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1 REORHERZLDZ =D 0D
11 FERFERERINEOY—HOR-EBOSHIERERELEBISNED ?-

o) —REVIHTEOZHZICL 20D TTA, HEEG TV 253 ED > &I e ) 0k
Bz idbEonspb LNEFTAD, ZOHIEEEIDLITERSIZI V., WEEMEELS HLENMVHD £
L7eds, #o ) —ADF A b, ZEDYA P, ZRZNURCDT, TAEEA, WELVKMOIETHE
9. SHIFNERAZLR EHaFEn Y —HoM¥ —HEFOSMREIERE L Z B 5N50?TT,

FAERAE 1 IREDEEZ &, 6 R—=YZHE LTV E T, Ho, 1,2 FAEOHRMNREZ B TV kfdZ
NTTELP27DTED, BFOEHIZ 6 R—Y TR T4R=UL 50, 30D2L5VDAE—FIlk
DELZ. ZHroNAEDL, ZREIELOMERTTEARLCT, BKETOABOMEL L H % L F
T ZNUIE LD 6 R=VEAEARSTLE) KD, BPTELLRLE KD, H50IEEMNIH -7
5, EEZ C@BPTHCT ISV,

(1) Characteristic classes of foliations

ERFORMEHE VI FHT, F LHOAELS5HIED L LD foliation TY. Z2T1E breakthrough &9 b
D3H Y £9. Z4UZ Thurston (1946-2012) TT. KL 2 DDORFETHEZ SETH 5> TV E 23, K
GauB3?> 5 I ® T, GauB, Riemann, Poincaré. Z 1L ZFUEHIND Pz R EFL T E 9, Thurston &5
FEROHICERZHCFICA>TLECE L, ARAFICEFE2012FD08 HIcUS A L&, #25l<
&£ 66 TR, HAHIZ 10 HTL 726 657%E 10 7 H. breakthrough 235EERITHE Z > 72 D1 1971 4F, HilkK
1% Bulletin of AMS, A4 %L TT.

Theorem 1.1 (Thurston). 3 XJGERME S>3 EIZ (GV(F), [S3]) = t B3 continuous variation % b - codimension 1
foliation D 1 735 X —F & Fi(t € R) BHIET 5.

ERIIITHICETLERALPD . Godbillon-Vey class GV(F,), 3 XJT cohomology ICEHI N E T,
4% 3 RICERIEIT I 225, Z#% fundamental cycle [S3] T evaluate 35 & FEHUC A D 943, Zhandiiig
92, FEEEE V) OILEE &) B, ZRAETO WY 2R 1Z,  Stiefel-Whitney class (3 Z/2-(38(T
923, Chern class, Pontrjagin class, Euler class, % A 72 integral 72 A "C9 4. inregral cohomology & \»9 DI,
9 cohomology Dk & EHE % L7228, JEFICKNZ cohomology T . Z#41T® Chern class, Pontrjagin class,
Euler class &> 9 D%, integral DHFIFHTT 23D B A AW A4 A 7% cohomology class ZHD £ 3225, algebraic
variety & DBEFRLEAED topology, A TIRELRIEDIIHTH, AEWREHZ K7L ¥ L%, topology DIr
5559 & 1956 4£D Milnor D3 T9 43, exotic sphere. @7, Z 123 order 28 DA FRIKFIHE L 29 DI,
Z #uiZ Kervaire-Milnor DAH T 23, ST 1@ & I130E ) MOoEE 2 FE L 72 1956 4£D Milnor DfEZH, =
23 breakthrough T3 Z4UCPLEHLT % breakthrough %% 15 44, Thurston DT, Z DB DER TV
& Thurston HE DTV E T, FERITHIRNARHE 20D £ L7, Milnor Dft:5 3 differential topology
DA E LE T b TT. bbAA, ZOHIC Thom DLFHIH > 721} TT 4%, Thom, Milnor, Hirzebrugh,
Atiyah,... &£ 20 < S VORI KFEEZZR T b TT,

Thurston @ Z DfEEEDS Milnor & FEARTHRERMY & > 9 DIE, T 41T breakthrough 23t Z - T cohomology &



W BDRH TR TTD, ZOBOFL VHIZZ D 9 AICHAEILCHf X 4172 foliation D symposium
T, Haefliger 54:2° reminiscence CEiZ 4L E L7z, ZOWHOHE, 1971 056 23 FOHETThdh, 205
], PEHAeAIC Haefliger Sa/EA%iK - T & 2 &R, Tl L 2> Haefliger H & DI & 2>, HiBIEHE L \wb O,
R KRTFES T2 D TRIEIZ R WTTH, 22 R 2 b)) T, Thurston 258D > 72 D 1% 1976 FH
FTTTR, ZOb LICHAIOM FEMHIZEI % Nielsen-Thurson B, Z D% 1978 D & ERK O35 &
W9 B, 3 XIGD Thurston program DIEFHDSH > T, Perelmann & 2> Agol, T 9 \»9) A7t DILFT 2012 4
KR LT LEo %, H4HoTWwab b D, foliation PEGHDOBIRTHE> T AREIZH D £ T4, F%E L5
L E L FRomgotFicBI L Tix, Thurston I3REDRES > - MEZ 4,5 EORICHENTLEFVEL
7o, HEBHETHROTLE o7, b AA NS5 D foliation DIGIIE RN ZHGT, —H TEMEN LD
HoT, EEMNRIIZEET > LHEEHVTWETL, s b oLl EMVET, FEHICBLTE
ZEHBZERTexodus EVI)FEVEH L HWTT, ZOEHEVAILLE TR, BLEP-DOTTD, &
U HEWEHEWNZ >7bl} T, TREDZLREMAZ LS XWDESH k> TLE->TC, Zid Thurston
HEOERIZHLFCTHH L, OALF T ETH, YR 73,4 FEIC foliation IKBAL LI E L%
HOANBILZDQEIEEHE 725135 2 5 EPDTAVB L, LI EDBH- 72O TT, 2% exodus &
W) BRETIBAL £ LT,

ZRFEDLDL, L2LZ2REBL x> EREZPLANTVR D &> TERNAZHERIZKRb > 7D v
IEZITIER, ZRE3IODOREV) BEEHSo CERNAZIERTOOL O RVHLRLH S L) fz
BililewEBwEY, 285 1o LERT 2003, 22U 100 HfE> TH R Bhn Wil S & 2 0
T, HOALBIZINETZLS L 0) DIFMNICEIO A, Z2UEPLOLAVBIVERCET, 7225
VIORIES H2 L) HIEH - TEWTHE 2w, 2 W) MEZE WIS T Ew) &, Broe R
FRICTEE T2, BOKFETZ ) LIHMEYD 5, Zhiii v N2\, Z20HFAD motivation T,

1971 412 breakthrough 3% > 7= DT A, ZOHIB L L THEMEL 2 2{EFA33 DH D £ L T, Haefliger
& Bott & Gel’fand-Fuks T34, 2D 3 DOKREZ fEFH2H > T, £ 7 1968-9 &4 Haefliger 73 I',-structure, %
TEFL F T2, W4 Haefliger structure £ SV E T, ZOMGHZEML £ L7z, 1970 49 Springer Lecture
notes 12 & % DDIHARN 72 AT,

Bott |% Bott vanishing, Bott DHBUER &9 D ZFEH L T 1970 D ICM THEL £ L 7z,

Gel’fand-Fuks (& Gel fand-Fuks cohomology & \» 9 Bilihsd > C, WS HE M 8H>7:6, ZD LD
C™-vector 2K, ZHUIMERKIT Lie fRECTT 25, Z D Lie f#® C-topology 1249 % 3#ifi cohomology
HX(M) 2B 2T, ZA5HFHETCOLTEITHINEZEBRICHE L TAHARE L, ThDBARAKEY 2
LR TL 7.

Godbillon-Vey % 1971 12 Godbillon-Vey class ZE# L £ L7, 2D TH, 2,3 » HD 9 B, Gel'fand-
Fuks Bl & O OEHELB RS2 o T, 165 ko &> T Chern-Simons BFHASHTEE 28, 21D
BE & Ho% 5 T, foliation DRFEEDHEHABAMICHE L £ L7z, Thurston X 5> &~ A T2 L) 7%
BW%z L ¥ L7, Heitsch &2 Hurder b HEE {32 L £ L 7. 2903 breakthrough & Z DD 3 D DKk
EN{ORAT i S

Q) ZZTEEZLET. ZDO3ODMEIZF2DIEA 7% LD codimension 1 THH FTL, 3 2HIF
codimension 2 T92%, ##3% Tl codimension 1 |27 % D CTEFE L codimension 1 T D 7,

WOTATREL RRIA M & Z DRICD | D T35 1% kIE, n—1RIUD leaf. \» ¥ transverse JFIAAS 1 R4
H D F7. foliation DEFEIL, ZHEAEDERLEF U &£ J 12 F T coordinate covering {(Uy, )} Y £9. %



e ORE#E%7 3
Go : Uy = 0a(Us) = Vo CR" =R xR

=R"! xR &\ kS

DH o T, Fddleaf /A & transverse HMl, WE n—1RGE 1 RIGICL7ZDT, R?
&S, Ziin-1Rutleaf B3H 5, FoF leaf B3 H £,

a. M AD U, N Ug & leaf D&

% 9§ % & RIT transition function
%905_1 2 p(Uy NUR) = 0o(Uy N Up)
ZZEFTIHHEE D SREDE

[WS,

EVIHIBDDHY ET. LREETT L5 R" D local diffeomorpshim 23% - T,
Z @ transition function E\W29 L DRSS EI VIR TENE WD &,

L2, 15 0)) € ¢a(Ua 0 Up),

#TT
0as' : 0p(Ua N Up) 3 (x,) - (
b.R"AD V, & Vs & R ADEHRDE

TITfig(ny) BEAD yICHIKD T4 f20) 1y DRI S, foliation DEFBAAEMICZ ZIch %

HIFTT. IS codimension 1 D foliaton DEE T .
RIZZND Ty-structure TV &, leaf AIAIFELOSLTLEVET, 2975 L,V, BR DETES
Wil h 3. 29 923L T, Rz
8ap - Uu,n Uﬁ - F(lm
&L FET &, Ty-structure, Haefliger-structure &) D TT N ED, MbELRFIUTC®. ZUddb b b
COFETIZCOME COHDEL ST E LT UL

AC,TRTD rIZNLTEZZRBTEETH,
CO#TT. 22Tl LI DIF, W»FIF R D local diffeomorphisms 214, codimension g ® & ¥ (X RY LD

local diffeo D4xfk, Z#153% 9" pseudo group 127 H £ 7.
Z @ pseudo-group DHKUTE T 5 germ, ZNz RS > T E 72 H DA groupoid 1275 D, topology (% sheaf
topology % A#1T topological groupoid & L TE X,
8ap: UsNUg = TIT

WE )W) EFREBRBFONE T, Z LT gep B 1-cocyle 127> THEAS Ty 17 5. Z4Lid Haefliger Db
I3 singular 7 foliation M %E# T Haefliger structure & WEIEN 2 K 512k D F L7z, 42 homotopy fi & < v
FLELR, —BIZEEREN) DDOWH YD £7. vector bundle DAIFHZEM & 7 U X 9 12 Haefliger-structire

b M ERE R E T
cocycle condition IZFEFEICRKFE LD TEVTEE XY, LEDOR pe Uy nUpn U, ICHLT,

8ap(P)8y(P)8ya(p) = "id” P germ

JEAETHIICET S germ DT, id IZH 7% AFTOE T, id D germ TF. 43 cocycle condition.
Z9 Y% EHEM B, L) bODH-T, FRTHIZT S, HH TR D local diffeo 3% 2025, &
HTZOMBRHEVIBOVH Y FT. 2RELRTHEVLERADIITT. D codimension DHEFH 2 %
ERITYED, TIHICIWIBHFELELT
d: BTy — BGL(1,R) = K(Z/2, 1)



BGL(1,R), Z #1455 Eilenberg-MacLane Z%[t, 1 2XJGF vector bundle D 73 FHZEH T35 5, 5 1Stiefel-
Whitney class w; € H'(BGL(1,R); Z/2) TR ING., 2 LTI NZIEAR L OBRTV I L AR
5 Z/2 ~NOMEBIGHR2ARIZ D FT. THIFVTLE) EHDLBLRVELICAD £33, vector ROH
IZIZwA0S EHERDIH T, FIC 1 RIGDGEICIEBRICOL>TLEVET,

% L T topology (FIEHIZFAR & > 9 &>, FFIZ homotopy a3 ik 2 507 72 D C, HHLERD3%H % & homotopy
IZiZ7Z AT fiber bundle IZHRTL £ 9 HIFTT. 2D bundle D fiber 3

BT} — BT} —» BGL(1,R).

HL ZDEAE, fiber L9 X DX, groupoid, 1Al & % £ local diffeo 721} % % 2 7= groupoid D43 HZEH] T
226, KFIZ homotopy fiber & 9 2FED3I7 { T By Ll E C ©IF T, transverse < oriented, 71 Z £}
5 17z foliation T,

KL, SHEZINDFERLEOTTY, E8x2 LELBEBTHLE 2D, 32, BRALOEZBTTEEET.

BTy, BEY, BUS"™, BIY"™.
T BIY, R DIE 2RO RN R AT A O germ @ 7§ topological groupoid, Z DX IZ plane [T
symplectic form & >3 2>, JBH O % £ local diffeo D germ D 7§ B, Z #1i3 codimension 2 TH -

2
T, symplectic form Zf&2 b DTY,

INBIZOVTHEIME, 2HDTF—=TTINED, iz R Ld symplectic form % {#> BF;‘f{”P, Z

DAODPBERICHD T, 2D 4DIBL T2 > T T3 o TR 22T £ T, il H4Eh 0
b D EFRAD, KD breakthrough SHLE % & 3 DELBLNEDDH LNFTA.

Godbillon-Vey #/EZE L TEEZ L 9. F % codimension 1-foliationon M & L £ 3. Z 41" transversely
oriented £ VI FEZBFREL E . TUIE ) VI FMAETHEIT 202 L9 & global & 1-form w H3FEL T

{w =0}

&\ 9 5T tangent bundle @ subbundle 23X ¢ £ D £ 9. codimension 1 TI 25 1-form 1 D THIF %
$. % L TINintegrability condition Z1iii7zJ", codimension ¢ 72 &, local IZi% g D 1-form wy,- -, w,
BH-T, 206 DN H ideal & LTEHL T3, #0123 integrability condition T3, 5 DA H T

doNw=0.

%99 % & Godbillon-Vey £ VI DIFFONTHAS LEHAZLDT, 0F I-form TTN S Aw LTERD S,
do=nhw

E%% l-formy DHEELET. ZHIEMOWROERL T2 6HTEZT. nady LB LEIZ IR closed
dinndn) =0

KR 2EPb2D ET. THUEKYE 3 4 54T de Rham cohomology % 18T % & JERIC X W idE - T
9. #t> T 3 &I de Rham cohomology class, 5 cohomology BN EHRTE 2 b1 T,

[ A dn] € Hyo(M;R)

I-form n 13> A 5 choice 23%H D £ T3, [ A dn] IE well-defined 127 > T Z#1% Godbillon-Vey JH & W\ \»
¥ 9. 413 Godbillon-Vey 8 & MEIEIL TV F 9723, 241 Gel’ fand-Fuks, Bott, Haefliger, Thurston, Godbillon-
Vey I HR L1 &) W itidd D £9. b5 5 A Godbillon-Vey 137 H L 72D T$ 2%, Bott,



Gelfand 725 b H 2 EED P> COLAEEIRH 2 LBV E T, ZUFEL L INPERTT. FiEEE2E
FLoROMEIZE R TR WHIZH %2> TT DY, Roussarie &\ ) ADEBLICHFHL L4, 24Uk 12 HO
symplectic & DBIRTWV 9 &, BLY™ TIEZHUTHNIGT 2 Lie #f03H D ¥ A, Bl Tl PSLQ2,R), H 5
BECIETHZ: Lie BEC—B/AH 2, 2 KIUWHIZER D isometry 2R D 7% THE, & 2 IS FIEHTIN 72 B AR
DERDLTE, HOoWBREETFRER, SOQ)3bo LHARICH) T4, JEMakE 25T FAHE
7% Lie #723% > T 3 XJL Lie HTH > TZND LOLEALWMAEA, Lie REE2ZEZ 2 L TEIN2HBIT %
bDDH > T, Z %> T Roussarie (X Godbillon-Vey FHAMEZENIZIZE R TRV E W) FEIFHL £ L 7.
b B A A PSL(2,R) & canonical Tld 72\ 223 LI unit circle bundle & #43 [FMH T % #1% Fuchs #£CH#l %
& compact ZHEAEDE ST, Heitsch 258 51— DLIRATEZRL £ L7, Z DHiIC Thurston DILFHLH
D %973, Heitsch 23— L £ L7z, 2959 bDHH D £, Thurston & unit circle bundle 713, — %, i
# g D closed oriented surface (2 hyperbolic metric # A41% Riemann il & 5 > T X\ CT 2%, 4L surface
o Sl-bundle, = Z 12134 7% Anosov foliation &2 9 b DWEEE L £ . Roussarie 32 N3H B L VH D
%> T volume form (27 % D THEE Godbillon-Vey 23 0 TR WHZAHL £ L 7.

