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DOFERIE X PERY Z2Fo L SIIREINTED, Y PEEEF TR Y —FRH D & &, Froyshov
[10, 11, 12] %, Y DAL RZERL, COLAEREZN LT X ORXIERIH T 245245
w31

AE YDA, WASERKIC X 5 11/8 PRMKRREZ L2 THTH %!

FA 1.1 ([37). WO KP4 RICAE LRk X &
11
b2(X) 2 ()]
2l 22T, 0(X) 1d X OFFFEERT.

AEVERIRORIIERIE even TH D, even BAEMH L =Y 2 7 — AL, FFEEIPIETHR
WEZRDIBREFABTH S Z EDHSNT VS

0 1
p(—Es)EBq<1 0>, p>0,q>0.

PH 4 XICA € v S RED & Rokhlin DE KL D p ZEBTHRTIUET RS R, 11/8 PRIZRD
B NI=AT S NY (¥ 5
q=> §p.
11/8 FRICE Db 23R & LT, HHEBEHEK [13] ICX > Tb 726 SNAAEXD R HET
H5:

EE 1.2 ([13]). #Eo 2 RE4RICAE Sk X DREMHORXIER%E bo% 6
Ba(X) > L lo(X)| +2
BT
LORERSFFEEDEED & FRD LS 100z 5N 2
g>p+1 (1.3)

Manolescu [33] & FREOHHDOAEX (1.3) #, FER Y —BKH YV Z2EFUF2 4 XA V%
RREANEHRR L 72, SRR FETH S, £ 7, fERE2 B3,

EHE 1.4 ([33]). BERAETRY K Y OALR £(Y) € Z 2VERI N, LT OEEZF>.
(i) x(Y) ® mod 2 reduction ¥ Rokhlin AZ8& & —E§ 5.

(ii) Yo, Y1 Z 2 00%RBFAE Y KA LT 2. V) 2256 V] "OWSrHATEMHEALEY - ax
VT4 AL WAITKL,

K(Yl) 2 KJ(Y()) + %bQ(W)

. ISR e 0 1
(iii) Yo 26 Y1 "DWOHDHAEY « ARV T 4 AL W BEXIEH p(—Fg) @ q (1 0) %= RF

DL E,
K(Yl) +q > K(Yo) +p— 1. (15)

LFroyshov 1& 3 203 [10, 11, 12] TENZTNEBDRL I A/LEZBRL T2, ZN6DOBRIEBUTOL I 2L
Bbhz. [10] & [12] DAZERIE Seiberg-Witten Mz FVCERI N, 82 5 [12] OAERIZ [10] DRI >
TWw3. f7 [12] DALRED Heegaard Floer Bt correction term [41] TH 3. [11] DALHE & [12] DA ¥ 2%
VEVIRERGE LD, EEINDIEILLDDETH 5.




L@%@@ (iii) 2 AT HDOATER (1.3) DEERUS EHUTHYS T 5. Manolescu 12 & % ®XIGD =
e EIP AN BT 25X [36] Tld, Pin(2) [FZ Seiberg-Witten Floer FER Y —ZH\WT «, S,
v EVIAREERPERIN, ZNODOAREEILER 1.4 D (1)(ii) OWEZMZ L Tk, —J, &
M 1.4 DAZE k13, Floer 5B Y —TlE7% < Pin(2) A% Seiberg-Witten Floer K iz Fv»
TERINS. HHOEM (EH 1.2) PEEHIC Pin(2) WZ K Bz Hw o/ 2 2 Bwiid 2
6, R 1.4(11) OFEHSFHZ K iz w2 ZLiRETE 0L dbins.

EI1AIEBWT, W RFERY — - aRLT 4 ALDOLEE, W L —W DM (i) Z#/H7
%t k(Y1) =r(Yy) Do s. L7edioT,

% 1.6. x(Y)IZAEQY— - aR LT RLARERTH 5.

EE 17 CORIED, kIFRERY — - aRLT 4 RLBEDS 7 ~NDEBREEHRT B, Th
FHERITIC 370 & 0. TR 7.13 2L

EH 14 1FEDL S VIO EFEZ 52 THE7EA 90 ? ZD1DICIZEEHZBIEE L Ta b
DPR . ALER ((Y) OEBAEHEHNIZLL T O@E) Th 5.

EE 1.8 ([33]). (a) K(S3?) =0
(b) X(2,3,m) %, Bl plumbing DHIHR & LTI & % A#17 Brieskorn BRI & T 5% & &,

K(2(2,3,12n — 1)) =2, k(3(2,3,12n —5)) = 1,
K(2(2,3,12n+1)) =0, K(X(2,3,12n+5)) = 1.

(c) Wi Z D Brieskorn ERIANC AT L Tl

K(=%(2,3,12n — 1))
K(=%(2,3,12n + 1)) =

0, k(=%(2,3,12n —5)) =1,
0, k(=%(2,3,12n+5)) = —

EH 1AM BV T, Yo=Y, =83 92 L EHHIOEMEID k(93 =0 TH2DT, FERX
(1.5) 1ZHTHOAEN (1.3) X DI AFEAL LGB\, 7272, 2OFX vy 7130 5 T ENTE
2. FiE, BHRICBN S R Y —ERROMBIC L 5T, (1.5) X WO AFERHF N D 2 L03H
207, BICKERY —IKEICKH L, Floer Kg-split &£ WIMREZEAT S, (E&K5.11.) T5&
Yy 73 Floer Kg-split TH % & &, B iHlidfH o 5.

EE 1.9 ([33]). Yo, V1 ZRARBRER Y BRI L L, Yo 1& Floer Kg-split TH 2 LIKET 3. Y
. , NN . 1
D6 Y] NDEOEDBRAEY « ARNT 4 AL W DB p(—Es) @ q (? 0) ZRiH g>0

DL xE,
k(Y1) +q>rk(Yo)+p+1.

Floer Kg-split Th % HE 0 Y —BKHiIL, S2, £%(2,3,12n+ 1), £%(2,3,12n+5) TH 5. —17,
+%(2,3,12n — 1), £%(2,3,12n — 5) & Floer Kg-split TZ& W, EH 1.9 128V T Yo =53 &7
5 &

% 1.10 ([33]). X %, HAVBEHAET Y —HRAY THE LI KA v 7 4 RILAE Lk

hET2. X @ﬁy%ﬁbfp(—Eg)GBq((l) (1)> MO g>0DEE,

g>p+1-r(Y).



CORT, X510 Y = 5° T2 L EHORER (1.3) SHBE 3.

JEE 1.11. Manolescu [33] & IZIFFIRFHAIC Furuta-Li [14] 12 X > THEBROFER BB 5N T 5.
Manolescu [33] I3FEBHICEFFZ K Bn%z 9 23, Furuta-Li [14] D73 RATREN SEERZ K
HEm2 MG, [33] K DB LBELHEPIRON TR L X ) 7. T IN0s OREPFELI IR
A H%, J. Lin [26] 3% KO Mz w5 2 LT [33] X h b UELHEREZETHS.

DIT i DR %2 7R % . §2 T Monopole Floer &€ 1 ¥ — (Seiberg-Witten Floer FE 1Y —)
W2 DWW TEHICHIHT 5. §3 T Seiberg-Witten-Floer stable homotopy type SWF(Y) &9 D
DD T b 74 v &2IBRD. 2D SWF(Y) 1%, FEBRY—% & % & Monopole Floer &€ 1
T AEMOAE P E—HIT, SWF(Y) © K BlinzE 2 5 Z &£ Seiberg-Witten Floer
KB Ths. ZZETHETDS. §4 55 §8 T, AR THI ZH/ L 72 Manolescu [33] OH
27 5.

E7o, BE Y 5 P Ey 71290 T Manolescu HEIC X 2 fESELH (32, 35] 23H 5D TiiEs
ERWVWIEAT.

2 Chern-Simons-Dirac illE# & Monopole Floer IREOY —

Z DfiiTlZ Monopole Floer &€ 1 ¥ — (Seiberg-Witten Floer &€ 1 ¥ —) 12D THiHLIZHH
3 2. (FEANIZ [21] S8

Y #zEfMfilonzAHAERrY —38KM2 &L, V—< Vil g & spin® Hiid ¢ P52 651 C
W3 ETEH SE DAY/ NVHEEL, L=detS % determinant EFIEE T 5. S LD spin® i
Bh»674 7y 713 Dp: T'(S) - I'(S) BWELIN 5.

S 0(Y)=0%DT, S LDV spin® il By #5m& b8t LTHIET 2. §2 &l
O spin® B B I IMEEME 1 T b e iQU(Y) Ik > T B=By+b &RIN%.

