T2 DEEDOR T, BRAWMED DIIRTHS: TEDOEK
k>0, m,nwithm <n iZ%0L,

mF 4+ (m 1) o nf = ~1% 1 (Bryr(n +1) = Beya(m)) (6)

o

MRVILD. F, ZOZERIT Bernoulli ZIHAZEREZRE/FHOTHHDT
H5.
Bernoulli ZIEKDIILHDOWLONEELTHL ¢

Bo($) == 1,
1
Bi(z) = z-— 3
By(z) = z°—z+ é,
1
Bsy(z) = 2°— §a2 + 3%

ThHD.



IO : LEHE c LOEFTS 2 DD edges 2E X, TOMIZHAH
RE v &ETAH. Fiz, v DRIRIZ startmg points z, y ZE5. HEROMDES A
v BEYISDT, TNNTHS EATEE (a) EENSTAITEE (b) KA,
S(y) — S(z) 25tET 5.

(a) DEE wy(v) = ~wy(v) = -1 THD, v DESE dy = d(v) Z2fE>T, 2,y D
WEWR d(z) =do+31,dy)=do— 1 EMNTB. LEVOT,

1

S(y) ~ S(z) = F(do— 5) ~ Fldo + 5) + 205

EiE5.
(b) DEZW, wy(v) = —wy(v) =1 THY, z, y DEINL d(z) = do — 3,
dly) =do+ 3 £7RDDT,
1 1
S(y) = 5(z) = F(do +§) — F(do - ”2‘) - 2d§
TH5.
Liehis T, WFRcE L F a8
(d !
BT T &M, T S(z) A starting point & DEXLD HITHAEFE LIZ WD DIRE+5
SETHEZNOMD, ZiUd F 53 Bernoulli ZIE 2> TEHOATEDLINS
ZEEREWRTS. Q.E.D.

BLEIZE D, level £ OF0

~Fw—%)=2&, (Vd € Z)

= T wa(0)d(0) + o Buaa(d(a) + 3) + const, ()

I3 starting point z Il L SR WEIHR c BE DMEAEETH S Ebhoiz. L
T, REVIZDAREEE Sty(c) LEZE, level k D strangeness FEEELR. D
KR TIREB DBV H LR D 208, RE TS L DI, EEFIICEE T 550
RNRBROIUDEZERT D&, ERP—EHITEED.

4.2 EHR

2 DDHIHR ¢, c; DEREIE c1fc, TEDT. EREFIISNTL %~ﬁr§m:ﬁzi 5
IRADT, cifley WHEREFNZ Lo THLNAHMBD 1 DEEDLT I EITRD. £z, H
FEFN cific, Z2EUVMEINRR SN/ & ZIIT, TOMENERTNIC Lo TESNSE
TOHBICH UTRDII DI E2EERTEHD LTS,

7



lﬁiiﬁ'ﬁf{R VEREFICE LR BT ERET T DR H D edge DIRE D +1
(F72i3, -1 ) ThHLE,

R(cifle;) = R(ey) + R(ca) =1 (resp. + 1).
Arnold O strangeness A& R St IR OEMRETIZE T 5F0450
St(eifer) = St(er) + St(es)

729, REOBER, AER St MERTICEI U strangeness AEBEFBROFA
HEWETNEDNERARBZETHS.

Theorem 4.2 level k£ > 1 @ strangeness AAE Sty WEREFICET A0
Ste(eulen) = Sta(er) + Stalca)
W T DBEHIEM, Sty OFHEE — 2B (0) 5T &, Thbs

St(0) = D a0} + 7 {Bunldle) + 5) ~Ben @] )

LELSIETHS.

Remark 4.1 level k O strangeness AZE St; & k=0 O & ZEIEHK & —BL,
k=1 ®&EIT Arnold’s strangeness N EB E—BT 5.

5 EBERZzRAVRWRECH/ARE

5.1 EHRZEROGOLERE

Hi4, 42THENEAERE St DEREIL starting point ZANDHDTHH7Z.
KL, TR starting point ZEDRNWTET I &, TIOBREZFHATHZ &N
BHTH 5:

Theorem 5.1

St) = ;;(1;){1&(6) F6) + s 8409

k 1 ZBk+1 } p i 1Bk+1(0) (9)

72720, n(c) VMR c DBCRRE ((EROER) THY, Bry: 13 k41 K Bernoulli
LZENTH .



5.1.1 . F¥ 5.10DIFA
St DEHEN (8) ZRD 3 DDHFITH T B:

Q) D)), () iy Ben(de) +3), () prBan0).

Sty 1 starting point z € §; DIV FIZLEBWDT, S; D% connected com-
ponent( TR B E edge) 25 1 DT D starting point z LD, LD (a), (b), (c) &
T’\WCOD starting points B L TR U BT S, S; D component #id 2n THD T &

ZHEET S (n = n(c)).
(c) DEILH &b & starting point 5 357&1130)?

2
2; mBk+l(0) k+ lBk+1(0)

THs.

(b) IZBITBFNTDNT : 1 DOTER v IZIHAVALS 2 DD edges IZAWIZRET S,
TNEND edge LIT starting point z, 2’ 2 &S, dy = d(v) EBL EE, o, o' DE
=13

&35, Lo T,

Bk+1(d($) + %) + Bk+1<d($') + %)
= Biy1(do + 1) + Bry1(do)
= d(v)* + 2By y(d(v)).

K2,
2z ;’%Bk—l-l(d(x) + %)
= 15 5, {d(v)* + 2By (d(v)) }
= w1 l0k(c) + 517 Zo Braa(d(v))

() KET2MONT RUDIZ, HR v e S & fix U, F1 T, we(v) WDWTH
A%. W#R c 13 v IZBL, positive part ¢, & negative part c_ I3, starting
point ¢ W c; EIZHDELE, wy(v) =1 THD,c. EITHBEE, w(v) = -1 T
H5.

cy ED edges DEFKIL, HORME 2ERXEANTEZRIIZ 1 2WA 20D
WELW, T7abb, 23U 2kT(v) + O(v) + 1 IZEFE LW, . KDWTHREHTD
BHIEMD,

> we(v) = 2(k*(v) = k™ (v))

9



EIRB, Lzl T,
3o Y we(v)d(v)* = 2(If(c) - Iu(c))

@5
(a), (b), (c) KT B EDfIE 2n TH- T, RDBR (8) #E5.  QED.

5.2 B

ZDHITI 3 FEED perestroika 12L& 5 Sty @ jump 2FNB. F/2, LT TRE
ND LN ZDAZEED Vassiliev order 131 TH B Z &N D (cf. [0z)).

5.2.1 ‘Triple point perestroik

triple point perestroika IZB§9% St @ jump ZFANRD. Z D7z triple point v
DES dv) 2,0 ZEARETS 6 DOFEBDES OEHELUTERTS. d(v) 1L
HICHEBRTHD ZETET .

triple point hypersurface ZIEDFANIIEY) S path & X 5. £ path £ T,
hypersurface ZIEY)AERIDK ¢ &, O EEBEDE ¢, 21 DTDE5.

Proposition 5.1

1

Stu(er) — Stalco) = (d(v) + §>k - (d(v) - é)k (10)

72721, v id path A% triple point hypersurface 28] % & FIZHN 2 R L D triple
point &7 .

HABD=ZAED cyclic order, FIL DM ELEE X 5 & triple point perestroika td
Z<DBENDHD DM, TNHICHEL, HROBES OZE{L, BIERD weight 12RD
2DWIHEENS. 3DDIER vy, vo, v3 D weight 1ZFNFN o, ¢ KEALTHU{E
THBEZEILEETS.

51

wy(v1) = we(vs) = wy(vz) = 1

do,
do+1

I

do(v1) = d, do(ve) = do + 1, do(vs)
di(vi) =do+ 1, di(ve) = do, dy(vs)

10



72720, do V3 triple point v DIRE 2FE T, Lo T, ZOEE

1\* 1\*
Ste(cr) — Sti(co) = (do + 5) - (do - 5) (11)
B8 23 DOTEM vy, vy, v3 D weight ERSIFFNEN
—w,(v1) = wy(vy) = —wy(v3) =1
do(v1) = do+ 1, do(v2) =do+1, do(vs) =do+1,

d](vl):d0+2, dl(vg)=d0+2, d](U3)=d0+2
ZDHEBERRICK (11) 2R D LD,

5.2.2 Cusp point perestroika

p ZH#R ¢ LD cusp point & T 5. p DESIL, p ZERICHED 2DDERDS B
p ZROBHD S OEKOES ELT, TNEEHRL, 2OEEHRIID d(p) &1L,

cusp point hypersurface 2 IE DFIAIIEY] S path 2% % 5. %0 path £T,
hypersurface ZH{T) DERTDR co &, WU S ZERDR ¢; 21 DT DES.

Proposition 5.2
Sti(er) = Str(co) = (d(p))" (12)

7272 U, p 1d path &% cusp point hypersurface 25 & & 12H N5 HHR LD cusp
point 23%&7".

5.2.3 Self tangency perestroika

1 DO self tangency hypersurface DMANZH 5 2 DDRAR ¢, ¢; D St DED
ZETRND.

FUME THETLI2HEDRMMETHETSHED, T0 perestroika THEENS
JER vy, vy D weight IZEL, w(vy) = —w,(vy) RV E, ETNTNOBESIZ
—BLTW5. LT, WIFNODOEHES sell tangency perestroika 128 ULARET
H5.

Proposition 5.3

-~ Str(co) = Strler).

11
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Introduction DRIICEVERE A LEZ F§, REEDOHMIL V. Voevodsky 12 & A Milnor F
BOFRRZHEATHIETT, L L, BIIEFOBRFEOERCERE > TIOFELF
WhIFTiEH ) A, I (FIT ASuslin & F£[FT) EF — 7 O derived category % HEAL
L. TNz tBIREBEHREOFE N E—ERBRA L. £1 0 OEE % E#E L T Milnor F
BENlbiy Ty, BOTF—72F8T b U—HICET 24513 Milnor PEZEL 720
WKHESINIZDITTIZ 2L, I Lo TRES N ENO O R HERHIZEIC—DDF1E
WIRT 12 E VWHIBEEZZLF WL LTHEKREVEBVET, '

SEVERBETIEZI LB IIEZ2 L, BR2HOH L F LEHBT L2 T
2T, E50080n) L XDOERIBMDIZ) ICHEETBEVTEE LI n) 2 LT
L7ze L2 LEF —7 & Milnor FARIZEET A% D preprint IV 2bHBHDT, ZDT~

TERONTETHRATAILIZLETHTEEFE A,
1



EVHZETHRBETELIWVIFELZ LIt THEZLLILNFTELRVOT, &
DFFEDOF T Voevodsky D Milnor FEICEL 2 HELHF 2V ICF LOTALILIZLE
Lize 72206, SNIEEBEOBHELEZELTEINTVIERA, CheEFEHT THrLHE
DARBEEZIVWEBRVWET,

E£F — 7 & Milnor FBIZEE T 5 Voevodsky DFmCId [17, 21, 22, 4, 18, 23, 19, 24, 25] T
To D HD[17, 22,23, 19, 25 EHH HIF THFL L TV I ¥, preprint D°F VO TT A,
§_T K-theory preprint archive TAFTE F3, M#ET 5 M.Rost DFXHbZFTITH Y &
To EAFNLEF— 7T 5L % £ L ®T Princton @ Ann. Math. Studws@/ ‘) -
AR ENEE)TT, $/2. INLDHIDOBAB L 20D D T ([8, 3, 5])o
12 B. Kahn @ Bourbaki Seminar 0)%?':%[ R ZDFREEL LTRESZE IR Lf:o
Z M b K-theory @ preprint archive IZH ) DT, BIRDDH 5 FIIFATATT IV,

REIZ, COFREBONTFEHOPFTHr 2D BNWTEZHT2DDLDT, ¥4I
P TR, BERGERBWREERRNH A0 LNEFHA, /2, HBPEOMWEZ AR
DO O Mo eBG S 4H ) ET, FDLORAMMICTRIZZopd LLEE
ADE, HERIEE 2w EBnE,

1. WHAT 1S MILNOR CONJECTURE?

1.1. Introduction. k% &35, kD Milnor K BFG & 13, k DE IS 7 A Rkt
KXDF7 Y —HEOEME., ack* - {1} 12T 5a@ (1 —a) TERINIWMEAIATT VT
EobDThHb, 2F D),

KM (k) = (ea K~ @tmo@ kx)/(fl@(l—a)' a€k* —{1})
#* - 7z } '

n>0 Z

TEENIRBOEZBTH D, o ®~-®an T B KM(k) DTt %E {ar,-+ ,an} L FET S
ZDEE, KME)IZREDETBIZ R 5, REHS0L 1 D% B/‘ XS 2T h o TWT,
KM(k) =2, KM(T) = T L %2 B,
m %chark EERIEDERE T 5, kO Galois I & L T Kummer sequence
0= tim = Gy B G, =K
wEZ . THIABET 5 Galois cohomology @ long exact sequence & Hilbert @ % 90
(H'(k;Gy) =F) &0
H s ) = ()

MHRZbe DT NS KM(k) & HY(k; u) DEICHRZFEREANTE 2, [20, Thm.3.1] iZ
LArE, ZoOEENZ

Ungm (k) + KT (k) /m — H™(k; p3)
RSN B, T DEME% k D norm residue morphism & V9,

Conjecture 1.1. [2, 6] FEEDELIZDOVT u, (k) ZFEZETH 5,

COFEIIHEDE. m=2DEFIZ I Milnor iZX o TRHEENZZHDTH B [11], L7
HoTEIIm =20 &I % Milnor FIEE V9,
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SOFMIIn=0,10& X IZEHETH S, n=20L X3 Merkurjev-Suslin IZ & > TFEH
Endz ([10)e L2 L n A3 EDE 23 FEHMANT VRV, m= 2125 & Merkurjev-
Suslin & Rost 2512 n = 3 DFAZFEHE L7z, 4E V.Voevodsky 12 & o T NIZDIZ
mA2MTHROTRTDRIZIDONTTH b,

RO BT 5, T EVEEREROIBAIETm BIFEROBEIFESES (§1.2)
Fhh b FIE%E motif ICBT A4 (Hilbert Theorem 90) IZ/F7E €5 (§4.1, §4.2) 2D
SRR T LRBMEDAT v T hE> T, & 55EM%M/2T variety BSFFET T2
H)F LT L ERT (§4.3)0 RBEICZDOSEMGZG/T variety ¥m=2D & IIHFET S
Z LRI (844, §4.5)0

1.2. Easy observations. motif D512 A 5 BIIC (motif Z AV R WT ) EHICEERATE 5
HEZEHRT 5, BAMIZV ) &, Bloch-Kato T4 % m MR T k BWEFZHE OIS HD
BEIFEFTRESIY S, 79 Bloch-Kato FREIZ m "FZHOMDO L 2 I1FETEH I LT
< L b,

Proposition 1.1.  k'/k X pRILKET B mDp EFEL L E | uyn(K) PEEZ 51X,
Unm(k) DEIETH 5,
Proof: ROWIRHNEZE 2 5,
KEM(E)/m — KME)/m —2s KM(k)/m

l l l

H (b p) —— H™(k'; p2) — H"(k; ")

CZTIEDIEARL ) BRI E 5 ES T, Nmidnorm map Th b, T5 ENmoildphs
BRI ADOTREI A, Lo TEDTHEN S Prop. 1L 1IZIELWIZ E DDA 5, O

D#rRE1E Milnor FREDIFHD B CTHEIZHW S, IND 5512 [transfer DiEiR | L&
wf%%& Bk, TRTLEDOIEHOER FEEA LTV

Proposition 1.2. [ Zchark USNDOERET D, TDE & uy_qy(k) & uny (k) EEZ 5
I e (k) b AR B
Proof: transfer Dz E-> Tk % L ICERIFREMAMLTTEARICBEPZ LT L
IZED L BRI RRCETE LTIV, vORMNIETIERT 50 ROHKXEEZ 2,
I(,i‘{l(k)/l — KM(k)/lY —— K,Iy(k)/l"“l'l K,Q/[(k)/l ——

uu~1‘zl un,l"l Uy v+l l un,zl

Y (ks 0 70) s H(h p27) —— H (ks %) —— H" (ks )

= ST EO—BEOEE (¢} € KM(k) %815 3BRT. FTO—BEDERIEC € H(k w)
% 7V) T Bockstein A 7 & %515'?’C§)6 T 5L ZORFULTIRT ., KM(k)/Iv DR % B
WTlexact Thbo Lo TIDHEIH Prop. 1.2 5IE LW LDV 5, O

Proposition 1.3. EEOEH0 DK K EFHIITDVT, upp (K) BREZ 513, EH
DUTHRVEBEOH kIZ0V T, uny(k) RAETH 5,



Proof: transfer IZBT B0 k12l L ERRBOWABEER 2\ E LTIV, HFIC

=Rk Thb, R% kD Witt B, 7% R @ uniformizer. K ¥ ZOWHEE T, KD

£ L RIS R O Milnor K B% R O unit group RXICOWTHDO L Z LFAKICERT .
CTCROEREZEZ B,

KMk 2 KM (K1 o KR/

! ! !

