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1 Introduction

HAAE R, V—<VitBOER A 7 —HMBICET 28 0MED? LT 216 RS HRED
WM IHAZRTH 5. Pin~ (2) €/ F— )L ifEE, Spin® MiEOEELE» 47 % THNn
721 Seiberg-Witten FTERXTH 5. AFREHTIZ, H 2H L W RIIDEH 4 RITEIRAEDIGAR L REDS
Pin™(2) €/ X — W HEAZHOTEIEI NS 2 &2/ L 72 wv. #, AR§#EE, A EBER CGRL
REFE), IEE— G (A ERY) & OILFPIZE 6] 12k <.

UAAZEEDOEE»SIZLH LI, X % dimX = m > 3 TH 51H 5 27 MEHHEE SRk &
L MX) % X EOWES»RY) —<VilBeRoLTHMET S, KR g e M(X) IZ20T,
AN 7 —hEz s, L, FHIEAZ du, £RT. T L FIEBML I N7 Einstein-Hilbert iNEY
B Ex: M(X) > RPRDEIICERINS:

Jx 89 dug

m—2

(fx dﬂg) -

S L DRSS 2 & 17 U C orpe, IEBUL X 417 Einstein-Hilbert JUE it/
L 2Rk § 2 ROT 32 L ThB: Ex(g) = infyec Ex(g). b/Ml% 52 33t g % LR
LI, SRR V(X,O) = Ex(g) % I0E%K £ 5. \LIRER V(X) 1k X LofTolt
I CD V(X,0) © LR E L THEES 2 MR Z R TS 3

ExlgH

d
V(X) :=supY(X,C) = supinffx#%.
C

@9 (fX d“y) o

CDAZERIL o-constant EWFIZN S Z &b dH B (10, 21]. (ILEAZEEO—MGEwIC DV TIE 11, 1]
zZMI N0

HBAARZERDIEDPE IZHARTED —>TH 5. 4 KIGITE W TIZ, Seiberg-Witten #iii & LeBrun
D Y 2 DREIC D W T ORENRE Z R 729, LeBrun (Zilif D Seiberg-Witten /7T
ZHOTREOREMA O B ARERZ PE L 72 [13, 15]. K, a v 87 b« 7 —F — s —
W CTd 2 DA EF NI ERPATH S 2 EZFHHL TV 5. I 512 LeBrun (38E#E) L 7
Seiberg-Witten JifEzl% H\v> T Y(CP?) = 12v/27r %3 L T\» % [14]. —J5 Bauer-Furuta [2] D
Z5E 2R E b E— Seiberg-Witten AR, fiFF- [20] DALY« RLT 4 XL Seiberg-Witten A2
ZHVE L, avRT b =7 =DV DD OER DU AZEEDEIHERTE 5 [5, 20, 7, 8.
AR TIFNRD Pin™(2) €/ K=V AHBRRZH O TERI NS Pin~ (2) €/ K=V ALE (18] %
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FHOTH L WRIND 4 RIS HREDIIAA LR ZFHT 5. Pin~ (2) €/ R— IV ALRE, @HEO
Seiberg-Witten & &, AEY « KT 4 ALANLER, ZEAFRE FE—FZE 75“@“(?%2“(‘«“(
b, #Q'ﬂ BHIEBHD. ZDT kb’*ﬁbh)ﬁﬂ@%ﬁﬁi@lﬂﬂf S DR Z AR

Rz, DITFT, v(X), 7(X) 3ZNEFNLHE X o414 7 — ﬁkf@ﬁﬁ%?@t,
mX = X# - #X 13 m BEOEENZET.

EE 1.1 ([6]). M & 2> 37 My — 7 —ihiic by (M) > 2, (M) = 2x(M)+37(M) >0
Ziirz$bDET . N 2 G EEGE 4 KIUEHAET b (N) =0, Y(N) >0 Z2ii7c D ET 3.
Z 2T DL D 4 RIUEHEDEEME O & § 5

(1) S?x%. 22TY BREEPEDQa 7 Y —<VH. 70k
(2) St x Y. 2 ZTY ZAMEH 3 RInL k.
T DL EHEEN M#ANH#Z DUBAALERE —4m\/23 (M) TH 5.