EE 2.1. iQ(Y)aI'(S) LD Chern-Simons-Dirac B CSD ZRXDAUT L > TEET %: (b, 9) €
i0(Y) & T(S) 4L,

CSD(b,6) = - (- / bAdb+ / (6, D30+b¢>dvol>.
2 Y Y
7 — DR G = Map(Y, 1) 28 iQ(Y) @ T(S) 10K & 5 I/l § 2.
u(b, @) = (b—u~'du, ug).

bi(Y)=0D,E CSD I GIEHTAZETH %. L2 NEIZOWT, CSD DAFER Y b VHIERT
L5ze6n5:
VCSD(b7 ¢) = (*da + T(¢v ¢)7 DBo+b¢)‘

ZIT1(p,0) 1d p®¢* € T(End(S)) D trace-free part % Clifford T & > T H XAz £ifid
2K LS bDTH 5.

e VOSD(b,¢) =0 &) HFRAD (Y, ¢) D Seiberg-Wiiten R TH 5. L723> T, CSD
DEFEF R Seiberg-Wiiten X DIETH 5.

2Monopole Floer #E 0¥ —HE by (Y) > 0 DBFAICSERSN T2, llOLH I 2T bi(Y) =0 DBE
CEEEIRET 3.



o —Jj, THEDHRLHD K

)
§x(t) = —VCSD(z(t))
IR XY &9 4 RILERIED Seiberg-Wiiten el (ZFHKZSY -2 TE£LELbD) T

bH5.

HFE2T, CSD % Morse BI# & L7 Morse A€ 1Y —7%% Monopole Floer A€ 1 Y —
(Seiberg-Witten Floer F €0 —) ThH 5. fHL, Morse &€ 1 ¥ — Dl OFERIEIRD 2 5KTH
F Lk,

(1) (fERXIG). CSD Zi@E D Morse BAE A E I £ T2 LEIRMDIHEIZ co LEZONE
Wk Ri7e 2o, HEE, ~> 7 v OBERETR Y221 b RS oy 220 & IRXITTH 5.

(2) (G WFRME). CSD 13 GAZEBDT, ZDF FCTIREERAL GHIE L L THEEXITOKRE I %
FoTHNTLE). 2 TGHEHATE>TEZ L OREY #5935 L GIEAPAR
TROWEVLHIERDLD S, GFEAPHBTRODIZ QYY) @ {0} LORT, 2O k) nm%
reducible &N, Z DECEHTEEE ST TH B3 L3> TGERATES L, SRR SED
Bz,

(1) IZ2 T, FEH A DM I BULEL I R D720, R RE L O 2 i8S
BRAMEE L TEREINS. T2 EHNEEDY 1 Th 2R E 2K SARTRD trajectory DEE L
A% 2 L THSMERR S ERS N D

(2) ICBIL T, ST R R A Z A ER Y —ICHID AL D J7IZ)E LU T Monopole Floer A€ 1Y —
D3OD7 VLA N— HM,(Y,c), HM,(Y,¢), HM,(Y,c) BXEFEI NS, 2415 1% Heegaard Floer
FAEQY—D3ODT LA A= HFH(Y,¢), HF~(Y,c), HF®(Y,c) EXIEL, MET 2 b oF+:
DA TH 5 Z & DAY Kutluhan-Lee-Taubes [22] 12 X > THZ b7,

EE 2.2 ([22).

b ST ORFRMEE LD 3AT D J512)E T Monopole Floer FER Y —D 3 DD 7 L A WN—=23E
BXNB LS50, BEENICES &, HM, = HF+ 13 Borel 80— HE BT 200 &
EZZ25N%. Borel REQY—EF, ST X I LT EST — BS! 23T ST R & L CRAE
JICKZAENE—F X xq BES' 252, ZOREQY—DZ L Thote. —F HM, = HF™,
HM, = HF>® 13ZNF 1 co-Borel 3 ER Y — Tate FER Y —E Vo7t bDICHINT 5.5

3G fEMDYATH % 1% irreducible & 5.

1Z0RTELH R0 Y —IFMRKILO HRIG) Hh 2R TWRRERY -t b, 207D Too/2 RIT
Morse FERY—; LWLIRBNINZ I EHH L LI

5Borel, co-Borel, Tate &€ 1Y —D—fEHI2 OV T Appendix A ICfHICE L 7. ST @ Borel, co-Borel, Tate
FERY =i, ¥v vy THICE - T, H, (pt) = H*(BS') = H*(CP™) = Z[U] MEEDOHEDA % . Monopole Floer,
Heegaard Floer M7A € 1Y —0 Z[U] MBFOREEIE 2 UIGT 5.



3 Seiberg-Witten-Floer stable homotopy type

Hiffii D #& 4 b T, Monopole Floer €1 Y —® 3 ffilx Borel, co-Borel, Tate &\ 7z[[{Z+H €
0y —IC TEEEENICRIG) B o703, 2S5 DERETIEFEEEZRSDBDDEVSGTH S, e
o INGDALFEO Y —ZWENIEHPELIN T RVDRLTH L. Z I TROMZEILT
3.6

Bl. 3 RIULHRAR Y I LT, ROMWE%Z D D well-defined 7 S Z2[H] SWF(Y) IZERTEZ 550 ?
(a) SWE(Y) 12115 B EHKT Y ORMALERTH 2.

(b) SWE(Y) D L25XE S HZFER Y —7 51k Monopole Floer FER Y —75 L [HMT
bH5.

2D &9 %idAILiEZIT Cohen-Jones-Segal [4] 12 & > T, KT symplectic Floer theory 128>
THINED, FERICIFE-> TRV E ) 7.

Manolescu [30] &, b1(Y) = 0% % Y & spin® ffi& ¢ Io0f LT, HAAME ST 22 SWF(Y,¢)
T, FOEE S FE P E—HD well-defined 72 Y ONHAETEE 22D DEMKNT 5 2 LI
L7, 51T, 20 St 2/ SWF(Y,c) @ Borel, co-Borel, Tate 1€ Y —%2i % &, Z
Z#1 Monopole Floer 7 €1 ¥ — HM,(Y,¢), HM4(Y,¢), HM.(Y,c) LB E 72 2 L OFEHA
Lidman-Manolescu [24] 1 & - TG 2 6 7.

ZDXIHIT (Vo) DALED ST 2EME L TERINSIGH oK E LRI, e 2R3 R
Y —NaEE (B2 c OHZ (2) Freuy—dE) 2#EHT % 2 L TRAY BAZLEDED
WBoNnbZETHS.

Manolescu @ SWF(Y ¢) 1&, IEMEICIE, (58RI 7 Spanier-Whitehead graded suspension category
D STAERFUMEEZONLH LA T I — ¢ ONROFERE (L DIEHICIE ST IBERARY
F7L)ELTERINS. R%Z ST OHWHARRE, C 220RICK2RHLETZ. ¢ OWNRIEXK
DX HBEDH (X, m,n) TH S+ X 1F ST HMEMNT 2 B4 E 22T ST-CW ik & A€ b
E—[EIC%25D, meZ, necQTH2. 200K (X,m,n), (X',m',n') DHEDEHDELZ
n—n' €Z DL EDRIETH AL

COhmk,leZ[(Rk @ (Cl)+ A X, (Rk+m_m' o Cl+n—n')+ A X/}Sl
TH5. ZITEHTE—may 3y MezET. flZIE CIZBWTRD 3 D2ONRIZFAMNTH %:
(X,m,n), (RTAX,m+1,n), (CTAX,m,n+1).

WEZT2E, mn ZERPOSDLLEEIICR, C DBEIZOVTDWERE encode TE2ETH
%. n DEHE A DI Monopole Floer & E 1 ¥ —7% 3 RILELRMARIZIE U CTHBEEAED absolute
grading 22> Z LICBD 2. 72720 ST %M X % (X,0,0) LARTIEICT D E, m, n HIEE
BorE (X,m,n)1x TERNZ%) desuspension X—mEY"CX (ZxHIid 5.

V % S ECEHTS o ROCEHERZ PALVERETE E,V & C* DIED ST 2 E LT
DOFRMEBRD ST FE FE—HIT B TH L. ZDHDORDERED well-defined TH 5.

Y V(X,m,n) = (X,m,n + dimc V).

6 Z offlix, Monopole Floer &€ 1 Y —D#ICH 2 IR ILD 7 0 —DBANXMH, &) RN D> D Hidk
fLEBWVR 2759,



W % St SHBICERT 2 b ROGHER Y7 PVERET S E, ARESR - W - R OFE FE—H
D H5. L2l reor DFEFE—HEITEBIZEE D, XD well-defined TH 5.

> W(X,m,n) = (EV X, m + 2dimg W, n).
R 3.1. Sl-cquivariant stable O-stem 75 (S°) (& S @ Burnside ring A(S') & BT Z &
—fHlEND. Htld £1 ODATH Y, MEZ2EOPEI LTHAII N S.
SWEF(Y,¢) DR Z BHICHIHT 2. BROFA v FIRD 21 THS.