HA (ks ™) — HY (G ™) 22 P (ks ™)
FOERT. ixl 3 BRLEE
KM/l & KM(R)/l - KM (K)/I

L. (n) € KM(K) % »VF ABEDOER T, piid residue map TH 5o iy, py d FARIZER
T 5, HEDELIZT T norm residue map Th b, 75 &I DOmEIL. LORNATHIC
AZE L, proik,proigWEDIEEERICRLI LN WVR 5, O

B2 Milnor K B & Galois cohomology 134K filtered limit & WL ¥ 52> 5, Conj.1.1
EEREEBRERREEOBEIFEETESL, LoT, FECOHEFHEL LTI,

2. DERIVED CATEGORIES OF MOTIVES

2.1. Singular homology of algebraic varieties. Z®&ETIid, Suslin-Voevodsky D &)
(/')—“ [17] %R VB> THh b, S % irreducible scheme & L. X & S EMDscheme & 5o A°
% standard cosimplicial complex &35, T h b,

A" = Spec(Zl, -+ 2]/ Y ma = )

T. coface map & codegeneracy map \TERE {t;} 2L BRIZAND, Cp(X/S) & X x A™D
closed integral subscheme T S X A"J: finite P OLHFTH A LI LD DETER S NS BH
T —NVEEE T B, T 5 L A*D cosimplicial structure 2° 5 Co (X/S) 127 —~IVEED simplicial
object 1272 5, X/S ® singular homology & singular cohomology % £ €

H™9(X/S) = H.(C,(X/S))
smg(X/S) *(HOm(C.<X/S)’Z>)

TEHT S, B2 ED (co)homology b HRICEZE S NG,
17X 2 DDEELMEDEET 5, 113 qfh sheaf & transfer map TH b, (EFIL
[17’ ERTT &, ) qfh topology x V2 Z L OFIFIL 2 0% o T, FNIET—/KD variety
% smooth RBEIBETEAI L L, EVE{T%Z@ qgfh-sheaf 1213 B #X1Z transfer map
ﬁ‘m% EnszLT 5) Z) EAN homotopy invariant 7 gfh-sheaf IZDW T3, BRBEET
regidity theorem [17, Thm.4.4] AR LD EDBIIEENH S, [1T)DEEERIZRD L
INTH5,

Theorem 2.1. [17, Cor.7.8] S = Speck #¥EE 0 OREMAFE T, X 27k LD variety D
t g N
Xk Z/x) ~HL(X,Z/x)

smg(



D) LD,
Proof. 3. qfh cohomology & etale cohomology D IEBEEAH ) LDZ L, DY
HY (X Z/%) = Hiyy (X5 Z/ %)

ZRY ([17, Cor.10.10])o &k £ normal integral scheme S 1Z3F LT, 28(X)(S) = Co(X x5/S)
EF Do 28(X) 13—EHII k-variety D72 T B D gfh-sheaf IZHL3E £ L ([17, Thm.6.2]). Zh
13 X TERIE SN D gfh-sheaf Z(X) ERIEICZZ 5 ([17, Thm.6.7]))o Lo T

(X Z/‘X) Extys< (Fr(X),Z/x)

Y LD,
Z(X)(S) = 25(X)(S x A™) &F B &, 28(X) 13 qfh-sheaf ® simplicial object 12725,

Exty 1, (28(X), /) I2¥BEY % spectral sequence % Z & 12X Y

Extgpn(25(X), Z/x) = Extiso (F o (X), Z/x)
THoHZ EHDD 5B ([17, Cor.7.3))e 2¢(X) D cohomology sheaf i homotopy invariant T )
([17, Cor.7.5]) qfh-sheaf {3469 transfer map =2 ([17, §5])0 & =T 25(X) D cohomology

sheaf & rigidity theorem ([17, Thm.4.4]) 2B ) LD D T, qfh-sheaf DExt & % DSpeck T
Dfie & >727 =~ VEEE LTOExt BRI % 5 ([17, Thm.4.5]))o T2b 5,
Ethfh(zo(X)> Z/K) = Ethlb(zf(‘X’)(k)’ Z/D()
= Ext’y,(C.(X), Z/x)
= H;ng(X/k; 2/ )

MWWz b, TNLORMZDE Xhbiiul Thm 2.1 OFEEEL NS, O

S % normal connected variety &35 & &, 2§(X)¢/(S) % effective cycle D77 25(X)(S)
? submonoid & ¥ 5, §5 & [17, Thm.6.8] £ 1

28(X)1(8) = Hom(S,ﬁSdX)
d=0

DN LD, T T 54X 12 X D d-th symmetric product Tdh b, S=AL LTHBDT —
NIVE LR LD L

Co(X x A®) > Hom(A*, [T 84x)*
d=0
i be 2F N, Thm.2.11 b H OV =BT 5 Dold-Thom DEHDELII 2 5TV 5,

2.2. Nisnevich topology Nisnevich fIfHO Z & lEhH F D AMON TV WI HIZEID
T, CITITHBEICHBALTB LT LICT 5 ([13))o Nisnevich S48 & 13 Zariski 747
LD HMliA < Tetale fLAHL DHWAIAT, KDL HIZEFZE SN S, f: U — X 7 Nisnevich
covering TH b &1, f H¥etale covering TH D, EED z € X 123 L TZ D residue field

RN B L) B ue 7o) PHFETHILEV ), TD X% covering 12 & o TEHE
&M% Grothendieck iZLAHD T & % Nisnevich (ML AHE VI, FIZIE X BEOHEIX, EED
Nisnevich covering (213 splitting morphism #FfE$ 5 DT, # ® Nisnevich (L7 BB 7%
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LDYEMEIC: D L7250 T, X D& H 25 X O Nisnevich site Xy, point 2R 5
xz € X TD stalk 3£ D local ring O 5D henselizaton 0;@, 12725

2.3. Pretheory. [17) T&7z% 9 1), presheaf i homotopy invariant 7> transfer map %
o LI RER DI B b, TN TR RS COBBE RO Lithh b, 17 DEE
BLENODOWHERAWT gIEEﬁE“h?Z@’Cﬁ)oto

pretheory & 13—8 TV 9 & transfer map 2 & D plesheanJ ZETHAE, Lo THLUE
i3 smooth variety DA% H ) DT, transfer DEFED [17] LIZP LE->TW D, L L, Ih
IZ homotopy invariant &V ) EEZ DR 2 L7 EADHETEBEET I LATE S,

Definition 2.2. [22, Def.3.1] k %4k& L. Sm/k % k-smooth varirty, 2% V) k k£ smooth

of finite type % separated scheme D% TEE T 5, pretheory (F, ¢, A) LIZXD LI Rb DT
Hb,

1) A additive category TH 5,
9) F:Sm/k - AGREBRET, F(X[]Y) = F(X)® F(Y) %720
3) S % smooth variety & L. p: X — S % smooth curve & 5 &, HOERE
¢xss « Co(X/S) = Hom(F(X), F(S5))
Do TREWTo
i) i:S = X%p: X =S50 sectiont T AL, ¢xs(i(S)) = F(i) Wz

it) smooth curve O cartesian square
;9
Xy — Xo

Lo

Slﬂf——)SQ

£ 7€ Co(X2/0) KA LT, F(f) 0 bxy5(2) = bxassa (f(2)) 0 Flg) LD L0

LIR&\E pretheory 137 — NVEEIZERFHO D DT EFE 2 5o TN 53 transfer map &
T = ~OVEEDE & 4B LT, pretheory 272720 F L& T, k £ pretheory F %* homotopy
invariant T 5 L i3, f£E D smooth variety X 23t L, F(X) = F(X x A") P'RIEIZZ 5
ZEENI,

[22] D= T homotopy mvaliant pretheory D¥FD% { DHHIZOWTHER SN TS, B
LCREORIERTSHH 2 EIZL T T 2T Milnor FRDFERAI LR w8721 %
BT 5o

Proposition 2.3. [22, Cor.4.17] F % homotopy invariant pretheory ET 5, W % smooth
semi local scheme & L U % % O open subscheme &5 & &, F(W) — F(U) I3ESIZ2 5,

B2 W % smooth local scheme, K % #DBEfFE&THL &, F(W) — F(Spec K) I3 HATIC
5

Proposition 2.4. [22, Prop.4.25,Thm.4.26] F =522 k LD homotopy invariant pretheory
E¥hL, U Hy, (U; Fzor) b F 72 homotopy invariant pretheory i272 % o



7

Proposition 2.5. [22, Thm.5.7] F %5%&k k LD homotopy invariant pretheory &3 %o
X % k-smooth variety £ 5 &,

Héar(X; FZar) = H;st(Xa FNis)
BREENI: B,

2.4. Geometrical motives. = DETIL, BITFH 7% Motif DB ZHEM T %o k-smooth
variety X, Y 123 LT, ¢(X,Y) & X x'Y O integral closed subvariety ? 9 T X L finite
POX DHEEREBESDLETEFIC > TWA LI L OETERSNLBRT — VA
L34 5, T 5 &, correspondence 12 & o T

C(XI)X2> X C(X27X3) — C(XhXS)

MEFRTE D, L7hSo T, k-smooth variety & object 1Z& 0| ¢(X,Y) % morphism & ¥ 5
Lo TEPERTEL, INE, SmCor(k) £EET Z &I2F %, smooth variety X O
He> B SmCor(k) D object % [X] £ o [: X = Y IHLTZDS 57T, C X x Y %4
JBEREBZ LI, Sm/k D5 SmCor(k) ~DEFVEFKTE S,

HUSECV () % SmCor(k) ? bounded complex 7 3 homotopy category & ¥ %o f£E.
7 smooth variety X (1237 5

L x A% 1 xg
L. 1EE D smooth scheme X & Z DL ST L 5 covering X = U UV IZKT 5
v A vy ) @ vy B
L) 200 47 D complex & & &/ thick full subcategory T & F 5. HU(STCIV(])))

% TTRFME L7: category ® pseudo-abelian envelop & DMZ/] (k) £ 3% L category of effective
geometrical motives & V9,

Mgy - Sm/k — DML (k)

% BERICHE A functor & 5o
DM¢If (k) i3 triangulated category I272 1) v My (X) ® M (Y) = Mem(X x Y) TR
% Z &12 & o T tensor structure 2SA 5o DMELS (k) O Tate motif Z(#) &

cone(Mym(Spec k) — My (P*))[—H]

TEET B, EOBR ¢ 3 LT Z() = ZK)® L ¥ 5 o Tate motif DR Z(—K) %215
25 Z LI X o T category of geometrical motives DM, (k) DM S5 o

2.5. Sheaf-theoretic motives. presheaf with transfer & iZ, SmCor(k) 2>5 7 —IVEED
LFTENOREEFDZ & &\ 9, $I2Z AT Nisnevich fiL1H T sheaf 1272 5 & & | Nisnevich
sheaf with transfer &V»9, F % presheaf with transfer & 5% &, % Nisnevich fL#HT D
sheaf {t % ¥ 7= presheaf with transfer 127 %, 2% . Z® sheaf {l. Fy;si3 Nisnevich sheaf
with transfer 127 %, ZN A5, presheaf with transfer I3 pretheory 127 5 Z EIZHERT 5o
2 D0 presheaf with transfer DEOWERIRNL | KEKFOEKRERE LTERT S,



smooth variety X THEIH & 15 presheaf with transfer & L(X) &5 d. 2F 0, L(X)(Y) =
(Y, X) L E#HT Ho L(X) i Nisnevich sheaf with tranfer I27 ) ([23, Lem.3.1.2]). RS
URTASH
Proposition 2.6. [23, Prop.3.1.7) X % k-smooth variety. F % homotopy invariant prethe-
oryb T AHE, ‘ _
ExXtsyy s, (smcor(ey) (LX), F) 22 Hiyis (X5 F)
R LD,

presheaf with transfer F' 4% homotopy invariant & i3, fEZ® smooth variety X (S RPN

5l2RELERZ
pr*: F(X) = F(X x AY)

NEBIZ L LI L DD I L%\, presheaf with transfer ® 7§ category %
Preshu(SmCor(k)) & 3 L. Nisnevich sheaf with transfer ™7 ¥ full subcategory %
Shoyis(SmCor(k)) &3 ¥ D™ (Shunis(SmCor(k))) % Nisnevich sheaf with transfer
bounded above complex 73 derived category & L. % ® cohomology %* homotopy in-
variant 127 » TV A L 9 % complex 25 % 5 full subcategory & DM/ (k) £ =¥

1£%  Nisnevich sheaf with transfer F 123+ L. ¥ L\ Nisnevich sheaf with transfer C,,(F')
x

CL(F)(X) = F(X x A7)
TEET 2, T 5L n— Cy(F) 1 Nisnevich sheaf with transfer ® simplicial object & % 1)
E1#%12 bounded above complex Z 5 Z £ T &L, #NLFE LEE Cu(F) THET,
Proposition 2.7. [23, Prop.3.2.3] LD X HiZ L TEFE L7 functor

C, : Shunis(SmCor(k)) — DM/ (k)
& ,

RO, : D™ (Shuyss(SmCor(k))) — DM/ (k)
IZHRET B o RCAIBERT: embedding O left adjoint functor 12725, A%
L(X x A%) = L(X)

72 % complez % &1 D™ Shuyis(SmCor(k)) DEND thick full subcategory &3 % & RC,IZ
X 5T, DM (k) & D=Shoyi(SmCor(k)) O A & 2 B category FEIZ % % o

Theorem 2.8. [23, Thm.3.2.6] k ZE&MEL T 5L, KD tensor triangulated category
AR D 5,
HUSTOV () —=— D~ (Shuyis(SmCor(k)))
Mgml lRC,
DMI(k) —— DM (k)
L5012, BF i1 full embeddinglZ72b, DEN X NIRRT BER
Homm{;jnf(k)(A, B) ~ HomDMiff(k)(i(A),i(B))



Li Ejﬂ&:& 27 o

Thm.2.8 12T T < 5B D tensor structure IZ2WTIIEELZET 5, HU(SIQV(]])) it
variety DEAEIZ L > TR & EFH L7275 > 3 D DE D tensor 1 Thm.2.8 DEF L, M,,,, RC,
DVRERDIIICERT B, FOFKE. DM/ (k) O tensor structure i sheaf D@7 & E
NBLDOTIHEL TRV, EBE. BRZIEBDIAL DM (k) > D~ (Shuwis(SmCor(k))) 1
QERIZZVDTH 5,

§2.3 {282 T homotopy invariant pretheory DWE PR MEE 4 #FHFDOZ L % B7:o Prop.2.7®
B L TWwAZ Lid, Suslin complex % & 5 functor C,id. presheaf 7*5 % ? sheaf{b% & 5
D EF L & 9 7% universality ZFo TWAHEWVHIZETH L, €IVIBRTC(F)IZF O
[ homotopy invariant {t] &V 2 %,