EHE 1.2 ([6). M 2=y V7 A& $2%. N, Z 2@ 1.1 OREXRZTEHELET S, 2D
L& M#NH#Z DIUBAARERIZ 0 TH 2.

EE 1.3 ([6]). M 2y ) r AL T 5. N Z2HAERSEH 4 Zou% ko b+( )=0,Y(N) >0
iz TH0ET 5. 2 L EDMTEOEE m 1IN L, mM#N DUNIAZEEIZ 0 TH 5.

HRBRD & 912, 2o DEMOIEHIZE VT, Pin™ (2) €/ K=V AZEOIEHHAMELS X — 12k
3. —77, LElOEHDO LRI OWT, % DA, JHH D Seiberg-Witten A&, AE Y - AL
F 4 RLAER, EAFE N E—ALRIZMERT 5.

:fa%@%f@@aﬁﬂ $ATICHES DS, DU, ARCIER 1.1 OFEHOME %2 #3555

2 FEBHODEIH
M %A IFBES m ZOCERE (m > 3) £ T2 L &, I,(M) ZRD X I ICEHET 5:

I = f 2d
ge}\ﬂlw/ Isgl 2 dpg

DM OHEEBMSN TS

EIE 2.1 (/M [10], Besson-Courtois-Gallot|3]).

ron=4 0 i YAD=0
PODIE i V(M) <0
EIE 2.2 (VK [9]).
TL(M#N) < T,(M) + T,(M).
a vy NEFERRNT — 7 —HIE O LA AZEEIE LeBrun (X > CHEINTW S

EE 2.3 (LeBrun[13, 15]). M % a v )7 Mgy — 72—l < by (M) > 2, (M) =
2X(M) +37(M) >0 Ziii7z§ & §5¢L

V(M) = —4my/2c3(M)



EH 1.1 D M#ENH#Z 1ZOWT Z OEEEN DRI ~NDIGEE 7 = Zy#---#7Z, EERT L, RKE
D VIN)>0,V(Z)>0(G=1,....,k) THD. bL Y(IM#N#Z) <0 %618

VIM#N#Z)]? = T(M#FN#Z) < T,(M) + Ly(N) + L (Z1) + - - + Lo(Zy) = 3202c(M).
L78oC, RETEIETEH 1.1 RSN 5.
EE 2.4, EH 1.1 D M#ENH#Z IZDO0T
V(M#N#Z) <0 22 |[V(M#N#Z)|? > 320 (M).

KT, Pin~(2) €/ A=V ABRRIC L 2 ZOEHOGEIIC O W TEH T 2.

3 Pin (2) E/M—ILAERE LeBrun DBSRE

AEiTlE Pin™(2) €/ F— VR0~ e, EREROFEHD ¥ — & 7% % LeBrun @ i
IZOWTESLT 5. Pin™ (2) €/ K=V HERO—#BGERICOWTE (17, 18] 2SI e,

3.1 Spin“ &

Pin™(2) €/ A—)LifUZ Spin® & &> ) Spin MEDLRD BICERL S 115, Spin® i
I Spin®(n) = Spin(n) X113 U(1) ZHWTER S %A%, Spin FiE(3 Spin®(n) DELEDH
D U(l) z Pin™ (2) ICESWZ TERINIHETH 5. AHiTIE 2 D Spin® HHEIC DTS
255,

Pin™(2) %, VUILBDOHIL b D% T8 Sp(1) T, Ul) & j ED X > TERI NS EIHE
9%, $4HEPn (2) =U1)UjUl) Cc Sp(l) CHTHS. T5&2x1 DMERNEH
wo: Pin™(2) = O(2) T, 2€ U(1) CPin"(2) % 22 € U(1) C O(2) ICHE L, j % Hilk

1 0
0 -1)’
KET DD 5.
#E Spin® (n) ZRD & ) ITEHKT %: Spin® (n) = Spin(n) x (41} Pin™(2).
T5ERD I EHY LD,
e Spin“~(n)/Pin~ (2) = SO(n), Spin°~(n)/Spin(n) = O(2).
e Spin® (n) DHNICEITIE Spin®(n) T, Spin®~ (n)/ Spin®(n) = {£1}.