(1) BRRITEMR. CSD OARRIFMRAIICZEM Lo 7u—Th 5. Tzl [13] 128w T
10/8 REX DI FV & 7B RRICEM D 2 75 % > THBRR TG/ 22 Eo 7 v —
ELTERIT .

(2) Conley $E¥. Conley 887 L3 N1¥RDH 2D THE FE—ALRE, THS. (IEfExR
EFRIIHEIBT 2.) Morse FEB DML B2 2 £23CE 228 Conley HREUIETIZ % K E
FE—HTH 5. (1) TR NIBRXILD J14FRD Conley FEDS, REMIZ SWF(Y,¢) T
H5.

SWE(Y,¢c) DRED 77 + 74 v &BRS. (GG [30] 204.8)

Step 1 (Coulomb projection). 7 — Y ZHafft G DIIIHE Gy %
Go = {9 = e

LEETDE, G 13 iQY)DT(S) WHBICIEAL, G/G = ST L% 2. SUERZEEL T G,
JTHEND 72D 7203, FEERICH 2R L Tbo2E 2 50 0 Iic Gy DA F A4 Z (Coulomb slice)
D EICEHRS 70— 2 T2 45 L T (Coulomb projection) % 2 5.9 Coulomb slice (X TH-Z
5N5.

§:Y—>R,/Y§dvolg:0}

V =ikerd* @ T'(5).

VIZix ST BMEHT %, ST i ikerd* ICIZHBIC, T(S) I HETIEHT 3.
ARRDOFTRANIRD LI IR T ENTE %!
0
570 =~ + )@ (1)). (3.2)
ZZTlE l(a,¢) = (xda, Dp,1q¢) &) HOHEBIEENFETH 2, c BT ZEE R (a,0)
KT 252 - KA THS. BRI L clESTHETHD, Lo T7u—bZI)Ths. Vi
Y472 Sobolev (L2) / VA THEMLT 5 &, 11 elliptic, ¢ (a8 MEAIHE L% 5.
f1< 5> T Seiberg-Witten €274 D av 87 MEps, V Eo7a—IcB L TIEAWZLRC
EVRIZDIFHAERERICEVTTHS. Thbd, M RER R>0DFEL, HEzhLE L
728E R OBRE B(R) OHic, 2 TOSR A LR R L 285 AR % trajectory 239 21X D A
25912 TES.

Step 2 (BRRITER). 7 <0<v %% 7, v IZXL, V¥ %, | OEAZEMCHEAMED (r,v] |
EFNDZHDLTRSND V OFRRICHIERMETS. VIHEELL7u—23 512 VI

"Conley fRED IO W TIIHIZIE [5, 43, 45] 2 2. Manolescu DX [30] THMLEHEDEH SN TS,
8HEDSEIL SRV L LNV [40] I8 b ko & LMH1H 5.
9% 1% Coulomb slice I 2 TE2HE) TEZ I LDLDITb(Y) =0 DIREPBLETH 3.
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-
-
[

=
E3




THE LI\ LIE VY 2005, ¢ O VY ~OFIROBKRIE I VY 2 3AHTHE Lk, 2
O T, v ICBL TS »ICELT 28 p2: V = VY RT3, (p¥ FEREHEE AL <
fEoins.) Vv LoARG (3.2) 2T 2 VY Eo7a—BROXNTEZ 605

D t) =~ pe)a(r). (3.3)

Zo7u—b STEZTH 5.
Step 1 Dif&bH DIZHR7z a2 %7 MMEICHIET 2 2 £ VY D70 =20 THED .

8 3.4 ([30], Proposition 3.). Step 1 Db H D R IZXHL, v, —7 Z 17K E {HEUR, (3.3)

D trajectory z(t) ¥ EED t IZDWT B2R) IZ&HEN 5% 6, FEid B(R) IKHEENTWV 5.

Step 3 (Conley #E#). Conley e DWW CRIBICIERT 2. ZHE M 1IZ 1 /35 X — 5254
BE{o} BEASGNTEL LY. a7 FEAS AC M IZX L invariant set, Inv(4, ), 2K T
ERT 5

Inv(A,p) ={z € A|pi(x) € A for all t € R}.

S=TInv(A,p) EL7EE, S CIntAd DRY D% 6, S % isolated invariant set &FFLN, A %
isolating neighborhood & M3,

E&E 3.5. S % isolated invariant set & § 5. ROFEMEMT-$T a7 FVEGOX (N, L) %, S
® index pair & FESS:

(1) LC N C M.
(2) Inv(N\ L,p) =S CInt(N \ L).
(3) L X N @ exit set ThH 5:

Ve € N, if (Gt >0s.t. () € N)= (0<3IT <tst. o (x)€L).

(4) L ¥ N I \T positively invariant TH 5:

Givenz € L,t >0, if (0 <Vs <t,ps(x) € N)= (0<Vs <t,ps(x)€L)

Conley [5] I3 isolated invariant set (¥447 index pair ZFfDZ L ZRL T35,

EE 3.6. isolated invariant set S & index pair (N, L) 12 L, At & 22/ (N/L, [L]) DXERL
HEFREFE—HZ Conley fiE &, I(S) LFHL.

Bl 3.7. ERRILLHEMAE X _ED Morse BI%L f 122W>T Morse flow 2% 2 %. p 215 k DIEE
LRIEFRE T2 L, p ZNERICEAEDEEH R 2 &SR\ p D a7 MEFIZ {p} 2 isolated
invariant set &9 % isolating neighborhood T®H %. Z® & & Conley 8% I({p}) ¥, k XICEKIA
DFEME—HTH 3.

Conley fRBUIDLIT OHWHE %2 £ .

(a) I(S) 1 S DAIT K 5. FEFE, index pair N/L D7 % choice IZXf L, Z16 DR DOEEAER
RIESAERE P E—FAED D B



(b) 70 —DHEHHAETLIZH LTS I(S) EAETHS. TabL, 70— o (r € [0,1])
WOWT EESNAa VT FMEG AR HoTor 2P LI EZIT AN S, =Inv(A, p")
@ isolating neighborhood TdH % & F 12, I(Sy) & I(S)) FERMEFRE FE—[FETDH .
COMRFATE AT P E—[HE D EEHENTH 5 .10

ER 3.8. Lo (a)(b) LB ZEHEN S € P E—RAEERIZ 7 e —2 O THEREINS. Fik,
Conley fiBDERICE VT, ZZHHIRINICFE b E—HREIE £ > T 5 721) Tld well-defined
ERBVDBTVEVI)IGLH LD T, X DRI N Conley FEBOMENREZ SN2 I LD
5. Z D4, index pair D & D FITG U 72 RN ER2MERE, 200 OROBENEHRD K€
=4 —@%ﬁﬂ’i’ bbb D% Conley FEE L M5 [43].

Tz DRI 7 v —I12 ST MER L T\ 7z, Conley FEEUCOWTYH, a v 37 + Lie #f G 2MEH
TRV TTD GHERDBEZ 5NT WS [9,42]. G [HAZEZR 78— o & ZD isolated invariant set
SIZX L, G A% 7% index pair (N, L) DFEIRIN, G HZEFE P E—D L X)L T well-defined
7% G A% Conley 8% I5(S) PEEI N 5.

WG IIEE S 7. Tk DRWMZ B Z 9. ARXOOEM VY RIZ 1+ pYe THEEINS ST ALK
70— ¢’ BH 5. B2R) o ldAM B I DR trajectory 72 b D LD AT EEDLELE
Sy ¥ BE, 3405 S C B(R) TH3. FEKE S I3 isolated invariant set TH h, B(R)
23% @ isolating neighborhood T&% %. L7255 T S A% Conley {58 % 14 %:

IV = Igi (SY).

Bl 3.9. T4x DIRBUICB LT V = VY DOJF 0 1EME—D reducible ZER A (Thb L ST EE
THHBHEHR) THS. 5 0 1ZXEDS 0 TIRMLEMREL, S 512 6 PIIHIKE 1 @ irreducible
DEFFR I S D=2 FH o7 EKEL X 9. irreducible (21% ST SHBI/EHT 2 DT, T—o
DERIIFERNEGDOHTE LTSI =2t nH 2L THD. 2Fh S=S1. ZOFEFRE S b
Morse-Bott OEECIERILEIRKETS. ZORWPET, v,—7 >0 DL ZF, ST [AZ Conley 5%
I? = Ig:1(SY) 13 attaching map
£: 55 = $I(0)

TWRIE SIS ([31, Section 6]). T 2T, I(O) IFEM—xKH57% 5 isolated invariant set © = {6}
? Conley fi#TH %. attaching map ¥ {S!, 5% g1 = {S°, 8"} = Z THFEINDE. 5D
attaching map f @ degree 25 1 o7 ERET 2. T5 & 17 13 S' ® unreduced suspension S*
TH35IZ EDDH 5. unreduced suspension D DIHADY Conley FEEDIELTHY, b H—H
DIEMIFER 6 TH 5.