Thm.2.8 & F\ T effective motif ® derived category DM/ (k) 1281} 5 4 L EATE
PILb o Bl AL, singular variety @ motif % compact support % b 2 motif DIERL R . Tate
motif DT HPELFER &b, F72. 4 F TIZH STV Bloch’s higher Chow group %
bivariant cyclic homology % DML/ (k) DHom £ LTHHLHLT I LN TEL, LPFLLW
9 & DM (k) TOERE functor 112 & > T DM (k) DERICE &2 T, sheaf with
tran%fer‘f&‘?bfg pretheory O — &5 (§2.3) # o T LIZZIF M Iz EI N L, Lizd>T
smooth variety X @ & 5 motif M, (X ) KB B DM (k) @ object 13Uk H 5 & 2 5
EHY. Fid Thm2.4 TERL TV A X 912 X @ Suslin complex C, (L(X)) 1% 5,

R %12 DML (k) @ Tate motif Z(x) \ZxE$ 2 DM (k) @ object ZH%T 501 <i < n
(5 AN

Ji DAY = £))%¥) = L((A¥ — (¥}
i BHEOEEREE1ET A ct ) &@&bﬂg&m‘% TRTDG ﬁ@“% i DEE F, 8§ 5,
Z(x) %=
Z() = C(L((A¥ — (1)) /P, -]
TEHT Ao DM (k) D@D ESE & Suslin complex ? Mayer-Vietoris sequence 1= & ) Z#
2 DML (k) O Tate motif DI 5 Z & hb b,

3. HOMOTOPY CATEGORY OF ALGEBRAIC VARIETIES

3.1. Construction of homotopy category. IZDEIITTL AEHERLHEIZIDOWVTIL,
§3.512H B DEREVTERNIEHEEZ DT 22 ENTER Y, EFILFDIELHEI D25
WD THb, 8% 6, T2 THANT S algebraic variety ? homotopy category 12T
13 [25) 1B SN T WA 721 T, Morel-Voevodsky 12 & 553 [12] DHIZEE D b2 T
FLIOBEPNTWAL LWODEDS, TN FERERTHEI o TV ARWDOTHL, EFH O
WL D (REMD) T E— 2 FIZANTHD TAHIzDEHS, (1€ 100 =Y EH B D
DEDT)ZDFMAL LEDDERERTHI LN TE LD o7,

APShuyis(Sm/k) % . k-smooth variety ? 72 3 BIZ Nisnevich il z AL Z &i12Lk - T
SEFE & N5 Nisnevich site (Sm/k)yis £ Ty BEEIZMEE b D sheaf @ simplicial object D723
category & 5o APShuys(Sm/k) D object 1Z1d . simplicial smooth variety (representable
sheaf & [H—Y %) REEG M % FD sheaf (H X2 simplicial object & B724 %) % simplicial
set (constant sheaf & 72 3) 25&Fh T b,
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smooth variety U £ FDHu e U %L 5bo APShuy(Sm/k) D object X 1ZxF LT,
X (Spec O, ) = lim X (Us.)

NEUa
EB Lo 72720, Uyt u D Nisnevich AT O EEEZES, 2D, )c(SpecOu q) 13
X DueUThDstalk THDo A%Shvyis(Sm/k) D morphism X — Y 7 simplicial weak
equivalence TH 5 & 13, FED smooth variety U L #DEEDH ue UK LT,

X (Spec O&ﬂ) — Y(Spec Ofm)
A% simplicial set & L T weak equivalence. 2 F 1) @ homotopy HAST X TREICZAZ & &
WV 9o APShuyi(Sm/E) % simplicial weak equivalence TR ET{L L 7 category %
t .
Hi(AVS(Emy(ST/IN) £FE T ) )
k-smooth variety X 1ZxF L. simplicial smooth variety C'(X) €C(X), = XHTERT
%o C(X) % X ®Cechnerve L\ 9, ZDL ZRDFLY LD, FEFIIH B2 D TEHKT 5,

Lemma 3.1. [25, Lem.3.8] X,Y % k-smooth variety & L, Hom(Y, X) 3ZE TR WL IRE
Tho ZDEE,

CX)xY =Y
I1E simplicial weak equivalence 127 % o

APShuyis(Sm/k) D object X A% A¥-local T#H 5 & 1%, EEDAPShuy;s(Sm/k) D object
A LT

Hom ) (¥, &) = Hom

) x A¥ X
Hy(AVSEpy (ST H,’(Al\/‘S(EN);(SiI/II))O )

WEBEFNIR B L TH D, APShuy;(Sm/k) O morphism f: Y — V'9% A¥-weak equiva-
lence TH 5 &3, EED A¥local object X 1ZxF LT

Hom,  ssicayesam ¥ 7 B sic st )

SHENI R DT L TH D, APShuyi(Sm/k) % A¥-local equivalence THRATLL TH LN
/5 category & H(||) £ FE L. k-variety ® homotopy category & V>,
A®Shuy;s(Sm/k) % # 5D & O simplicial sheaf D 7% 7§ category &€ T 5, T4 b b

X e A:V/$<EAr>f(SI}/]§) &id. % smooth variety U 123F LT /’{(U) DEFFREINLTY

T, sheaf DHIREBZRIFZDEITRODDDI LT V), X € A\/S (T (ST/IN 12 L
T, EREMAMT 5 L2 Lo TAPShuy(Sm/k) D object A Z £9F ’C &b, Ih%
X < EET, BEEELLTVBELRABIILTELSD2ED hemotop} category Ho () 2* ;E%
T&5, AOPSths(Sm/k} ? object 134 smooth variety 12%f L CTEH 2 & simplicial set T
P A DT, BHRIZ smash product AZEET A ENTE D,

T % R® cocartesian square TEF S L5 5D & simplicial sheaf &5 5,

— {¥F} —— AF

! !

Spec(k) —— T
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72REL, EEE Ll e A¥EeTh, F/o, SIE—RITERE. SlE (AF - FLIK) ET A TR
A¥ — (¥} — A¥D H,(]|) DT homotopy cofiber TH 525, B 6 21T (A%, W) IXTTHE 7z
DT, TIRSIAS LRBI RS,

APShuyis(Sm/k) @ morphism f : X, Y IZ3F L. %D cone % simplicial presheaf U
cone(f(U)) Dsheaffb L L TEERT 5, BRITRT 57

XY ) - SFPAX

% cofiber sequence &\ 9,

%Ei&l (1:?{"?—% Ei € Af”Sthis(Sm/k) &: €; . TA Ei — EZ.HO)?%E.E = (Ei,ei) D 2: %
T-spectrum &V o H,(]|) D& & L FERRIC LT, T-spectrum DEDH T A*-weak equivalence
morphism % f#i{b 35 Z L 12 L o T, T-spectrum D homotopy category DHERTE 5, £
% k-variety @ stable homotopy categopy & & UF, SH(||) L& 7o

#11D & simplicial sheaf X € H,(||) 123F L THAIZ T-spectrum

SFX = (TVA X))
A E B, 2 homotopy category D F Ho(|]) — SH(||) ZE <o
Theorem 3.2. [25, Thm.3.10] smash product AIZ & o T SH(||) @ tensor structure = EFE
T 5 &, SH(|) ELT OME %727 tensor triangulated category 1272 % o
1) E[1]=S:AE
2) T2 cofiber sequence % distinguished triangle 12327,

8) TPIL smash product & PR,
4) TSI % 5,

Thm.3.2 &) S, SHIE BICSH(|) PHTHETH S, Tabb, H5 571,57 € SH(||)
MHEELT, SIAST = SO S AS; = S B BRENHEET 5, 5P =S ASP1E L,
SH(|) D object E 124t LT, E(q)[p] =SPYAE & 5, EAEHFT % cohomology thoery
E** & homology theory E, % ZhZh

EP9(X) = Homgy (X, E(q)[p))
By o(X) = Homssqy (Y, E(a)[p] A X)

CE#T o X HFsimplicial variety D & & EP(X) = &V (X,) £ B,

(SmCor(k))nis LD sheaf L(A®)/L(A*~{¥}) ¥ Oz &L & LTAPShuy,(Sm/k) D ob-
jeet LR LY DE K(Z(X),ExX) EET, A 7 NVOEFED S sheaf DHERE T
A¥ X L(A%) = L(A®™) #@HTE 5, ZNhid

en T ANK(Z(x),Ex) = K(Z(x + ), Fx +F)
X

)
78, TNDXHIZLTTE S T-spectrum Hy = (K(Z(x),Ex), «) % Eilenberg-MacLane
spectrum &V 9, 72 L. n< 0D &L, K(Z(x),Ex)={x} £ T 5. T4 7 VOERED
5 L(A¥) x L(A”) - L(A**>) 258 T& . Zhid

K(Z(x),Ex) ANK(Z(>),E>) = K(Z(x + >),F> + FKx)
8, ZDERILe,, em, enpm & compatible 72 DT, spectrum D&
m:Hy AHyz — Hy
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R, INLDI LR ZARBOPDL D IZ L/ xARHTEZ S5 Z LX) mod-n Eilenberg-
MacLane spectrum Hz/  DSEET & 5o

Thm.3.3 iE motif ? derived category & algebraic variety ® homotopy & % #5 U0V 5 &
BEETHD, UL, BEOL D DIEFIZEE b2, ([5] ISR OIS E
PRTVWET, )

Theorem 3.3. &k %1EH0DEE TS, X % smooth simplicial scheme ¥ 5 & &,
HPY(X;Z) ~ Hyn (X5 Z(1))
KN LD

3.2. Steenrod algebra. ZODETIL, HFREIFED Y —IIBIT 5 Steenrod algebra D
SH(||) TOFELL & LT, motivic Steenrod algebra ¥ 3 L £ DOMECHIET 2. FEHI K
%1 L mod-l motivic Steenrod algebra A**(||,1) %«

N ~ I
AV (1,1 = HY (Hzy<; Z/<) = Homsyqp (Hz/<, Hz/<(a)[p))
TEHFT 5o

Proposition 3.4. [25, Thm.3.14] kAR LD,

1) q<0&%£:‘f,4\/’u(||7$)=’
2) A1) = Z/< T, Zhididy,,  TEEEND,

Proposition 3.5. [25, Thm.3.15] Hy) = H*(S%Z/<) % Hyy DRBIRETH L &
Kiinneth #e [ B
A1) @ A1) = H (Hzpe Az 2/<)
z/<
BRI, 2O EnH A (|],1) 18 coproduct map
AA(LD) = ALY @ ALY

zZ/<
WEETEALI L5,

I Z°T. cohomology operation DARZE { 722, BB H,  NPTZ 20EHRT bo

z/<
Hy = wZ0T. 7€ Hy % 1=20bd¥HTRNT, [ #2251 ¥TE LTERT 2o

peHy =k /lZ-1\ET 2L LTEET o F72, Bockstein BERES € A='(]], 1)
% LLF @ distinguished triangle

Hg« — Hyyex — Hyje 5 St A Hg)
? boundary morphism & L TEET %,

Proposition 3.6. [25, Thm.3.16] kB O L T5&, i > 0 L TREMAT
operation P' € ASI=0U=c0) (| 1) DIFFFET 5o
1) P°=id
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2) EE D simplicial smooth scheme X & u € H™(X;Z/<) 23 LTy n < 2 251
Pi(u) =0T, n=2i% 5L P(u) =u
3) A% coproduct map & T 5 &

A(PYy= S P @P+7 Y pP ®pP
a+b=i atb=i—1
Prop.3.6 TH T & 7= Pid reduced power DM TH 5, 7272 L 1 =20 & &3 PUIFEH
VERFE SR DT, BPIF SPHHOEPE RTINS TE L, €9 T 5 & Prop. D 3) I
k9 & Cartan formula (23 LTWA Z EAThh b,

Proposition 3.7. [25, Thm.3.17] kI3MBEO & ¥ B, Milnor operation Q; € A2 =181k 1)
BRI Qo = B, Qisr = (@i, P'] VCE%‘JVO QIILUT DHE D Foo
1) QiQ; +Q;Q:i =0, Q=0
2) AQ)=10Q:i+Qi®1+3 p"¢; ®Y;
72720 ny > 0 D2y, ;D bidegree(p, q) 13 p > 2g 72T,
3) Bi>0WLTqe A2 -YE DHFEELT, Q =[8,q¢) 2T,

3.3. Realization functor. ZDETIE., HFEITEFHEC O E T 5 k-smooth vari-
ety 1237 LT, HESHME X(C) O singular simplicial set & Sing(X(C)) & & T,

!
APShuyis(Sm/k) @ object X 123 LT, rr(X) € A.\/3<EN>/(811/H) % X O representable
sheaf IZX B53MFET 5, DF D & nilid LT rr(X)\ I3 smooth variety |2 & 5 representable
sheaf DEFMTH V) . D> DAPShuy(Sm/k) D weak equivalence rr(X) =~ X D3 5B & T 5,
H % simplicial set D79 homotopy category &3 5 & . A%Shuy(Sm/k) b H~DEF

tc @ APShuyis(Sm/k) = H

B te(X) = S\HTV(X)(C)) THEETE B,

TIEAY — (¥} - A¥Dcone 7205, tc(T) = 5% 107 B, L7252 T T-spectrum E 124
L T tc(E) i3 topological % BB T D spectrum 12725, DX HIZ LT H,(||) 2 5 spectrum
D7 stable homotopy category SH ~DEF

Ho(]|) = SH

NEFRTE 5D,

Dold-Thom D EH L ), K(Z(x),Ex) ® topological realization i3 2n 2K Eilenberg-
MacLane ZZfIC72 5o DT &M b te(Hg) I topology 12317 % Eilenberg-MacLane spec-
trum (12— T b, Z/<-RETOLEKTH S, & o T, Steenrod [LH D E DE(Z

te: AV (G = AY(T)

MNEFZIND, T I T .A(]) I3 topological mod-I Steenrod algebra TdH 5, topology IZH17)
% reduced power D—E WD 6 | I BSFTEHDO L EFidtc(P) =P =20k &l tc(P) = S¢*
Eh bbb, 2D EDE el X o T, motivic Milnor operation & topological 7
FREPHIBLTWLEZ bbb
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3.4. Algebraic cobordism. ZODETIX, {2 I RNVFT 1 XL % FIET 5 T-spectrum
ZHER T %0 X % k-smooth variety & L. £ & X L vector bundle &3 %, £ ® 0-section
DE%Z s(X) THET, ZDE &, £ D Thom ZEM Th(€) % LLF @ cocartesian square TEH
ERE

E-[(X) — &

l |

Speck —— Th(£)

T DEFH ERFRIZ, Thom EH Th(E) FEARTIROIAALE — [(X) < £ DAPShuy(Sm/k)
TDcone EFMLDBDTH B, LA >T O % EM% line bundle £ 5 &, Th(O B E) =
TAT{E) LY LD Thom spectrum DHERL & [E4£12 Grassmannian @ tautological bundle
D Thom ZH DRz & 52 £IZX D, T-spectrum MGL E&ET& 5, Zh 7% algebraic
cobordism spectrum &9,

Proposition 3.8. (25, Thm.3.21] &k ZBEO DKL T H, CDLE . p > 2¢ 20T
HPYMGL;Z) =¥ THM(MGL,Z) =Z Th b,

Z OB, Y7 Thom Z2fICDV T Thom FEEIASH Y LD ([25, Lem.3.20]) Z &
bbb, Lo T, Thom class 7 € H(MGL; Z) BEETE 5,

kix COEGHELET 5 L. tolopogical realization 1 & o T £ @ Thom #&i% £(C) @ Thom
BWIKIZH) DB DT, MGL I3 complex cobordism spectrum MU 29205, ZDk &, k¥
A RAS

Proposition 3.9. [25, Thm.3.22] X %XJTd D k L smooth projective variety &£ 35, Z
DEE, Doy € MGLyya(X) 7% 2T\ te(dx) € MUy(X(C)) 1E X(C) D fundamental
class 27 > T\ b,

Proof.  X(C) ® fundamental class i3 X (C) DEEEE A 5 bordism class DTL7% D
T, % ® Pontrjagin-Thom # DA EEATE 72 analogy D5FET AT L 2 W 2T L vy, A5,
EEIIOPIDIIIIFETTTH b, [5]IIEZDFEHD outline 75 545, EHXDHIRETH
BTEIHATL,

3.5. Preliminaries on stable homotopy theory. Z®OETIL, Milnor FEDILEEIZL
BIIZEHRE b ¥ —55%° algebraic variety DR E P E—SHOBRERBNT 5,

s; € HYBU;Z) * UTOBWE W2 THEENS PVEOESEL T,

1) SZ(E @ F) = Si(E) + Sz'(F>

2) BHELIZHLT, (L) = ¢y (L) ;
Thom FZ H*(MU; Z) ~ H*(BU; Z) = £ B LT, s;% H¥(MU;Z) DL E BT Z)<-4%
HOTHBRE L 6, TET,

Definition 3.10.  cobordism DJC a € MUgn_1yh% (v, [)-element TdH B 13, LT D%
Hrmi-TeEr v,

1) a® Hygn_1y(MU, Z) ~DIIE 1 TEIN B,

2) sln_l(a) [ mod lgf 0 ’C‘fcf\/]o
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BESHIR X D (vn, |)-variety TH A LIZ, ZORTA -1 ThHoT, X DT XTOH
HHAT T TENT, s,(X) A mod [ TOTHWVIEE V), THOLEHLPIZXIZL o TR
% % cobordism class [X] € MUyn_1y 13 (vn, [)-element 1272 %o

Milnor operation Q, € A" ~(1) % Eilenberg-MacLane spectrum D DEE L Bz L.
% ? homotopy fiber x ®!P L ¥ 5, DF .