Z LT Thurston lZE) LepEw) &) EFLYHAED LTTD surface 129 £ S22 ¢, 208! o
FTCix S'-bundle T$ 225, torus I27 D £ 7. torus L linear foliation, Z#1% B2 T% 9 3% & genus
256WVTINEHDITT, SbNTAHNUIZ ) TTRE VI L2RWTTAY, Thurston DKL &\ 9 D>,
linear foliation T¥ 25 Z 2 CTHiftiF 2 3 TE 2 bIFTI 0, FHUMEICTIUIMMNIT 2HNITE LD T
T MBELEV) EL ko LREMDBH D T, I ECIRDADE S L cycle &\ ) D 3 RILEMRIEBHIET,
Anosov foliation £ \>9 DI rigid b DTTH S, Yok Do D IidHRAZWLERDbLNTOLE L2,
43 topology DIL#iiI 7% D /7 & rigid 7 geometry 259 £ H>TTEE L7, o FF 3 XK TL 7273,
HE% 2 DRI T % L FEMRHTINICHEBITE 9. FEEITIVIC Godbillon-Vey class % i I By 2> 3 A3 H]
KLHZIIL £ L7,

% ZC Thurston DEHZ KD TEE T, £7 Godbillon-Vey class 1 GV € H3(BI'|;R) ZEEKT 5 L)
Hic ) £T. Hy(Bl1;2), 3 RILD integral homology, Z 1% Godbillon-Vey T evaluate 32 2 & TRD X 9
BENBRFONS,

Theorem 1.2 (Thurston).

1. (GV, -y : HyB['|;Z) » R
2. (GV, -): Hy(BT“;Z) » R

2 %FHD BIY 13FEMBHTHI % Ty-structure T, Z41% Godbillon-Vey class T Kronecker f 2> 72 b DT,
BRAID S DIZE > & _EiF7z Bulletin AMS OFXXICEHEWTH D 9, 2 FHIEZDFMXICIE 1172 2 frodEn
THHETTHLORIMOEITVLTH) FHA, ZORBIIMCL C THFIERIB L LA TL, HAITIZH
ACERVEVIDPISPELVITOH D . UL TH INEFHLE LA, 22 BrY THIERICHE
LT, ETINCIZ S oI L v, FIZIES LIS BIY 1B 2 IEIX 10 IR L 72 & LT
b, BIY OFEZ D002 LBCET, LEEBINE - ATEREObDEwI D, bLrT25EIH
SOIWHKDPS LN\, D7 & ZFICEBTNZEFICN->TTE20b LEtA,. 226
HOANLBIZZI VI AR H D FT L EBZADFICEERVEH 200 Ltk v, ZORBETIEE(HL T
ORIG5> T bk £,

(3) Mather-Thurson



Mather-Thurston B, 1971,2,3 £ S WO KFEHRTT.

% 1% Mather DGR 50D £9. DiffyR, WE 4D 25 WIS TTE LT, R D compact support D
SRR TH - T, # I discrete topology # ANLTHEZ 5.,

fil b FH 72 1 4 ¢, DiffyR, AEMICIE C° TIHIFKEBTT BEMITIICEM S FoTwaw,
BDIfSR xR &\ b D %% Z £7. DiffyR (% discrete topology T¥ 7> & flat bundle DREERETH - T, R
DWSTFMTT 5 5613 £ D T-structure T HIKHZICT 272 R O leaf 2B D leaf 1217 <, §€- T BDIiff}R,
Z #1iZ codimension 1 foliation @ & % universal 72220 C9, LMD H > T xR TIT 25, B LD trivial %
R-bundle TY., ZOHEH GOEEEHRI R OWITFEMHETL 2D discrete topology T 225, THIFERD A
X 2 TKFHAD S DA leaf 127 > T foliation 23K %,

c. BX R & leaf D#&

L #*% compact support T 2> 5 3t { Tl%*F 7% foliation, W8T holonomy 3% %. L 2% fiber 1T 1%
transverse. % 9 9§ % & A DOHEE DI codimension 1 foliation 23H D 3o 2D I-H&Es2 %25 L, 08

A%, classifying map
BDIff{ R x R — BT

BTEET, T4 Mather 25% 2 £ L7, 2 ZC homotopy 28T 2 RMA3H > TAHLATHR L 328
Milnor DAY Z AL FEDHTIC Thom M % L7z &9 &, cobordism & WIHIMERZEREL T, FLA LM
THREVI)EL LIS EBVMETL LI, ZOT 7=y 73w &, 2 DDEHEED cobordant T
HoEE, RLD 1 DECIBEOLIREDEIRIC K %, cobordant &\ 9 relation Z AdL 5,

Thom DfEV>D X relation & V> 9 D) FLAEA L T Q,, n RIGHHEAAD cobordism class 244k D abel B,
cobordism #, ZOEFRIFHETOHRZ 2O LNERA. ThEiHET 2 % DI differential topology, vector
bundle DELFZ > T, # L CHOHEGSR%Z {5 T, T-structure DAr1E loop space 23T X £ 323, cobordism
D413 Thom space &> 9 b DV THRT, % D Thom space D homotopy sl L £ L7z, FWLRHEIC
homotopy #2543 5% L TV 72 DT, modulo torsion T Q, %554 ICPE L £ L7z, torsion ¥ Milnor & 2
Wall 2356/% L £ L7z, 2408 Thom DKRFERTT. ZAUAHLBERL T 7. EOIXSEEHIIE» T
V>, Thom D4 1d Thom space &9 b D% Z T, stable normal bundle %% 2 T DA IEF—HIZHOH
T, FARRYRALO—O0EKTTR. RERMTOAD»S T2 LZALERLR LIS LNFELA, 5
ZAFRROTTR, B, Al-homotopy £ 2H ) T TR DB MEINTEFE LA, Z4Ud) £
Wo bl TT,

GEOGEREIRIZPEVIE, TIKFERIEIHLZDITITTD, xeBz b LZD LD fiber dR &bl)
©, R ClX constant, base point (Z\>{ DI TT, V) FHiFAH x 25 fiber R DfT - 72561 base point
6 HFET 2 loop IZ7% D £, #E-> T adjoint map & VW E TS,

BDIff{ R — QBT

DEZZNE T, loop space, topology THIF&E L 72, \»F Tl operad DHLE & 2>, 3 IcFE L 72 ML
HYET. XD Mather DEH, B RZIEHTT. 20UE, TNWHEET2EH, REIMTH LIVWTT,
Z 1143 homology isomorphism T& %.

Theorem 1.3 (Mather).
H.(BDiffyR;Z) = H.(QBT|;Z)



Mather H%GEFH L % U 7. BDiffy R 133EAEEAS Diffi R 12 7% % Eilenberg-MacLane space C, 1$2> T2\ %2
<Y, —HT B, 265k 2t b Haefliger DG, —MD g T ¢l 505 E13 g =1 THHE
fi. Z0ud13FEE L T 7% Gromov % Phillips D, % D% h-principle &9 DI > THTHIRE
T, 2 foliation &\ ) DEARIKTIEHTE 5.

CEWL) TTDREMIT RS A1E, 25 Z S BIY % Eilenberg-Maclane space I > CTL £->T, 24D
loop space £ F-> THHEFETIE AR B> TEIICDHHRSHRV, 2z &) HET 20 L\ ) ODSFEMHTHY 2
Fuz LU0 vy MBI AR 2bIFTT,

CNDHHIFKRF E LW X ) B REMTT. 20D corollary & LT, BTNy 23HEEE T QB 13
fEIC% o> T, H(QBL;Z), ShH A TH 230 H(BDIffRR;Z) T, i DiffiR @ able fab 3 T,
413 codimension 1 T TV F 2%, Mather I codimensin g T¥->TWET, ZLTCINBEMW, 2D

Diff} R

DML L C perfect TH B HEZFHIL £ L7, J6i1E £ D Thom DfEFHD 7+ 1Y —TWw 9 & homotopy il )it
HIET QB ICBIT % topology DR, my(BI)), BT %3 1-3if% T % 4573 Haefliger DFEHRThHh > T
T, T mBL) & EH %50, m(BL) ldloop 25T WE05 Hy, FAEAREIZRE L Lok ik
W EHADY, homotopy HEDSE T &\ ) DIFIERICHEL \», B2 2 #E03% - T abel {b, commutator % 75
T 2D H D £TH 5, topology DIRL & L7z ZDWELHH D £ 395, homotopy #i, #ED homology
WHEZ RS ST THREL TOIFITHL, 20d corollary & LT my(BL) ¥R ZiFHL £ L%, 508
AHED homology 1)@ L CEEHIL £ L7z, 2995 & 2-8k T2 5, K& Thurston 2324

m3(BI'1) » R

DT 5 2 ERGEHL F L7, EEEZUIFEBD v ) OERTEIC R D £ §239EF I L wilET T, fE—
BTBRETBHHFZIADERERND D £3. ZdD Kernel 1200 TERMZITERLL 2 b DT, TR
P EIH D, KD Thurston 230 EWiFZRw0dd Litkw, Z20UEs &5 EEC & LT, Godbillon-Vey & \»
9 DI 3 RIGDHE cohomology T H 5,

GV : B[} » KR, 3)

—H BB 2 FRIE 2 1) homotopy FIfE?TT . TN —FRBUN 2 P T I NDEEH T E 72 5 KSR T
9. 13 D Kemnel 3 20038 L Wb I TT25 EHICH SR, I L \vd, 243D Kernel
BEEZDROVAVAREBEDS attack T2DOBL 0t EL-T, Ihd4FHICHTL % discontinuous
invariant % £ 2 ¥ L 7.

(4) 4D homotopy [HIfEi72 & 9% & homology iz o} T 025

H.(B[';Z) » H.(K(R,3);Z)

NS 9. homotopy FIME7E &3 2 LEART 5, FHEEZ AR % % HDY homotopy [FIfE & 2251
T £9. Z1UE Whitehead D EF T, homology 7% & |X homotopy FIfETT. 299%&L3 DL
ZILR IDREZVHEDPOL DT TTY, 4,5 TEE I D, £TZENT Eilenberg-MacLane space, 3 X
JG5E homology A E#l 5\ H 0>, Z4H homology iff, #NEEZDEINBHDT I THV
homology ZFfOHENT CICbP D ET. ZRIEFINBREDLSGTT. bLINDBQLEETIZE, KQ3)D
Q-homology & \»9 Dld 3 XILERHI D Q-homology EFIL T A6, 3XILETH->ThEFEr, R EWVY



DIFfP LV &, Iz Q LD vector 2272 L9 &, vector space IZI1XHIC basis DN E TH 5, Th

V3 EEA IR EE D TE A
R =@,Q,

2D ET. RKIZEZPRTWEHIC, Q & Z I rational homotpy type (ZRILTT 56, Z 2213 k{EdH > 7
E$2%L, 2D homology (&L \29 &,

H.(Z") = H(T") = AL(Z")

20 ) BUCHIRCRBIICERTEE T, 29 T2 ER VI DIF Q LD vector space & L T I EfFE A
B Q03B b TT a5, KR 1), WEE KR, 3) TT2, SaUzvubiZfls & v Lsgrito k—
FAEVIRZLDTT, DFD rank 2MWHRICKE T H % & ) BEAHN S DT T EL T2V, KR,3) IC
BHERBIET 7P LTC0EET, FEEXRILDO F—F AKX LT % L homology IRV THETLIEEHD 7.
FERE Z U B % homology i % fiR L ¢, Kunneth OEBL, 22D homology #E 2 % ERXRD L H T D
£7.

Proposition 1.4.
Z %=0
H.(KR,3);Z) =12 AR =3k
0 % ofth

Z =0
H.(KR,2);Z) = S%R x = 2k
0 ZoDfth

ROR EOAEIITCICERIZA>TLEWE T, ZHUER % Z 1D module & &9 DT rank 3R T
T, kDA IZ W S THITEE T, Z4Udniid Kunneth DEFE% 5T, cohomology 13 % A ififf] <
353, homology I& direct limit & ZZHAFFEZDTI D X HICE T ET. H &1k Mather DEI %2 ->T, HD
FECHEL Wb DELDEHIZ T B DI loop space ZHL > 7z DBHETT, SEEILEE O cup O H AR 25
DT SERIE R % Z 1D module 72 & - T symmetric product Zi{>72 b DT, TH W) FRLH D £7,

ZI)TBEELICHTL 3R E LT, higher Godbillon-Vey class & /AT

GV : Hy(BT'|;Z) - Hy(K(R,3);Z) = AR

PEOSNFET., ZTHIVIHIMICHERAMNEGRPROoNET, ZNTINUIVE Z EFEFE LD, EiT uniquely
divisible £ WIHIHEBH 2D TQ LELTHBRILTY., THARDET, 297T2Lk=1DLFITIT,
Thurston DEIT GV, Z &8 72017 T, Z4Ud Thurston DEITYT, MEIZA=2DEE, k=27%5613
GVy Z 2L ) FESHRE T, d Iz AR A2 LA T, 1980 UL dIcifEE LTHL
FL7z, HELDETHHIADHEREZEFZE T, 19984, ZD 1 DDFERVH 57217 TIE L A EHER
B, THOVHMEBHRE S, I L LHEWRINICRT L, TS LEeNZET2E, GV3IEEIH T
TH?HLZNDEHES GV EEIDLEHRCTVREET, GV, TTSSDFEAWHIEI bbb sk,
Gt LTHIERIC L 2 EFHARE T2 6, AEHTREHIH D TE K ARD T,

& & T symplectic ZHAEDBER TV E T, bLHD IITEBVWTHENIZIGY, =0THr4u61E, %
DL, EEDOk>2ITIEGV, =012 ET, INVZDOREHRALR, ZND3%Z D cohomology %3
FRETT 2 O AZBREERIZR B EDOTEEFEATLEDY, H2HIEIHLATT. ZONEHEALE



AT detect SNDEE V) ERSIEDHFED cup BARA T4, HEHFHD cup BT detect SN2, £7
Godvillon-Vey class GV € H? 73% > T, Xl 6 XILD cohomology 1%, 6 KILD GV, (ZfilT detect 1% 0>

Ewn) L,
GVUGV™,

GV % o) Ttwist ¥5%, fHL oy : R —» R TZ L® automorphism. R ® Z F® automorphism (& H D3 Z <
Rid D F7. HIZIREERTYI L RDQ LD Galois #, ZNTT TIZAKEWTT, codimension2 T3
ECEWVILDODHTRT, 25 6DHPEENICIE, X Galois FESHTEE T, £H56ICLTH Z LD
automorphism TT226 b DT ITCRILBH Y 9. 6 RLDLEEIEZIVIHIBICED £5. —BROLAEIR

GVUGV'U--- UGV,

D cup B, M@HE D, HLUREE twist LTWET, Z2THLIHD cup EBEHLR VW) ZElE, Wb
AR Z DMBEBZ 72 cup I 2L R T, o TERDP ST IO IHTT, bafrcaivnrilt z
TRy 7LETH, L2l ThWHEHZIPAL L) LT5L, 2L eThuHEZIERAL AV EWITE
v, To L TuEET,

COMBEIZT Sy 732 —20b02K)DRHEITR) £, > F D Mather DEHUCE D £9. Mather
DEMIZ BDIffYR %% QBT & homology FIfiTH % £ %D £9. 24U Mather DRFERTT. JLORIEIR,
BI| 1% K(R,3) & homotopy [Flfiliz» &\ ) T2, 29§ 2 L#EIZ—B loop ZH>TE T 5, KEH
ST7ERLT BEBEEFKRI)PEE>TFELAA, QB X K[R,2) & homotopy [AIfED> & v 9 FIEIC 72
hE9. Nz &, B[ O homotopy type o ZREMSMZA DD L TTE, ZVBLA RV ET. 20
FHEEIG L B30 2RBICHWULET. 205 L LeboHzflioT, FHS AR differentiability 23
FHIEADTTD, ZITCV, BIFEAERHTHLHEZAILE LA, HL C® AT TV —TEARLT
Lipschitz 2> derivative %3 bounded variation &>, low differentiability DT, Z#Ud b I O HEY;
TY. ZhaffioT, LPREES L K LT, loopspace & £ > T Mather DEMZ X 512H 9 1 FffioT,
Difff R O#fil 7% H 2 HEIC b > T EF L7,

ZM %z F ) HiC—D proposition T, 1Ml 7 F 35 & KR,2) D homology 3 &> EF o7 kI
symmetric algebra TIR[LIH D £9. Z41% Godbillon-Vey D, Z#1% 11, S'-bundle D¥fri%, Godbillon-
Vey % fiber T 1 D L7z k9 %D, fiber RN T, GV EHEET. GV, £V) 29I GEDBHD
£7.

Proposition 1.5. L
GV : Hy(BDiffi R;Z) -» SER.