RE 0 DFEM 0 DIFHPITKEL 1 D irreducible ZIERIEARHERSS n ldH 2 & E, NET 2
Conley 6503 n D S* ZFUH LS THAL D DT 208, ZOZRIFR E ST FE ¥ —[HEfE
THHIERDDS.

Stve(Si)v.--vE(st).
n—1

ZITSL I3 St EFER D disjoint union 2E Y. ZOFRBPIIROFHETHEM LI R TH 5.

Step 4 (SWF(Y,¢)). [ERID AT v 7°C, SR Lo 7% ST 22/ [V B oil. RO TRIE, D%
M6 Y DFMEP 7, v Lo RXIX=FIKE LB € ONREESL I LTHS. (IEMEICIE
NIRX=F %225t € NTHBZHONRICZD 2 DHBESNS.)

Ozhh TRE FE—ALEME) OEWTHS. Conley D Z DF L WIEEDY, SWF(Y, ¢) D well-definedness D7k
Died crucial R TH S EBbNS.




T, v 2B L EDLEIL, I+ plec DEBZTIRD T ETRO 2 EBHIBNES IChD 5!
i 3.10 ([30). " < T,V >V DEE
IY = (V)T AT

(ryv] &2 (7', V] WCHERT % L &, VT 13 | OREEISER ORIy 2 £ L T 5. ARICIERIE
W ple WP 72 525745, (7,0 ~NOILKTHBOIELD VI, DRIG/THNM L, Conley Hi%
&L TEMEDBRE D LD 2 L3bh 5. LOMIEIZIERIEE D H > TH 2N D DT L
EFEoTWV3,

W 310 X, HESNZnecQITHLT, ¢ DR 2V (1,0,n) ik 7, v 2ZLEETH ¢
OHTRBTH S Z 30D 5.

RICEHRZEDPT EMPEZ 200 %2F 2 5. #IEH | O—2DE5713 Dirac fEHETH > 7%
D, CNOBEIIFHEBIIKELTLE) . Lo, 7 ZEEL T ELTYH, HEZTNTE
— I VO DRIEBED->TLE ). 2T, ZTOZ{L%E detect T 58 n(Y,c,g) ZLATD X9 1T
AT, W 2GR 4RGERETH W) =0%2A7%L, Y ZERELTH2ETE. W ICH
RY OEFHED 0,1 xY EEREERZ )Y —< Vit § ZBET 2. Y @ Spin® i ¢ 2 W
FIHEE L, 2@ determinant line bundle % L £ $5%. A % Y O CRANCEE L 72 FiHE:
% By DBIEFRLICKR>TWS L OBHiE T2, ZOEE (L2 Q DIt LTEES. (1L
I N =[H(Y;2) ELCTa(l)?e iz ThH3.)

A IZlAfET % Dirac fERI#E% Df& & L, Atiyah-Patodi-Singer ® A7 F)UEIRLSEM: 1] Z1E
Cor zBEELT, GHRZ2E2 L2 E 2D VD OXRITLOZIFE (Y, ) D Dirac fEHHFED spectral
flow &% L <, 24U Atiyah-Patodi-Singer DIFBGERE [2] 225 indc(D}) DAELHFL W

dimg (V) g, — dimp(V,)g, = SF(=Dag,) = inde(D} . ) —inde(D} )M

L#rL, inde(DY) 13 W IEFLTL ) REDT, W OFRF5HE o(W) £ LT, n(Y,¢,g) X
DEIHIIEET 5 R
a(l)—o(W) 1

S € SNZ. (3.11)

ZUd (Y,e,g) DATIRE D, W &G4 D choice ITHAFEL 2. LEX D XROBGBESNS.

n(Y,c,g) = indC(D;;) —

dimg (V)4 + 2n(Y, ¢, go) = dimg(V.?)4, + 2n(Y, ¢, g1)-

VoL T vt
SV (17,0,n(Y, ¢, ) (3.12)
EV) CONREEZL L, € DFT 1, v, gD choice ICXSTHBLNREEERT 22 3D
D%, A4 =712 Seiberg-Witten-Floer stable homotopy type SWF(Y,¢) % (3.12) @ € (T8}
LAMHE L CTERING.

Manolescu [30] (& &k DRI, 7, v, g ZHD R 7 & 10, HHENLRRIBEERINDL I L%
MLTW5. L7edd>T SWF(Y,¢) Z X DEHIC, H2FD ST ALKEARY 7408 LTER
THIENTEL. Thbb, SWFE(Y, o) 1 € DR (3.12) &k &, 215 DR DR FRILH D
RELTEEINS.

ER 3.13. 2 2T Seiberg-Witten-Floer stable homotopy type I DWW TWw{ O»EEE LTE (L.
AL, ¢t #8H L &, 713 Da g, PEAMHEICES BV ERET 3.
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o REITIE [30] DNEZDLFEL CFHHAL 7223, [30] ICI3HNAL R £ 2 5 HFr i
BXYy THRHDIEDPHOENT WS [34). 2DX v v 7l T. Khandhawit [18] (2 &k - T
EEnTws. —J, ) &be Xz o7 [31] IS EMiNAR X v v 7BRO»>T0 3
% 9 7273, Khandhawit-J. Lin-Sasahira [19] ICEWTEIEI NS L DI L7,

e [30] X b1(Y) =0 DEEDHZEWR S TS, by (Y) > 0 DEE~DILE L LT, Kronheimer-
Manolescu [20], T. Khandhawit [16], Sasahira [44] 23® 5. b1 (Y) > 0 D & &, Himaiks’
b1(Y) XudD (Picard) F—7 2 LofRe L TEMLIN L DT, 2D T L okk4 Iz N2 5]
SR 2L 0 (Y) =0 THIUL, Step 1 IZEWT, —KD Coulomb slice D 111242 T
EREELTEZIDIENTELD, b (Y) >0 DEEIZZHBHHICIZO2RY. b (Y)>0D
EEOWEEE WART 200 5L LT, [20] & [44] X MR & 228 [16] 13540 2. G
2 2T R% . F 7% Khandhawit-J. Lin-Sasahira [19] Tl b1(Y) > 0 O & & OFHRA
L L) dbeAXBEb S Z ) 7.

o AKHi TR L 72 [30] DITETIFHARRIGERIZ > TH 5 Conley index theory (ZHfHiA
&l FlEZ B, HIRKIGEM % #Ehe 3 ICERK I 6 & ) EEENIC SWE(Y,s) %
B TEROPLVHIMDBEZ NS, ZDDITHIBRIT (H 5\ oo/2 XJL) D Con-
ley index theory Z L2 X E#HT 5 L W) HEBEZ N0, ZOHHOMIE LT
T. Khandhawit [17] 2% 5. BI#i$ % FE v 7 &£ LT, Floer €1 ¥ — DAy 7 5ok &
LCH D co/2 RICDO RN T 4 A L% T % Lipyanskiy [29] 3% %.

4 AEViEELE Pin(2) EA

s BACUREELOEE S spin B E T3 &, 5 DAY VHIZVUILEDOREEDIAD, T4 T v
JEHFE IR H MBIk 5. T2 L BGERREONTREZ ST RAHED S G = Pin(2) MRk~ EHAK
5. 2ZTPin(2) =S'UjSt cH THh 3. EFE Coulomb slice V = ikerd* §T(ST) ~® G
HIE, A8 VANBMTEB D2 T H, 1 EANBRZHERY G — {1} 2L TEA60 5. /F
FHERIL L 1%, ST DItk 1 IKEL j 2 -1 KWETHERBTH L. ZOFHIZOVT L cld G
ZBThHY, LEhoT7u—b G AETH%. Hifioikimnz ST LS G HEICEZ S I LT,
G % Conley f88%15%.

IY = Ig(S57).

G AZ7% SWE(Y,s) ZEFR L7 GBS K0P LEL S h>Twa7, dtROIY B 2 I
% well-definedness 234> LJE/rTdH 5. (Manolescu [36], §3.4 ZH.) bbb O HIND7-® 121X
SWF(Y,s) Z# GBIEART F 7L LT NVEMT20EIEH, LPEREGLREFEIE—
L L TEEIN T4 DT, Manolescu [33] IZfEWVZ N2 T 5.

¥9 G OERBICOVLTCHTFZHET 5.

(1) R Z %L 1 uRBLLE T 5.
2) R % 1 RIGHSEE, T4bb5 STHEBICHERL, j 25 —1 OETE AT 258 L3 2.
(3) H% GOt E LoD S DMITHIC L 2 KB LT 3.
EH5ICC=RerC&ET2. HRHELTCIIR? LAMTHZ. ST, IV 1EKRD &) %
DERETES.
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R 4.1 ([36), Lemma 3.6). T KE% v, —7 I L, S¥ @ index pair (N, L) T, Conley 5
X =1V = N/L B3R %1 $ b DBHIET 5:

(a) X @ S' FEEES XS 13 s ZIuBkil (R*)T (s > 0) 12 G FE F & — [
(b) X\ X5 ~o G X E .
EFE 4.2. Lo (a)(b) i/ THMMNE G-CW #lk X # 1L )L s © SWF BIZ2fH] & 5.