S A Hyg) o S @P 3 Hyyo 3§71 A Hy
7t % distinguished triangle B’ 5 & 55, D& Z, ROFHEIED) LD,

Lemma 3.11. [25, Lem.3.6] ¢: MU — ®P2 ROMNZTIRICTH2EHZ LT 5,
MU % @lr
Hz,« 2 Hz,«
TEED (vy,1)-element a € MUzna_1)IZ3F LT, ¢u(a) # 0o
Proof: a : S*"-1) 5 MU O cofiber # E &£ 3 {, Thom class 7 € HY(MU;Z/<) i
HOE; Z/<) W8 b Ed s, kb B Lo LD cofiber sequence £ V) ¢, (a) # 0 Z7/RTIZ
e Qn(ra) £ 0 B AL V0, &2 5 A5, 3 BRI b B th O TH(r,) = 0 Thho Lo

T Qu(1a) = Ban(1a) 12135 | gulr,) € HX'-U(E;Z/<) DS L) <FARBUTHE L EFL 20w &
TR L v, £ D cofiber sequence 2> 5 &L A TR

0 — HX"-U(E;Z/<) —— HX"-Y(MU;Z/<) —— Z/<
0 y H-D(E; 2/<) —— H*W"-D(MU;Z/<") —— Z/<

IZBWT, gu(r,) € HH-V(E; Z/<) D183 qo(1) TH Do Lo T, FEED ¢o(7) DFFH LT
fe HA=-D(MU;Z/<") 122V T fla) £ 0 W RIFL v,

¥4 s, & Thom class DEFEZFIE D6, H2-D(MU; Z/ <) OF T gn_y = ¢a(7) TH
BT EHbD (25 Lem.3.4])o L7z25o T, fldd b ce HX"-D(MU;Z) %> T modulo
PTspny+lc b EED, (vn,l)-element DEFED 1) £V c(a) =0 mod | THAHZ &AM
Bo F72 (Un,l)-element DEFED 2) £V sin_y(a) # 0 mod P TH b, £oT f(a) # 0 mod
PenT, MBIEH SN, |

motivic Milnor operation Q,% Eilenberg-MacLane spectrum OEOEZR LR LT, £
® homotopy fiber %@, L B, 2F D,

T"' A Hgj S @ % Hyyo B SIAT A Hyy o
&\ 9 cofiber sequence B3 b & T hH, T
7TV A Hgje ™8 Hyyo A Hgzpo B Hyo
TEHT Ho TDLEROHHEHIKD LD,
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Lemma-3.12. [25, Lem.3.23] kDOERETIRIZT 5 ¢, : MGL A & = S0 FET 20
MGL A T"-* AHgje — MGLA®, —— MGL A Hg/<
/| | d
T =1 A Hy) < e P, ——  Hgx
Proof: (ERRIZRDEAP TR L LD 5,
MGL A Hzje —2 MGL A St AT A Hyy

l l

HZ/< -&% Ssl ATVLA HZ/< O
Y % T-spectrum & L. ¢y € ngd,d(y) Lt 3, T-spectrum X La e @/ (Y AX) IC
L pgy ga(0) &

Pyanl@) s TN X 2
7% % morphism &5, §T5&

A)

[MGL A Y A X 1S MGL A ®4(q)[p] 22 @4(q)[p]

—~ ~ —Ef,LI—f
Diysn : BNV NX) = &Y (%)

EVIBFNTE b,

Proposition 3.13. [25, Prop.3.24] LB ET. d=1"-1,T 5, BALRER
p:Y = SITH LT, telp(dy)) € MUza B¥ (va, 1)- -element TH B LIRET Ho TDE X,
Lem.8.9 % 7= T t23t LT, UTFORRUL (Z/<)*DAS T —Fekd ETRIZE 5,

)y o Y AX)

n

Ul pd’y.é’nl
Ara(x;7)<) —4s &Py

Proof ae @, (X)L¥BL, psyg. o0 (@) ERDER f LoDERE—HT %o

FiTm A e, N gL A8, B B,
Fluould: biz T 1A<I>m=r5<1> ~NDEZHDT, FRENEVICA TS — ORI

HroLEnid v, & TH@,) 2 B/< BT, FA0TRNVI EERRRITE
topological realization Z é: -, te(f) # 0 zREIX LV,
b:S8' 5 @, Fbov=1LLbERET D, ROEK

te(@n )oidAb
—————

MU ®,

id
Hz)« —— Hgx
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RIS 5 DT, Lem.3.11 & ) XD LD E DEZIC X B te(p.(dy)) PIEIZ0 T
W, L LENIE
G20m-1) A8 ea(n-1) 5 gtop telf) giop
=T 5, LoTte(f) #£0D Wz 72, O

X % k L ® smooth variety & T 5, Ix%
@MGMMX%a@MCMM&m%ﬂSM&
i>0 i>0

DIEET 5o
Theorem 3.14. [25, Thm.3.25] Ix?% (v, [)-element * EATWD LT 5, X & LT D dis-
tinguished triangle T5 2 55 APShuy;(Sm/k) D object £ T %o
X = 52C(X)y = 8° = &[1]
CDEE, FEEDp, ¢ lZOWTRDFNE ezact 1275,
ﬁp—?l"—i—l,q—l”—i—l(({/; Z/() % HI,N(/‘E'; Z/<) % H.+%<X—w,n+<x—u¢()?; Z/<)
Proof. Qi = 0% DT, kerQuWIm@Qu il EHINHZ L2V IFL v, &, 2 EH LT
cofiber sequence £ N, XYIZFALCuov=0 2RI v, Lem.3.1 & 1
TRC(X) ADRX, = TRX,
14 weak equivalence % DT, XANDPX ITHETH A, Prop.3.12% Y =X, & LTHEBT 2
EL XL Tuov=02TTL 5, O

4. PROOF OF MILNOR CONJECTURE

4.1. Motives and Bloch-Kato conjecture. §2.5 T%E#% L 72 Z(ix) 13 Beilinson & Licht-
enbaum 2 & o TFE Z LTV /2 motivic complex D7 W B REHTH 5, 2F 0, S
i& motivic complex DIFONEHEZRHE LTET TWEL, N5 OAMEE Z(x) 13
2 LB TEA ) EBbG, LizhTo T Z(x) @ Zariski site T cohomology %
Beilinson motivic cohomology & & UF. etale site T cohomology %* Lichtenbaum motivic
cohomology & L X2 &2 5, DF D

Hy(X;2) = gy (X, Z(1))
H29(X, 2) = HL (X 2(1)
LEFET Do RELD & @ Beilinson (Lichtenbaum) motivic cohomology b FIRIZEHET 5,
Prop.2.5124& D
HBY(X;Z) ~ Hys (X, Z(n)

THbHILITERT 5, Nisnevich 4013 etale I L ) VDT, HEI(X;Z) % 5
HPUX,Z) ~NDBRGEREINEHR T E 5, Q-2 TI3 Nisnevich cohomology. & etale co-
homology 13FE! 7% DT, 22D cohomology 13 Q {AE TIXRANZ 7 5,
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Proposition 4.1. (19, Prop.3.2] k22T, BARZFEZ
Hy"(k;Z) ~ KY ()
DHb, ZORBIIFEL transfer map R BEP S p>qDE & HY (K Z) =F DT,
EOREDS ’
Hy"(2/>) = K4(7)/>
M-I
Proof n=10% EIZ LK) ~ G [-W] ZDTHL D, L, = L{(A* - (F¥})*)/F T 5
&, EFLD
H™(k; Z) = cok(Li (A%) =% L, (7))
e o BZ HE"(k; Z) DTCIX (AF — {F})% D zero cycle TEEN D, £ T, FOFRK
JER K JE 123 LT, cycle @ direct image & © T transfer map
' Try i« H™ (K Z) — Hy " (7, Z)
NEFETE b,
Fo, (A - () O E-FEEIZERICL, (k) OTLEE
Z{(T)*] - B4 (T Z)
WEHETE D, (a, -+ ,0,) € (B)"D LOERIIZ X 51%
ROFAN) Lo

HAEDT, Big

% lan, 0] EFETo TOLE

{al’... )1’...’an]:0

[ah... ;ak]'[a'k+1-,"' ’an] :[al;"' 7an]
jab] = [a] + [}
[a,1—al=0ifa#1
[a,—a] =0

I o THROEFEN Milnor K B KM(K) %8BT 5, #AEA\EET,
M transfer map L TSR A 2 L3 T Wb bo Hy"(k Z) 3EDERRILK L /K12

Do MPHEITH D I EERTIONE., HEREERETILI V. (A - {FH*DHvE Lo T,
FNk HY"(Z) OTCER 2T o (Xi, - Xp) & AXDORERZERE L2 L &,

0(v) = Trewye({X1(v), -+, Xa(v)}) € K3 (k)
L¥anl, TOLHICLTHERES HY "k Z) 05 KM (k) ~ORERBIDVNDEERIZZ S
ENbnb, O
Proposition 4.2. [25, Thm.2.6] k%#& L, m ZEDEHRET L. X & k LD smooth
variety D& &, BRZREE

HYUXGZ)>) ~ H (X5 42

PHEET 5o
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Proof: [25] DHT Voevodsky 3@ 7: b B2V EITH A2 0D L HIZZOEE=zFHHAL TW
BH. FOHBIZEPATIRZV, 2¥% 5§25 TR X H 2. DM/ (k) O tensor structure
i3 sheaf DR LR LB DL THD, Lo T, FEEPLTAHL ),

g=1DEEIFZZW) ~Go DT, Z/>W) ~ s, THAEZLIXTbhb, EED I
LT,

Z]>(n) = ud"
O etale sheaf {bASAEIENZ 722 5 Z & AREIE Ly Lo T, strict Henselian ring (X3 A fEASE
B 5 2 Eameid i v, & 2ADMBLLE B IC transfer map ZF2 D T, rigidity theorem
[17, Thm.4.4) 12 £ W REFAB DO L ZIRE SN D, kK ZREEABE T 5 L Thm.2.1 DR
BT LIZEDNEED gL .

H;(C.(L((A" = {¥})") ® Z/>) = Hom(HZ ((A* - {¥})';2/>),2/>)
ThHbIEHPWE b, TNk etale cohomology @ purity theorem (2 & D
Cu(L((A" = {F})")/F, @ Z/>)]i] ~
MWV B O

EPSCRt
Hp"(X;2/>) = Hy/(X; 2/>)
WHEE RO, Lo T X =Speck D& i, Prop.3.1 & Prop.3.2 DEE % & LTI QEFER
R IZ%EF L 72 norm residue morphism u, ,, & [F]—#1 T & %,

4.2. Hilbert theorem 90 and Bloch-Kato conjecture. Z ®ZE Tld, Bloch-Kato F/&
I B 2 D05 HIO(n,l) & BK(n,l) xBA L, ZOBBREZHL 5,

EE 0 DERIZDWT HIO(n,l) B DML L id, EEDOELH O DL ¢ < n 3L,
HIVY(kZg) = FABD DI LRV I n = 0DEFEHLPIZELL, n =10k
El3 L CHOEN TS Hilbert DEHE 90 (HY(k; Gy) =¥) PHIELWI e¥hd b, 72,
Lk DEBTEVWERET AL &, BK(n, ) D5k LTl 2LZ, £ED LK EOK
KEFEEOM<nIl LTRD2ODHE R -TIEE W),

1) norm residue morphism wuy, (K) 2SE&EIZ 7% % o

2) HEED L RKEA E/K 122V T, 0% E/K ® Galois BEOERT LT 5 &,

KM(B) 'S KM () TR

s KM(K)
13 exact 1272 5,

7 big etale site 2> 5 big Nisnevich site ~NDBEAZETE L, L(g) = r<gi R (7 (Z(1))) &
T b, 2% L(g) £1E% D cohomology sheaf H) (L(I1)) A5, i < g+1 D & X Rar, (7 (Z(n)))
DENERLET, i >qg+1DEEIF0I27%5 K9 7% complex Th b, BREZEBZRZ() —
R, (m*(Z(n))) & L(q) 2#EHT %, complex K(q) & LLF ? distinguished triangle

Z(n) = L(n) = K@) — Z(n) ¥

TEFET 5o R, (m*(Z(n))) @ cohomology sheaf I3 homotopy invariant presheaf with transfer
DT ([25, Lem.2.8)) Lig) % K(q) bF LEEEHD,

ZOEOERIE. b UEHO0 OBFIZDWT HIO(n, ) DS Y D% 61, EEOEH 0D
IZDOWT BK(n, ) D LD, £\ 9) b DTH A (Cor.4.4,Cor.4.5),
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Proposition 4.3. [25, Thm.2.11] 0 DFIZDWT HIO(n, i) PR D L2 R LI, K(n)®
Z<) W3 acyclic TH 5,

Proof: K (n) ® Z(«)td homotopy invariant 2 Nisnevich sheaf with transfer % dD T,
Prop2.3 LV EED kK LOF FIZoWT
Ho(F3 () (%)) = Hyn (F L(x) © Z))
AMEETHLIEZVZIEIV, LPLp>n+10LERMBLEBIZ0OTHY) p<n+1
DEEIFINEZ
HEM(F Loy) = Hy (F; Z))
I SRV 0 = Zig = Q = Q/Z«y — ¥ % BFRELD exact sequence TE X D &\
Q/Z(<) = l_i_IEZ/<V DT
HE"(FyZ/<) = Hy (F, 2/ <)
Mp<nDEEIZHENILDI LEWVZITIV, [19, Thm.5.9, Prop.7.1] & ) Z11id Bockstein
vERTY
B+ Hy(Fspit) = Hgt (F; upf™)
HEEOMITOVTEILRAZLLRAETH L, EZAMRELY HPPV(F L) =¥ %
nT
HE™(F; Zy) = Hy ™ (F Ly /<7) = HE(F; 55)
BEHTHL, 2O ENLBEERTHLILbYA,
W) 2 ETIOABEIX[19, Thm5.9, Prop.7.1] IZ/FE SNz hiT TH 5%, T HId[19]
DEHEBRTH O, BEOICOBIICD b IFHP R VO TIERIZER LI, O

Corollary 4.4. [25, Cor.2.13] #ZH 0 DEIZDWVT HIO(n, ) AR D LD LT 5, X ZEE
7 simplicial smooth variety &3 5,
1) p-1<qg<nnt i
HEH (X5 L) = Hy (X5 Z<))
BEEIT, p=q+2,¢g<nDk ZIXEEIIR S,
2) p<g<nDLa
HE'(X,2/<) = Hy' (X5 2/ <)
WRET, p=g+1,¢g<nDk Z2ITEFIIR D,

Corollary 4.5. [25, Cor.2.14] 1B#0 DEIZDWVT HIO(n, ) N L2 LT 5, BHOD
DI RKEILK E/F & g <n il LT,

Nmg,r

M 1o 7-M M
Kq (E) = Kq (EB) = Kq (F)
13 ezact 2725,

Proof g=nM&EIZVZIFL v, £ Milnor K B#DF|D cohomology & V(E) &£ B <,
Nisnevich sheaf with transfer @ complex