X ZETEEEE n JOUSMRIA L U, X EOJED R HE X - X 5260 T0w5 75, X
KT 2RISR E (=X x4y Z £$5. X 1Y —< vatRZEEL, SO(n) Bl Fr(X)
LR

T 3.1 (i [4]). X = X Lo Spin“ &L 1IRD =DMl s = (Po,7) TH 5:
e X @ Spin“ (n) K P.

o {1} HOMDFAME o: P/Spin‘(n) > X.



e SO(n) HOMD MG 7: P/Pin~(2) > Fr(X).

E = P/Spin(n) 25 O@2) WEMS! EDFRER? W2 Ep L 95 L det BEg = (@R DR
b, E D AR Euler i ¢, (E) € H2(X;0) BEE % .2

DFn=dmX =4 2RET 2. X - X Lo Spin“ #iis = (P,o,7) 13 X LD Spin®(4) #
P— P/Spin°(4) = X #FHEL, 243 X Lo Spin® BGZ2ED S 2 Ebh 5. D Spin® 1
W% §TRT. 5 DAL/ VE S 5 X 1F, Hy % Spin©(4) DAE / VEHRE LT

Si =P X Spin©(4) H
KkoThHEAoNS. X OWEERE X > X (P=1) £T2¢,
J =11, ] € Spin®(4) x (413 Pin™ (2) = Spin“~ (4)

D P ~DIERIZ . % cover §5. J2=—-1ThHhH JOMEIX 4 TH2ZEICHER. A/ VR
S* = P Xgpine(a) He ~ [J,j] ODTEPSFHFES N2 T 252 % &, TRBRAHEGH
T % cover L, 12 =1 %ii7=7. T35 & Spin“~ Miiis DAY/ VH S* X

St =S%/1

X2 TEZ6NEZ 0023 ST RIKBIERNAEIC X 2R D THEMEIZA > Tk
VL RWTE 2L TRR 2> TRENEEME) A%, UL EIR I TR
7z Clifford DS EEI N5

p: T*X @p ({ ®iR) — End(ST @ S7).
2@ Clifford #Z W2 &, E LD O(2) ¥t A & Levi-Civita 2t & Dirac {EHIF
Dy:T(ST) = T(57)
PEFINS. 2D Spin°~-Dirac fEFHZEICH L T, Weitzenbock formula 23K b 37.0:
D3® = ViV 4® + %g@ + %@. (3.2)

EE 33 m X - X ZHMELALEE, OQ) W E O EREL mE &, X 1o Spin® #i& &
? deteminant line bundle L ~® reduction ZFi>. E 1d O(2) #ft A DHIEREL n*A &
reduction 12k ->T L @ UQ1) #%fi A #8FE 3 2. $2 & (X,5) Lo Dirac fEiZ% D; 13, 8%
BEZTENROERREBIE THAICARS. 61, bEB LD (X,s) D Dirac fEHFE Da (3,
D; O IRZE#Rsy EH—HEN 5.

SRS ) 5 X — X Lo Pin~(2) £/ K — VBIHE, “HEAE X O Seiberg-Witten
HEROD T ALHRy EBRTE 5.

LE 1% Spin® #§3%IC B} % determinant line bundle 12472 D TH 5.

2Buler AT E 51013 E O L RROIAEBEREDS, 213 T CHRICHIAT 2 X RIS SN2 Spin® M o 12
HEIICE £ % ([18, §2]).