A 41 DD T R4 v,V DA reducible(ST FE ) 2R ETH BHE—DETH
5. VS Le=0Tdhh, LEd>T VS LICHIRL 77 0 — @ EEoazEERE E LT
BRI k> THERI N A 70 —Ch 5. HRRIGEM V¥ 2H->Th, (VX)) ~OflRIZ)H
BOAZREREE LA 70 —CH Y, (VS ICHIRL 72 & DA —AD 54 % isolated
invariant set @ Conley 803, M D~ 7 v D EEMEZEMORITTE s LT 5 L s XILEKIAI
(RYTICGHREFE—FETH 2. 7 V2 (VS ~D GIERIZEHHTH 2. O

BIZX DBEZ K HimEBZLD, 20L& s DMABICHE D X H IS, s=2t THNL G
72 Bott A2 &
Ko(X5') = KEo((CHT) = R(G)

DR D SLHE B O AV R VAL TH S.12 22T R(G) 1F G OEERBBITH 5.
X 2L ~b s DMEED SWEF BIZER & L, :’)fﬂ (X,m,n) (meZ,neQ)ZHE25. TDLY
=il b DR DFMERIRZ KD & ) ITHERT 5.

EE 4.3. (X,m,n) & (X',m/,n’) D3 stably even equivalent TH 5 &%, n —n' € Z %7z L
RDEXI% M, N,r>0 & GFE I —[AEGEERPFLETLIETHS:

ErRz(M—m)@z(N—n)HX A ET]RE(M_W/)CE(N_”/)HX/.

¢ % (X,m,n) @ stably even equivalence class 2EDEA L L, € DILZ spectrum class & I
L

5 SWFEEHORZE K EBHEAREE (Y, s)

PLED¥ERD D 12 (V,s) D K BN AAZE k(Y,s) 2 E£T 5. £7 G =Pin(2) OEBIB
R(G) 1220w T, W 220FHHEEZ BT,

EE 5.1 FHBERG) 3é=[C] & h=[H TERIN, Z2noDMDOBERIZ 2 =1,6h=h T
5.

BRRICZRD L I I B Z 5

ER-R
R(G) = Z[w, 2]/ (w? — 2w, zw — 2w)

12Furuta-Li [14] TE L UMK E VI REEZ BT, BIMREMN ETEZ 2.
B(X,m,n) 1& ST DL ELELAFTTH S, 2ITO m FEEXICIC, n BUTGEDORITCICHNIET 20T ST ok
ED1/2 LD, B EEALIPREDPS LIRS [33] KE&bETZOEFICLTEL.
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& # 3N, augmentation homomorphism &
R(G)—7Z, w,z+0,

augmentation ideal 13 a = (w,2) TH 5.

EE 5.2, w, 2 BENEFNC, HZ 1M EDGRY VK E S 7MD K Bl Euler TH 5.
X %L ULDMESO SWF B2 L 2. 10 X5 - X % inclusion & L, CHDFHET 24

R Ko(X) —» Kg(XS') #%2%. 4 XS =~ (CYT DT, Kg(XS") 1 Bott ML D

Bott class b,z Z/EHIt e § 2 HM%A R(G) MEEFTH 2. L7h>T R(G) DA T T J(X) T,

JX) b =Im* L2 bDPEE 5.

#RE 5.3 ([33]). LU HMEBD SWF BIZEf] X 1ok L, +9KE% k>0 236> T v e J(X)
P 28 e J(X) DIKD 3L,

Proof. XRDERRINEFZZ 5:
s Ka(X) 5 Ka(XS') = Ka(X/XS') = -
X/XS1 D G ERIZIES %2R E HH 7% DT augmentation ideal DJT w,z € a I nilpotent I
Ka(X/X5") > K((X/X5")/G) ~EMT % ([3], Proposition 4.3 DFFHIZH). O
RG)IZBWT, w? =wz = 2w BDT w-wk =w-2F =2kw DIRY LD, 2T TROEHRE
5.
EE 5.4. LLHMESD SWF BUZER] X 1SR L

E(X)=min{k > 0|3z € J(X),wz = 2Fw}.

ER 5.5. Furuta-Li [14] bFAROAZERZER L T 523, Manolescu Db D LEED TV S
%5 X IICRZ B Lz, Furuta-Li [14] TREFIRE Ko BERPHVSE L0 ) iEnIE
HHY, AEBROMY B LTICAENZEC TRV ES > TRWEEDbLNS. K, Lo k(X) %
Furuta-Li [14] DR TERMET 2 LU TOXIICH S, tr;: R(G) - Z % j DIREEE T2 &, try
L2 w, 2 DBRIZEDIT2THS. T5E J(X) D tr; ICkBBIE, B2 EIEEL T 28 THEK
ENBLZDATTLTHL. ZDEDPLED K(X) £—3T 3.

—77, J. Lin [26] DAZERD PPRAA > THZ 2 053G HEMIE Eilo b o LRk TH 5. HEAR
i tr; ZRHL TV 2D, 2% KOg BOXBUIEL TREL LD DEZH VTV 3.

DI, 3(X), k(X) DEEZIZET 5 ([33], §3).
fRE 5.6. L ~LHMEsio SWE BIZE[] X 1cxf L,

JEEX) =3(X), IEFX) =2 J(X).

L7225 T
E(ECX) = k(X), K(SEX) =k(X) +1.

WES5.7. X L X % L-ULOMEEO SWEBIZE L T2, 55 r>0 1L T OEX 206 NRY!
D G FE P E—FAEEENH 2 L E, J(X) =I(X), k(X) =k(X') TbH3.

13



WES58 X & X' ZLNUDHEUMEE 2t THDEH) % SWEFRZEMET S, f: X - X' %G
ZEGT, STEEREANDHIR flys G FE P E—AEGHRZE > EIRESTS. 20L&

k(X) < k(X))

WRE5.9. X & X' ZLAADBZNEN 2,20 THDH L)% SWEHIERE L, t <t/ ZIKET 3.
f: X = X' % GHEGHRT, GHEEREENDHIR flxe 28 G FE b E—AEERT > 72 LRGE
ER-R O R

E(X)+t <k(X')+t.

ER 5.10. #li 5.8 Ll 5.9 (I ZNZIUER 1.4(i1), (iil) 2R TOIH61 5,
WTNHEEHIZE S TH 203, am D HIG] & L TR b DD RGEHZ LT

it

#iE 5.6 . YCX wowToEEIR (8CX)S = 5C(XS") Lwvd HFEE Bott FMIMELD
it .
YEX IZOWTOEREZRTDIZ, inclusion 725 FEI N RO AMAXAREZE 2 5
Ke(ZEX) —— Kg(X)

Ko((EFX)5") —=— Ka(XS))

1%

(SEX)S" = X5' 0 CTOKEHADEHRIIESEEETH . £7 Bott MM Ko(SHX)
Kg(X) ODF T, LoKFHADOGEHIE A (H) =2 O»FHEFA-HEINE. ZhkD

IEX) =z 3(X)
ML) . O
L AOLDMEED SWEF RIZE[] X, m € Z,n € Q D=2/ (X, m,n) IZKL,
E(X,m,n) :=k(X)—n
EEETSH. 51T, (X, m,n) TREI NS spectrum class S € € ITXf L
k(S) := k(X,m,n)

LEFET . il 5.6, i 5.7 XD, ZOEEIZ well-defined TH 5.

Y #EHFER Y Bk, g 2 Y DR, s 2ACUEELSEE S Spin MG E T 5. oK
E% v, —7 I LPETO X 91T Conley F8 [¥ 2E 2 5. V0 13 1BAUTHIG ST 580 & AE /L
SRS 20 OEANCHET 228, A€ EEOEA 1 TR0y iE R oM (VOR) £ T 3),
A VI H OER (VIH) £$2) Th5:

VO = VOR) @ VO(H).

M 4.1 X0 1Y 1ZL~LAS dimg VO(R) @ SWF BIZE[] & 7248 5.

n(Y,s,g) ICBIL T, (V,s) ZILRT % 4 KICEHMRIE E L TAE VSRR (W,5) 2> TE R
3 LBREEN K. ZDL E
o(W) 1

€ <7
8 8

n(Y,s,g) = QindHDA +
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Th5.
r = dimg V2(R), h = dimg VO(H) & L, spectrum class S(Y,s) € € ZRXD & I ITEHT 5.

S(Y,s) (12, 57 h+ 3n(Y,s,9)] if r is even
75 =
(12, 5(r+1),h+ $n(Y,s,9)]  if ris odd

§3 O S S(V.5) v, 7, g KK, (V.5) OALRTHS I LW 5.
RDE I k(Y,s) ZEET 5:

K(Y,5) = 2k(S(Y,5)) € éz.