0— L(E) = L(F) = L(F) = L(E) = 0
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LB 122U, BDL(E) 2 degree 0 TH B & T 5, BALHIT K°Id etale sheaf D
complex & L T exact % DT [25, Cor.2.12] I L D

Homgpyy,, (smcor(e)) (IC°) Ly (X)) [ +E]) =¥
THALAZ DD b,
E{l’j = HomShUNi.s(SmCOT(’C))(IC—>’ Z(<)(D<)[J]) = HomSEEND~(S>C>"\(-1))(}C.’ Z(<)(D<)[D + J])

7 % spectral sequence ¥ 2 %, Prop.26 £ 0 j>n % LI EY =02 DT, BIZEX =0
THHI LD DPE. ®RIZE™ = EY" — Ef™Md exact TH ), TN % Milnor K #DE
HTHZET L

K (E) ® i) = KY(E) ® Zi<) = KY(F) ® Zo
MWTTL B, LoTV(E)IEE 41 &L 57 torsion element L F/22\WZ &05hhb, UL
KM(E®E) 'Y KM(E @ F) NEIE peM ()
F
B 5 21 exact 72 DT, transfer DFEFHIZ L D V(E) 131 & 3% torsion b2V, L7
HoTV(E)=0Tdhb, O

Proposition 4.6. [25, Prop.2.15] &0 DRIZDOWT HIO(n, ) D ILDET D, X &
0 Ok _ED smooth variety, U % % @ dense open subset &3 5 & & |

Hyio (X5 K(n 4+ 1) @ Zigy) = Hin (U K(x + 1) @ Z)
BEETH 5,

Proof. Z =X -U t¥ 5, Z % smooth strata |25 L TIRMEZHE ) & . Z Hsmooth
subvariety DB EIIRETE 5, c=codimy Z £ T 5 &

Mo (Z)(c)[2¢ — 1] = Mym(U) = My (X) = Myn(Z)(c)[2¢]
&9 DM (k) O distinguished triangle 7% % ([23, Prop.3.5.4])o

H;\fis(X; K(n -+ 1)) o~ HomSths(SmCor(k))(L(X)7 ]{(77, + 1))
o~ HomDMiff(k)(C*(L(X)), K(n+1))

E B, Thm2.8 X0
Hom (C. (L(2))(¢)[2d], K (n + 1)[+]) = 0
ERTCLIRETED, &2 AH[25 Lem.2.9] £ D
Hom (C4(L(2))(0)[2d), K (n + 1)[+]) = Hom(C.(L(2))(c ~ 1)[2¢ — 1], K (n)[x - 1)
HDT, Propd3 LNQZLTAHEOTHE I ENVZ B, 0
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4.3. Splitting varieties. a= (a1, ,a,) EFkDTHTH L% 55 LT %o k LD smooth
variety X #%a® l-splitting variety TH 5 L1, k(X) % X Ok L LizL &, Milnor K B
DT A{ay, - ,a,} WEME(X)) OFTITENRLEZ LZWV ),

Theorem 4.7. [25, Thm.2.25] 1240 DKIZOWVT HIO(n — L) PEELWERET 5o £
BEOFE L ZOTHBTLY 5% AEEDOTe = (a1, ,aq) WK LT ROMWHE &2 splitting
variety X, HFET % ERET %o

1) X, X k(X,) 13 k(X,) L rational

2) HEt"(C(Xe); L)) = F
ZDEE, EHODEKIZOWT HI0(n,l) IE LV,

Proof: T kDS, KB L FBHARKILAEE R 2T, 2O KM(k)/I=0DL
&, HPPY (ks Zigy) =F &R T HPMk; Q) = ¥ %2 DT, Bockstein #[F

HP™ (b Q/Z<y) = HE MO8 (T Zsy)

BEFTHDE, LoT, HLUEZ/<)=F2RTILIFEINDS,

I, EEOHEBRRILAE /LK LTKM (E)/l=0TH5Z LITEET 5 ([25, Lem.2.22])o
o€ HY(kZ/<) & Do a=0 2HHATMIELVOREN, FEBE LT 06 LREEILK
Bz LT, a® HAE,Z)<) D3| &b ELAF U LRELTL Vv, $5& BK(n—1,1)
MR MDD T, x5 € HY(kZ/<) RIK E/R I T AT ET B & RO exact sequence
Hd A ([25, Prop.2.17)).

HY Y (B Z)<) 7 HEH (T 2/ <) B HE (T /<) — HE(E; Z/<)

Lo Thrye HV Yk Z/<) IV Ta=yUxpt EEND, & BKn-1,0) £
yid KM (k)/l @ norm residue morphism D& LTEIT AN T, ab [ L < norm residue
morphism DL LTET 5, LIAWEKME)/I=0%DT, a=012%5%,

KT, b LEEDEKE LEED z € KM(k) 123 L CULT O &M &l 3 B R AERIL RS
K dHE, HIOn, ) BHY LD L kv, TD5&MALIE, z D KM(K) TOZY I TEH
naZel, BRRERD

HPP(k; L) — Hp P (K; Zig)

DEFHN BB ETH D, k% kEELREAETZOBBATISERDOLDET L, ¥OT
e e HiP (b L) % & bo EREDESHET, o H (B L) ~DFERE Lagh?
FOTL2WEIRbDDIBbTERLZLNDET S, b LKME)/I=07%513, FIZRLI
TEhs HPVNE L) =K 2B DT, KM(E)/1 £0127%5, ¥uTivze KM(E)/
BLoT. LOEEZHATHAREEZE ICEINL L)L D, TDHE, aglE¥OTiL(
Tz D EKMEK)/I~DFERLIEYULRDTE#K &), EOBREIIRT 5, £oT
Ct‘i'tmfé)%)o

EED z e KM(k) 13 symbol DFITET H5DT, z={ar, - ,a,} DEEIELDREZH
SR K # RO T, BEIEEHINS,

HP Y (ks L) — HE 0" (U(X); Zia)
PEETH L L 2R v,
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u% FOUERZTID kernel DL L T 5, Lem.4.8 L N RDOEE DD 5,
HPHM (k) ~ HEP™(C(Xg); )
~ HptH(C(Xo); R« (x)) =~ HXZH (C(Xp); L(x))
COREEED LTuk HEN(G(X,): Lin) DL Bled, 2) D&MRs
HytH(C(Xy); L(n)) = HEtH(C(Xy); K (n))
WA OT, KB
HyP ks Tgy) — HEPM(C(XW); Zwy)
— Hyt (C(X,); L(n)) = HytHC(X,); K (n))

NHEEIZ 2, COBEBICLIAuDENPEOTHALEZ LW ZITL WV,

uldker DTE/Z272DT, H5b X, DRREUHH>T, uDUNDFIERLAFERILR b,
Prop.4.6 ED uD X ANDFERLPETIZR 5, X, 13 k(X,) L rational 2D T, X, D
generic point & &t (X,)° DEHEEV & X, X{O}@generxc point % & X, x ANDFES
W Hidh o> Ty (U, UN X x (W,WnX, x{0}) LAEI% 2, BU Prop.46 L1,

HY(Xa)'s K (n) = HY, (U; K (1)
=~ Hiy (Wi K (n)) = Hp,; (X x A K(x)) = Hyn (X5 K(x))
ZDZEMNL | RD spectral sequence
EP? = HYy,,(Xo)™5 K(n)) = HY(C(Xa); K ()
EBVT g4 0% IE Y =017 5, WAL
HtH(C(X,); K (n) = HyLH (X K(n))
DBHDILDe ZNT, u=0THbI ENFVRT, O
Lemma 4.8. [25, Prop.2.7] EE®D p,gll>nT
HP9(k; Z) — HY'(C(X); Z)

WFEEICZR B,

Proof.  k-variety X 123t L Zy(X) & X TR SN BT —~IVEEIZfE % 5D etale sheaf &
The COEEPL A
Z~(C(X)) = Z~(7)

ZEENCZ 2 B DT, ENFELVWIZ L5 b2 b, O

4.4. Pfister quadrics and their motives. 4 % TODiEIZ L o T Bloch-Kato 78
Thm.4.7 DS % 72T l-splitting variety x ROIJ A Z LI@E SN, [ =20 L &1
Pfister form IZfFFES % 2 KBHIE Q M2 NIZH 725 Z L 2RT . TNLREIE HPI(X; Z)
H'(X;Z) ERT LT 2, COETIR, Rk OEHIZ2 TRWET 5,

fl
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EXDOTEDFg = (ag,--,a,) KL, < ap,+,0, >EY az?TH LN 5 2 KEHE
T 5o

Lay, 0y, >=<1,-0;>Q Q<1 —a, >
2 2 2 2 2
=3y — 01T — T ATy F 10T o + Op-10nTy_1 4
n 2
—_ ..I\_ (_1) a[l...a}nl*l,z)m’"

TE 25N 5 2 KR % Plister form £V 9o QB K ay, -+ Aoy D= a,t2 TEFEIND
on=1 _ 1 RTD 2 KRMEE T 5,

Proposition 4.9. [25, Prop.4.2] EEDaIlit L. Qgldad 2-splitting varietyo

Proop: 2 ZTld. Proposition & ) d VAN ERE n IZET 2JEMETIERAT 50 Q,
B EEEAEETIE, ait KM(K) OFRT 2 CHNS, Qi k(Q)-HRAZHODT, 20
b FOmENRENS,

FPn=20EE58ELL, ZOLE, Qi a? — a1y’ = a2 TEFH SN D 2 KHIFR T
Hho b LQiﬁf[:r,o Dy O) R AAEBEERFTCE, oy € k Ehbald 2 TEHNS, b L
Qa D lzg yo : 1 BAFHELTH UL, 20— ey = 2P b, o =20+ Jape B < k

anlc(\/_/k( ) Ez A, Wz

{a1, a2} = Nmy(ane({a1, @) = 2 Nmy ek ({v/a1, @})

L0 Q“C%Jﬂ%o

KIZ—ED n 2DV TEHRT 5, b L QA t=0%5BFHEICFRATHOLT DL,
Pfister quadratlc form < ay, -+, apo1 ST 0 FMEIZHEDDT, < ay, + , 040 >= 18>
&%2ﬁ%ﬁ%o%@m%OQ%Jmm4moﬁm&@ﬁﬁib{mp~@wﬁd2f%ﬂ
/Qi)’ﬁ) {CL},"' an}%QVCg‘Jﬂéo

Qmwioﬁéﬁﬂﬁqéﬁﬁkﬁ% L% (1,0,---,0) & ¢ TIROND 2 RTTER D22 &
ThHE, HDbEKNWHoTK ay, - 01 > lL :<< b &b, 7225, Lem.4.3]
XD, < ay, ,Gn_g >= ap_15° 13 i»(f) TOREIZED, WZIBMNEDIRELD
{at, -, an_1} X KM (k(VB)) DFT2TEND, $70. < b>R a2 BIZFHOZ L0 5,
anENmk(\/g)/k(k(\/_) YTHHI LN D, FoTn=20L ELAMKIZLT {a, - ,an}
MO TENLEILEHANR D,

Proposition 4.10. [25, Thm.4.4] n > 1D & &, DM/ (k) DFTRD distinguished tri-
angle &% % o

A/[gm(c(@g))@n_l - 1)[2n - 2] — My — Mfgm(é(Qg)) - A/Igm(é(Qa_))(‘?n_l - 1)[2n - 1]
7272 Myhd My (Qq) P& AEFEFTH 5o

Proof ZHIIAEMICIE, Qu0 Chow motif 2B 5 Rost D#ER ([15], [25, Thm.4.5))
79‘%2#75‘ Nho DM (k) DA S L LEES DA, €I 8 LVEEB T 2 O THEHA
E—L‘i%%TTE‘\/‘ 0

Proposition 4.11. [25, Cor.4.9] EEDa = (a1, -+ ,a,) X LT,
HY227H(0(Qg); Z) = ¥
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Proof- Prop.4.10 £ 9
HY(C(Qa); Z) = H """ (C(Qu); Z)
L BT (M Z) — B (E(Qy): Z)
it exact Th b, HO(C(Q,);Z) =F 1205
HY =27 (C(Qq); ) — B 7" (Mp; 2) — B 7 (Qy; 2)

FHETH D, kE EORBWALET S L Lem.3.1 & ) H* 127 (C(Q,) x Speck; Z) = ¥
L doe 12006 LT O

HT‘-L?"—I(C((QQ);Z) — HTI_IQ"_I(QQ Z)

| J

HQ"‘l’Qn_l(C(QQ) x Speck; Z) —— HQ"‘I’Q"_I(Qg x Speck; Z)
L0, BAOROBENHEETHALI L2 W RITLI VvV, F1d Propd12 9502 5,

Proposition 4.12. [25, Thm.4.8] a = (ay,---,a,) 2% L. HKZ BE
H" 7 7NQy 2) = T
Wb b,

Proof:  Prop.4.1 DEIE % sheaf {b§ 5 Z £12 1) HMZ(x)) = LM F¥ELI A, (ZOF
Bzt & &Y pretheory D— i & AV 5, ) ZORED EEDRIT d D smooth variety
X LT

Héd_Ld(X; 7) = Hﬁ;’i;l(x; Z())
~ HIZ WX HI(Z()

~ cok( & Kyk(y)— o Kﬂk(m)))

yexX =1 ceX@
Bz b, CITREOHBEET L L, XOWEZOHOMADODERRITI 1225 X DEO
4. k(z) 1 z D residue field Tdh 5, Rost DERIL [15] ICHE > T DFEE Ag(X, K)) &3k
To ThHEz e XDIZHT 5 residue field 13 k EHERZ DT, Ki(k(z)) 5 Ki(k) = kX~
norm % & AEEIMEND . TNETRTO XDDEIZOVWTEIEEDT

N : Ao(X, I{l) — k>

NHTED, X=QPLENPHEFTHLIILEINDLLRT,

X, % Pfister quadric, 20« a1, -,a, >= 0 TEFHSINS 2 KBHMEE T 5,
Ag(X; Kp) %5 X @ birational invariant TdH 5 Z & &, Ag(X x PN Ky) ~ Ax(X;Kg) TH
BEEDD . Ao(Qus Koo) = A (K Koo) AHL Y LD

n=20&&IZQ L2 RMMEDT, [16, Prop.1.2]) LN IEL Vs ¢ =< ay, - ,0, >, T
5o b Lontisotropic (¢p(v) =0 &ifi7-T v € kKNVHFIET H) & T 5 &, ¢ld hyperbolic form
ICREITH B ([7, Corl.6])e TDE &L Ag(Xy Ky) = kX &2 5 2 LN EERE L THEYPD
bbb, €9 THEWVHIZDWTIE N Dsplitting o : kX — Ag(Xy; Ky) BfEo TENNEEHT
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HAZLZRNTI VDN, TNEIEHELER PO =20  Z|JFETE 5, BKahn
D survay BICIEEDFELL(EVWTHLDT, £z RTT 3V, O

4.5. Completion of the proof. ZDETIL, &EIIFE o7 Thm.4.9 DEHF2) & QA%
7z LT\/‘Z}:&:%{I:\.TO i?§$§ﬁﬁk@i§ ﬁ:&vé—%o

Proposition 4.13. [25, Prop.4.10] EEDFla = (ay,- - ,a,) I LT,
H™NC(Qg)i L) =¥
DN LD,
Proof X% R distinguished triangle TEHT 5,
Xy = TR(C(Qu)r —= S° = A[1]
p > qDEEHM(C(Qu); Ziwy) = HM(AXy; Zwy) DT, HY (X, L) = ¥ EWVZ ;t;
Ve BE% QuE)HETHEVED2RIEARET S L Lem.3.1 £ ) C(Q, x SpecE) 13T i
5 ?DT, transfer DD > H™(C(Q,); Zwy) 138 4 exponent 752 TdH 2, l,tfPo ’C
B Xy L) — HXHOK (X Z/E) OB THL I L Z2 W RITE Ve u 2 FDOBOT
ETDHERu) =0XD Qy(u) =PBaq(u) £7BDTQi(u) b Ly RELD cohomology 5 < 5
Z &7.’)‘#973’@ o Z DL 5 iz I_/T Qn_an_g, s Ql('ll,) € I‘]Qn—lﬂn_l(/tg; Z/ﬁ) ?g) 3 7}: QL(U> i_)
L) FRHLD cohomology DB AT ENDbNE, LI BN H V2N X, Byy) XX TR DT,
Qn—-‘>Qn 3° Ql( )——OVC%ZD:)’ﬁS\bﬁ’@O
bL1<i<n—-2D& & Ig H (1, 2)-element ZFHF2 L § 5L, Thm.3.14 & D
f{”‘i‘l’”_i(z‘g’a' Z/1) Q@ HN~:+#:+Vva,N—~:+#J—H‘(‘X~'a. 7./¥) Q3 I@Hx—:\#ﬂ-*'*—m,x—:}+#3+”‘—£f—<;ga. Z./#)
i exact 127 B o H (XL ZE) = K RDT,
ﬁn~i+2"+1—2‘n—i+2"—l(i L ZJE) @;} Hx—:#:’#—#ﬁ,w—:3+;z3+"‘—}z()€a_ Z./¥)
BESNIE S, Lo TQroQnos - QDEFLZOTu=00 25, TOZLHLERIT
ROHEE»PCEPNE T c‘:ﬁ}ﬁ’)'fj‘éo
Lemma 4.14. (25, Lem.4.11] 1 <4< n=2%WZTEENIZDOWT, Ig, i (1, 2)-element
&t '