GYP LK BE V) HDO—DDFETTY, THAXRNTHL2HIIT I £T. ZoOEIZZN2H
B, %1 Kernel 2372\> &> 9 23, Bl 28 K(R,3) & homotopy [AlfEi7%>, cohomology (& Godbillon-Vey 721}
THEH? L) HOBEHSEMETT. 44255 DF5 homology 2SRINTTL 2bIFTY. ZOMmED
AERHIE T

H,(BDiffYR; Z) = H,(QBT'1;Z) = H3(BT'}; Z)
Mather DEH & QBT 232 HAETHBELZMHEI L 294D £, %2 L T Thurston DFERT, 24

GV : Hx(B[;Z) » R
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BHH FTDT, fiber B
GV : Hy(BDiff3R;Z) -» R

BEEHERDET. o TINBEHEZLITTYT, Z¥INDBRLIE V) E, XEDT—=, C L C
B, ELoNERDPEVIREICAD T, C° L9 DId compact support TT A5, ZI% w EFH0T
LEI EMBINTEEEA, ZIVARENITEITTY. ETDVHRD. SREOHEELZ LT, ZHkERT
BATIIC —~/RFELRDLDOD 1 21F, 1 OHETT. 107E], 2909 bDid C? MDEIAETIE R VbIFT
T, EBEOBARDPEE ST, L CYMBHARRL L2 LIZ LA EDRETEHRIEDHRIZ C° DL RRIE
#6&%L1wi¢#%,%huﬁﬁfu&m,A%%&%@&wﬁ%h&bi?.%nuﬁikmﬁib

, BHOMEE VI D, o F) LBROMEICAED FT. A2 C° L CY, ELoREN0DLENVID
i%@@?ﬂﬁ?‘uf“?. RECRMDOANIZ O EAAMIITL LT E., STZEH)TEE, REINMDRVLRNEV)
&, Hy(BDiffi R;Z) T} & compact suport TEITE2bIITTH 5, ROFALHELGZRi> T B L,
Z ZiZ support %R diffeo TILREDEHDIEHTE 3.

d. R _EDFXE & HEDIZ

£ D s € R %35 compact support D diffeo ® 2 XJT cycle TEILTE %, disjoint % cycle TERED t € R 235K
WHT&E 5%, 20T %5 surface 236 > T cycle 3% %, 4 support compact C disjoint 'T$ 2>5, holonomy
ERHEARE b 1T T, 24 surface DIEARRED 5 Diffy R ICHEREID D D £ 9. 26T st BEHTE
-EEIL, WE

GV : Hy(BDiff,R; Z) - SER

DERZFTEHL &9 & LTWE T, Hy(BDIfSR;Z) TIRICk=27 92 L9 s %, R % Z L® module
EEZ TR L HEANRE SER OhcER L L E1F, §LEH L, MAOEMEEZ S L& 8, ZhpsEBlT
TEL EROFER s, WEJTEL, IOUNHEBITELDT, o<

GV, : Hy(BDiff3 R; Z) - SER

DEFHCHEDET, k=3,4,--- W2 TWwoThH, B4 U K9 IZ disjoint & support ZIN-> T, FHEEITED D
blLinzwirhn e 3o OEE 6 foliated bundle 23R T, EEOMEEZ IS FLFHTE 7,

77 ZAUR TN 5 A I 38 ICE T 2T, K oINS aIcii Tk T, St o
FEETIY 72 diffeo DFED universal cover ZE 2 £9, Z2 256 THHEFRIIIH 2D TTH, 1L H
b FRA, ZHUE 11 HIZPD 9.

CHBIERICZR 2D TTY, TTTEE- RIS EICEZ L) DTIEZTRD £7 &, transversely
symplectic foliation %% Z T,

(d,w) : B[, — BSp(2n;R) x K(R, 2).
WMoz 5 &, symplectic form Z RO EAHE & > ) FHA S Lie B Sp2n; R) 23HITHRT, Z D4rHi%EM),
BUS™ 726 Z DI HZEM BSpQ2n; R) ~DERBGFo N E T, £/ M I )" -structure 3% % &, M kI
2-form HXE X D £ 9. transverse symplectic form w 3% 5. &> T H*(M;R) = [M,K(R,2)] 225 B, 25
KR, 2) ~DEHEPHoNET, IhikllateiEReE1£T.

Theorem 1.6 (Haefliger). (d, w) 1& 2n-connected.

ZHUEZ 5 EDOHARMN A H, Haefliger ® 1970 4 Amsterdam O lecture note DHFIUIZHETHEA L TWw E T,
CDOGGIL 2n-85, 2n £ TE W) DI foliation &) X D AT 25, HARRWIZIE symplectic structure
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5.2 %5 &, ZO tangent bundle 2EFMIEZ S £ 9225, BSp(2n,R) i3 homotopy type 23 BU(n) &[F U,
homotopy [FIfEiT$ %> 5, Chern class 3% 2 D 17T, 725 GAEED Chern class @ system & R D 2 XouD
9 cohomology #5272 & EIZ, Z )W) LIRKEDH 5 L\ DB 2n-8fE &\ 9 BT Y. Gromov-Phillips
DA THEEE T,

4[] foliation DEEL DD 7 D12 Haefliger O 1970 FOGmXEZMEVIRELABELE L, DT w3
WARRFREENTHNET, CZRHIFEHMSBRLTIOFREZEE) LBVE LAY, ©-o1FD Haefliger
FERBEVREEVELL, ZRRBELPSTIATALZ7TLE2EEIEVETE, BSp2n,R), ZH5
I3 Chern class T3 7> 5, transversely symplectic form 23 E4L{ 5 WEjF 5252 & 09 DT,

Ho(BU™; Z) > Hy(K(R,2);Z) = S5R

F2135513 £ Godbillon-Vey THIUIFTHETL TN ED, HETHALLZD LIZETEA S EFVE LK,
CHIEBETTUNE L ETE A2 Wl 2T TIHATZ DB TEIBEZ 241532 @ transverse symplectic
T, WE 2 RILTINE n ITOELED kT4, n XD REWV ETREZSENICEO LW FERLLD 7.
IR 5 EAHRHRAZRLE V) DX, REEALSDPDLPZ ERVET, SHEKZEROHT TR 2L
9 EBS7E ) ELTERDP DT, FHEIZLET,

o1 (BT3,") > S5 R

ERDBH 1ETHRDOTTY, EHTELRDPS7DTT. H2ETHZERST, Rl L T-HE»H2DTT
M, ZNTERAERALRDEH 51T TT, ZNBEI DI FLg0okrol, bL2LALSHEIS L
nEEA.

ZNEEMELTC—oOBEMLEY) E-BoTELE, ZMBEDP- T3 5 &Gk LD codimension 1
foliation (S°,F) T, WAWLALRWHAZR>bOOAEEZIN TV ET. X h—Bix ($*,F), Tk
Lawson, Durfee, FI#f 454, Reeb V¥ 7,

ELHIZLTH, ZNDFEHIIHEI ZI1E, ETHZ S L) DIidkEd &) L, transversely symplectic form,
2n RIu% kA LD 2-form, n Al wedge ZH{% & volume form, n + 1 [0l wedge #H{% LT & LT AT
LEVET, ZEAtwist LZZELTHHDDBBVRIERICRD) T, 26 ETHATLEY), ZHdiE
EAEWHSDTTY, Z2ETHEHE L) DIZ, symplectic ZEHADEZRZPNUL, BlAITk=2DE FI
SR ~NEHEELDTTH, 4 RIG b — 7 AT symplectic form & LT3,

Wep = adxy A dxy + bdxs A dxg (a,b € R,ab # 0).

TR 5 3.4 R THREURE L symplectic BT ORATIETRABEOMER L 212 D £ 34, a,b IFWT
ELERTRVWERET S L, 4 R0 torus T symplectic form 23K 9. 2 3 % & volume form (272 1)
£7.

CNOAERALRZEET 2 &,

wy : Hy(BT,"""Z) 5 [T*, wa] > ab € SIR

SIIARILE =T AT [T wep) BETIAT P EVI &, ab IfTEET. a,b ZEHE XL 5 THHE
3. BhTUlis Db transverse symplectic %5 2 % & HARICHTL 3.
RBICE 107 60D £,

Problem 1.7. Bl i K(R,3) & homotopy [Efitid»?

12



Z DIEIE
Problem 1.8. QB iZ K(R,2) & homotopy [FIfiEiH>?
EAMETY. Z4hs Mather DERZ - T,
Problem 1.9. BDifR 1 K(R,2) & homology [fEin»?

EVIHIREEDFAMETY., TSP HLvEVn) ZEZRBICEVET.

homotopy i % > T reduce L £ 9. MIEIXfl2 &9 &#ID BT T homotopy #lffiZ, 2 -2 D homotopy
BEDILD H - 72 £ ZIZ, Whitehead product &9 b DH3H - T,

[-,-1:73(Bl) ®n3(Bl1) — ns(BL)

ZIT5=343-1TF. cpBus? IS L KR, 3 ELTBE, O TY Whitehead Kl
¥u, 2% §3 O I-HEEIET 2 H1TE 5139 T2, Thurston D> 72 %1% Anosov foliation T3
L Ed, 2D Whitehead 2% & T-HEZZES T IHIIHERZ TN E D, Z1d3 6 KIt disk ICHEIRT 5
MEV) EZNEISDIILEAEE) bR oW EEZONET.

Z 1% Mather DT % {5 C homology DRTEIZ L 7,

Hy(BDiffy R; Z) ® H(BDIiffy R; Z) — Hy(BDIiffyR;Z)

REHI 1T D TFH>TLH D homology DIJEICZ D £9 . ZDEHIIMH L) METT. 222 KILD
cycle b o7z L &L, Znd¥unEHd, I I T homology operation, Samelson & V> 9 homotopy D KRZEK
DVETH, ROK I ICERTE 2. T Samelson O P25 R % 5 T 1985 FEDFRSCICEH E £ L 7%,
Whitehead #I13HED R D&M 2 ) &, BAFELLHIIFIEDLDTIEH D FRAD, «-product 127D F7,

E3cn

Diff R x Diffy R — Diff}R

C AU HE[R AT injection IZ72 ) £§7,

e. R FDFXME 2 DDz

£l & Al support % disjoint IZHL % & ZZHATIBEC, inject L 9. Z DHEFMIZ homology 1276 L £
& s-product. p Xt & g KILD homology 23%H > 72 5 p + g KILD homology 1272 D F 7,

x€H,yeH, = x*y€ Hpy.
TR L) &,
Conjecture 1.10. *-product \% graded commutative.
DENOSL DIBTE, + DFEIZDH B DEARMNICIZE D 572\, proposition 1FRD L HIcbh 7,

Proposition 1.11 (Morita). & L *-product 3 degree 2 "C commutative 75 51X GV, 1 almost surjective, 1Z & A
E25, T74%b b Cokernel I3 torsion.

DT LI TRV able BETT 25, (FEAERH, ZhzilL x L7,
ZLTRRIC 1 D72, S AD 1998 SEDERLITY, TG DFME—D iz flio> TS NIRRT,
C® THIR 6 k> 7D TT A, Lipschitz T derivative % bounded variation DIFHE T .

13



Theorem 1.12 (Tsuboi). T-48(& CLip- bdd variation derivative JJp-=1E | \a,

Z 99 category D R D local diffeo 12%f L T, graded commutative ZFEHH L T, & 512 Z D category T
Godbillon-Vey class DWEFHRTE 2 HLAIAL £ L7, > TI D category TGV, 3IFEAEEHTH LEH%
FERHL £ L 72,

MR &) &,

Problem 1.13. C* #TlX &9 22
ZL7TH 9 12 remark 13,
Remark 1.14. C® #%2TlZ Mather-Thurston BLEH3 7\,

Thurston 13 F7ZH D LFCwFEwA, REEY B F 9. LA L Mather-Thurston 237 > DT loop space
3EZZoNETH, LA EHEREODLDR N,
BBICHIMAETTE 0, FROBWTTIFNE D R _ED compact support @ diffeo 1&—4T
i : Diffy R — Diff}.s"
& S' @ diffeo @ subgroup £ BZ FT. —ODFRIIFIOFHEIZT LA EFMERTFHTT D,
Conjecture 1.15. i, ¥ H, I injective.

b L topology % discrete, 6 Tld7: { T, C¥-topology ILTL 9 &, BLASsNTWw3 kI IC Diff,s' @
homotopy type 1& SO(2) T, Euler class 7213 25% %, DiffyR (Wi T3 26 HW, HWHARETT L, 2ans
Euler class 72U 3%H % &£ 2 AICASTW3, discrete 72 L 2K 7H P =TI fTHHEVDOTT, ZRTbIn
PIEL W ERIHBTTIINL, remark IZXDHFETT,

Remark 1.16. b L Q I injective 7 51X -product 1% graded commutative.

ZUFL B2 L B v 9, graded commutative D43 14353, homology %% injective. torsion I3
LrotHLWTT2, Q ETIRBESS, INDBRED remark T, ZHUEEI L THhEWVIE S L)
DIFHEM 2 AT, KEICEHEOTT-FEN b0, REE I 2B L 2w,

rBHRAENER &S DI

R%ZSHICANLET B L, B ERD factor 238 - T, support DIA-TV%, H L S T—oo & co 23D%
235 LT3 LIEFEBRES D ET. 2V 05K DIBTER, R ETEU-L Dk w», Ll Stk
TRIEFE2ZZ 2 &0 bDOPEVICHBEICZD £, ST BTl %, H£%7% subgroup ® homology
BHBELAMMTYE, S ETHWICHE, WEDLIAINRTAROTTY, HOFETE) &, Hic
DD 27\, s BB TRWED, b L graded commutative TlEZ2\WET 2 E, EHHITHTL 2%
Hy(BDiff%;Z) 3 xxy—y*x, 29 \29 b D% Z % & Godbillon-Vey, fiber fisy L7z b DIk A 5. e
FOWCHZETY, copBL7bDTTDS, bDFECRILUSH S &) TTRIDAITARV, detect TE R\,
$ L graded commutative T\ >7% & Z 4% & % il 2> characteristic class 25% % &\ ) HBBE+57. O
D 4 RJi cohomology TZ DAEZF2 b DNH 5. Z DX cohomology TIEiftkfic v, #0262 D
Godbillon-Vey DBl 212 V2 & 7T, BGRINIZEEDE S bOMiRILH 5. ZD%E% detect T3 &9 7%
TR UE R s R, LELEIETIESETZI VI LDIERL, Z0uHhoR0nin)Didkizwy
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TID, ELHICLTHHRVAELRVHERZIINT S, 246 HTOEDTZSHVRIRLTY, FAlX graded
commutative 77 &, 2FH INZEHBIJDIEFHRVERSTWET, XEZMOFAISR) £T.
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#£2E11813H

ZNTIRHROIETHZET, VR rRaP—oFEEH LI Z A AL EZMIFIETHEEL
7. FH3ZD2MHETY,

1.2 C* EELRBITNER -A% vs X5-

FEEHTII E ) DIE Co ). TR & v 9 DIFETFTHE C DI D 2 O TR % 4% L T foliation, & % \»
FHUC fol EFHLS b LLERA, RBIED, A% vs K18, C® I AR S D0, FERHTVER RS
DHDH, EWVH)HTT, topology IFARKIZR T, il CO-ZHAELEZ 2HNLVTT, EEEHEZ
HICHRRIE DD D £ 4, SRRIRIZERO—FEANLHITY, PR LS PRABPAMEC® TEZET
B Z A ZREGAT 2, C EORBEEMELE 20D £T &, TNTT. 2RI EL SBAAND, K5, i
BECEE V) XD BT VI p, BEFEE VI D, THEBOKAICE>TH EL o ARG NS, MiE
RIBBANIZEZICEZLEHEDPDY £T.

(D). EEEOHIZEIREP S WEF T, b AASHAKIE Riemann ICE TIH»DITZ DT TYT. TN
FEERE Y & v T8, BRIROLRIEDOIIES L 72?1 Riemann O 1854 4 Gottingen KD stk 72
EELNTWET, %20 Riemann DHIIZ IF GauB, Riemann D213, Poincaré & fi X 9. 2 L CHRNE %
BeIRDE X, Whitney D4 7% 1936 4E Annals of Mathematics DX T9 . Z 2T CO-ZIREDE &S
AONTHETHIREALEZDEEHONTREESH>THBETIIH D LA,

bHAHA C-BRREE VI TERINT, BERCIE—IC Cr TELLT, r=0,1,2,--- ,00,0 £ L ¥
T, InbAtofEL ool 2E 252 &b, & I foliation TEH D £ T2, T I TIFHEAD LERA.

Whitney (& 1936 fEFDFRX TEHMRAEZEF L 72721 T3 % < T, G4 7% Whitney D> oW % embedding
theorem ZFERH L £ L 7z,

Theorem 1.17 (Whitney). T2 D n RKIG CO-ZHkE M 1Z, BOKREZNICHLTRY I C® ic#lldiAEzng,
fHL N=2n+1CTHNn 3,

% DT question, Whitney @ question T3 2%, Z D embedding theorem (X C¥ TIZEHI D ? E0H b D%
C DX TREL T T,

CHUIMARINE L7z, 1958 FFICE T Morrey &2 9 ADS Yes TH L HZFHL £ L7, HLSMAIEEHK
& M 1% compact T . 1958 FFDFHL.,  DF#E TIXEMIETHR IR S Dy, £ 73 FERMEF 2 L 724
TY. WA EDHOET. ZUERXOHETT, RICFHLUE, ZFIEFRICHEARIEETTL, 1958 4F
Grauert, Z#1% Yes T M &, compact T { T L\, paracompact [F{KE L F5, ZUUIHEARK 2L
FEREEONTWET, Gravert DIEFE» 5 1%, EBUTIZ D o L, EEOERE MW LT, EEFNZ
WO FRMEED 5 C™ DM FMBEANGE DIf M — Diff>M 3% h £ 343, 2413 Whitney topology T weak
homotopy [Flfifl, homotopy FVICIZZAEDI 7R E V) FHAED & 9 TT. THUIIER IR OISR TS,

T I5WNIE 2005 FEHDOEMATO F AR Y —> R AT, Diff M-bundle, Diff M IZHEATEZ D &
SETOMPICOVTIHHLE L, ZDLE, BINE C° D%, HIFSADBZDNKL 5SS HATIIH
ANBETTH, HHFIARKHZATHLVELL, WUl L THEIED topology, HFA7% topology 2B L TIX[H
CkblFTd. diffeotopy group &9 bD23H H £3. Moy R Z BT O MRS THl - 72 discrete
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group % diffeotopy group & F\W £ 9. K M DTN diffeotopy group (& C* @ diffeotopy group & IRl
D“M = DM

1270 £9. M 2% surface @ & E 13 2 #UL#E mapping class group & MEIX41E 9. homotopy & diffeotopy 13
RILBED>TL B E2ECE T, —MICIX diffeotopy group & MEFILE T, i MM 2k % §ifi oo i
By TH - 70, ZhpFEEIick ) £9.

RANTHAICOHERER DI E ) e 50, THDMEIC R D £ 7,

Diffy M — Diffy M.