Y DB ER P —IRHD & & 5 13 TRICEE HDOTHIC k(YY) ERT. ZDOLE n(Y,s,9) €Z
D, R(Y)EZTHS. I51T, S(Y,s) = [(X,m,h+ in(Y,s,9))] LELKLEIC,

K(Y) = 2k(S(Y,5)) = 2k(X) — 2h — n(Y,s,9)
DT k(Y,s) ¥ Rokhlin NERDF S RiFThH b ed3brs. (EH 14, (i).)
ZZTHFTE KL Floer Kg-split £ WIHARZERL TEL.

E&E 5.11. (i) LU MHED SWF BIZE] X 2% Kg-split TH 5 EE, D k>0 BHEAELT,
JX)=(F) ¢RI LETHS.

(i) (Y,5) 7% Floer Kq-split TH 2 &1F, THKER v,—7 > 0 1K L, 17 &L <1k SR A3
Kg-split THHI L TH 3.

Keo-split ZIRET 2 EME 593U T ICRDOSNS.

WES5.12. X &L X ZLRUDBZNEN 2, 2t THB L) 7% SWFHIERE L, t <t/ ZIRET
3. EHI1C X 13 Kg-split ZERET S, f: X = X' % G HAEGHRT, G HEESELG~DHIR
flxe DG A E P E—FAEGHRE ST ENET S, COLE

E(X)+t+1<kX')+t.

6 SWFEBZROFIE ~(Y,s) DFFES
F 3 O SWF BIZEH o % 2815 %

Bl 6.1. b Hiffize SWF BIZE[iZ X =S Th%. ZDLE J(S)=(1),k(S°)=0ThH2%. %
7B 5.6 X0,

ICoHH) =(2), k(C'eH)) =L
L7h3o T8k (Cf @ HY) T 13 Kg-split TH 3.

X ZLA0LHY 2t © SWEF BIZEH L L, X/ %, FRZRWT G S HIICEHT 2 2H/M L T2 L,
XVX bLLA 2t O SWF BZEMTHS. CDEE Ko(X VX)) Kg(X)® Kg(X') TH
D, RBEFIODS:

IXVX)=3(X), k(XVX)=kX).

LERo>T X =(CtoH)T DEE, X VX' b Kgsplit Th 5.
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Z % GHHBCENT S G-CWHkE L, Q=2/G L. Z % Z ® unreduced suspension
ET5 L, Z1ELRL 0D SWF BZEMTH L. ROFEERINEEZ 5:

o > Kg(Z) - Kg(8°) = Kg(22Z,) — -
Z ~0 G EHIEAERDT, KX(SZ,) 2 Ka(Zy) 2 K(Q) TH Y, LORINERD X I 12T 5:
0 KNQ) = Ka(Z2) S R(G) S Ka(Q) — K&(Z) — 0. (6.2)
IITT B e Z - pt D oFE SN R TH L. L 5T J(Z) Zkernt TH .

B163. Z=G LL,G2ErPoOPITRTERNIES. T2 Q=2/G=pt TH?. 5D
£, (6.2) IZEBWT 1* 13 augmentation homomorphism TdH 5. L7535 T

IG) = (w,2), k(@) =1.

Bled Z% +—72A
T=8'xjS8'cCojC=H
EL,G % HANDOFHOHIRE LTEHSE2. COLE Q =T/G =St THDH, inclusion
pt — St IF[ER
K(SY) S K(pt) =7

ZFHEETS. LD

IT) = (w,2), k(T)=1.
ERE 6.5. %1 6.3, B 6.4 13 Kg-split THRWHITH 3.
i\ > T spectrum class S(V,s) DBl & k(Y,s) DBIZZET 5.

Bl 6.6. Y &, IEXAH 7 —iFKEI&E g 23R T26HAE0 Y I & T2 L, [30, Section 10],
[31, Section 7.1] & b
S(Y,s) =[(5%,0,n(Y,s,9)/2)]

THD,
k(Y,s) = —n(Y.s,9)

TH 5. FHT, S(S%) = [(S°,0,0)] T k(S?) =0 TH 2. (EH 1.8(a) DTS N7)

Bl 6.7. Y = %(2,3,12n — 1) D (V) IZ2WVT. £(2,3,12n — 1) D Seiberg-Witten J7FER D fig
IERELO0 D reducible —2 &, XE 1 D 2n D irreducible 26 72 % .1 irreducible 725 1% j € G
DIEHIZE D 20D ST 22672 n MOMZIEKT 5. S(X(2,3,12n — 1)) 2RFT 5 SWF H%
M, n oHBZEL G, ZHMHZ £ SO 1T attach 75 2 & THK I 41 5. attaching map
12 {G4,8%% 6 2 {S° S0 2 Z D class TIREI DD, SDEG £1 THL I EBHSN TV 5.
g ()
S(2(2,3,12n - 1)) = [(GVEG, V---V EG,0,0)]
n—1
Dohs. (BI139BMH) Bl 63 LD EG)=1Thh, GIEHPHMARZEMEZY 2y LTH 477
LI EDELEDSRVDT, S(Y) 1 Floer Kg-split Tl37 <, k(2(2,3,12n—1)) = 2k(G) = 2
ThH5b.
Mz pdt ) DFEFEIZDWTIE [31, Section 7.2] ZZH. Morgan-Ozsvadth-Yu [39] DEHNTHIGICZE > T 5.
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B 6.8. Y =%(2,3,12n—5) DL Eld 5(2,3,12n— 1) & X (T 553, reducible DREDY -2,
irreducible DXEDY —1 TH 2. 2D 2 S(2(2,3,12n —5)) 1 S(X(2,3,12n—1)) D H D 1/2
853 DA de-suspension TH 5. T4bbH

S(2(2,3,12n—5)) = [(GVEG4 V---VEG,,0,1/2)].

n—1

E7, k(YY) =2(k(G) —1/2) =1 TH 5. Floer Kg-split Tld 7\,

Bl 6.9. Y = %(2,3,12n + 1) D & ZIIRE 0 D reducible —2 &, XE —1 D irreducible 2% 2n
i 2. Z D4 attaching map XEHHZ S DLANH H Z DT

S(2(2,3,12n+ 1)) =[(S* V1G4 V-V ETIGL,0,0)

n—1

=[(H" Vv 3Gy v---vEEG,0,1)).

n—1
7z, T#UZ Floer Kg-split TH Y, k(Y) =2(k(HT) -1) =0 TH 5.

Bl 6.10. Y =X(2,3,12n+5) DL Fld %(2,3,12n+1) D & EDRWAEREL 2 7217 ki 7 B L
72D 5.

S(2(2,3,12n+5)) =[(S°vEl'G,y v vETIG,,0,-1/2)].

n—1

F 7, 233 Floer Kg-split TH D, (V) =2(k(HT) —1/2) =1 TH 5.

7 SWF(Y,c) & SWF(-Y,¢) ® S-duality

B 6.7 6.10 D Y DI E &I L7 Y ICK LT SWF(-Y,s) ZaltH L7\, FEix SWF(Y, s)
& SWF(-Y,s) DIC G A% 7% Spanier-Whitehead duality (S-duality) 23 D 32>, AffiCld 2
DZERMRF LI, LUTFLIES S DR Y @ Spin® il ¢ BMLTLHBAEUVHEEDRSL 35Dk
RS 2w ET 3.

¥9,Y % Y IZZZ % & Chern-Simon-Dirac NEEIITFEA2EZ 2 2 LICHERT 5. T4hb
5 CSD_y = —CSDy TH 3. ZHUI Y DAMH ¢ ICHLT, t DEEEZ ANEAL 70—
G =@ s BEZDE Y OARRICHE S ZEZERTS. 0 <0< u%d p, o WL, ¢ 1D
WTOV ORRIITERZ Vi E$2E VA=V 7 THb. v,—7 >0 IZNL, ¢; D invariant
set SY(C V) X ¢ @ invariant set TbdH5: SY =S~ C V). ¢, pr D index pair (N, L),
(N,L) IZOWTRERETE 5.

e N=NT, 20 VY=V DRIXIG0 D G AZ% 237 MBI LK.
e ON=LUL,0L=0L=LnNL.