Proof. Ig, 1% QDA EHAED cobordism class &L DT, Q % CPIz&EN5 2K
HBEime L2 &, Q DE®D A cobordism class [Q] € MUgiri_o %% (14, 2)- element Wbk
ZREiE kv,

j:Q = CP REDAALT B L

0= T = j" (Tepea) = 57 (O(€)) =1

72 5 exact sequence ¥H B, Lo TEED 2z € H*(BU;Z) 1233 L TES S LA characteristic
number & ,

2[Q) =< 2(Tq), [Q] > =< 2(Tgpx> — O(€)), [Q] >¢pe



27

k &Z)o ZZT< >l3FkEnI—& 3$%U:j“®palrlng %%Ej—o [Q] € H2i+l_2(CP’i:;Z)
IZHBFEED class D 252 DT, 2[Q]1Z2 TENL, Tlz=5DL &,

s[Q] =< s -1 (Tepen) — 52i-1(0(€)), [Q] >pen
T&Hbo Tepeatd (20 +1)O(o0) & stable equivalence 2 DT, fHEZEEIZX

5211 (Tgpen) = 52i_1(O(€)) = (€) + 00 — €972) | 0(O(00))¢ ™

THHIEDDY Do ¢i(0(c0))€®1k H* ' -2(CP*;Z) DERTLFE 25 s[Q] = 2(21 + 1 —
2PN 2D TATEINL VY, X o T[Q] € MU (v, 2)-element THDHZ LMWz, O
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MAPS ON (n + 2)-MANIFOLDS WHOSE FIBERS HAVE THE
HOMOTOPY TYPE OF SOME CLOSED n-MANIFOLDS

W B EAE RS Fr— EURA - SRS FY—)

PIAY

1.7

T AT OZEMITER 2 EBEZEM TANRE L. T RTDOEHIL proper (le. O
2T PDOBGIE NI B £T B, & 51T manifold 1ZHrd S WER D RIS
W&9 3%, ZIZT Hurewicz fibration DEZRZEWHLTIFL W, B p : M —
B 78 Hurewicz fibration TH 3 &3, FBEDESR 1 X—->M LV :X X[0,1] —
BT V,=pou 2@ETbOIHLT, BB &:X X[0,1] = M BEELTO,
= poP=VEFHZLTNWSD, ZOEE, BB pDET 74 /N—IFRERE—
FHTHZ ZEAHENTNS, TITROLIARMEEZEZL LD,

& 1.1. M % (n+ k)-manifold. N % closed n -manifold. B p: M —>B O%&
T7AN=—p'G)ENEFREME—RETHD ETH, EDLI/TEETH pid

Hurewicz fibration 275570 ?

p'(x)
p X
M= 8'X(0,1) B=(0,1)
p' ) y

LINULBHBT 7 AN—DNNRZRETIE, B8 pld Hurewicz fibration 1772
ST ERESR), T TROLIBEHLZEAT S,

W#1.2 [CD1]. T& p : M — B 7% approximate fibration TH 3 &1, £ED
B u:X->M &V:XX[0,11>B TV, =pou Z2EIEIbOICHLT. &
B P XX[0,1]>M PMFHELT @,=u. p o ® & VIidz+45EW (e FED
opencover @ IZHLT. p o @ & Tila-near 12725 LI RTH O NEFEHET S,

) EEITND,

approximate fibration p D& 7 71 N—I3HE M E—[FETH D = &4
S5NTNBET 7 A N—HANREREL TND), E5ICp DET 71 /N—IZHE
ERSOTHNTHEVWWDOT, LOMEZDEDIIICLZA DI ENBREEEDNS,



H#1.8. M % (n+ k)-manifold. N % closed n -manifold. T4 p: M - B O%
77 AN=p' ) ENEFREME—RAETHEETS, EOLIREETEH D IT
approximate fibration 1272570 ?

Coram & Duvall [CD2] ICL> TROZEMAISNT NS, Bl p - M —
B 71\ approximate fibration TH 32D DNE+S4&EEE&b € BIZH LT, b O
5 U & retraction R : p'(U) = p (b)) BEHL T, &b € U LB n 125 L
TERIpTB, : 7w ') = w (p’®) VEEICAZEZETH 5,

g k=20EZEHFEZIHEICLLD. Ghp DET7AN—p' )M
S'n=1) OEE, MIEIYA 72V hERAEEE->TEWMNS, Gfipld
approximate fibration IZ/2 573 WEGHH D, KiIn=2 DWW THZL S, MDD
ENS b= ABHBZNWET T4 R MILO EEI3EH p i approximate fibration
WIRLBEWEGE®H D, NISh—FX &7 54 2R PIVESAD closed 2-manifold
DG, ED X D72 manifold M 125 L THEH p I approximate fibration 1
2% Z &N, Daverman [D11IC Lo TEHENZ, T TRO LI BEREEA
L&,

W14, N % closed n-manifold &9 %, N 7% codimension 2 fibrator TH 5 &
W IXRTOMm + 2)-manifolld M "5 D54E p :M—B T& 771 /3—p' (b) &
N EREPE-EETHLHDIZAHL T, B p 2% approximate fibration 12725
EEITNS,

FoT. ZOEEEDDAE, F—FAETS5A 2R PIVEIAD closed
2-manifold |4 codimension 2 fibrator 12725, & 5 Daverman [D1]13. T
DB KL closed manifold & S22 1 codimension 2 fibrator 12725 2 & &5
Ulze THELERITROBENREZ NS,

B 1.5[D1]. T XRTOEMEAEEREZ DD closed manifold I3 codimension 2
fibrator /n ?

FRIC A BB 2 B D RFEML closed manifold 131 > 2RO T,
[ 1.6[D3]. T L > X% codimension 2 fibrator 7 ?

FEEHE T EOMEIC DN TR EBNET,

2.1 fig

M % (n+ k)-manifold, N % closed n -manifold. B p : M B D& T 7
ANR=p"BYVEN EHRENE—FETHE LTS, BOTEHEEEEHLLS.

C)={® € B:bDifift U & retraction R : p(U) = p () WFHELT, &b €U

2



ICHLT@RIp' @Y. : Hp' 0): Z,) = H " 0): Z,) BREIC 5, )
L5458 p : M — B 7Y approximate fibration 7251, C,'=B.
¥ 2.1(D1]. M % (n+ 2)}-manifold. N % closed n -manifold, T p : M — B
DET7AN—p"B)IENEFREINEC—RETHDETS, CDODEXBIT2-

manifold (0 B # @ »® LN2W), C' CIntB TD, =IntB \ C,' 14 locally
finitein B T 5,

k=1 OEAE B N 1-manifold (B #+ @ b LIVRW)ICI S Z & 0345 5
NTW3 (D8],

#l2.2. flidafle " DIILEHITSD, ¢:S' =S 2LIHEHEEL. ME g O
open mapping cylinder %, T5ELHAIZMMN5 (0,11 DB F BELNS,

f(1/2)

R

— 1]

g f & (0,1) DEELGEEOFETHp : M X (0,1) = (0,1] X (0,1) £T 5
Eop DT 7AN—ES -2 TWTA0,1] X (0,1) + T, T5ICTEEp it
approximate fibration 12725 TWial,

g :S XS > 8 X 8 &3, proj : S*X S > S 2 ¥ Ld3, &
Brg' 8% - S BRDEIICHEET S,

2(g) 2 (proj)
g' . SZk+1 — Z(Sk XSk)—> E(Sk X Sk)—> Z(Sk)= Sk+1

CCTZWHBRET S, g DT7AN—IES ITAR>TNT, k=1D&EZ g (
pOMETHEGS OWMED g, =g DT 7 AN—1L (p,q) BIDEHRT 71 )N—
1225 T, iijw\»—/yxsl&ﬂ*%M:~—anm7M£a0>SJ NG 82 ADH

Bp LT, D) WEAMTIRY, p' BHD g, KELTESZ &2 5H0
Tna [CD3].

—RICTHR p A% approximate fibration & % Z & ERTEHICIE. KD
Steps ZRTWENH B,

Step 1. p Ip"(C.):p"(C,)— C,' I approximate fibration 12725 Z &5/,
3



Step2. C/'=BIlRHILRT., TROEIB=D L D' =3 &R,

SN DN DFER
N % closed n -manifold &9 %, KROFKHEHZZLD,

®  TRTOMEB f:HWN:Z) > HWN:Z) 28T f: N-> NI, |65
fo + 7w, (N)— 7, (N) %38<,

8 8.1[C1]. M % (n+ 2)-manifold. N 2 &REAEF %2 D closed n -manifold
B p M->BODET7yAN—p'B)ENEFEINE—RETHDHETH, b
U N 235 2Rz 37350 p lp?(C)):p*(C)— C,' I3 approximate
fibration I2732% (Stepl Z#7=79),

HH A IFE AED closed manifold 14 H(*) 2z 320, &AW, 4
BABEFHEZ S DL > AEMIEAME) 2RI REC) 2727 closed
manifold 2 V¢ Z ENRHEITIR S,

i 8.2[C1]. N % closed n-manifold, % f,:HN:2Z,) —>H(N:Z,) =&
XG#f:N->N&ELT5H5, bULNOAA TN 0 TRrRIFNE f : ©7,N)—~
T (N) WAt D,

Lo THBEAEARZ H D closed manifold T:A 1 S—8H 0 Thaithid, &
f(*) 22T DT, Stepl 2¥7=9, Z O manifold % Step2 % #H/=9 Z L %R
TZERE > TROBHEENHTA I ENTES,

FI 8.3[C1l]. N ZAEEEHZ DD closed manifold &%, HBLN OF 1 F—
¥2% 0 T, N iE codimension 2 fibrator TH 5.

RIZHA T—EHODBGTHE A WD T, EARBICTHIE 2 MZ TRE®
BT LS LIV, B C OMMACORERERDEE. BGE2EBEDD,
N % closed n -manifold THEERN2-B/2 51, N BREE) 2T 808000,
TSI DEOREIRE T,

i 8.4 [C3]. M % (n+2)-manifold, N % closed n -manifold. Ef&p : M —
BO&ET v AN—p'B)IENELFEPE—RETHZ LTS, b UN OEEFH)2-
WaoiE, plpt(C):p'(C) — C, I3 approximate fibration 1272 V) (Stepl Z i
729 0B=0 x5,

£ 3.5 [C3]. N % closed manifold &3 %, L N DEEFNZ X Z XX
Z, L7251, N codimension 2 fibrator TH %,

4



%36. NZ L 2XZEMET5, L NOEEBEONEN2ONEZRL ST, N
td codimension 2 fibrator &7/55%.,

FE34 N5, BRICROMENE X 5015,

U 8.7 [C3]. ® L closed manifold N OAFEEAREN2- 1 512, N
codimension 2 fibrator 7 ?

[C31& 1A U & &EIC Daverman IC k> TFOEELERENE SN,

EPE3.8[D51. L,, % (p,@) BID3RITLL > AZEM &5, BL p MEHAE ST

p.q

L,, XS codlmensmn 2 fibrator TN,

CORERIZEELED KB/ > TS, UL, FEMEEEREEEDOSK
7o b 2 XZEMIAY codimension 2 fibrator 70 &S Mgk b o TWizly, -3k
WIZHRENE R 2R LT,

P 8.9 [D5]. HARITDL > XZEMT EABONENGEE2ES,
codimension 2 fibrator &7325 % DOEFET 3,

nk=10EE, " NEARKTEMADGHR T /4/\ NS Lk
TN E—ES S DEFEE LN EBRH SN TS [DW3], K17 codimension
2 fibrator Zf{i-> T, KOEHEPE /NN S,

WHEB.10. N S IREEAREE D codimension 2 fibrator & 45, M % (n + 2)
-manifold. T p M —>BDE T 714/ — p'OYENEFRERE—RETH A&
TH, ZOEEMidm+ 2RTHRED 2 WNWEL—27 Y v RZEE RIS S0,
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1.2. BN, BHRENOERLBVEILE L), S L WIS T, By, BT (DEERT)
208, puncture((RIF TV AR) B n AB VTS, MEMFUTEMELELI T, JORF, ZOREO
BgER L. M <> THELI T, (013ES DEEELET, ) TOFIL. JoMEo. mEEROTHT
BORMAOR (SWOREAT ES) 0. BERS (BEOEESIIELTRay 3y M-tz
BYHMELETT, 230, WHSBCABD A Y PE-REH-TEIL2TT, HRII2WTIL, HFE
tosireTtEEL, TRV ETEET ARMEROATZEL LT,

BRERES A L o D GEEREIC R ) A, BIXERER T, BREERICLZER (WDWAER
FER) RO I LA McCool[18] HIZE DAL TW SN

HEZOBPREEENOME, BEAOFIELIDLFLVEBVETHY, ZETEAR) -TVHD
EV 25 4 orbifold £\ HEIZ L FITIC L EEEICOEh o R OERETH B L) BEL ., Hegaard
SEREEELT3ATERALBERIEEL TS LI BENZOIEAT 2O TRV N LRV E T,

HREFRE bhof:bid, ZOFETREBEIIZRKO TR LEDHFAETT, LT TId, R L puncture
DEHOEHFIEUT. 2E 0 b+n <1 OBELTEELT T, (REMI—ROBENIOHEIC
BETELOTTH, BEMLZEREEFAONTWEVLESTY, )

BRI 2 HRBEOERT Y. Dehn, Lickorish, Humphries &V 272 AEFRD T L7z, £1iE, Dehn
Twist LIFIENATTIC L AERTTT, Figure 20 & ) 2E%, ERIIBREZETRTUIEELI<» <20
FZa25 A EDER (reosh,rsind) — (rcos(f+ 2m(r = 1)), rsin(@ + 2n(r — 1)), PHo2HEEEE
Dehn Twist & W\ T, Thid, AHSS> OBRER M OTE 52270 COEREREIIORN
THERENL2EHKERETHLI LML TVWET, JOTLY, “Dehn Twist” LIFU T T,

2T, BRMEHESBOBEICEDATIATVARIZNE, EBEL THEOERER»GBREOE
SEBICERCERBEEERILEY, BRIABEEELYL (TITAPVWEELE ) &, T+
EIE Yy 2 IERLCERMTETCHMS $ CEBEIICTALES ). BoMEOECRAMIEEFICHETES
DITTT,

HE S <> OMERSFET 5 BAMRAER CIaT L, COFQOMEATHOBREBIIMNGES S Tyab, L
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Ficure 3. Dehn, Lickorish, Humphries (2 & 2 B{EFETEN £ T

DEEWLE N =20 MM<P>OFTNEEN T, Thk, CICH->TO Dehn Twist LIFUET, Dehn,
Lickorish, Humphries C)i) K72 Dehn Twist 12 X éiﬁi?ﬁ i Figure 3123AN 5 29+ 1 ETd, (EL.
b+n < 1ELET, ) Figure 3IZHN S 2g + 1 @O MARIZIE o 72 Dehn twists A%, BHEAIT, 29 +1 &
V% 8548, Dehn twist 2189 BB ) &0 TT[13], \_O)F%O),:, 2 TWAZLiE, FAZURALNAT
WHFHEREES I £, 2029+ 1 ENMBISIE> TRL L VR TITLETT, VWOoRld (RE b
V- DBHRT) BHZEBICEES, LW DTS, HHIE, 2k ) KEHRNTT,