Z d weak homotopy [FfEl CHIFS TR D £9. 29§ 2 L XROMEIZ I ORBISFETT. £33 1974
D Thurston DEH T, foliation I DWW TRKL{EFH L T TEEATORATY. Thurston 23 Z #LiZB
L T foliation f&A TR ZIEAL £ L 7=,

Theorem 1.18 (Thurston). closed %Hkk M 1Z%t L T Diffy M 1% perfect T, & 512 simple.

perfect 2> 5 simple 236¢ 9 Fid Epstein DFERTT. ZhiE C® L W) HEZAHEWIF-TwET, TED
closed C™-%Hkfk M 12 LT perfect. C® #% Tl perfect 2> 5 simple D239 T W E FHA, WMOBEEE
% & = support 23 Z XN S BBEELEFFICAS K I I TwEET. 20D CY |TIETER W TT A,
support 23/N & 7z FERLT 6512 A 5 fENT I 7227613 identity L2272\ T2 6, FEHOARE N385 1% perfect T
9. Z#1% Thurston 2MEE D closed M IZx L CTAEAL ¥ L 7. Z41id non-compact TH, HIAIFR &7
5 OK T4, Thurston & h 4> LHi, Mather 25GEF L £ L 7. Mather-Thurston O H5mT,

ZNTIECO TR EIPIEVWIHIRPEICRD £T, ZNIEIEHRIADOEFETIEHE L SR THo7EE-T
Fw v d, torus (22T Diffy 7", 248 perfect 22D ZDBEIF C® DT 7 =y 7@ L B0 7
JnEd, 2o simple £V EERGHAL E L7, 1971 4D Herman D KEILTT 42,

Theorem 1.19 (Herman). DiffyT" 1& perfect T 51T simple.

Z DHICIE Arnold @ small denominator DR H > T I NWERICBR L TV E T, I bEHS AR
HZTH5oHFHTT,

INDBIZFEAEMDENE bR o201 TTDY, 2000 EEDEFEICHH I A HOEE S L nflfEz L
FlZ, ZLTHZRELT FTAIET S M IZDOWT DIffyM 28 perfect TH 2 FzatHL £ L7 fEEDS
RETPEHINTOE T, L MIELoT0ERA,

Theorem 1.20 (Tsuboi). M %3 nice S'-action % &> & & Diffy M |3 perfect.

—ft D M Tlix 7% { T iterated S '-bundle, & I TlX nice S'-action ZH D & EF L HMEL THPETHH WL E
T BELCRIHIAOWRXZHATII v, THzdtH L £ L7, {HL simple £ TldWw227\, simple & \»
9 D% open 7 AT, simple £ T2 T2 DIE torus D & E721F, %4 Herman EFFHIADZID 2D
DIEED, SOMRTLEE>TIDTERVLREEVET,

ZNTHZIEEI ) b Db SR w) &, i, % 2 @ closed surface D&, DIfffX, 13
perfect 2°? ZAUIT T 62\, LWwIH D, INBbD L ELEKEOh TR L RkIKTT.
genus 2 D closed surface D FEAENTIN 2057 FAHER T identity I isotopic % b DAfED 7 §HEIL perfect 2,
commutator T} 272>, genus 2 THIRNIEFEZ S5 3D ETHRZ EEVWE T, i EHicdhok
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wTdh, Slaction bW L, HHIADT 7=y 73 FL kv, 1200182, a1l &
HOFETY.

2).2%HT

Diff* M s Diff**M
D3> T, T I T C™-topology Tld weak homotopy [Flfii, homotopy FfNICIZF U T, foliation Tl &k { %
% discrete topology, i b &> 7 1} 411 C-topology. discrete topology = A1 % L FlF kic s EHEZFT. 2
)T B EHRNREEIC R 201 TT A, algebraic property ICZ03H 57>, LI HEBMEICAR Y T, RO
ZlikruzdHnT
Diff¢’ M — Diffy* M

& LTH N algebraic RMEICEND % D, Diﬂ‘(;"‘SM 73 L perfect TH\» LEEHI L7 5, abel {LASEL>
BT 20b Ly, LeLEaHT Il R PRINET. 56121dZ B Q 1T homology #F
ICEDHTL 2D,

foliation D75 TV>*) & Haefliger @ I'?, Z#1id groupoid of germs of local C*-diffeomorphisms of R”, Z #1i
FiE L £ LA, FUC X 9HI2Te 1, groupoid of germs of local C*-diffeomorphisms of R” "C, 2D 2 D D73
£ %5, B -

BTy, — BIY

EVIIGEEBHH FTH, T H, EEHD? T OLED ™ Id normal bundle AL I N T3 EWwHFET
23, ERITHIPIP > 72D THHIZERL £3. C¥ L C T foliation DRHEBICAEN 20289 >, Z0hd
RERUETY, BEIEES ) FHIEIEHRTT, SOMEIITDRLEVL, HFOACED 2RI TEEEA.
SHID EF% n=10847T, BEWIEE, 10 5VoiiE, n=1TKMWEELEbNET.

RENST-HHEICTCHNIC M 23S DB/ E) B> TW2DTL & 95 5?

% O%31% Herman D:303% % O THEMNTINZ 7 b perfect 2>D simple T9 . C® D J5 1k Mather-Thurston
T

LIBH 5SS DEEDRICHE D homology (X E 9 RATL & I 5?2

ZNIELS Do TOFERA, ZNDERDLPSTVRRVEVIDESDL LN ET, INBSHD AL v
TY. $TICRMETT.

BARWICEZ £ 9 &, & 20RO FMHTIY 220057 R G4 4RI discrete topology % L7z fE & 17 & Z{RD
C™ 7oy M EAR 4K discrete topology % \ L7 BED B D B4R,

Diff*’s ! — Diff™’s !

CNBSHD XA TE, 20D homology [N H 202 E )W, B\V7IEAH ) L) DB, FEFITHEBITE Vv
IPEBIE VI, WHBSFVLEHLTYT, EL5RLTOHIAVTTA, bLEVEH-LSHAVTT
. Z2IHhoRELIHOEHBH D £T. ZUIOVTIEVALAR A OCTWE T, EOLH 2 LA
IANGBERAT, HERRwEL) ALHIFHCEY, ARV EMoTwETY, #VELICRD X3,
HHETIIHEOCEICED ET. SOFZ0EVIE S ICRST, 1 2R 2> TwERA. HIHESALE
WEWLHIHATTRLTUEHEZ LTS EBVET, simple, JiUIIEFICHE L WTTH, D74 L perfect
IFPEL w3,

F'%ﬁTb) V)) ky
[ Iy
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I EHE £ L 72 groupoid T IY 13 Z DH{FIZ 13 germs of orientation preserving local C*-diffeomorphisms
of R. codimension 1 D&l ~ % £} % D & orientation preserving #3[A U 1272 H £ 9", homotopy fiber &
PE O TEW, codimension 23 435 T % & ~ & orientation preserving 13E W £ 9, Z L T germs of
orientation preserving local C®-diffeomorphisms of R. Z#UZ&EDH 570 &9 o>, %M cEL L HALREG

Bf‘l" - Bl:(]x’

23 > T 245 D homology IZED3H 5027 TN KETT .

Haefliger & Mather Df:3iC, Haefliger 23% 3D n 12T BIY %% n-connected ZFEHL £ L 7. D
% D B 13 1-connected T, & 512 Mather 252 D354 2-connected ZFEH L % L7z, 3 RIGOFTICiTH3 D
5 &9 & Godbillon-Vey T, HiZADLEHL T &

GV : B[ — K(R,3)

EHHERNH 2D TT. INWHIBEIO T —< 57 bl TIH, KiET#EIZ Z 415 homotopy FfE2>?, T
L7, 100 FERE->Thbor o LNFEFTA, WTIIILTOFIRATA v IR TATT7RHTIhnE
EQCdbRh A,

—JTTHEMHTIZ BIY, JHUIBRTHL <D £94%, Haefliger A

BI'Y = K(T'y, 1)

THLFRZAWILE L, DTy = m(BIY) % Haefliger 6/ 1287 %2 £ L C Haefliger group &9 &
ZDHID B DL T propose L ¥ L7z, 72 Haefliger J2E DA I > TR EHAD, I RATY
7 A% group T, FHIR ORI OVWTHIGN T2 H2ZEFEL £§. 77 Haefliger+a { 5 TY, 2D
Hii BI-school D#Efiiz L T2t &, DLAETERNHY F LA, Z2LTE) W) HIMEIrZBEHEL £ 7.
homotopy [FIfili & 1313 £3E\IRPLTT %Y, Mather-Thurston DG %% 2 % & homology [FlfEilxdH D152 1T
9. homology [Flffid>. FfiZ Godbillon-Vey 1

BIY — K(R, 3)

3% % o} TIH3, Thurston DSEMHTIYIC Godbillon-Vey DEFZLZIIAL T E T2, ZHIFAENZ
BRI 20T TT,

Z9%% & BIY, 2010 1 XJt homology #EAE R 3 Hi(Ty;Z) = 0 &\ 9 DIFERTE > E 4%, Haefliger D
EITYT, Z29TBLCCECYDETH, IZEIDEVI E, ZOHID foliation DHEZL, FEH:E A & Hurder
SADRFEDEST, HIHSAHSEET,

Hy(T'y;Z) = 07

ZRJEICEFCOE L, COHETIERMICHTL 2 KEETT. 24l 2 Xyt homology TTH 6, %,
E® T9-structure THEILSI N2 DTIA, Zhbound T255 89, FFHFIABEIEZ T 203HD £
HAD, Zdd L% LIS & working hypothesis £ LTESL 5D %S ) DTT, —F Jekel &\
INDBOT, HEHTHIFLRTHRVES ) EFREZRRTL S, BHTIVICHES 1 DDk jet TY - TR
52, ARTUZ L0 TR cycle DEFRINTE 5. ZIUTEMBITVNCOEEZE7255 L. ol
NEFLaTHRLES ), EHDHIXOHICENTHD £T. Lo LAHITINCIESE A LIHL TW» 2 b D28,
et TEL LB >TLEIFRHZDOT, THUIHLVTT R, 1S HILY LT 2 M 2 s 307
IZ attack TE 2[fE T,
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(3). smooth topology 13 &k { FIHN T3 X9
SO(2) < Diff?s!

Z 4% homotopy [FIfEiC9. 1 RInOREEE TS, 4 differentiable 7 oriented circle-bundle 1, V2T
principal SO(2)-bundle £ 2 %, Z 2T SOQ2) = U(l) TT2 5, oriented S '-bundle ? 4322 1Z complex
line bundle D7FHZEMNC 7> T, MERIXTTOEREHF 2/ CP™ L&D £ 7. ZD cohomology ZE 2 % &

H*(BDiff*S ', Z) = H*(BSO(2); Z) = Z[x]

Z 2T x & Buler class TZNWERT 2 LHANBICADET. o L THRALTY. 2975 LFIC
m(DIffYS!) = Z L FAITT A6, %D universal covering group

Diff, S' - Diff™s!

MEFTEET. b ko & notation ZSE\TT A, Diff, §' L#EEFF. S DR HFIE universal covering
group 2%, R OB FAMBEOTIREE LTRDO & S IcEB XN T, Diff, S! OBE f ZAE2HEO R O C-
WM TH > T, R D translation, R 1213 translation & W IH B D T(x) =x+ 1 B3H->T, TNETHIZR D
LV HDTY, -
DIt S' = {f € Diff*R; fT = Tf ie, f(x + 1) = f(x) + 1 (Yx € R))

& HARIIC#H T £ 9. universal covering group 2SERINIC R Oy FMHBEOTa#EE L TEIHTE S, Ih
b EoEFEZET1DET.

I U AT /5 b H > C, Diffi’S! @ n; = Z T, % universal covering group Diff, S ! 131 % % >
R ORI ZBOT AT T & SHRnTRE,

Difi.S"' = {f € DifftR; fT = Tfi.e., f(x+ 1) = f(x) + 1 (Yx € R)}

EnbET, IRTREERIKDD £T,
universal cover, Z3UIFETWV I & HLIER

0 — Z — Diff, §' - Diff*s' - 1
KD ET., TOZIEIE NS E T OAET % discrete subgroup
Z={T"nez)
SN ) 9, W UHIEMITHIIC S H > THILAEKR
O—)Z—)]iﬁ":Sl — Diffs' — 1
ERDET. ZHVIHEICE - T TRFLREIL, discrete topology T Z 415 D homology 73 & 9 72 % 2>,
discrete topology T3 %6, MEZ M ANICE S &, %HE LD S!-bundle T fiber I transverse | foliation
D3A > T % foliated S '-bundle DFFERIC C® £ C¥ THEDPH 5, EWVIHMEICZY £T.
ZTTTh, ZORMEETT Y, 2 —#Ga & L T Gelfand-Fuks cohomology, Z #Uid¥i 1967 A6
25T, #XiE 1969 < 5025 19723 FICHITTHIT, —ZEBEL TAAREY 7Y LE LA 1971

4E1Z Godbillon-Vey class 73T, Gelfand-Fuks cohomology & Z#2ICBIfRT 2 FERED I > T, T4
Bott & 2> Thurston & 2>, 8% 5 < Gelfand HHHHI > T/ TL £ 9. Godbillon-Vey &9 DIEH - & &
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ERPTC, A% > T codimension 1 foliation (2% LT, 3 RJLD cohomology class % EFH L 72 b} T
T, ZNEVENCTTICINREH 2T TY. BENICEETE, CO-BiRkiE M BHo7 & FiC

Hgp(M) := H (X(M))

M ED C®-vector 4k D 7§ Lie {3 D & % topology, Krull topology (ZE43 % continuous cohomology.
NPERTT, EREIENTHTEETH, IhzitllbeokblI T, FICR &S MO R,
S foliation & DR L RKRHTINZEFE L. AALBP—FBE Y 7)) LD INDBERIILTH S &
W FETT. R D Gelfand-Fuks cohomology DRITIZHRADTT.

BRI R o6, 23 Gelfand-Fuks O E BT 25,

y

Hgr(R) = Er(B)

R @ degree 3 DIt B TRONZABMABUC 2D £ 9. TnzitHL £ L7, @ B %% Godbillon-Vey class

D ET. FLSHicownTid
Hp(S") = Rla] ® Extz(B)

L IERALE & AREAELD tensor FEIZZ2 D £F. 2 2T degree &, |a|=2,|8/=3 TT. a X&) &, fiber
ST itz > TwETh 5, foliated S!'-bundle DFRFEBICHH 2 D 348, 2N fiber BIICHIET 2 5D
T, B o EWEEN DS B DT, XKix Bott-Haefliger DEH T, —Mi#T

¥ (S — HY(BDIfE, S R)

EVI)FEB/RBEEL T, ZhE KT I OEBRIIMEED compact ZEkE M I L THEMAEL 7.
Bott-Haefliger D—#MIN&HER A H D £3. 513 ST 05A. S OBEDR VN,

Diff, °s'=Diff, s
& 7; b 9 6
¥ : Hp(S") — H*(BDIff, 'S ';R)

BB enET. 2L TIHUIIGX foliated S'-bundle DEFEFAMBK L Vb I T2, S! o&IE ) 14
Wo T, D% h DIffS! @ homotopy 232> T % DT, maximal compact group 25 S! DEEIZH D £
. S2 OB Smale DEIT SOB), S3 DY Hatcher DEIET SO@) 3% 2 Hinsbnh 5. D
BEiEbr) FEA.

9% EIny
@ : H5p(X(S1),S0(2)) — H' (BDIff3?S 1)

23% - T, Bott-Haefliger D—fitifi% S!' DGAICHEMA 35 & 29 7% ) £9. 24U On characteristic classes
for I-foliations & \» 9 Bulletin AMS DX T9,

H (X(S1),80(2) ———  H*(Diff>?s)

! l

H (S Y, H*BDIff,S';R)
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INBE ) B, O relative cohomology % BARKIICEH V7 D 1% Haefliger TT N E D, relative T >
5 BIEHR > TZDM\bH Euler class 2SI TE F 7,

HG(X(S1),S0(2)) = Rla, x1/(ax)

E7% D £7. unique % relation TY., 29V I bDIZ% D £T, @ & B1E Godbillon-Vey T, y & Euler class.
I S R R 2 bIF T,

D 1980 4F, A ZSIC 2 > TR T T 23S, R 1979 FDFKD> 6 1 4E[H Bonn 127> T Z DEHIZ L 7
R G

Theorem 1.21 (Morita). ¥, ® & & b (T injective(C® T).

FEAEBIEAMIEAHIC AR D £9. AENICC® 2flioT0ET, SHOMEIZZOMEHEZ Ry F LT, %
FCY TRETERVDY, Z2Ih2BALEPLTIZYTLT, C?LCTENHLINEIDE, BLERI>T
JHEZLWEROWE T, injective 721 Tl % {, HiM[5> > 7z discontinuous invariant, % cohomology class 23 %
&, Z I 5IRET 5 higher % cohomology 23T K 2517 TH A%, 2T non trivial. 725> 5 homology #*
5, R%Z E® module £ 8-7 & &, %O symmetric algebra ICE&H23H 2, ZIHI0IHIbDOBH LT,

FHZS HEIZ L 22w o ldkiic

X" #0e H"(BDIff™°S';Z) (Yn=1,2,---)

INEFEIC L2, —~S TS & foliated S '-bundle ® Euler class DX ¥ 1% C®-category Tl¥ 1 T4 \>,

ERHTINCT 2 L E) %20, BEHPIEEINISEDETHS, Do BRVET. 2 EH) R bD

V) DOV HORMETY, FAOFEHIZE ) L THERAITINCIZZOr L w)FH, ZIOfzELIP) £T,
R E LCld

Problem 1.22. C® T Y, ® | injective 7>? i
x" #0? e H(BDiff°S ', Z) (¥n = 2,3,---)

REDOHRTRHIZELD EIF 720wl Ty, a DRFDHIZy LD LML RDETHS, FTWE Yy DH
TEZET.