38% 13 X Ed Spin®~(4) R P — X ICHfET 27 PR E L TEHEEET LI EHTE S,



3.2 Pin (2) E/R—ILAERX

A% E LD OQ2) BiAkoE/E L, ¢ = AxD(ST) ¥ 3. Pin~(2) ®/ K— LAtz
(4,0) € C 1T 2 RDIGDHFATH %

{ Da® =0, (3.4)

Ff = q(®).

2HHOAT, (D) 13 ¢(0) = 2@ 0" — L[@2id I k> TEHEINS [(End(ST)) DILTH Y,
ROHCBAES FT e QF (0 ®iR) % Clifford 2 & D T'(End(St)) DTG E A& L T 3.

CITIZ7 =P G = T(X x40y UQL)) 2MEM L, Pin™(2) €/ K=V R ¢ HETH
2. GAERIE C* = A x (D(ST)\ {0}) ETldBEIITH 2. —J7, FEAPHBETR Y A X {0} Ot
DEETLAHEE {£1} THS. (A, @) € C* TH % & I %% BEKIEE L WP, BEVE T4 g%z |
KR LIPS WKL (A, 0) DIEDRTH 2. FROEY 2 7 A 2 M 132 % G 1EH<#l-> 7-
FEZEM L LTERS NS, MBIz S0 &2 CIIMRREE 4 2.

& T Weitzenbock formula (3.2) 25 Pin™ (2) € / R — )V AHBRRXDMEIZ D W TR O F 23 &
ns.

fRE 3.5. (4,®) Z Pin™ (2) €/ A —VBEADMEL T2 L, |®] BRAMEZINS M 2 T
()] < max(0, —s,(z)).

AEH. (A, @) ZfR L T % L, Weitzenbock formula (3.2) 726

2 1 2 2 | Sg1412 FX
0=1|DA?| :§A\<I>| +|Va9| +Z|(b| + 7@,@ .

F=q(®) 2fWAL (¢(®)®,d) = |0*/2 ZHV 2 &, |02 BRAMEES AT

1
0< A< —%9|<1>|2 - 5loft (3.6)

% 3.7. X ICIEAA 7 —WEEFOFMHEZ AN 61F, IR (@ £ 0) IZFFEL 2\,

ER 3.8, 1l 3.5, % 3.7 ISE T B FHHIZEH D Seiberg-Witten SRR OWTHEY 7o T
Wz,

FE 3.9 X > X BHIA HEHEEO L E, X > X o Spin® HiEid X Eo Spin® M~ D
EEHEI 7% reduction ZHfD. ZD & &, Pin~(2) €/ R — AL, BHERN % reduction D Lo
D Seiberg-Witten 72z & Al I 5.

3.3 Pin (2) E/R—ILFZE=E

Pin™(2) €/ R—NVAZRIZRDEY 2 7 A 24l M @ ambient space B* := C*/G WTDEX
HERZBL CERI NS, 207D M WARIRE & E T, BMIERIEL 72 S 1UEAB 2> T
BELW, 2RO EPED DL I ICT DI, —~MIC Pin™ (2) €/ X=X %2 EH 7T 2



WIS 5. FETHDOHND 7 DI85, HFRICOWTOHERDTTICT (@R FHDH
CR 2 A DIHZ A %751 TH %:

Da® =0,
(3.10)
Fi=q(®) +p.
HRIFRIZOWTE A\, WHRETIE =0 THZDT, HRRIZRD X I ICfliHIc 5.
FX = U.
bl & 4@ iR FRED H AR 2 WD A REORITTE T2 &, FARRTHR L D R30S

Rl 3.11. (1) b, =0 D& &, fEREDFR EALED p ITH L, (3.10) IFWHIEZ Ko,
(2) 04 > 1 DEE, QL @iR) DHITHRRIG b, DI W DHAHEL, (3.10) DSAlIRE%E FF>
WA pe W TH 5.