CZTGE %S ERIEPnR) EL,VZEZGORBLET S, Voduality ZUTO X ) ITEET S
[23].
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EET7.1. 2287 FG-CWHEE X, Y P V-dual TH 2 L IZRD X I % GG e, n BHEET S

ZETHS:
e YAX =SV, n:SY 5 XAY,

25 1ERD stable G-homotopy commutative 7 X% 727
id An

SYAX e AV AKX VYASY 2Ny A x Ay

\ \Lid/\e ’Y\L \La/\id

X ASY,
CITHYRANEZ, v —0v THS.
R72.U%,VCUK%D Guniverse &L, X, Y B V-dual ThH2 LT 5. ZDLE{SOYV}T &
{X, SV} EXROMGICK ) FARTH %:
(o] = [SOAX DY AX S 8Y).
(X, A) %Z unbased 7% G-space @D pair £ % & E, inclusion A C X ? unreduced mapping cone
% C(X,A) L3 <. cone point ZHm LT 5.
@@ 7.3. (N;L,L) 22w, C(N,L) & C(N,L) \& V¥-dual TH 5.
Proof. V. =V? <. 58V ® unreduced suspension % £S5V & %:
2SV =(IxS)/(0x SV U1x8Y)
BIWDIxSY %525 NCSY EDFte IIZOWTHOIAA {t} x N C {t} x SV 2351
%. C(N,L) D %SV NOHDARDBRD S DD 5E 605, (IEHEICIZRD 5 %\ & 512 perturb

THHENH 3 .)
C'(N,L) = ({1/3} x N)U ([1/3,1] x L)
C'(N,L) = ({2/3} x N) U ([0,2/3] x L)

T2 L 2SV\C(N,L) & C(N,L) & G-homotopic TH%. %7 e: C(N,L)AC(N,L) = S(R&V)

PR TCEERIND:
r—y
T,y) .
A

n: S(R@®V)— C(N,L)AC(N, L) i& Pontrjagin-Thom R TERI N 5. O

C(N,L), C(N,L) &2 Zh N/L, N/L & G xE b+ E—[ftiZDT, (S, ¢;) D Conley 1§
BIg(SY, ) & (SZ7,p) DZ# Ig(S”],¢) 1F VV-dual THB I bbb, SWF(Y,c) &
SWF (=Y, ¢) DBfE%Z FL2 DIz, £7 Atiyah-Patodi-Singer DFEGER [1] £ D RDIK D 1D L

ICHERT 5.
n(Y,c,g9) + n(=Y,¢,g) = dim¢c Ker Dp,.

I 51T, ZILDO LR
dim V° + dim V°, + 2 dim¢ Ker D, = dim V”
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DRDILD. §5E SWF(-Y,¢) U TFD LI ICHRRTES.

SWF(-Y,¢) =2~V (I¢(577),0,n(~Y, ¢, g))

=="YEV (16(57]),0, —n(Y, ¢, 9)).

LT G =Pin(2) &3 5. Hiffio Y KL T S(-Y) 2Rk, 207012 G %D V-dual
#RO B, ROFHEM 5.

fRE 7.4 ([23, 111, Theorem 4.1]). G Z2[% (X, A) 2 G-ENR 2 &3 2%. ThbbdHd G £Bl
VBGFEELT X b ALV HOBESGDOLFF 2 PELTV ICHOIAEFNZ LTS, ZDLE
C(X,A) £ C(V\AV\X) & V-dual TH 3.

B 7.5. #1163 D G IFXRDZEMEFHTE %:

G=(Ca{0}u{0}®jO)F c (Co jC)t =2H".
HWDKF L E LeRERKEZ BEL,A=H\B £75. 512 X = (Ca{0}u{0}a®;jC)uA
LT TAREMT 5L, G D Hedual 136 64D T TH2Z EBbn3.

Bl 7.6. EEHEIRIEDIAA G CH 226, Gy @ H-dual 1& C(H,H\ G) = 323G, TH5 I La'b
2%, ¥ £G, O H-dual 3 22G, TH 5.

PLEZD EICHIFIO Y I22nT S(=Y) 2l k).
Bl 7.7. S(2(2,3,12n— 1)) = [(GVEG, V---V EG4,0,0)] T reducible DXEKiF 0 DT D
#omT VY = {0}, VY =H.

S(—%(2,3,12n — 1)) =2"E[(T v 22G, v --- vV %G, 0,0)]

n—1

=(TVvX2G, Vv---Vv¥3G.,0,1).

n—1

E(T)=1%DT, k(-X(2,3,12n — 1)) = 2(k(T) — 1) = 0.

Bl 7.8. S(X(2,3,12n —5)) 1 S(B(2,3,12n — 1)) DN ZE H D 1/2 ffD desuspension 725 7z
DT, §(-%(2,3,12n —5)) ¥ S(—%(2,3,12n — 1)) DIFHRIZ% H D 1/2 8D suspension TH 5.
L7235 T

S(—%(2,3,12n — 1)) = (T V%G, V--- vV ¥2G,0,1/2)].

n—1

$7 k(-2(2,3,12n - 1)) =1 Th 3.

Bl 7.9. S(2(2,3,12n + 1)) = SH[(H*T v £3G, V.-V 33G,,0,0)] (V2 = V¥ = H) ® dual %
-,
S(—2(2,3,12n+1)) = [(S° VG, V-V G,,0,0)].
—————
n—1

L7h35C k(—%(2,3,12n 4 1)) = 0.
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B 7.10. S(X(2,3,12n+5)) 1& S(X(2,3,12n+1)) Z RIZ2XG> 7 F LD DRDTZD dual &

S(-%(2,3,12n+5)) = [(S° VG4 V.-V G4,0,1/2)].
N—————

n—1
L7335 T k(—%(2,3,12n +5)) = —1.
I C, V-dual 7% SWF BIZEEITN L TRDIRE 5.

WE 711 (33]). X £ X ZLAABz0FN 2, 20 O SWFRERLET S, X & X' BH 5
V=CaoH (5,0 >0)IZNL V-dual 2§23 &,

k(X) + k(X)) > 1.
SEHD R A ~ X Borsuk-Ulam D THZ. CNIDEBICRBPELNS.
B 7.12 ([33]). K(Y) +k(=Y) > 0.

ER 7.13. Lofilrs YV =3(2,3,12n - 1), 8(2,3,12n —5) DE E, k(Y) +k(-Y) =2 %D T,
KZFRERY —« ARNLT A ZALEENPS Z ~OERELS £ &, WRANZIZ S5 2\0W I E3hhn 3.

8 ARILT«4 XL

2 ODHMAER Y IR Yy, Y1 ORI, MEMToNZorBarns s AL W Bbolk
L&9. W o Spin© i ¢ 1L, 2D Yy, Y1 ~DOHlRZZNZ ¢p, ¢; EL7EE, (Yo, 00) &
(Y1,¢1) @ Monopole Floer FE€ R Y —D[IZ (W,¢) 2> 6iFE I N A HEFBIIER I N7z ([21]).1°
Z OHERITI D SWF L& A E b E—id Manolescu [30] THE I 1LTE D, 24U (Yo, ), (Yi,¢1)
D Conley HEBOMDRIZLELRGHE L TE#EI NG, 16

CITRWBREYTH(W)=0D56%2525. W OitE g 2—2[ETS. W DALY
itz s L L, ZD Yy, Vi ~OHlRZEZNZEN 50,51 £T 5. T KRER v, —7 KHNLT, (Ip)Y,
()Y % (Yo,s0), (Y1,81) ZNEFIUK L TEFRSNS Conley B ET 2L E, 2V - aRn
TARL (W,5) PORD LD % GRLGERPELINS:

frwmoREnol (1) Ryl yy, (8.1)

Vo, Vi & (Yo,50), (Y1,51) Z2NZND D Coulomb slice &3 5% &, B f DBIEDIFLUIR D
Rz i 729

ma + dimg (V1)2(R)) = mo + dimg ((Vo)2(R)) + b (W)

ny1 + dimy ((Va)?_(H)) + %n(Yl,sl,g) + @ =ng + dimyg ((%)E(H)) + %H(YQ,So,g)

5T f IBROWHEERD.
RE 8.2 ([30]). f D S' [EEREA~DHIBRIL, cokernel DRILAH by (W) TH % & 9 72 bR
FERO—riav 7 MLTh 3.

CORENH S L, i 5.8, Hi 5.9, #iH 5.12 2 A\ CER 1.4(1) (iii), € 1.9 2R T OIERE
ZTH5.

15Heegaard Floer FE 1Y —2x L TH FAMD RN H o 7-.
ERIPPAAAS TR BEDTI I TEBR%E .
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9 &HHHIC

ARG L C &7z [33] oA LHICHER I i [36] TlE, Pin(2) [AZ Monopole Floer ()
FEUY—NHBEAZLR o, B,y DEAII, TDIHH B L) AERVERICO = A HIFH
DBEEMNBRIIGHEI N, 26 a, B, vy IZO0TIE, SHELIEAR, S 623 RVINHL IR
(Stoffregen [46, 47], Cf. Lidman-Manolescu [25]), % 75t DEH %\ >>2dH % (F. Lin [27, 28])
LER5.