Remark 1.23. n =1 1220 T y # 0 I Roussarie DEMTT . a # 013 Thurston DEMTT,

C®-category TOFEHTZDE EFTIE CY RTIFI £ kWY, 7Y 7 TELARIELH 20k L
BoTHHIEEFEZ LAV ERWET, C* DL EDIHDORAL Y ME22H-5T,

(A):Mather-Thurston theory

(B):free loop space AX = Map(S', X) ® rational homotopy theory T¥.

free loop space I3 IRUT 2 AR IEH IR 2 523, FHEYE E»HSW I THTRTHET, §' EoKsi
ZEET 2 L, ZORDOITEREZHZZ 5 HT, evaluation map AX — X 23%H > T, Z D homotopy fiber %% loop
space QX. L2>b S 22T 1 fixe X ICETHT, T4 section 23H - T, section fif ¥ @ fibration 1272 1) &
9. T4 homotopy FNICIZH DD LT WVWHDTY ., T4 rational homotopy theory. EAFRIYIZ 1L Sullivan
@ minimal model @ Z 4R T3, Sullivan DH 4 7, Infinitesimal computations in topology 12 T2\ T
HHET, L EMMWIZIZ, Riemann Z8k{E LD closed geodesic DIFTEREICEIR L, Vigué-Sullivan DL
WKEHELSEWTHDET, ZD202MABGEIDBRAL V FTT,
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(A) DFFIIAEIIC C® OFEHTT. EMITICIZ o2\, L2505, B)DHIZC-BTHHY £7.
Mather-Thurston D EH# %, Thurston (& Mather D E I % — 1l L T4 1% Mather-Thurston ¥ & FEIE N F
$. 24U compact support DT FIFHHRED 3 ZE [ & D classifying map

BDIff°R x R — BIY

INDYEET % adjoint map &) H D
BDIff R — QBIY
T #U3 Mather 3% 2 72 & O T, Mather DEFIE, 24153 homology Af LA TH % v ) HTY. BIY »°
2-connected & 9 Did TNz fli>T Mather HSFEMIL £ L7z, £9 BIY O mp AHA S L) Fid, QBIY
D BHATOBIREICHISELET, BUTARS E 2T perfect &7 ) £3. > T 2-connected 25FEHH S 11
FL7%.
Thurston (& Z#1% —f#{t L ¥ L 7z. compact support TT 225 C¥ Tl b %\, ZIFEZ I THEEZHED
C® OWSTIRMT
BDIff$°s! x !
EZET. FIFEIHIPBE 24T Bulerclass 25% 2 DT, S!l-bundle 3R LCNT W3 HDIILITENTE
Z2\>, 7255 Thurston 13—fRO LA M T~ %2ffioblr T, S DA, BARIIZ Z 4112 universal cover
THEETE DT, ;
BDIff, 'S ' x §' — B[
EVIERNRDH L, ZHPLHETS! TIHS, SO COMBFEMIZL TS ZOEHRAL
BDfi’s' x §' — BIY
db %A & d 3. Thurston DEFIE Mather DEH DML T adjoint map ZFE L T, #1) 2 S 2255
H5HIFTTD 5, adjoint ZIL% & free loop space ~DEH
BDIfi, S — ABI™

MPEE I E T, Thurston D KEHIZ Z 912° homology isomorphism 127 %5 T,

ZNTEHEFZ o574 & HIT, 2T® Thurston D adjoint map IFFEMHIC L THOEHREF I H b TT,
e, BIY i Haefliger i Ty 2 HEARHC T % K(n, 1)-space T, %D free loop space 2% A % & Z2fi1d3d
i £3. L2 b Haefliger #£13 uncountable Z#f T3 205, MHER O SEGARES > T, I
BFEZTHEICLRLRVWTTR, TOERATGIIHD 7.

Nz 2o )lAGE P EVVETE, DTNRIITTL 2D TEDZDIC

e G := Diff’s!
) G::ﬁff’éSl
EHECHEIILET., 2975 LhdEk
0-2—-G—->G—1

dH->7T, MEIZZIND Eulerclass BREZNo 72 L ZIIX T THRVLDOEITNE D, TWDOEDETH 3 EfiF
Wi 2 MO RE G© ¢ G DFRDIEK

0-5Z—>G°>G”—>1
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D EBuler class DREVBHEZA L0 EIDPEVIETT., ZIRXH2AHDH 27 IEfEZ 2D TT2, 2fkE
LCEI B EV)HETT,
THUF Z I K BHRDMERTT A6, MY principal S !-bundle

Ss' - BG - BG

S' - BG® — BGY

DG LTWETS, 2650 Euler class DRXX AL ) %575, 1 TAW2A, Gysin sequence &9 b DA
HHFLT, &% integral homology TZN%HE LT,

<> H,(BG) > H,(BG) 25 H, ,(BG) %> H,, |(BG) — ---

w35k S'-bundle TT2 5, HBHRICD cycle BBdH 5 &, ZDEWREIND L RIGD 1 D bS5 7 cycle 12
2 £7. Z#h homology D Gysin sequence T9 . Kronecker % % DT Z 119 dual IZ7% % cohomology
DHFHHESETL,

.. = H'(BG) 5 H"(BG) == H"'(BG) =5 H'™'(BG) — - -
Fiber
EBRDET. TH0IH)DDVH o TRMIVIC cycle ZfE>THWEF T,
0p € Hy(BG) TLom XY #0 LI B DDDH o726, KD 0,y € Hypo(BG) ZEZ DI TT, o, 24 LI
DipAT, I (B) 25T, o € Hu(BG) £ LT, THUE (0 x") #0 2ok E, 7O u)) =0 &
BH5HD%RED T, IFNE, I8 -BEARNLEHTT. " LTHloTER TRV DONDH 5b I TT5,
RED2MH LD o728 22 )™ Ee¥rTRVEIIEY ZwbIFTY. 220, e H'(BG) 3H->T, T
Nz o), EWY 2T (o)) =0.
2995 E, RILWB2M EDo7% E 2 AIZ, Gysinsequence DIEERNED S, 041 € Hyppr(BG) STFEL T
(s X"
=(Tne1 DX X"
=01 X # 0
LD, JETER L £, 206 RIEIXIEZAEMIC cycle 3% 5 72 & FIZARZEM D cycle £ LTIdiEn
%5 X)L, ZOEEIHEH) 2D B) 2DTT. (B) &\ > HH loop ZEM D —#F K7 operation
BH->T,
Yt ABIY 3 (f: S — BT b (Un(f) :=S' 3z 2F e ST — BIY) € ABIY
ZHUE f LV SIS BIY NOERMEH -7 L EIT, 2ok, ZUE ST 5 ST ADBRICEZDIFTT
23, HMuxiE 1 OEFEETE LI > T k-fold cover T4, ZDRIC fzAML £T. W22 5I1CHMR% operation
THHERICED £, 29 T2 LRXDEPIMBONET. I > Z D Mather-Thurston T
BG —— ABIY
‘Pkl l‘//k
BG —— ABIY
Z 1% homotopy commutative 127 % X 9 7 operation ¢; ZHEL L TIED 7o wb P TF. E@EITNE DT
HLEDOTTD, FHET - NS B> TwET. KA homotopy AMHIZ 4 2 X 512, BIY D HH loop Z4MH]
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TIZbH6ILH 5 HARY operation ZHFEL XV THELFHIETEE T,
(77} G i G

LWV DI 1
@ G3 f o (Gef(x) = RACDE G

EEFEL T, THIFHEFMT injective 7% endomorphism 1272 ) £3. ZHUIHAERETI ) PUE LV
HPOPYET. 2FD kx LI DI LT S, DR O TIIMBHEKT, translation & Az b o &\
IFHCA-> T ERA, LhIFAEACHE, R OBIR T LT > C, Sullivan ® ABIY @ cohomology
DFMRIEE DD 9 &, JL4 Sullivan D&% rational homotopy, X DA% 3% 7.

Proposition 1.24. operation (). : H,(ABT[*;Q) — H,(ABI**;Q) 13 Q EXNA{LTaE <, # DA MHEIF
k¢ (e=0,1,2,---).

OV HPFHATEE T, Ihzfli) LI > ZDRINEDIRET, o, 5 o, DMK TE T, Gysin
sequence 2°5 0,y PN TE T, NENEIT L T " X R TRWLI EDFEHTE 2 L) SETT,

FEFRENTIN 22 5 4 (223 % 2> £ v 9 &, Mather-Thurston DR CTHRE H13dH 2 DTT A, homology [
fETIX 7\, To e BIEEMBEIC 2> T L EwETH S, L LAEEN: & L T homology 7%
injective Zx AJREMEIZ H 2. SadD i Tffi o 72 homotopy operator (ZBEL L TH B, Z 95T 5 & D LIEHTINIC
Lt ZicE) %, WEICLTECTEE XY, PHECSWVTLEI D, k=2TEwTIhH, 2TH3
THITHRVTID,

Problem 1.25. |
0r GO 3 f o (Brf)(x) = L) € G

DIFEET B homology BE EDEAR
(@) : Ho(BG®); Q) — H,,(BG®;Q)
12 Q FH L TTHECIEAMEAS k¢ (e = 0,1,2, -+ ) BTRE,

C™ D¥r1d isomorphism 127 0 £ 3. C¥ DEAICIF injective 121374 D) 328, 2 TIEHH F¥A. §!
DI, PG RAZ T ERBE RO THEEZIN->TVWE T, k575, 2975 L I Q kafifk
A[RED. CHEZARICHEABETRRVERCEYT, 2L TZOMEAMEIE A DX THLHZRE LV H
T, MFICHED homology DFELZ I THEIF TV ET, LI m=3TIELVET L }? #0298
¥5, m=5TIELWETEEZ5ED Gysinsequence Ty #0 VI HERbD 3. XMW 7% RTE
TY. BEETOATERTE ARV E->TOE Y, B0 LAGICHCRZSFVEICAD £§. REK
FRTT2, ZIHI0HMEBDH L EVI)HETT,

%12 Haefliger group OFiH%E LT D 9. Z4UIEMEIVICIE 1971 40 Springer @ lecture notes, 1
£ 7% 1970 £ Amsterdam TDWFZEEES D proceedings 12 &H 5 HEAMN G LD P DRt DEITT .

Theorem 1.26 (Haefliger). B[ = Ky, 1) T

o 'y X perfect.
o I'y DETHOIEHWALILIHEIR order.
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e 'y X uncountable.

Z OGN EEZ 7 VICflio TuE T2, ZARICELVWLOTES ) A, BRER > A3
Haefliger DiiX 2 HA TT I, 2006 40 DAL, Haefliger A THD > - HIEARBEWICM b H D F&
A 1 OOREIZ

Hy(T'y) =07
CAUIKRETY, ¥uTtbE¥ue i Th Annals ICHXDHE L TL £ 9.

BB, COBBDT7I7Aa60VEEAT0EI2REVIDIE, ROETT. Thurston D EH D
BDfiE”:ﬁS1 xSt — BIY, ZO5HIEROD adjoint map (& homology [FfEi. T #ui3 Thurston O KEFTY,

adjoint map I FFEMTN LA L H 2 ITNE, I5EbF o7 L) ICHH loop ZEMAERTIZ AR AD £9
Wb EYA, Lo LEAREZEZS L

—— w,0
Diff, ' XZ > Ty

EWHEERBIDIH D 9. 4T Bl-school TEiTF ¥ Y ANDH o7 L FICEZLFTT. EARLH L5
Z O image 1Xfil%>, kernel 13{i2>, 2D xZ D Z &9 &, SUIZASHSEMBITNZSHEETT 25,
IY-fidz b5, #R order TZAUI DN,

—J ]ﬁf’éSl DHIZIE center D Z W ET, T3 translation TY, b ko EFEZ UL OB HIZ I DIl
HFD1IE Ty DR TRIUFTIITEE Y. #2556 Kemel 125 ) £9. 2 2T Herman DEMZ{# 9 & Kernel 13
ZEFAMECIFHEROD £, RYICID L) BREMZHE ) DERH LD, broltbrh)EEA,
TUIHFDIERTT 65 &k - & L% elemetary RO Z 9 DTS, Kernel 12 ZN7721FTH HITbh
hDET.

%99 % & Haefliger # L A2 T 72D, oL LT

Difi’s! < Ty

ZRBLET. b TANUIZ ) TTD, injective &£ \29) DiE, T-HETT D5, concordance THFL T\
205 ZHUT EHS D TIE R,
LIAMITICH 2 EREL DIfR VT, ZNOFEGHREEZEZ D L, xR 5 INEIRRT 2 HHE
A
BDiff*’R xR — KTy, 1)

BHYET. RIZHLHAHERETT 26, HERMEH

Diff*’R — Ty

PESNET, MEIEZ OHEFREID kemel (317>, —FLE R DIZ D injective & 29 FHTT Y, fljHIC
Bboh EEATLL, Ty =m(BIY) TEH5, Haefliger D& HTHh 5 k912, i LT base
point % £ 9 T 5 &) HYMEBEITT. S injective VARG LI ICB VT TV, b EHA, 2
N kernel b & b2 <, X 21D image DHIEANE ) 250 TT.
w% llTBE,
BDiff?°R — B
Z 4% homology [FlfiZs AT 42, C* HTi& homology [Flfi, C¢ #Ti¥ Godbillon-Vey 135 21t &b, =
CCHBTEZ L) O Thurston TT. THERMICAD F L. 2F D E>&HF -7 &9 IC Haefliger #f
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WBHL Tld 40 FERTOFEARN 2 LT EZ AT, Bro L FIEREPH D £ Lk, Z0ddinjective, Z LA D>
oz, Z0ADIEH 5L elementary TI 225, P LFRELEI20REB>THET, 5
FlFZ 2 FTICLET,

C® DRFDFEHDI D Lo Dic o b LILER AL, KAZ transversely symplectic foliation &
Kontsevich @ graph homology ? commutative version & DBIfR, WIS A, BRI A L oftFo—E8, 2L
C Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks class @ 40 DL b5 5 %W, Godbillon-Vey & JEFIZHIRNTY. ZNZ2HY
FFewEBuE s, brxo R TIAZEA. FLH2 LB, ¥ ¥R TEVD, Hy(Ty) 23€ 0
D, ZORBEDEBRD image DAHEAIIMD, KESFHIEID3DTT,

RASHS:BIY ' K(r, 1) THBRRIRE LD I'-structure B’ disk ICHEIRT 2FZAAT 2D TITH?

Fv, 29 T9. b Haefliger DA L 7 FH T, EMITNAFOERNLRELZMEZIE, bEAHA
Haefliger SAIC L CAEHTE 2H T2, A 26 FHAUIPE L 9\, Haefliger D EBLD T I3l H 72 7
FTY. 3 O2DOMWED foliation & 2> [-structure & 0°H E DAL 4 TH, codimension 1 T2 5, FHFTE
E9. TR R OEARN 22213 TE £ 7. T-structure (3 foliation & homotopy i % fif-€ 7 b
DRDT, FMWZFTH, leaf AN E I &> Th X\, foliation D normal JiAIDENTINTH L1FEH T
W EFbN3 L T-structure £ \>9 & normal /1A L 2R TWAR WD T, Z THEMITE VWbt THRMIZ
< brohwdrdb LnETA, FEHENNZE COIEHNE X9 ZREADPHETI RV, 23RN ZET
T, BREAZEEL TR, HHTH) =0 EWIDIRZHI VI ETT, disk ISIZIEE L 220238, genus Z fHFh
RT3 Ew) HTT,
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#£3@12811H
) —XD3MHETT,

1.3 BN V7L IT71 v VERBEBREFEE

INHEA FATER, SHEBEINS > 7L 7T 4 v ZEFICOWTERZ LT, 3 KL REDHRA
AERICOWTIERE 4 HHICEEZ L E T,

(0). Lie fi# D cohomology

¥ 9UEfR & L T Lie 3D cohomology, 211 %2 b x> LB L ET., AloTw 23 ANZBESHLTFZ »,
Lie fR%(® cohomology (DWW TIER GO LEEL 7.

G % Lie #f, HBRRXITOELED Lie e LET. §2LZ20LefEG2HHET. I{HMoNTVE LX)
IZ Lie RBDOEREZ T2 LT CIBTEET. X(G) 13 G LD vector 4224k, # T Gelfand-Fuks cohomology
ZEZDHEER, LieMTlaal C-LREM 5D ET. ZRIEM EoXT VG2 ELZ X(M) EFHEF
T, Lie WG BEME L L TOERERY VLR TT A,

G = X(G)° = {left invariant vector field on G}.

G L vector B2k X(G) RIERAKIETT R, ZOHHIC G LB EERENY ALK XGE =G £
—flTEET. 2995 & IND cohomology & 2 5 HEHNTET, G D de Rham cohomology D FRRILD

subcomplex & B Z F 7,
X(G)° = QpR(G).