LZEDoTW, >1DEE, pn% pgW E55 X9 BEXEMOEY 2 7 A %M M IZAREE &
FhV, 51T p % generic ICHEUE, BIBTIERIMELNH 72 S5 X H 12 TE, M IFHRRIGLO LI
127 5. ¥ 72 Seiberg-Witten D & & E[FRIC M 12287 M TH B.

Pin~(2) €/ A — VIRANEE D Seiberg-Witten Mg & ¥7% % Fid—21%, Pin~ (2) €/ A —)L
TREY 27 A MM BBTLOMEMITAETRNI ETHS. §T5 & M ORI
ICERINDDIE 7/2 FEARDT, Pin™ (2) €/ R— A ALEREIEMBIC Z/2 12fli% & 2 AL R E
LTRDEIHICEFEINS:

SWY™ (X, s): H*(B*;Z/2) = Z/2, s {(a,[M]).

SWFP(X s) 13, b8 > 2 D& &, GHRPEB R LRIV G4 Db O ORI & 59, Mo
HAZR LS. b, =1 DL EEIEERZ OBIRMEE 3.

JER 3.12. ambient space B* = C*/G 1& RP™ & b{ XJiD b —7 ADERED K E b ©—H% Kf
D FREV2IARB M PHSMIARICZEIELHD, Z 2N AERIERIND
Babd 5.

AEBEPIEHHD & E 12X, RO Db 5.
WRE 3.13. V. >2 DL F SW(X,5) #£0 %613, X DIEEOGHRICH U CBHIMMOEET 5.
ZITRDEREERT 5.

T 3.14. X ZHIBEREE n XT4 kL U, X FOJESE —ElE X - X BE5A601Tw5
5. X AT 2RIIFRE (=X xun Z ELEE, W >2 Kok eRETS. COLE,
(B aRERY =8 a e H*(X;()/Tor %5 Pin~ (2)-basic class TH 3 &1F, X — X D Spin®-
Ml s TU T OEMEZN2THDTH %:

(1) modulo torsion T ¢ (s) = a.
(2) s ® Pin~(2) €/ K=V ALRIZIEFANTH 3.
% 3.7 LAam#E 313 KO XBHE LS.

8 3.15. X %' Pin~ (2)-basic class Z 2% 513, Y(X) <0.



3.4 LeBrun Dph3=EE(H

Z(X) DT 6 DFHiiD ¥ — & 7% % D13 LeBrun (T & 2 #i#EHlid Pin~(2) €/ A — VKT
H5.

fli’8 3.16 (Cf. LeBrun[12, 16]). a € H*(X;l® R) % Pin™ (2)-basic class &9 %. a Zil#t g IC
DWTOFRERXER—EH L & ZIZ, a D g-selfdual part Z a9 ERT. ZDEE X DEED
AlE g ITRL,

/X szdug > 3272(a™9)2.

AERH. (A, @) % (3.4) DRET 5. (3.6) 2 L, Cauchy-Schwarz DAEXZ V2% &,

! %
J it < [ splepan < ([ i) ([ 191t
X X X X

Fi = q(®) £fiv5 L,

[ sty = [ g0ty =3 [ 1y = 3252
X X

% 3.17. Pin™ (2)-basic class a EfEEDFHE g ICAL T,

T,(X) > 32r%(a™9)? > 32720

3.5 FEHRTEIE
AEHO B DOMEHZ, Pin™ (2) €/ K=V ALROIEHEEITH 5.

EIR 3.18 ([18],06]). X = M#N#Z #EM 1.1 DERELE T 2. X LDRRATR ¢ & Pin™ (2)-basic
class a DHIEL, (EE D =R g 1IN L T,

(at9)? > e (M)*.