ST, TREBRRE LI &, bo LI ARET, BRI - 2ABBOEHOBEH % &
I TED, i follow LTV E €A, & b7 <, Hatcher-Thurston[12], Harer[11], BAATIZ Wajnryb[21]
WEoTHERONE L, (Th, bro b RRHMES T T, ETIEMA Birman-Wajnryb[4] 128 ) T3,
L dil, TOADTF L Buman D survey[2] BEFA LT VD TTHS, % Z D hyperelliptic involution b
FDETHES>TVD L HIZBZET, )

TOFREE RDE I LHDTT o ey, eq,... 0, . Figure 3 OBHRIZIET % Dehn twists € A[g<'>
ELELLI,

Theorem 1.1 (Wajnryb). E{RIHH MSI>IEROBLFERERED EWTT L ag.ar,... a4z (SNHIE
Efg{iéﬁ@ Cos Cryvns '(‘qu:ijmbﬁ-%) Eg{*it
(A): ajaj = aja; (C;NCy =0 DIF), BLU a0;0; = ajaza; (C;NCh —BEE D)

(B): (g =2 TLE) (ayayay)t = 11.(,((1441;aznlnmzn;n‘) lu“(runmmlrz;nznyu)
(C): (9 =3 TLE)

aghyby = ayayaghy,

2T
by = (agazagag)ag(agagagag) ™
by = (ayayazay)by (uza]u;uz) '
by 1= (ﬂv;l(l,:,_lﬂz_lflrl'Itflzfl;;fl‘;(l,rtlh) ‘m,(a4 (l( (Iz 'ul Ciayayagay g),
w = (asag)hy (agag) ™
EB

12, MBI OESER M, OFRIL, b9 —D hyperelliptic involution &£ IEIEN 2 BFHFX(D) % {117
MATH/LNB(ZZTIREIET 5, [21][4] ¥ BROI L, FTEH[E] TAoDIZZOBEER). O/ERG
ROAD gIKFELTEL 25, ’

HILT BRENTIZED . 2D 4 2 2DRFR (4), (B), (C). (D) 12F NN braid, chain, lantern, hyper-
elliptic AR L IFIEN TV E T, NS DEBERAEER D) L2513, Birman O — XA [2) Ko T
Bl B OHBEICHMEOERE~NOERLZHET A LMBTELVILLH D FTEAN, TOMER

THHEEn) T EIEE ST follow TETWEEA,

ST, SITHEAN(A) 2RO, T4 VHEEWEIRZONFBEKRTL & 9. BB BER(A)
B TNT A BRSPS BREENORERE

pA(T,) - M



4 AT N

<

[ )
[958}
N
(@
3%]
o3
ey
3%}
{t)e]

F1qurE 4. The graph T}

PRETHLE TV ALY A, = ZIST i, Figure 4l WWRENT T 7T, ThEhOES
NES %, FNFROES D Dehn Twist [HHE ST, TIVF 1 Y Er 6 OERE & 7 5 LETT4H
A (A) DN DT EbIITT, LT, Dehn-Lickorish-Humphries @ [H£RTT] LW IHHIL, py
WEFTZEVoTWAEDITTY, % LT, Wajnryb b OFRIL, 200 — 2V TEHESE & LT (B),(0)
THERENLLV-TEN, E6ICAT,) — M, THoTHASL A — A VOEZE (D) ZFHITMATIE
Ef‘ﬁ e L QC’)Fﬁ{lztﬂlib‘\ﬂ&\ﬂ’)fb‘/gbﬁf'ﬁ'g

ZETUELEOT R TY, HE, ()mqtmotmvﬁﬁ TWVF 4 vHEEVILORERL
T 7?975’*) RFCEVWRIONAES I D, LI bOTT, by LB Yes T, (B),(C),(D) D
WERLAEGT VT 4 YEORLOBETHIICRNS I ENTEET,

1.3, 7T 4 PBICLABEBEHORR. FOLOIE, TVF 4 v HOBEICHTAEFNGERETE
ALZwEZh e,

T, SIITIEHLT, TOFENS 57 H (full Hars7eEbEhb, DY), HIEITOES

DERTEEDHPLHFF D, BFE 2L, FORFEEOPIIEHDOA U/\Zan‘_lif:*lSH b ANT
LEsc 3: THRED) MH L L, BRICERE AH) - AD) PET D T4, THhHEHIL Van der
Lek[9) 12X DA E N TV A O T (BAHMERL T OB THEVZEAD), AH) & A(T) @ (HIZHES) &
GT VT 4 vEEFUES

MHX (B)Y(C)(D) &, #NEFNT, D, 5 Dynkin B3 7 712 c: ‘ECC’) BT VT4 2EEOPRLOE
ijLV) =EETEEIRSNLET, £ ’2:'1\/\%7 Sz, Dy nkm BFEOT VT 4 YECH L TOAFHENT

. ROFER (Brieskorn-7HE 757)[8], Satz 7.1, Sat/ 1.2 L&D Znsa\ J)EFTHEL £, (Dynkin
}JJ:ZJ\“‘}}LEYE‘ Dynkin @ISO —fzD 75 7 ZT?’%?)DT 1 vEOMERLITbN T 5, 21

EIFHEEPR (hh s Twnin i3 TF, )

T%x., BE# )1/‘* } %@ Dynkin diagram, $7%24% 4, B,. D,, Es. E7, Ey, Fy, Gy, H, H4 Ly(p)
LoENPELET, BT 579 71, Wbl SHhERELTH, LT 2sboicadEL i ZdH
NEdhi )

AT A AR T n,wwxj' L. ZORE(TabbERTELDETO, 72 f_@ﬂ)u ¥ positive TH 5 &1
uj_!(/)ﬂ"ﬁ DTEEETR I LET, BOFED positive & L T3, positive 2B L HENTE LTELIZZ
AEEDITTH ., posm\e&i’iﬂ"é Lo, vy ZkiZLET,

’r- \_S/

Theorem 1.2 (Brieskorn-7#). T % Dynkin L T 5, we AD)IZF L. ROUEEHEEL b,

e w 1E a;DFERIZE LT positive ZETRE b Do

o ETD a i LT, af 'widz 3B positive BRFRE D,
ThE, COZONWEEHLTHOTOPT, bob b/hE8nbndhsb, Tabb, A(T) LVIFED
FTTH T, positive GETx L b, MHIZLOZODHEER LD whdo7/cb, A(T) e 1 positive 25
REFDOLDWFET B

S

AT OFEI, WETHI 725 -FHOFRME TIICLT, AEEERIIGIASL
EMEPERLTVIREA) af 'wdfpositive EREFORRIL [0 vt E5] LEXD R
£TO [B/AMER] TF. AT) OBMPERIIOVTIE, L Thro NI T,

AT) I, ROMEEZRLET,

I (B
5. A(T) i1

2

i
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Doy

Firaure 6. B (d),(e) 252 83T VT 1 VBF

(i) A(T) D32 25— (BHIZ L7h 5T, Dynkin EHOBEET A LB LU ET) TOMRIL,
BET w & 2sd (ERTTECTRESVRERIZZATOIETTH, UTTIEZFNRIILEETIR
HH FEA, TOEEIE, positive roots DFII—F L ),
(i) AT) OdGid, BHKEFETH Y, ZOHEMTT o) 1E (Z2oH 5D FDH L D—213) ROARK
THEROND, o) = A(D)? = " (wy # —1 DB). o(T) = A(T) = T2 (g = -1 DE), =
22, h V= RO Coxeter number T, IIFERITTH S o, & 0F & 2IEFET—2F DT
f\fi)a)o
ETVoTwa I bitid, AT EOIEEIETET 500, TNEERELA VI L5 8HEFo we=—1 &
Vo TWAHDIE, TA VL GL(Y) OEAFHETT 2L, RETH-1EL V) 205 —TFI 2 bHhED
NPT TZAY =K hIZDOVTIE, V= FPOEEERTOHTE -72bD, LESTLH-oTHNADT
T IR L D] & RAULEERIZHE - TWAE LD TT, TTA6, UTEHROCDIZEWEILL D 9 A,
T, LOHBILEY, V57 T,0HEH5 75 7L LTHILS Dynkin BRT I 42, HER
A(T) — A(T,)
MBEOENTT, TUILE (T) DEE, REOEHICLVBT () e AT, TRLET, THE, £E
HIZRDEHITESNES,

T,085%5 777 LTHNS Dynkin RO T, RO 4+ 2BEDLDEER ¥, £D 1 Figure §
IZEERENT Ay, A5, By, Er DI BOEND, £D 2 [ Figure 612 A TN A Dy OVFN
Do (IPHLRTEND T T 7H, ZOBO Dynkin M TT 26, ML ZOEHDITICD Z D> 555
HIAE T, )

Theorem 1.3. FHBRN(A) Db LT, Theorem 1.10D(B) &

(h) o(4s) = C(A4)2



6 BE "
LEVE, BES(A) & (b) ob & T, BIRI(C) 13

| () e(Br) = o(Ex)
t@ﬁo@%ﬁmywy«ymbtf\%%ﬁmwi

() 0"~ = ¢(Dyy-i)
LEME. M)OFRIEBER(A), (b), (c), BIU
() o(Ayy)" =

THEZbNA,
BVIRZB L A(T)/[(0), (] = MS>, AT)/[(0), (0), (e)] = My, A(T,)/[(B), (c), (d)] & M.

Remark 1.1. BEAMICINOOBERZEETLTH, MWL LDIIRZ T 5,

c(Ay) = ((zl,nzri;rz,;

c(4s) = (apayazazay)’

c(Eg) = (agayazaqns rlf,)”

c(E7) = (apaayagagag ag)?

c(4), ) (ayazayay - rlzy)z"“
c(Dyg—y) = (agazagas - (12.,,)4”_4

ERATERCL, 7y I0OFOTOETEDIEFIZIZ L 62V,

Remark 1.2. Looijenga i¥, RHTHOEZELOIDFERN I I 27—V 2 /mfk IRSLAZREAR BT

B97: 75T (2 1) Hatcher-Thurston % fEh3) AL O L) R ERZRD B Z F‘EJL’CU‘%@ 1
DITIEIE T 4 f\ﬁﬂﬁmf/l?’fﬁ‘fiﬁt{iﬁ'& mf_fﬁmﬁﬁn‘rgﬁ@m h &b Lfﬁ?ﬁ(Bft@Zﬁﬂ MOET 2T
AHBHNB[T] S EIb &T L (BT preprint) bDTH 2, THHDKFED L, —HOEHTOMNEL

%%ﬁé’]fpﬂﬁf)h%hﬂ WETHEEVEE ). )

2. SEHDH LT L

2.1. BEEZIRBEELEY. PV LERTERTECLLT, JITREETVT 1 v EOEY
F—TETLELEBEVIILODE VT T, Bl g=3 b:%fjﬂ LTWwE L7, g =2 DL, Birman-
Hilden[3] (= & . 6 AADMAMBEOE L LTERERE ABABERTCTHZZOTL &) B

ZAE Jones[16)§10 BER) 6 R0 MEE & aﬁ—éa)ﬂi&*ﬂgﬁa)* VE—DEETH-FUNEENET,
g=3 T E.TNT 1 vEPLEEER~OEEIH LI DT Chhrh T50% BRELEGERIETD
DHBEBETT S, 22l b d o(B) DRIZEBIZRN £, oEy) DRIE. 6 220 Dehn Twist LT
THD, T EATEABMBEOSHEOBIRTEOESBERICALIZT T, P2V EEREEELTH2
39 TF (75> T, Dehn Twist ETHRTT L)o

FNT, ZHHEERIEL YV —TETAALL I RHEESTHE LAY, EI3RXoTHELLZLV Y
PhPLENTWEE IS, LdHIESI %w%ikéﬁ&Awm%m&ﬁuﬁ&h\r7w%4>ﬁu@
Normal form 735 4] LB E., FN2F b RAENTEFT LT
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2.2. Normal form EEEM. 8] DHBEVE Z 5D —21F, Dynkin BBISHIET 2T VT 1 Y EOT
BOT weBBTNT 4 VEDADBII—BIGWT AT LT ) A28 Tk c’:"m“o Z DRI,
w=AIT)"81Ay A, DIEDL DT, nidAT)"wZ positive 12T 2 R/NDEH n, A IZAT) " wEF)
Z:A“CO)EEYJEG L DRBEGT VT 4 VB IS BRTEAGER L I1XRRS 2Vl %JPL’C“Q 9 % LAT
)DATHY, BTFRMIIZERINE T,
C@Nmm”mm%ﬁb%?ijfA%LBPﬁﬁéiLto&)&m)@ﬁﬁﬂu&f%%ﬁfT
(e) & (C)IREREDTETTUERAMETIES D A, Wajnryb DRIE (C) 2 A WA R CEA 1%
’5: 2 STHHFERN(B) TEEET. LWIHEELBEPA2TSIT, H5BEAIC ((‘) MREN T L, (4
NEZ B, (C) % 132D Dehn Twists TRz &, —E (B) £ & (c) 1242, LWIFLHTT, )

2.3. mIEDFEY I Hyperelliptic involution. L2 L. —FHHICE X -BER (D) 2 e r kb r s —
DEETETEA, M3 T, BEMEFE-T i) YELvpnL, —RERTET VT XL E
DY ONBH Y EEhe €Ty MOIRoT, [T V7 1 ¥ BOBFAHER] 255 £ BVE L7,

MOENS 2 CHERIZIEI &, [Tk A, D, BHDO Dynkin L L, F - BEIGT 2 HEIGES (3
FCHMBLED) DL EREREME T b, SOB, BOT7 74 /8= AL —A0—% ZADERFEIIIGT 5
ThT4v8EEEN, INTF =T 74 5=~D Geometric Monodoromy 134753 % Dehn Twists Tk
ENDo ADIERIE, BIZAD CHYERD O BARIZER S, HEF IR 572 Dehn Twists DIRICZ 2,] &
V) FEERENET,

A D EZTOBEIOVTADERBEH~OER L EFHICEZRLT L (BESOBEMFICIIHE
LD bHNERA) D, FNIIOVTIE20] 2SR LTHEC LW LT, I THERIILET
B Dyy FHERADKEFNIE N EHRL E T,

g Lo D, RS W DIE, 22"t 4 y?) = 0 THRZ O NBHEESETT, Brieskorn DHEFH[6] 12
LY. COBEAOEERELERI i HHEHDEFREEAR

Flr,y;81,...,8,)=0

THZHNZEMD. (51,000, 80) £V 0 RILEMIZE D> TWAE, T774 VIEDIEIZENE 25
NETo sy = =85, =0TODT 7 A= (" 2y =0, T, 2OT773IY—% F - Bk
FEET,
CDEMOWMBENFEIFEL QLB FTAD, 0 RTTT 774 »EHB = SpecClty, ... , t,] TEZ, %
NI BB 7T I =k Rd, DT A VERHRIER S, FOEEME BETEDTY, BTV
W, Clty, ... t] OFERBOERRER HHE TV &, BRWFHRO 2 ETT) & (P(1),..., Pa(t))
EL(BAEn BEFRELER). (b b)) = (P(t),...,Py(t)) TF — BEBIERLTRA, 2%

Fla,y; Pi(t),... . P()=0

EERATRBLVIZLETY, THTAL t EHOFTRREL T 74N HHoTVEDIEE LI &
TANEBOREL 2D T, —FHEZ 2 BOENSHLOTTI, THREFNLOEFIIH->TWET 71 /5—
13— & pinched Riemann surface 2% 0, ZDBEXMZ 5 7812, 77 A N—~DORMAHET ./ FoO 3~
& LT, #IET 5 vanishing cycle T? Dehn twist 255| &I SN F ¥, (BTEHEBLZMITHOT 1L
EEICB) CEDY, TOEM BTHEMUAEIIZ>TWAILIZEELTTFE W, ) 8T, ThbDEL
EARNV— MG LTHE Y, Dynkin EOTES EXIE L TWADTTH, &ET 5 vanishing cycle @
HHGHAMBOZDL D HH, B &) EDyukin MELEILHICZ o T I LARENE T, (A’Campo D
real deformation DHEER[1] 2D LEIZDD 5 5 LW TTAH, #1213 follow TER VWO THE HO#H
R4 VL7, ) 2L T, Brieskorn 13, -BOFTT 74 W= AL—=ALbDODIEAT—H 2 B°
DERBEPTVT 4 HAD,) THHEVHIZLLHALTHET[7], TIELI T, AlMTLZOTL LD
Do BIZIZETO (3 EHET 2L CEAD S W 325, ThT— ﬁmeéﬁaﬁbfﬂmwmm
(600 — 1/2) TREGZGELTREE, FHLTWARVENTEE T, 20 BTOGIZHA L EIZ%