INEEHEL L, Lie fRE(D cohomology DEFEKT & HEZ 2 HBTEET:
H(G) = H"(X¥(G)%)

JESLIICIZ Z 9 ) FH%E#E 2T, Chevalley-Filenberg, 1948 f£D {23, % Chevalley-Eilenberg cochain
complex EMHINET, EFR—2a L TREI D LieMEGIINLT, Zhzd kit lo7tZIcZ0
G @ cohomology ZfREMVICFIEL X9 EWwIHI bDE -7 k9 T, Lie RED SRENICTEL7E 59 &,
CNDBEH L@ XTI DS, 1948 48, 55 2 KIEFERIKIER OEH TS, T OHMRKXIC Lie #BHCNIES % Lie U
B L &L, THD cochain complex % de Rham complex @ subcomplex & L TEAKRYIC realize TE 2 b 1F
TY, BARMNICIZRD & 912 CH(G;R) DIEFRTE 3. Z 13 constant cohomology TI 25, —¢IC twisted
cohomology %% 2 C, V % G-module & L 7z & ZIZ twisted cohomology H*(G; V) WEHRTE £ T,

ckG; V) :={c: A'g - v}

ZNDIEFKT, alternating TIH 6 kR, kD G DHED S V ~OMBIGHRTT . trivial DAL V=R T
T, S HIX twisted 12\ E¥ A DS, k HE multi-linear %4 alternating form 2% cochain “C§". coboundary map (&

§:CHG; V) - CHG; V)

E7% D F LT, ZNlZ Chevalley-Eilenberg %% @ de Rham complex D@D /MG % 8 LT, Lie A%
D EHET coboundary map ZEHW 72 b IFTT, dce C* TIN5, dc(X, -+, Xpy)) PfiZRDIUT I Vb
TIY, TNEEMRNCHRET 2 L, —BROMEBRITTDH L\, de Rham complex DEEIZHHAA 25
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EX¥uTY. 7 LefREE VI RZIT2HEDIRLZoE¥B E W) HEED 2B, Lie D cohomology
WEFTE S, Z0D' Chevalley-Eilenberg T9,
k+1 ) n
6C(Xl’ o ’Xk+1) = Z(_l)l+1XiC(X], o 7Xi7 e 7Xk+l) + Z(—l)H—jC([Xj,Xj],XI, o ’Xiv ot 7Xj’ e ’Xk+1)
i=1 i<j
constant R DA Zf:ll(—l)”lXic(Xl, v R X)) OEREIE 2T, twisted DEFA IZEH DS
FEEBICTY. BENIAHWTT,
INPEFETT. 4% Chevalley-Eilenberg cochain complex @, Lie {4 cochain complex ® coboundary
WERTEE LR, 297T2L GDVILHRE%E b cohomology IZEFHT,

H(G;V) := H'(C'(G; V), 0)

ERDET. TIHIRoTERLLDIITT.

ZLTCVRARWALEHIMZ 57%bIFTT, Hochschild-Serre & %>, 3DV >T spectral sequence 7 £ FEA
W7 fLHmnd D £3. JEHEZ D Lie fRELD cohomology 23 HIZEBEICR->TEF Lk, R, WA, &
ARIALEEFEZLTOETY, ZOFoL LI Lie RBOGHRZLTw2 L FAET. HEICK>TEL—
DD IZ Kontsevich @ 2000 fELLFED graph homology, H 9 — transversely symplectic foliations DRFEHH
Mg, TNoPERICR>TISIHEEILRDDOH L EHEVWET,

RENS: k=0DEZRCOIRESEETZIDOTLLSH?
k=0DEFIZR LD Lie fW#ins CUG, V) =R, HiE kL L7,

o Gelfand-Fuks theory 1967-1973.
e Kontesevich
— 1993 graph (co)homology

— 1999 transversely symplectic foliations

¥ 95 9 RN & L Gelfand-Fuks PEiHT7. Lie fA3D cohomology WHEEM:Z £ L 2 DIZ Z DT, FX
1% 1969 fEE D5 1973 TV E 7, Gelfand 13T - LD > T E T, Fuks bbb T FET. Zhid
WHWBE XA Y DEFER I DEE ) KT,

% L T Kontesevich @ graph homology, 1993 4EtH & Z D% 1999 4FUHIZ transversely symplectic foliation D
HFERHD 9. INSRBAEAL2OO@MXICHTHE T, i, MEHA T, RpEraiizosr
5%\, HE DIEHIEFE VLT L) & Kontsevich (325 TL £ 94, I @ graph homology 734, i
HIA, HRSALDHEFHOEFR—va vy, HFEHD 1 2TT, b9 1 2EFEHREHOMETT. v
9 HEEEFKIC 72 > T Lie fRELD cohomology 2SEEMEZE L TWE 9§, 51259 &, Kontsevich O graph
homology 1Z#f%f Galois #£1C F CTRRL TV ET, ZUIWAWARADBEboTVET. Fx b ZiUIHE
LTIEWETE, Zdd LESEHIUE, PR —oEE W XD, PReY—EtEBEROHEE )
FOBHELAVERVET,

% DHIZ foliation D FEEHAHY, Gelfand-Fuks D%, Godbillon-Vey %% 1971 &, Z L CZhz —M{L3 3
foliation DFFHEHOIERMFEE L £ L. Z D back ground @ 1 22" Gelfand-Fuks cohomology theory T, %
9 1 %% Chern-Simons invariant T9, O foliation DR DIEHHMEZFEH S % Dz, HRXIT Lie fAEK
? cohomology 23KIGHEL £, COHFZ2bL xo L RBIHLET.
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FTERMIDEF X—2 3 v, Chevalley-Eilenberg T Lie #® de Rham cohomology % fUEIICFHR 7z, &
W) OMBHEETL 7. Lie £ G 4% compact connected Lie B/ 5 (3% 3" 2 13w, SkAE LT
de Rham complex @ cohomology 2% Lie fi#(? cohomology & % L \»,

Hjr(G) = H(G).

INDBHTEF T, 24U compact 72 DT Haar mesure 12 & - CTHRERILD model 12 LiA® %, homotopy
HVEL Z EDSTE D, compact T\ & T35 &, #2132 abelian % Lie #, G = R" T abelian Lie fW% G = "
61X, TN cohomology 13E 9 %20, bHAHAR DEERkE L L TD cohomology 13 HHITT 23, abelian
7 Lie A% cohomology 13

H*(x") = H'(T"),
torus @ cohomology & AR D £ 7.

b o ki Z4id Borel DIEFHTT A, Lie #f G 2° semi-simple connected Lie #£7: & 1235 2 %0 &
W9 &, unifom lattice & #3415 cocompact discrete subgroup I' ¢ G SETEL £3. L2 Z 4 torsion
free ICTEE Y. 2 213 Selberg DEHETT, TNOFZES & NG 1& compact C*-manifold 127 ) £ 7,
CDHEZM>T, Lie D cohomology IZdH 2 BERA TS TE 9. D% D Lie fl¥D cohomology %3 inject

¥ 5,
H'(G) = Hpp(\G)

ZOEPLID T, S HIZEHED cohomology 1347 de Rham cohomology T R-{RE(T 9. I 4143 inject
THHBOP->T, I 61 foliation DRHHHDOBIEA ST % L, G D maximal compact subgroup K C G IZH
L T, Lie fR&® relative cohomology DEZEIX L 2o 21L&, K-basic & > 9 cochain, #E&23% - T,

relative cohomology Z% 2 % &
H(G, K) — Hpp(I'\G/K)

ZNdVinject L ET. T 2T G D K 1 maximal compact subgroup T9. Z®D I'\G/K %3 foliation T & < i T
¢ % locally homogeneous 7% %1, I'\G — I'\G/K % principal K-bundle T3, #9595 b DT,

COHHEERE ST 2w & Koszul &) ADEEH L 72D T3, HYG, K) iF Poincaré
duality 2729, 9V E2ZMABMICEEIL £ L7, G 2% L semi-simple 72> 7 5 H*(G) b Poincare
duality %72 92305 D £7. Poincare duality %729 &\ 9 FiX, cup B2, EEL T ELAD, cup
23 perfect pairing 127 ) £9. top cohomology 3% LI Z &1L, T DD cohomology IXiH 2 %\, #
IVIHEDDH Y . —77 top form % volume form 127D £9. b L compact 25X 0ilid) FXA. %
1% 5 Poincaré duality & flAEHE 5 & injective 1275 C, T-HEEDHARICAS G £ KDz WA WA EZ
2 ERMSEOIEF IAMEDSFEWI T & £ 97, universal % space T\ 9 &, Heitsch & 2> Hurder L3 T9%3, Bl
TIHOWIHEAHEDFEHTE £ L, ZUERRICD Lie fRED cohomology, foliation DFFER D #EH T
WFEEAGHAERZLE L, IR EICSHIIRIITEET,

(1). Gelfand-Fuks cohomology theory

ZHUEZ S EDBFVELLD, 1967 FL 506 XA VIE 19723 L 5 W ETTY. Gelfand & Fuks, H
& symplectic foliation D #ii T Kalinin & 9 AW F 9. Gelfand-Fuks cohomology (2B L Tix Z D%, 18
FEWICER XS E L7, ST L BEEL £,

B ro L HuiEv) Dy, Gelfand 13 20 A ORRZBECAH, THRICASZ LV E T, Gelfand 1 1913 4
BEFENT2009FE 10 HSHIZES D LA, FEFICREETLED, BE¥INERAITVRINENVS L,
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AR Z ST DY, 2009 4£0 10 H 1 H2> 5 Miinchen K® Kotschick & A DFTIZT> TWwE L7z, HFEDYE,
BTVLIFED DL EDHAT, BMHES>TWELL, ZDLEEH LW, Gelfand 21K % - 7% & & Kotschick
SADPLHOCTEVBERELRH) £T.

COMHERTH 5 —2, KEDPRKE], 3 XTGEMEED AL R L OBIRTEEET 2 &8\ £ 923, Cha-Friedl-
Kim OfEHEsHE Lz, b ZOMEFIC, Kotschick SADS )W) DML L EEbh TESZL
7-. BA§YEREIL perfect T7. homology cylinder @ homology [F5i#f 13 perfect 2>2abel fiZ HEHA? &\ 9 [
BB oD D F L%, %6 Dt Z 0 abel (U Z, OMRBEOERZERATICH DLW IHFERTT,
N7z b 2009 £ 10 H T,

Z0U3 E b <, Gelfand 15 B A ARILEFEDH D £ 925, Gelfand-Fuks cohomology 13 topology < &
BEREMZ LELL, 2z Lich EwnET L, Lie fUD cohomology £\ 9 bDH Y £52, %
BRIRIC & > TIRERXTTITIZ 2 D £ T23, vector &R D 4§ Lie W HD T, ThzFHELEI L)
$H% Gelfand-Fuks 352 L7z, E)LTCENEEZEZ RO IEOLD EXA, HEERSHREKICE>T—
FHRICHETL 2 LiefRETIRHD ET. 22 21UEHDTTWRIGTT 25, BN A Lie fUkE Bo<C
cohomology #I{% & Z D F F Tk Z4UF I TOUTEED 2\, Gelfand-Fuks MWD 1%, continuous & 9
Fefpr ALE L7, Z0id C™-topology 12 & 5T, CO-ZHk{E M @ compact 6 L& B DT 23—k 12
MEoNB LI, 9\ topology Tz b DZH X £ L7z, T Gelfand-Fuks cohomology D7
T,

H{(X(M)) = Hgp(M).

ZNTEL REHIZ, BAMLFHED I 23455, M H3 finite type, 2 % D coordinate neighborhood 734 R
fEcH %, Z 9\ ) BEI2H 5 O Main theorem @ 1 21%, M %3 finite type 7 & & Gelfand-Fuks cohomology
D% degree part @ dimension [ZHRE VI bDTY. ~HHRLERAL L TR BHD FT, IoIcEIR
EHIE, o L SEARNALHRA R I L T, BERNICEEZIAO T, KEMNICIE Vey DIEHETITE %
L7,

CNHHHRRICTHRYID reduction %

Hip(R") = Ho(a,)

TY. o 3L vy L, R" L4 vector 2K D 4§ Lie fUOBTY. BAEMICIE, R DFEREZ
(X1, ,x) T2 &, AW FHER[[x,-- -, x,]] ZFREE T2

a, = {formal vector field on R"}

=R[[X1,~-,xn]]< 9 . i>

ox;” 7 ox,
<7, BRIz
“ 0
0 3 Zfa (fi €RI[x1, -+, %10,

ZIHWVIHITEDH DT, bracket (FiHHE D vector B5D bracket Lo TR N T, INEEBICHELTLEL
FL7 WOTEEETE, N total BRI E THBRXIG

dimH(a,) < +oo.
Z L THAERIICIE W, EEDPN S HRRXITD cochain complex @ cohomology & [AHLT Y,

Hi(an) = H (Wy)
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DO W, DaFERY—II Vey D3RI Z LK Z HEE L T foliation DRFEFICHbNE L7z, Z2ho—FK
Hb DD hd) EEHPND 2n+ 1 RKILD cohomology class TH - T, Z 143 Godbillon-Vey class 12 Xfhi L
TVET, INTRRIZIND b TT,

CNHEETEZ L) HRRBEIITT A, KEIMNCIF 2 OBE®RAH - T, T THBGIICHETES Lvw)
DDVHDTTOHERZE S5 ZbIFTT. 2L TZORICHAEMICEHENTE S, Z4T topology ICHL > TR
7% foliation DR Z M 2 HATZ 20T, BEMAEWNICIHTLT 2 foliation b HRXKIL Lie #f 2 FH v TEE
FICRERL L % L7z, 1970 £EfRICHRFEITIC foliation DELFHASER L T, HA&AYIZIE Thurston 25\ >b IR D EE
W LT EES L CRIEEZ L L, 2wy AciinTwuokbliF T,

HIRRICHE & 2> foliation DRFMFEOHL & L T Gelfand-Fuks cohomology (& KRN 5 b1 ¢T3, Z
DY S BEIC 2 5 72 DIk, N6 h8 q, DL D DEEL Lie subalgebra TIZE I bt I LT

ER I
a, D v, = { volume preserving vector fields on R" }

T9. 9\ Lie subalgebra, volume % {2, divergence free £ b F X 7.
Z DRIABBERIC agy D & F, R OEH O EFET (R, wy). GHREHTHL ICHTL 2bFTT A,
standard symplectic vector space Z#% Z ¥ 9. wy |3 standard 7 JEEET

n
wy = Z dx; A dy;
i=1

ERINFET., BHREMDO L ZRBRTFIX g LHEE T, @ standard symplectic vector space DEE 1% n
EEFCLITPARLRO T EFHEFT, I0BHD T L, D Lie subalgebra T Z 41 Kontsevich O

notation TY 23,
0y, D ham,, = { Hamiltonian formal vector fields on (Rz”, wo)}

infinitesimal 12 Z @ symplectic form % &2 vector 354 A TS, 2D 2 DH3HEELZ: Lie subalgebra TY,
KR, Gelfand-Fuks BliGiid 40 FEHTCE 32 NLLEIZ & A EMERD W RETE, 2413 245 O continuous
cohomology b HWRITTHE VI bDTT. RKEDAIEZ I Tldiw, EREXTTZFELTHWLDT

dimH’ (v,) = 00?

dimHA (hamy,) = 0?

EEHWTEBEZT., ZHVIH)KFEPHTEE T, R¥ERXTEFRINED, 20 1 DOME, #IEH
& a, DEBICREERRIGHIHEI NI E\0) &, ZDF—KA ¥ b Iid Euler vector field

n

0 .
Z x;=— € linear part of a,
6x,~

i=1

DIFAETTY. T vector BIFBEAZITTIE AL, MHTHRETT, I HEELREH2ZH7 LT, WMo
FEEZTHEAEDE% T 2 & cohomology 75 1 AFFEIBHMIC A S v, BIZETHHICKZ, 250v)
T = 7TY., —HIND v, I hamy, IZH A5\, T4t a, D linear part IZA > TWE T, constant
part, linear part, 2 X, 3 X &H\>T\W>E £ 7. linear part 14 connection form 127 D £, 4127 subalgebara
O linear part 12 1Z A7 W HHIE Z 41F linear term 2 iR 2 L300 0) £9. a, D}y linear part ($

a,(1) = gl(n,R)
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TY. 2L T
va(1) = sl(n, R),

hama,(1) = sp(n,R)

W)U >TEA LA linear part (3/hS < 7 ) 9. §€ > T Euler vector %53 linear part |23 A5 7>,
HIZ hamy OBEr, ZHUE R2 EOZETTHS, linear part 13 gl(2,R) 12 4 K78, sp(,R) = sI2,R) T 3 KIEI
O ET. —HTSp-IEEE LTid sp(2,R) 1 S?Hr ERAITY, 2D S2Hy OIEE LT 2 RDLIEAT
X2, xy+yx,y? 2L E 9. Hamiltonian vector ;1% Hamilton BI%IC associate L 7z vector 35 T3, HAKMNIZ Z
DRI

s 9
X > X—
Oy
Xy +yx > ﬁ—xﬁ
YD YS Y
d
2 —_—
Yo yas

Z #1%° Hamiltonian vector #C 3 RILD linear part DILIEIZ 72 D £ 3. FFIC Euler vector 13 A 5 72 \>, Euler
vector field (3

xa + yaa—y ¢ hamy
T . Gelfand-Fuks cohomology D RIUDFAHID ¥ — K £ » b & Euler vector 52> THfET 2 L vwHFE
TY, ZHUIERIOCTIE W L5 bl TwE L,

foliation DWZE% L T 72tH2 & THURBIT H > 72T AS, YR £ 7 compuetr bH F Hflio Tkt
ATLT:, & AIR2000 FEHZ EBOETE, WALALRFZXY FTERLTWS, By T7DH 5 REDISE
JN—7kt v kLT, %% Gelfand-Fuks cohomology, Rt Lie fA# D #ifE cohomology % computer
EROEEL, ZABEERNICHEL T E L, £ 29 HP IZlE Gelfand-Fuks cohomology 13 ham, DFfIZ,
& % exotic ZRHMHIFHRIN, ZLTZ2D L) L bOMBMS 2 3 PRINT L2, Jidmskns 7
TIROSNZDDTH LIS, BV THTHRLALWEHOTHDELL, ZRITLTH A FIZEAL
MR 2D TT,

(2). Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks D155,

FOCIE 1972 FICHIRI N TV E T, Gelfand 13X > E WL FE L7225, BFDEANT, Fuks 232 DHBT XY
AVHFROKRFICHE D, EHHEL TV E T, Kalinin D Z 0BT LS b)) ¥A, ZOMLHEZBENT 2%
DIZ hamy, ZHIHIPLEHLCTHBHL £,