AR 3.19. EH 1.2, EH 1.3 DZNTNDEREIZOVTDH, 2L Pin™ (2) €/ F— VAL
FOIEMEIRE FLASER D 37D,

EH 2.4 DFEHZ RS S 2 & T, M 1.1 DiEHZ BN IE 5.

ERL 2.4 OFEP. EBE 318 X D X 1Z1d Pin~ (2)-basic class a 2MFETE LA 3.15 £ D Y(X) <0
ThHhb. FLIDOLEEIEM318 LR 31T XD

V(X)|? = I(X) > 3271 (M)



4 FEHRTEERICOWT

ZOfi Tk, I 1.1 D X = M#NH#Z 122> Donaldson, Seiberg-Witten, ZZ7E 2 K€ k
E—AERIZEA 2 DIC, 8 Pin™(2) €/ A= AAZREFEILVOPICOLTREI L 2v», £
TROFFEICOWTHWIT 2.

R 4.1. TH 11D X = M#NHZ IZOWT, Z D3RD & 9 difsEfg s 2 —o L&t L § 5.
o S2x %, % OFEEILIE.
e SIxY b (Y)>1,Y() >0.
ZDEE X D Seiberg-Witten A&, Z5E 2 € b E— Seiberg-Witten A4 & X 0 TH 5.
MEDFMZ AT Z Oy % 72 L5 L, Rz
(1) b (2') 2 1,
(2) Z/ ZIEA A 7 —hEEHRZFFA T 5.

X% 7 EFNDNORG X W2aET 2 X = X'#2'. 771252, 5N LD Seiberg-Witten
HRADEY 2 7 4 22l M(X) &, RO ) EbEOERICE D ZNZTNDOHITDEY 2 7 1 22[H
M(X'), M(Z") DRAEERD X ) HbDEALTIENTES. L1 IEMICI based 77— P2
BEZ Gy & L, MR2ER% Gy THl- %2 M CHTEE,G/G =U1) DT M=M/U(1)
DS SEODS, HWFERID neck % HIE L ZFHRICOWVTRD X 5 A1 TE 5.

M(X) 2 (M(X") x M(Z")/U(1).

2T, A M(X) E M(Z') DR E SRR THE - 2Rl TH 5. 2/ ITIER A T — iR
BEAND E M(Z) BHRRE2EE 25D (R 3T3H), b,.(2) > 1 BOTHERZ b THIC
BEIT USRI S 2 2. fERELTMZ) =0 &40, M(X) =0 2REN 3.

LR Lo (1)(2) DIREZ W72 TR 2 EDIEED ZD.4 LA L (2) IRDZ>TW»T
b (1) I N, T45bb by =0 R OIFHMEIEEL 2. KRS, A 3.11(1) & FHBE, XA
YRYASY

W 4.2. N2 b (N) =0 27z 3745, N LOFBEDOZRICOWT Seiberg-Witten /I
IR E R,

XD, BIZIERDZ EDREING.
B 4.3 (Cf. [19]). EH 1.1 D M, N I L, M#N O Seiberg-Witten A2 RIZIEHITH 5.
X = M#N#Z @ Pin~ (2) €/ F—VALROIFEWNEIL, BEOMR LWATIORI NS, H
BE, Z BIiZ bf =0 LR BRI € HMAET 5. 35 Lam#E 3.11(1) & D, €Y 2 7 A 2K
fiez&te. M#N RICHHAZRETREZEZ % L 11K 3.9 Ll 4.3 06 M#N @ Pin™ (2) €/

R NVALEPEAHTH 2 L0 2. INLDHELI) EbEOEMIC KD, M#EN#Z
? Pin~(2) €/ K=V AZROIEEWME (ERE 3.18) BfF 50 5.

AEBRIE (1) DIREL T X = M#FNH#Z D Seiberg-Witten A2 S Donaldson A4 RS 0 IK%->TLEH. —
TEEAFE P E—RLRPLRNVT 4 ALAZLRIT (1) DRELT TR 0 1IX25R2WHNH 5.
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