ENDHPNET, TOEBPALZDOTT, dbLid, TOAZFEL TRV DTTAS, LI

tb&%%%#é:tuLian(:m%@ﬁ%ﬁ@f\mnvmr*%ﬁ&&%ﬁ%m#mau&
NELZD, BEAOEMRL O TNIHEZOLDL LIELTA), exp(2min)ty TERTHE VST,
Fle.y; P(t),... . P(1) = 0REXRSERNTT S, TOLZHMOED, MO 77 I )—~DY 7 EL
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FIGURE 7. n D EHOHED D,

c(Dy,,)

FicurE 8. %@ Humphries £RITTTOH D LI

T (exp(m,2min)r, exp(m, 2min)y; Py (exp(2miu)be), ... , Pulexp(2riu)ty) & & o TRMUL, 77 78—
IEdERBLEVTH LIRS TLEVET, (2 Tm,, mld ;2 —kERT, PEEADEHERSLH
RERLED 2, yDEH, Jo THE, EITE/ FOI-MBRTRINPEEI L, INVF =T 7115 %F
ABHEIAHTT,

OF D, REBEATHENT, P VAR A FEEPLOMRTE LAY ET, &7 74—, &
MR EMAMMmE 2N ¥, JIT, EBRIBERZEOEE?S{A2EEZ2ERLE ANTE
W, FOERTERLZBEZELTC 774/ —~DF/ FO3I—-2 850N Geomemr Monodromy T¥,
DF D, ZoBEI

A(Dy) = m(B°) — M5

BE5EZONTET, T, hIZEREANEE. glEAL—AT7 7 A/ DFEHTT, (Fl2 1 n BEHEORE
Wi, =08 2" P4yt =0 DENT N H—DF D, GE2EREESNH D, BEIIL 1o LETE
FTE( =1)/2TT), BRELDAHOIZIE, EEBEEZOREYD T Dehn Twists & LTRALEIH D
¥, TORHBE. FERESETERT LB/ T A=7D o, yOR0ZER 2% BiUZb2 ) 5,
Brieskorn DFTE[G] T, (2,y) DEHIEFN TN 2.0 -2) THY, 2 =0 DAY LRI ERELSD BT/
FA=F 1 yDERE~(n-2), a2+ i = 0DH D5 L DEBREAN/NF A —FiE, r BERE LTI O
A (n DBHEPL) 2MTHEL TR L 2E25E, EA-1LnhET, COEETMZTHER
ko b70IllE, 4 DERT Dehn Twists TEFNEN (n - 2) B, 1EEE 2 TIEZY E¥A, 2
J LT, Flgme 7L BT Deln Twist DFE FP2F 225, o(D,) = A(D,,)?® Geometric Monodromy
THhIEWghhE L,

i, DPhn—Lirkm’ish—Humphriss Generator D720 ZHEBEIED 5 & Figure 81274 1) 97, BEIZ relation
(b),(c) TEFR—EEZNMANERERIIROON TS, [HER Tzf;frﬁ[%] Mo Fy=FREib Ee BXz
MANTEROLZVEGEENRELZ LD Y T, FYF = ¢(Dyyoy) AELIE, 2RI () T
tarilbhh T,

FOMDBERSEROAOE ) Fui—3 bROYV—-IZEEVE BV ET, Fl2I1E, A(E) 3KFES
@ half Dehn Twist % 5 2, Z#%° Humphries[13] DR TEH O TOWXHWVITNDEFRTHL I L &
IAYFLTBEST

HE ZOMERIIHIoT, f:( c\/v@/\ﬁ’éﬁ?g;tz’?ﬂ*}‘ﬁ’%ﬁi’(ﬁf_eb‘; Lo TVT 4 VEED
ﬁﬁ%@%aﬂ?ﬁﬁ_ CNICFRIE FREIRE, BESERICE TS 24 2 M & {7 E. Brieskorn 584, D.
Slodowy &, @FIZEELL f‘%’i’?ﬁ(«’((ﬂf E. Lnoué\nga?i FLELDEMETH HERBEIFD
FF%e % e LT ¢ L7 FEHAEICBH LIS, ZOMRIERIEGEF DA 0 TR TR0
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ChE, SATEBRBEDOTEBILHLTEIEL TS Z L dE & ERT
bOTY. ROMAR - BuvsBEWC LY, MEoZnsdssrd L
A, $72, CORICEROBERITZELEEIN TRV L2 RWIIBED
LTBEFT.

1 3RTEZHRIFDLER

M) &I REZ B 3 RITEA%ME M @ Casson-Walker-Lescop TEE [1, 20,
13] (LLF, CWL AZEE) % MM) T#ET. 7, C. Lescop DRNEHER%
2 L9 [14).

IR 1.1, ([14]) My, My A REUY - 3EMmMET A, FON, ko 2DikFE
ETH5.

(1) A(My) = A(M>).

(2) FEO Y= 3EEOHI M, = H = Hy = --- = Hy, = My D"HFELT,
Hiyy 13 H; OF D Alexander LA 1 ThH A LI HEUBD £1 F
WTHONS.

COEHEIE, ROLICHHRTED.,

FE 1L (BEELLOJER) AE0 Y- 3EKED, ko2 00HEHILFEE

Thhb.

(1) CWL A"EEIIL L 285 (2% h, CWLAEENIE LW OILFME
B9).

(2) Alexander ZIERAT 1 TH 2D L) LHEVHD £1 FHTEHNEI LD
FME & v ) BRI X B 4ER.

DFEN, REBICLAEND, HAERMYLZENE KT EDTH 5.
HHWVIL, ROGEIIEITHA.

TEIR 1.2. ([6])) A& DB 3 RTEHME My, My 13 LT, kKD 2213
FETH 5.



(1) B8 ¢ - H(My;Z) = Hy(My;Z) BHELT, #0U2L > T, linking
pairing BL U, 3EH v THRORENE S,

(2) 3RTEREDOTI M, = Hy = Hy — -+ = Hy = My BFIELT, Hipy
13 H; &% null-homologous Z#EFED+1 FHITHELNS.

TS, BERELELL )RR ADL 2 A

EE 1.2, (GEH 1.2 OFIEER) B 3 RTEEED, RO 2 o0HENIIEET
HA,

(1) linking pairing 3 & UF3 EH v T I L 55,
(2) null-homologous Z#EUH M £1 FHTH Y &5 b DFFEEL v B
2 X B4R,

- IELRIE ,(:h'c WRATIT) ShE—EIL L a2 A LA (9], i
TSAN—FFIT LN LT, kK FREMERE A/, ROEHIL, k=10
EERIGER 1218, k=3,4 DEEFTERILIIHIET A,

TR 1.3, (BN MEDHVIH3RTEREEZERS.

(1) My, & My 7' 2 FHFEE
<= M, & M, @ linking pairing & 3 &7/ v 7RI FEL.

(2) M, & M, 27 2 FiiEE
= p(M;) = p(Msy) (mod 2) (u(M) (X Rohlin FEE) .

(3) My & My #° 3 FWFEME <= M, & My 4 FHiFEE
= AMy) = MMy)

W k>1DEE,
My & My 5 (2k + 1) FHRE <= M, & My 27 (2k +2) FilfRME
= fy *EED I HOTEE (KHOERT) £T5L, far(M) =
Far(My).

AL, DEY, KBMBIL2FRETAER CROEERE) 12X 255
Ak FMEMEL VBB ENERELZL v oT S,

2 EREFLE

IOETIE, KBS LD EASNLERERERICOVTHET S [16].
M EERETOY - 3HELKTELNS C J:d)/\ﬁ FLEBRET S, %
o, BREODY - 3HE M LETOFORMERAE LIHLT, M, %,
M2 b L TERLTELNIERTOY—3HELTA. 2L, L1,
BRI (FNTORD +1) 2 HORBNSRERAE (EHAHN0) &T



EBL ZIT, LY R L oA RT. 612,
Mg = span{(M, L)|L 13,d-BL3 DBEMH & FOREBM T HEEAE )

LEERTA.
FIT, U E®D Vassiliev NEEDEZIZBIT A [KEODANEZ] %
[Dehn F#i] ICBEEMI TRDEEIELND,

EE 2.1, (16) M 25 C~DER v i, vu,, =0 FhiTLE, X
Hod DBFRM (i) FEBETHBEVS (d>0). 27L, vid M~
BUCHIEL TH <.

FFLY, KRB0 OAMALEEIEEEROATH AL Z LM brb (EE
DERET Y — JERENL, §° 26, B4 F 0 U0H D Dehn Fili 0k
DELTEONLZEIEE) . $72, k# 1,2 OKRMAER D EHEERD
ATHDHIEDRENTVES, —fRIKE 3d,3d+1,3d +2 ORPAEEI
EHEELTRLTHLIEbbdD [5. 2LT, BUNOKERALKMTAER
LTINS DN Casson AZER A ThbH (HIZ Casson NER & v 21,
BREO Y- JEEICT S CWL REEDI L) .

EIHE 2.1. ([16]) Casson A& N 1ERE 3 DAMTEETH S,

H. L AT O Y — JERE M ROBAREFBORB s HEAB L L,
fi=+l ZE i mOOMRETE. TOLE, J Hoste DA [10] 124D

MMy = S o) ] £

PCL'CL €L’

MO, 22T, L'iE L olEENEAB, (L) 3% D Conway
SIERD M DFEMTHE. F7, e LR L VEIESTEELEY
IEERTHD.



ZOE»H

> (FDMEONML) = Z(—n““'){ > e ] fi}

Lce L£ce crce! el

(0=L\L'EBL)

=Z{ > ()HOREDG (L) Hfi}

crce |eco\g! il
= Y () I £ >0 (=1¥®
LYCL ieL” LCL\L!

(B#opEROPIL, L\ L =0 Dk ELIHI0)

=FDWW@ﬂIﬁ
i=1
Nbhhdb, 2T, B Hoste 12& 5 [H(L) >3 n& Ep(L)=0] &f&
SE, HL)>3DEEN(M,L) =020, XORKIEITHL., O

. RHE, KRB 3 ORMAEBIZEMIEZ VT Casson TEE LD
u\_& RLTWA

__T,wﬁmymmiﬂ(&§13)&& BoThEH)., KMAEENR
R 3k DL ONREWTH o7 F LT, 2k +2 FHiEE (Zd 2k +1
FUEE & FEE) 12X AL, R 3k ORMAEEI L 2HNHEES
Lo Twichid Tohs, T, TH I EABMAEETIRTI 2
bDTH A,

EEOFERIE, —EoOmEMFFONE I RTEEIH L TRITED
T, HREATEENH L —EOERE~DILELER LDV EHRTHS. &
#ud, T. Cochran & P. Melvin {24 o T% @il’(b‘% 2. (FEAEDY -
3ERE SOV TIE, S. Garoufalidis & K#lIZ X A BIOIENH 5 [4].)

3 EREIHTEE

1995 48, T. Le, M EJE, KMIZI VB IATEREOLERHTEE
MEEENA[12). T, Tz TRICERHOMIATEREDTEERET
HH. TOEIZOVTIZ[E], BLUZOARER[19] 2 BHL TS
7oy,

v x T EIZOWT %ﬁtf"ﬁ uts
7on @O ST (ERTHET) (E,% TR LTH W) 137757 (BA
MPHETHBOMH 1 T3 3T, BEIMENODNTVWARWVT T 7D L. B
WMTHET) %, HINEATHIMITTTERS 77D L THA.

Loy 2 7E@EE, BMEODN



727D C LO—RiEEEhE T ROBEATE /b D% A" SY) &
BELZEiLT A,

AS MR :":j;,;g;j;....... =~ ":j;:. ------

IHX B

.
1l
|

STU Bty

TxTEOERIZONWT, LPLBELTEIY. ¥, Bl Lie R g 2 E
FELTHEL AYUTSY) otm, EHE (EM) LI g EHERERES
LI, BEHROL I ICEHEENS.

BEYITHEREERL TE L.

72T e KT - T, S (HISTPAT 2 S 2 Bvwaid) ko k
ALELPBENLWE I LTEL, ZLT, WHHOFETITITER LR
LD ODHAILE AT, BT LTl g, « FEOEHICH L TIE g DEE
WFEB R iI5 895, 7, #CHAZ L OEENFR, Ty LEY
ED, BERSICIERD L ) REREFWIEEE S,

R 3 pX) ; g 3 [XY]
1 t N t
R®g 2 poX g®g > XYV
Cc > BX)Y) 6®g 3 Y, Xi® B (X))
T ! I l t
g®g 3 XV c > 1

ZIT, [, ]W:LieBDE, BifKiling¥R, B*:R— R, Bllkb
FEINALFAE, X, X ROBETHS, COLILTTELEBRTEHTS
ZEiZL ) TEBERE (intertwiner) Ri®@Ry®-+ @R, - R1QRy® - -®R,,
D trace EHIEIZLY, ANSY) #H CADEEIELRL, ZOE
8% Wo R R R - An("SY) = C EELL T2, SOLIIEZDL,
27, LielREZORFAZHMFMLAGOLIRI LI L HTES.
Wa.R1, R, R, 7, well-defined THAHZ &, T72bhH, AS IHX, STU

EMFENICEIDTETHS I L1, AS BRI Lie bracket O (X, V] =



~[Y, X 12, THX B3RS Jacobi BER (X, [V, Z]|+]Y, (2, X||+{Z,[X, Y]] =
012, STU BMERH FHEOEZH([X,Y]) = p(X)p(Y) — p(Y)p(X) 12, #
NENHELTVEI Edh bbb,

BT, BREBEHALEETH LN, TOEFED-OIZET, 3RTEHET S8
MORfT & AE L TRELTEL. £LT, L0 (MESNh7:) Kontsevich
MAoEZ(L) € ALMSY) 55, Zhid, R EEAEORERETHA.
E 512, Wy r, R (2(L)) € C[[A)] 1&, L DEHSI Ry, Ry,..., R,
TBEMNITLET g PEEIC-HT5H (g = sly, Ry 2"T_TARZ b
FHOL XL, Jones ZHEANDE t % e? TEEHRZLID) . 12771,
Wa Rt Rovonftn Wy Ry RavsRta (D) 1= Wo Ry R, R, (D)RIED) TEF S

3RTFEMAED, Lie | g ICFHFLLA (JEE) ETTEERE, Kol (E
Y, LOBHERT g AERLTTNTOR (BH) 20T (EAFTEAT)
RBLHTL0 (LI, FHELobD) Thh, ZOELHITEL”
BERHHERTEERIZL L2 VWE (Lie BOAIZLAE) LT 51
fErib vz s, Tx7HIE, LieBREFORBEIMBILLIZLDOTHY, B
M, EHEPENEN, Lie 8, EHIHELTAILEEZL L, bL,
Kontsevich 53775 “ EHREHET " J e TENE, 3SATEBREOTREE
PELNBZI LIS, Ld, TELLOOHMIC Lie {E“RA"T5
ZLEIZED, BED gl LiRE) g TEENELNAETTH A,

M E OV 3 RTERE M OLBESHTEEQM) € AD) [12) 122
DEILTATATTHEBESNZ, £LT, EB (FEAT0 Y~ 3IRMEI
*LTC) EE) SO3) AEE T (ZhLAMAZELIRIENS) 2HATY
BIENRBIC L > TRENL (18] (FDOHWE A, L V2T, QM) I, T
THEHTERLEATVDIETTH S, ZOBKRT, LEHRETEEIIE
BAEBIHLT, ¥B<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>