Z #1iZ Hamiltonian vector #52{& T3 %%, % #1l% Hamiltonian BI%THE S % D T, M % symplectic vector
space D & I (x1, Y1, s X yn) EWDFET, 25T 2 &

hamay, = R[[x1, -+, X0, y1,-+ , yall/R

Z 2T R X constant term T9. vector HTTH, A TEHEITZ2 L 0IH)DPRVIITT, ZNHEET
» 5. BARMNIZIE, B8 % modulo 12 L 72B%, Zhicxf L TEAKRMIZ vector 503 E ) B e v L,
h GR[[)Q,"' s Xns V1ot 7yn]] &:ﬂbf

S [0h 8 Oh 0
Xy = — - T
" ; {3xi dyi Oy 3xi}
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ERDFET, ToEPHLPOTYT. o Xk linearterm Z3HH T 57201, D 2 KD part, x%, xy+yx,y* I
RIELELAL, 29%2%2bIITY. ZNTRABICARZ2DIFITT. 2O bracket (& hamilton B35 D /5 T I3BI% D
Poisson bracket IZ % LT\ %, Lie fA&D /Tl Lie fREDHE D bracket "Ci‘]‘f L C\» % ¥, Hamiltonian
DEEE vector TV A WA 5 DAY, 4 Hamiltonian B8, Z-% i — L E o TR I

72D £9. Zd Kontsevich, graph cohomology & DEHTA 3 &, S"HR, X,y 72 B D k RD symmetric

algebra D EAID S (AL,
hamy, = (®&2,S *Hg),

constant term 2372375, k=175 00, 2ITHp EHWAS Hrp = R, wp) TY.  ZHUILTER vector 5
T 6, InEEbL 72 b D3N hamiltonian vector #1272 D £3. 2 21 weight £\ bDEEL
DIFTT., 22 TkRD part D weight ¥ k —2 T . hamilton B D7 THR2% &, 1R part, 2 XD part, 3
RD part £H D FT2Y, ZNUTZNZFN weight-1,0,1 £ D FF. Z4Dd vector BTV 9 & constant part 2%
weight -1, linear part %% weight 0, Z L T 2 X ® part 2% weight 1 T, DATHOTIDE IR ET. 29
T3 & Z1D cohomology T D5, Hi(hamy,), T bigraded T, grading 1338% D cohomology O degree
& weight Ik > TAD £ 7. bi-graded 7 vector space T 43, linear part 14 Lie f#Twv 9 & sp(2n,R), 21
1% Lie #ETV 9 & Sp(2n,R) TT. Z D relative 7 cohomology 2SEFRTE 7,

Z DHEfFDTIZ, Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks @ 1972 fEQEBIZM» L) &, FF, T, FicA v
Uy avERLZEHAVERIFECTHDET. XDOAL VY X—PEDBBE2AMAVOTT S, €
FR=—vavEPRETE )RR LALZLPHHCHEIFHCTH ) £9. 7 —#Em THEHE cohomology
H(hamy,, Sp(2n, R)), relative 7 cohomology, relative 13&H £ D XIS T 20813 H D £ AD, FEEOBLE
589 b L Sp(2n,R) 237 \> & normal bundle 2’HH T HMILIN TR L ATV =itk T, I
23% % & EHE D normal bundle XAl TH Lk v bDIZi ) £T. #E D cohomology #FH%E T 5
DIRFICH D T, EMICIEZARICKRAEETZDD $HA,

Z LD maximal compact /& unitary B CTT 25, KYiL Un)-relative % cohomology %ZFHHE L 72\ D TT
D, ZAUE D0 EEL WY, Sp(2n,R)-relative 1255 & Sp & ) HEORELGRIHE 2 T computer 12 H D%
9% £9. U)-relative &) DIZHEEL W,

D Ed 2n =246 CH5VWTH LERDD 5 AWz 6 Un)-relative THEEE L TT S . Gelfand-
Kalinin-Fuks D@ DEHE, —#D 2n T, H:(hamy,, Sp(2n,R))<o, FiEE T 9 & unitary BT %> 5 Chern
class 2V TRT, Z4UIEEL . Sp(2n,R), T o> B TW ) & Pontrjagin class 25 TTE £ 323, transversely
symplectic foliation "¢ normal bundle @ Pontrjagin class 25HTE 9. % 9\ ) @i ORMEEIE weight €1
DFTIZH Y £9. —7 symplectic form 23H ) £ T2 D weight 13-2. TN TRYNCFHFE L F L, 22T
3% smooth E[F LT,

Theorem 1.27 (Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks, 1972).
H(hama,, Sp(2n,R))<o = Rlwo, p1, -+, pal/1.
ZZTI &) DI ideal TH > T Bott vanishing THT K % ideal T,
I= (w’;pll“ . -pﬁ";k+k1 +--- 4k, >n)
symplectic form 23% Y £ 325, Z @ ideal D&% Bott vanishing D4t T3, I 2 £ TT Gelfand-Kalinin-
Fuks 1 2T L » %\ 12>, weight 25 positive 2 b DIEZ2 W EEZE Lz, INDNAEFEELZVETH
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EHERXIGICZ D, symplectic form 23 % 7217 THUECTE 3 LWIfF L 72, % 9 9 working hypothesis TitE
O F L7, FBE weight 2% non positive 2T Tl % 9 7> 7. 4 weight positive DFTIZ W EGEIHL &£ 9 &
L72bH 3 TF 23, Euler vector 2372 0 SEEBIZEE L Vv, L3006 EFITIEHFNTH D FEADS,
— 25 E, ham, 9 weight positive D & Z A1 cohomology 1dHi 27?2 s\ D Tld e E FHEL T
computer TalHE % L £ L 7. BFWNIC bigraded &> 9 HIFTT DY, cochain level T weight 1B L CTERISY
T E 5. weight Z[EH%E § % 1T cohomology D3FHHITE 5. ZHUIHRKICA DT computer 12D % b1}
<7,

2992 LRHMONIET o X >7ATT, $o& computer ZAESE TV T, 54056 40 FEFITY
D, weight 2 1 DT RITTHODT I REL E V) FIFHEEKRTEET, 12LEALA, ToLEn
Bl S7E)TTD, TEFTHL>TERTLL,

H:(ham, sp(2,R)),, =0 (w=1,2,---,7).

Z DX, weight8 DFTIZ,
R (=17,

H:(h s 2,R))g =
e (hamy, sp(2, R))s { 0 others.

L ACRBGRZ ) L HFROFTE AL 1 TT . cochain complex 23% 2D TERTY. §DHTI1 A
X achl ) Ed. 201 A degree 13 7 T, %42 Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks D 4 72 Rt E©
T, WA DRYID E ) DHY F¥AD, Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks class & 4441 1F T 2009 462 Kotschick X A &
HEORIXEHEEE L7,
GKF-class € H!(hams,, Sp(2,R))s.

ST TRELDbTTT., wmXEHm<bIFTT, ¥ IINPHALET B E—MD cohomology,
H*(hama,, sp(2,R), ZLDRMFHY72 KT D3, codimension 2 foliation, Hif[A] £ T - 7z Haefliger structure
DEEZRMEZIE, )" -structure DFFEFICZAD 9, T EIRdhbv) L,

H*(hamy,, sp(2,R) — H*(Bl“gymp)

—fIE I, 2 2T I 1 groupoid of germs of local diffeomorphisms of R? preserving wy T¥. R? @
symplectic form %z £ X 9 %oy FMH 4D germ 2> 5 7 % groupoid. 2 DA E I T %25 symplectic
form |3 volume form "C¥%>5, volume preserving & —#T9 . ZDyFZ%EM B, ~ 29 ) R EER
238 % b T9 . Haefliger structure 1ZEFHIZ I DEICERINTLETHS, ZOFETRHFOTFVE
A%, transversely symplectic foliation DRI & L T GKF-class 1& H(BI,") TIEAWIA, v ) @
BEZILDTY, ZExl0nEbrohkdro7, TN 40 FHIT 40 FlooThbDD ) FHA. BRAIC
Gobillon-Vey & D% L £, Godbillon-Vey D¥5631%, HilEl, & % >3 BGamma-school & 2> Thihz L
¥ L 72%%, codimension 1 Tl Godbillon-Vey T 1971 4T, % L T Gelfand-Fuks, Bott, Thurston, Z
IV ANLBIZE-T, FEAERKC, FiRBRIZ K (D2 D £ AD, Gelfand-Fuks cohomology & D
BifR%E BT, BFEDMAE D £ L. % L T Godbillon-Vey ® 32217 JEHBHME% Roussarie, # L TE 51
Thurston 2SEHEATE§ 2 HF2AH L £ L 72,

GV #0 e H*(BI'|,R)

ZZIZHTL 2003 > 5 - 7z Lie D cohomology TdH > T

PSL(2;R) = Isom, (H?)
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hyperbolic geometry Tlid b - & b EZ 4 Lie ff PSLQ2;R), Z#UIHARTIZIH D £ A DY, base point %D

% &
T,H? = PSL(2;R)

PHTEEF, Z L TEDS cocompact discrete subgroup I' € PSL(2;R) TH| % & negatively curved 7% surface
T = IN\H? E® unit circle bundle 7,X = T'\PSL(2;R) & > 9 compact % 3 RIGE AN THRKT, 20D
volume form (¥ / £ uT¥. ZD 3 RILLHRIAKIZHIAR 7% codimension 1 foliation 23{F7E L, Z @ volume
form %% Godbillon-Vey @ 7 7 A N—=FE3 B L T E T, ZNTIHEAWAEDLH - &5 I MICHEHTE £
9. Thurston D KF 17 idea TYIDHED T2 &, & 51 Godbillon-Vey (& EMFHTIICHBEIC AT 2 FH
Tt ENE L7, HoLWIRTY, EF»S 1 FLfFEo T A, THUTHART Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks
class I 1972 FEICFH R INT, A0 ER-STOE T, FEAEMDER S 2T T A,

ZHWIH) DD 2 DI TTH, HRIADILE, Kotschick I A & DRI, Z L TR EIADML
FWH->T, TOKRMELD B L - L2I1F5 LV, leaf cohomology class DR, TG4 DREART 1L K&
WTTR, B iko ERITE LI OWTRRE T, Z2HUIEAZMEE T % area preserving diffeomorphism
® cohomology (2% D £9. TNLDIEL x-S L, JLOREX D IZBISIEEPIEIGECTE 20T
3w t, THS50FEL 5V LNERAD.. LOMENR 40 ELSWVLIFEASEREDOR Y, 120
HHIZ-OED L) % Z L TT. Godbillon-Vey D& 3 KIud Lie BB I WA TWET. WIHT
2MWHE%Z b2 7 XIuD Lie #23 symplectic % MR Lie FEICATUT KD TTD, £55Z 509 bDIFH
DR EWHFETT, smooth A D & 12, locally homogeneous 2 TIFTE L & BwE 7,

(3). Perchik O/

Perchik (%747 Bott D172 LW E T2, Euler B2 522280 %2 &2 £ L. weight K WTRL B
%. w ¥ weight T9. weight w part (3 RXICD cohomology (27 % DT, Euler W EHRTE 7. WH
@ Euler #% weight ICBJL T/ L EiF %, generating function T3 %5, Buler HZFHIC LT 22 L R
£7. N

> X (H (hamy,, sp@n, R)), )"

w=0
1% computer TEAMICEIRLE L, n=1DE E 2 250HF > T, symplectic form 2MHER IO
W 12T H 2D TREL 1.

KDY 8. 18 DIRELH-1, weight 8 D & E D class 28 1 fH751F. #1143 Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks class T3 243
tDI10FLSVETHNTHD £,

F2e0 S8 30 32

EANEARAFADHTEET. 2H9%-oT0T, IThERZEE) SBAMMEZRZ 2w, BRI AZ
B, L L INPHRTIEE 2 L3RV, ZRBMRKICIES 5 £ —DD experimental 7L
<7,

ZL T DFNC-1 235 2 DH, P ADEAER S HIFE A D 2000 FEDO LG TT. Metoki-class
LU T VB HO(hamap, sp(2; R))1s DIER O£ L7, 9 KIEO weight 14 OFFCF. HIFX Azt 1

DD TFEEIFTIERL,
HY(hamy,, sp(2;R))14 = R,

1 RIGTH S EHAMAL £ L7, T4Ud Buler 87217 T92%, I % Tld cohomology bdH H £¥A, A
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@ computer TOFIEIX, 2007 FEEIZ 241D foliated cohomology version DF[H % K X ANTHHA 72 D DRAM)
REBMWET,

ZDORIZH T % D% Kontsevich DILFH T,

(4). Kontsevich @ new view point

INF TR L), BEOMBEIZIFFICH L Vb DTTH, Kontsevich (32 ZICH L LEFNEZEAL ¥
L 7z. graph homology IZ##ICBH# T 2 D TT 23, ZOHXIZIZFTIZH Y A, graph homology 13
BARTHRYD EFET. I oiliRs 2 EHOTH 531 1999 4T . Rozansky-Witten A2 =B
T 50T, RLHE & foliation 12BI§ 2)JGHELTH D £ 7. foliation D AICIIRDFEEN TRV ER
WE T, ZDIXT hamy, D Lie subalgebra

0 1
hamyo, D ham,, O ham,,

ZE#RL E L%, 243 Kontsevich ® notation T ham), | constant term @ 7\ > & DK, I 512 ham), 13
linear term £ TRV H DR TT, %295 9% & 24 hamilton B D 5TV 9 & hamy, 13 RFREIE D 5L
TTh3, ham;n,hamgn [

hamy, = (@2,S Hz) "> ham), = (@7, Hz) "> ham), = (&3S *Hz)~

LD FEY. ZhaKElp 5% % Kontsevich @ Lie T 9 &, Q Lic$ 2% & &7,5"Hg 1¥ commutative
graph homology &9 b DT, ¢ LHELS BDITAD £§. graph homology 1 1993 DT, Zauid 1999
FEDFRLTHWY 2% HFITHS D commutative graph homology D F i —FbH VT 2w TF, FIHbL L Tw
A, ZOFETVI) &, H2 derivation, ZIHAED derivation DE2 Lie fRETT. @) S*Ho 1 ¢ &
mhET.

3 % graph homology 3% > C, a,c, | TF. ZOHTIdH 2K TRIFIE « B E B E AT, fliHL w
) EFEMERD D FTH, R EMB ISRV, HEER o IETo LFHREHELVOTTY, $5HrZDH
S5DIFBH > TOEENL\NTT, FFIC a ld Riemann [H D moduli IZBIRT 5. 1 DHAEIT Our(F,) & BIfR
BH->T, ZHLHMPCKDLFIFITEET. XTI LLEEL W,

FIEICIE, BRADVE» ST 5 L —FHH, weight 2520 FTHELELZ, 522959 ELTnE
I, 45D TY,

EY VI B ok EFET L, £7 foliation W TE X9, F %2 M LD codiminsion 2n transversely
symplectic foliation & L £ 3. # 9 9% & leaf cohomology & \» ) BFa3H D £ 9. I ZMB-IRIG &V ) i
X23% ) 9. foliated cohomology. ZiUfilr & FWE T &, %Mk M EIC foliation 23H -7 &5 &,
de Rham complex D H1Z Z ? foliation % EFH T 2 MITERDIES ideal I(F) 23H H £ 7.

Q (M) > I(F)
Z 1 differential ideal T2 5, FEEZ2HNTEE T, IN% foliation DMATEN LTV ET.
Q= Q' M/I(F)
%9 % % L %D cohomology 2% Z2 5 F0siikE§. Zh#% foliated cohomology & WA T

H'(Q}) = Hy(M:R)
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ERLFT. THUI—MITITFIEIZIERICH L (2D 3. ideal THI>TW 2D TTAY, symplectic form 2%
» > T, codimension 1A volume form TY, T4 T wedge L% &

Awf s Hi-(M;R) - Hp"(M;R)

& %MD de Rham cohomology ~“HERIBIAMGF Sk . 29 v ) #EFTA3H - T Kontsevich 23z L 72> &
V) &, i cohomology H**'(hamy,, sp(2n,R)) &, Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks ?> Hamiltonian foliation ¢
DH->T, TIIFEEL VO TT A, Kontesevich (3 T ORI AIZ 4 5 X 912 Hi(ham),; sp(2n,R)) &
e

7
/\u)0

H3(M;R) — H}2"(M;R)

I I

H;‘(hamgn;sp@n, R)) —— H:*z"(hamz,,,sp(Zn, R))

H;(ham) ; sp(n;R) 2> 6 DBER%ZED % L7, constant term ZFR & £ L7, Z#1% Kontsevich [ZfF ) £ L 7,
Z 112§ T Gelfand-Fuks cohomology level T Awfj %3 well-defined 127 ) 9. 2D merits 232 2H ) 7
I DIFEHESP I L, FFRBGR2E) &,

H;(ham},; sp(2n,R)) = H; (hamy,)¥

EnDFET. REGEMBELET. 29%%. THHDAMEEIEE L\, JL4 D cochain complex T Sp-A%
bDEH>TLIUE L, H " (hamy,, sp(2n,R)) 1E weight 23-1 Db Db &H 2 DTH L >, Hi(ham) )% |3
weight 1 DA_ETF 25 ordinary 2213 d 9 WA TTA, FHEIG L, ZAddmerit 1 TT.

merit D 2, ZH5DHHREVGEFAFETH, ham), 1¥ commutative graph homology %A TY ., > T
Kontsevich @ new view point 2> 5 transversely symplectic foliation @ foliated cohomology class % 5-2 % DT
9%, Z0d Kontsevich T Y, T #Lid characteristic classes for odd-dimensional manifold bundles, AKX
TLERRIE, FRC 3 RIOUEMREDL SIRE D 923, 3 ROl EOFERICERE N BV ORI o 5H 2 7z
LE9. Z#d Kontsevich TT. 512, 1 HIFEL KD £92%, D graph homology DH1Z, Vassiliev
invariant 1245 % % knot @ finite type invariant, Z 1% 3 RILH KM I —M{L L 72 Ohtsuki A& &, I 51
LMO-invariant, \»4 ¥ % quantum invariant, 2% sub & L TA-> T £ 9, EfRINIZIE Garoufalidis-Nakamura
DFEREM ST, HHIA, RIALDHXLOFICEE F L. LMO invariant 25— core DT H -
T, tensor THD b LT, HIFDH D5 %\ complemetary 75 algebra I split 5. % D complementary 7% I
MEI L w) b, FERITDEHEAE N Y FILVOREEORE b 723 L, symplectic foliation @ leaf
cohomology class DEEHIH R 7T, BEORELE VI 2 RBFEIH D £, 4 ZF2ZIEAWLITE 5,6 8L 5
WO TwELA, b4, TNOLMBIIUHTFRINE T, ZOFHE, ZofE, THUREPD 7,
commutative graph homology & 3 RILEERIAD AL R & DRIRTT 4.,

2000 fEHEH O KM E A DRTELE, quantum invariants for knots and links in 3-manifolds ®H1C%, Kontsevich
D Lie REUCERINTOET. 2O 10FETHLE-#EH2 DR E L, RILFMEDSS 2 & v ) FHzRaE
Bl I LBEVET. SHIZEBIIZ LIADHRICODWTERET,

n=10tE, 7RILDE I AT Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks-class 25\ > T, 9 RILD & Z A 12 Metoki-class 23\ F
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F. Tlidwedge Tn=1TTH5 Awy TT.