—TIARE O L C & 7o K BRI AAZR £ IS0 TUE, GHEGIDIA R 7 LAZE SWE(Y, 5)
DEBICGHHE SN TR 2 bDITRERSNTW 5 X9 7217 A%H £ 13, 8% 5 < Floer BEHHID
K HERINAZRTH D, ftho (2) FE B Y —INRAZE (Froyshov A2 H, correction term % «,
B,7) LR ZHBERIZRO I LG INIALRTH 5. GHEEMOMAEIEEN 2 .18

HARWRTRE LT, Wz —2iliN7v». Ko(SWF(Y,s)) 2 SWF(Y,s) HiEDGHR Z2 e d
ICEHR L 72w, Ko Bk D729 5 Atiyah-Hirzebruch O A7 R LRI ZGFHETUE Lo,

. Floer MmO A DT Ko(SWF(Y,s)) #RICINHR§ % Atiyah-Hirzebruch ® 27 kL%
% g A k.

b5 A A Atiyah-Hirzebruch D A7 FIVRIIIITE - & 2 A CHEEDMELPRAE I 72\ 223, Brieskorn
D X 91T (irreducible %) WEF R DRBOMEBD B, & 5 CIZHHOAIREN S L) b DTIE
collapse L T 5% H Lz (Matumoto [38]).

A Borel, co-Borel, Tate (1) /REOY—

§2 TF KX L 72 Borel, co-Borel, Tate (2) FER Y —ICOWTCHICE LD 2.9 7—_)UHE 7
WAL, k={K,}={K(r,m)} % Eilenberg-MacLane A X7 b 7 AL, 7 %. # (2)FE0y—
FERD & IR ST

H,(X;7) =kn(X) = [S", X A k] = colim,,,[S"+™, X A K,,],
H™(X;m) =k"(X) = [X AS™", K] = [X, K,].

G#Zavn7 bk Lefftl, EG— BG 2EHEBE GHRETS. X 2 G-CWHIKLET L, X
D (f&if) Borel (2) FEVY—FRD K J ICEHRSI N 5.

HE(X;n) = HA(EG, Aa X;7), HA(X;7m)=H*(EG, Ag X;7)

co-Borel () A ER Y — cHE, cHE 13 Z2NZ 1 Borel (2) A€0Y— HE, HE OMTH 5. ¢
Kbt 52 GOEBV ILoWT X' 22X @ Vedual Zo7E52E, m=dimV & LT,

cHE (X;7) = }NI&”**(X’;W), cH(X;m) = HS

(X'sm)

DIRD VLD, THUFERE V) K OVWETH 2. BT cHE, cHY, OWMRINRERZHIT 5.

TAEDLC 2 56, §7 CHIL 72 60N ETTH2 L BbNH .

o6 SWE(Y,s) Z3IH TRV wE R L Bbnz b Lk v, SWE(Y,s) 2 BERDFHED 033 >
EHELWETH 5.

VWHEhRZ2EAANTS ROHRATHY, WADOHMND I DIZIZLT LS REEZBEAANZ LIRS Lk LR
THED, BFEDLDODORAELE LTERLTEL . HE TRV, FEOEEVENPADIAALTH 2 ARELEDL H 5D THEL
TV 5 LEH DD, RRED reference 1& Greenlees-May [15] & #1553, Manolescu [36, Section 2] £
INnso.
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U % complete G-universe & L, GSU % U-indexed G-spectra DA T3V =35, : U - U
% inclusion & 9% &, indexing % U %5 UY IZHIBRT %, forgetful functor i*: GSU — GSU%
DERIN, IHIXINDLEFERE iy GSUC — GSU DEHRIND. GSUC DXR%E naive
G-spectrum &\ 9. ([15] Z2Z|.)

Eilenberg-MacLane AX7 + 7 4 20 k % HWH%Z G fEHZKD naive G-spectrum & Rz L,
kg =1isk £35%. Borel 2T —I3

C(kG) = F(EG-th)
&\ function G-spectrum TEREI N 3. FEEK
clka)"(X)=[ST"ANX,c(kg)le = [EG+ N X, K, = [EG+ N X, K] = ﬁg(X;W).

L7235 T clkg) TEREINZ AL FE QY —HEHD co-Borel FERY —Th %:

cHS (X;m) = c(kg)n(X) = [S™, X A c(ka)]-

n

—J7 Borel F€0Y =% f(kg) =k ANEG, L\ G AR FFLTRIING Z LR INT
V3% ([15, Proposition 2.1]).

Fk)n(X) 2 ky(BEGy A DA X) = AF(22ND X 1) = HS (X;7).

ZITAAG) 1 G OHEEERBITH Y, j =dimAd(G) £T5. TDLIHICjEIRILDOY 7 b
BZE 5. L3> T co-Borel 2 ERY =3 fhg) Lo THRBINSaFERY —THS. Hi
D V-dual DFlid E AT T 27DICIE I L6027 F LTERT 20EH 5.
cHy (Xim) = f(ke)"(X).
X T, e(kg) IT cofibration sequence EG, — S° — EG # A<y > a LkH%2EZ%. (22T
EG ¥ EG ® unreduced suspension TH5.)
EGy Nelkg) — clka) = EG A c(kg). (A1)

COINDRHID S DIE f(kg) EFETH 2 Z LRGN TV 3.
EE A2 (15). f(kg) & EG, Aclkg) (AR G A7 7L THS.

—J5 (A1) D 3F/HDIE EG A clkg) % tlka) EBL. tlke) ko TEHIN L FERY —
takrEnY—% Tate FET Y —, Tate I RET L — LI, tHE, tﬁé THRT. §2L, XD
Tate REBRY =1, X A EG D co-Borel 3 ER L — & —8T 2 L3bn b,

tHE (X;7) = [S™, X At(kg)|a = [S" ANEGL, X ANEG ANkgla = cHE (X A EG; ).

—77 X O Tate aHZEQL—%, X AEG @ co-Borel aFEQY —E—FT 5 EWRINTY
% ([15, Proposition 2.6]).

tHE (X m) = CH8+1(X AN EG; )

D OEHID k FHMO QART P T LCRZZEEHEZLTEDZOEIICE - TOTELZZZVY, 2205
12 23] D& ) BEBERTOBRNAZARZ I LAOBKICHE>TIEL . Fh, BICTTL 34D (a) FEBY -1
RO(G)-graded TE#EINZH, O ORBIIETHBOGEDHEZHZZ D I LIZT 5.
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G % S £713 Pin(2) £9%. (A1) X HRDOERIIPGFoNS:

c— cHE N (X m) = HE(X;m) — tHE(X; ) — cHE(X;m) — - (A.3)
= HY (X;7) = cHS(X;7) = tHS (X;7) —» HE ,(X;7) = - - (A4)

(Borel FE QY —, co-Borel 2 REQ Y —IZREDT 7 +F03dH 5.)
ZITGE=S5YX=SWF(Y,¢) £T%L, 584%% (A.4) IZ Monopole Floer, Heegaard Floer
DRDFHN ERIET 2 [24]:

o HMo(Y) = HM (V) = HMo(Y) = HMo(Y) = - -- (A.5)
> HFT(Y) 5> HF(Y) > HF®(Y) - HFT(Y) = --- (A.6)

EE AT MED XD RFIWIZE (A5), (A6)1d THL ) ERRIND LI RHIRE L2 TL %
I;b LBV, BT LLZ ) TlrawvEEbins. FEE Monopole Floer D271 (A.5) IZH >
DRTOVEBKIGOE TV ERFD. (LT [21, 1, 2] 2/.) P 26RRICEHY —~ v Sk e L, S°
PERIEHL TR LT 5. Q=P ZHEESEALL P\Q ~® S {E iﬁﬂaf%% &R
ET 5. B2 B = P/S! X Q OBRUMNTIRM S RERETHS. B D Q IKiho AR E
real blow up TN T 5. Q DEFREZ N &L S( ) ZZOREHRETS. P\Q J“EE# S(N) %
fFrcav s ML bD%E P LT3, ik St BHMICEHT 5. B @ real blow up
B ZRD X HITERT 5.
B = P?/S".
ZDEE IBT = S(N)/St T, TIUIEEEEEREZ 7 7 A N—LT2 Q LD7 74 N—HTH
%. 9% & Monopole Floer D241 (A.5) DERKICD E TIVIZ, Fix, ROZERX DI5ERIT
b5
H.(0B°) — H,(B°) — H,(B°,0B°) —

H,.(0B°) 12 HM ((Y) D33 5. FEFED Monopole Floer Bl Tld 0B ICHM T 2D by (Y) =
0 % 5E CP® LAEME—[HELRZEMTHSE. COLEE U ZXRE2 DAEFILE LT HM,(Y) =

ZU, U1 TH Y (121, IX, §35)), B> THIUL, THUE CP® DAE R P —I220T 00/2 KIED
EZAERBO AR LTDDEZAS7259.

ER A.8. G =Pin(2), X = SWF(Y,s) & L7 & ZD5%AR5 (A.4) IZX)iET %5 Monopole Floer
FEVY —DREERIM F. Lin [27] TREINTWV S
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