Awg

Hi(M;R)  —2s  Hy2M;R)

I I

H:(hamg,sp@, R)) —— H**2(ham,, sp(2,R))

% 7, Kotschick A & DHFPFFL T, &> & F o 72 2009 4E I Miinchen 12172 72 flIZ y € Hg(hamé)fg %
M L T ¥ A wo %° Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks-class (C 7 % $#FFH L % L 7. Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks-class 1% leaf
cohomology & transversely symplectic form DfTHE I} 5.

ZLCEZEZADY € HZ(hamé)f’g ZRE L Ty A wp=Metoki class & 7% 2 FH%FEHL £ L 7. volume
form T weight 23 2 il K232 7526 8 £ 14T, ZZICwEd. Z4UF computer TRILFHE L b I TT k.
Metoki-class I3 leaf cohomology & transversely symplectic form O CHEIT 5.

29T 5 ERBIC T, ZD 40 FHKOMET, Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks class, Metoki-class 238l /12 JEH
B> & 9 RO foliated version 25 2 2 FICTEF T,

H*(ham})* — H*(BSymp3(R?, wp); R)

T 2T Symp{(R?, wo) (255 2 [ E % R* @ area preserving diffeomorpshims, Z#1C discrete topopoogy. Z
i global diffeo T92%, FIEZ I SICH L L LI L THUE, germ I T UL K\, ZDJFEMICEIT S germs,
discrete topology T# Z 7= /3 ZEM DRSS, H*(BSymp)(R?, wo);R) TI DEBRT, v,y DBIZIEAWD?
L 9, BARMIZI, B EEET S are preserving diffeomorphism D43 8EHZERI1C exotic 2Rk ED S 2
B, LW IR TEELRMEICR D £7,

EiEO foliation DEETELS LRI L, —Wleaf BIEESNTWVWBREWSETL L SH?

v, 20D TT. leaf EdD 5XJt cohomology &£ b EZXET. ZNHIL4 D Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks-class,
Metoki-class & HERIXZDTBP LIS L O TERwrEBvuET,

BBEICAHBORII DTN E T, a D af OHIC, 4D cohomology T Gelfand-Fuks cohomology
H {41 Goncharova 235842125 2 TWE T, Z4Ud Massey BT IT 9. GHBEFHAL DT,

H?(al) — H*(BDiff}(R?))

EVIHEHRIZBIL T, FAZEET % diffeomorphism T & T Cl-tangent to id. £ W IHIBEEBH D T2, 2
D & 9 7 diffeo DEED 2 RICDEEEUREL homology 3 R? 2 & T & ) OWBEDOFERTT, germ 12§ 3 &4
LEHTT 2, AHEIZIND global TPRD F L7, THUTH - ERZADH D £§. area preserving & \»
IGHEDH D T, SKIL, TRitcycle TY, KR AH) LT HLIFLALRDELS DX RFFETT,
TG4 D Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks class 72 & b2 LHEL W TTH 5, B2, 35 L k> TWw3 EHAVET, &
Borogerm IZ§ 5, ZADPLETTTY, GLAG>TwsEHwET,

FEEZ I E v 9 &, exotic DERIIMD E V) RIF Vo> TVLERATL ., exotic DERE D &\
9 &, HEEORHERIE curvature TRR I 115, I > ZF o7 X 9 I weight %% non positive DFTIC 2HIIL £
¥, higher jet b &ALRMEEEICZR o T3, Z 13 exotic class DEFH T, M D Chern-Weil Bl 5 1%
AT, higherjet bEALTEICKR>TOT, BROELS DS HR V., ZNOEKZIET 570121,
cohomology %5 1 & % A T4, HIR7% cocycle Z o1&k 5 & LTWwWE T, transverse HMAICEEHEZ AT
Z DitEIZBIT % symplectic, harmonic representative Z it L £ 9 &9 24 5 WH[D 5 D project TT A5,
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iR EE A, S DFETILA D Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks-class D3 T % computer % f#i - 7z representative
TIDE, 2HI0IHIDHDBH B E VI EELZTVBH SN TS L) HTT, Gelfan-Kalinin-Fuks L HF I A
DFETIE cocycle level Tld wedge HIZ %> TWER A, Kotschick & A & DTl cocycle % coboundary
THIIEL T, cocylelevel T wedge fEIc L F L7z, ZEZADMLHSZHTT. 4EI y,y 1 cohomology %%
H25EVH)ETTTHH, ZHUC canonical % representative % b D ZREL L T, Z 9 T 5 & higher jets TI DS
LiolldRAZbLNFEFLA, SHIFINTELEWICL X, foliation IC 2V COMETT, Xk 4
A H 1% Kontsevich D1 L > view point T 3 XILEIRIED AL R, FHRRILEHEE NV FLVORHE., Znic
DVTHLPOERVELESITTT, ZHUTELRFIILET.
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F£4E2014FE1H298

2 3RIUZHREDAEEZ KD
2.1 commutative graph homology & 3 RITZFEHEDREE

¥ ) — XD 4 [A|H T commutative graph homology & 3 RILEHEEDALER E V) ¥4 PV TEREL 7.
FTEEBAPOSALZDOTTY, Inzifii L T, A KEH 1 H 21 H, ik, #EHSA, RS A L0
6L TWT, ZDHIZ commutative graph homology & & 2 DT A3, mANF U > D DFXB T — A4 71T
HWE LA Z2HUE5SHO—FBIREICD LS E 25, Willwacher & > 9 homotopy I & 2, YL - 725
LI, RAEDEFOR—7TYT., TOANFIF 12—V v e REDHERICH>THET, FEEVATY,
Fa—Yvbdt ) LETHBEOEINETH, 2556 TRHY EHA, TDFHWVA, Willwacher-Zivkovié
DWIXDBT—AATICHE L, 7= A4 7OHFFZHFEENOTTL, 1 H21 HTT4h, ¥4 ik
The dimensions and Euler characteristics of M. Kontsevich’s graph complexes. &4 2Mff%i L T\ % 7 —<vD—
DICHEL BT 2 NATT. commutative DA A 13 weight 20 FTEHHE L 72D TTH, TH561IF-
RS, weight 60 FTHELTHD ET. IOV D LADTTY, SI3ELEVTEE L%, graph
homology & \»9 ?id Kontsevich @ 1993 FFEHDF 7% 2 DDOFRXICH Y £3. % TP D £92%, Kontsevich
HE, 3% Lie fU%, commutative, lie, associative, Z 1L Z LU DWW TEEDSH - T, HiIKT % & Z2NZFh
HEV, SHEZO 72T TIBEHELET. $TETELLACA->TEF LA, MEEZSITTT A,
ZOADFHEBOEBWHANL LI ERVE T, F kI commutative DEHEEI D DIFTT D, OB ED
LroLZITEI &, Al lie DEAIE weight 18 £ T, associative D121 weight 500 £ THEATE %
L7, BEDBEZARIT weight DRELRETAHETIHETELD2E VI &, Gorsky &I A, mplFAEK
B, %L1 quantum topology D FDH— 7T, Columbia KA L £ L7z, fioimX ofEHIz5m )17
DTEH, 2% ) £ computer IZHESNER VIR TS LABMENT6TT, HRIZHLDIE, V-~
VHIDEY 2 7 A4 B etkoo K ZHAD, BIEFEELOEZRF>TWE I L TT,

FREE»SBO T, HiE F Tl foliation DEEZP-TEF L 4,

(0) Kontsevich 1999

commutative graph homology & transversely symplectic foliation D43 & DRYfRT9. Hamiltonian formal
vector field D44k, Z#1id ¥ 7 standard % symplectic vector space 9> Hamiltonian vector field DA TT,

hamy,, = {Hamiltonian formal vector field on (Rz”, wo)}
= R[[.}Cl, s X Y1, ’yl‘t]]/R

+00
= (P Sym*Hzy

k=1
> ham)), = (&3S Hy Y
) hamén = (@Z;'%SkHR)A

FLRIINZ 12 vector B3 C 3 70 5. aix % FHO 1 REAIED ET. FED .y EOTUR I S YT
UL, BCHBTY2 X 512 Hamiltonian BIEE V3 & 0d3% b £ 405, R ORI = SscFT

ZEWTEET. L LERIIMS L THMHZ vector I\ DT, 8l modulo L 7. I 5ICZDTIC
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FOZDIEFRBERNZGLAT, ZUdf»EF9 L, EAITH>T, kD125 oo £TD symmetric algebra
SymfHy = S*Hy OEAMNCHED ET. 22T

Hz = H\(Z4:Z), Hy = H1(Z,;Q), Hr = H1(Zg; R).

FKH@wEM I E XX QKD bDEL T, foliation 22 £ ZIFR ETRPH ET. EGRNICR2 EZI1ZZ
LTehET. BENIZIZZI0IDOTT. HL NS IFHHEATTLS, ZNE2EMLL7ZbDTT.

Z D hamy, DEBLGT Lie fRECT hamy, D FI2 0 EEHn 6, REGERMNICTIE k232 2>5 oo T without constant
term @ vector %D 7% 57 Lie &L hamy, D hamgn, Z DFEIZES vector 5TT. TD X 51 subalgebra
3% 5T k=355 oo T linear part ZH{-> T, without constant and linear term ® 7§ vector %5 KA% ham) .
haml, & ham) DFEFHRE vector H5TY, 29 W) AICA D ¥ LT Kontsevich 1, THEFEZTRDL ) X4
foliation DFMHHHZ MR L £ L 72,

ESc Hj(hamgn,sp(Zn,R)) M > T, relative cohomology T3, Z 226 %k{E M LI F, transversely
symplectic foliation %3 > 7 & F1Z, leaf cohomology, foliated cohomology, H;(M;R) D¥E&HRTE 9. 2
IR Z B L £ L7, JL4 D transversely symplectic foliation. % L C H(hamy,, sp(2n,R)). THDIFE L
720nbDTY,

Kontsevich

H*T(M;R) — H;‘(hamgn,sp(Zn,R))

v 71
i |

GKF
Hy2"(M;R) ———  H:*"(hams,, sp(2n, R))

CIC AW B0 EEAH 5T, TEARD D HE2(MR) « H(hamy, spn,R)) T, T
Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks 23 2 7: b D CT9 . Fflc n = 1 @ & Z (T computer TEIE L T, exotic class, Gelfand-
Kalinin-Fuks-class, & & IZ HIFF & A2 formal 7 L )L TF H L T Metoki-class, Z#5 % SB[ EHT 2
foliation 234 % 2>, ZHWKFETL %2, ZNWHIES->7% 3 MHONETT.

ML LCTIEEd n=1DL ZIZ Hi(hamy, sp(2,R)) DRI ITL L V95 DBKEETH > T, BERIC
1% weight 73100 { 5WVET, XA 7 —HZIFTTD, Perchik BEHHE L E LA, 5%5 500 K 5WVETIE
HEZTL EID, RoTEWETAD, HARMIZIZ Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks & Metoki 25225 T\, %
N5 % BMAICHEIL T % foliation 23H % %>, HIRHS L 7z Kotschick S A & DILHEP = EXADMLHT,
Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks-class & Metoki-class (& H:*2(hamy, sp(2,R)) 1% % DT, H; (hamg, sp(2,R)) IZZ 1
ZNdH % unique ICEFZ ZILBH-T, ZI06RZEVIHEEZFMELE LA, 2972405 LwRTEE,
X9 % leaf cohomology % FEHI 9 % foliation 7% %%, £\ 9 DHILA D & D134 LIkl L 2 »iEIC %
hx9. INHHEIROEETT,

IHSSHICAD £9. £9 Hi(ham) ,sp(2n,R)), without constant term @ relative T¥ 225, % $#KBl
& o T Hi(hamd, sp(2n,R)) = Hi(ham} ) £ 7D £ 7, relative Tld4& <, TI%DFJ. Bz Sp & &
W7z 5 Sp(2g;R). Sp E® module T Sp-A% part ZHL 5 &AM D 9. T3 spectral sequence % fifi 9
EDLPDET, ZARICEHLIEHY F¥A. T2 FTHK5 L graph homology 23841 £ 3. Kontsevich @
commutative graph (co)homology T,

ZND—oDEL, transversely symplectic foliation @ leaf cohomology & L COFRMEETYT. 9 —»
1%, 3 RIGHHRIED finite type invariants T, BH# L T knot @ Vassiliev A& &, Kontsevich 43 T3 4, %
e —Mft L 7 KL & A D homology 3-sphere DAZE &, LMO A&, % L T quantum invariant 25 C &
T, TH0) TARETT, 3EBAZRIGICOVTIE, FRIFEALASNTVARL T, MURZ S AHHR
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DEEIAFIAER L S vTTH,
H*(BDiffM°¥; Q), H*(BDiffM*%; R)

FWHRITL A% fiber £ T 2 fiber bundle DRHESE, 29\ 9 b DIc%HAH 5. graph homology (%2 9 \»
IRELRFRBHTEET, ZNOFRIIFEETY, WALARANHIEL TV T2, BANAfdz LT
WBRANIRYVERA, 727, Eo5FE -7 %912, Willwacher-Zivkovié 72 6 13T N - ) T 2 &5 2 H
LELZ HFLAEEREESTWT, #2513 graph DBA EIFZ L T0ET, H2EKTIEANAHFET
T, TxBEBEREECET. ZnEn XY v b, TRV Y FBH-T, HERECEI DT, Waidk
ZIEINLEDOTED, BOLAREICHEIZEEIDIC, EZRELFALTY. bb5A, B¥ETT»6, &
CEICTHRVWERD FT, T, ZIEREFEICINLYL-KLTT, 2L TZDREILH 2 DIF Kontsevich D
idea T . EFIE symplectic M OBMHA TR 2 IINE, ZDFIHIL graph T 5. symplectic % 2R\ T
graph 721} THE\ > 72 D23 graph homology T, fA&E W2, Z 9w EIc% ) £9. Kontsevich b &2
EFCTEREDL, LRtUIPsrEEWET,

(1) Kontsevich

notation 13 ¢,, foliation 722255 FTn EFHEWVTWE L2, Thrbld g bESET. boL L TIal
LT, Q_LTH X% graded Lie algebra T

g = @ o (k)

k=0

g EHVA SOOI TY. Z4d graded Lie algebra T, [ERIT® % D degree k part & ¢,(k) L HZET,
(0) 225 HHiFE L T ¢ D degree k-part (37> &9 &

¢o(k) = S*2Hy.

Hg D k+2 B59 symmetric power TS, 2 Q LT D T DT Hy. RAZEZ D E, X1, ,Xe V1, 5 Ve
IZBH9 % REDY k + 2 D homogeneous % % HALM, Z 99 Sp-module TT., TN D ideal ZF 2 5 DIK

FHHRDOTT,
G = @ (9]

k>1

CHUIHIT k> 1 TH> Tdegree 0 DFiZfRE £7T. ZHERTY. 29T 5L
0— g =g —c(0) >0

T2 ¢ 225 degree 0, ¢,(0) 1274 & §, T4 Lie f(® homomorphism T9, Z3UIEET S*Hg, 2 XD
symmetric part, Z3UI X S HIS N T3 &k 512, Z0ddbase IZH B linear part sp(2g; Q) T, TN

¢g = ¢(0)

1% Lie REDEH TH > T, T4k split 5, Z2i Lie subalgebra Th H h £ 3. JL4 I quotient T, Z
ND kernel 23 ¢f T, AU ideal TH > T ¢y, ¢} I tensor R L THEfiifL L 72 b D23, hamgg, hamég <7,

0 ¢f = ¢ = ¢(0) = S?Hg = 5p(28;Q) = 0
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T Lie W o 20T, I

GR® () — ki + D)

||l ||l
S HG ® S Hy {3 SE2

D ET. S Hy @ S Hy —» SHMHG, ZHUELEATT D, k+2 ROLEAL [+2 ROLEARL &
T % & 243 Poisson bracket, symplectic D& DIl D Poisson #1274 5, EEIFHIEIP - 72D THIE L £
A3, TS foliation EBIFRL 9. ZAUIPIE L B LB D symplectic DD Poisson BHIZ& D 7,
INEMWIT LT vector LB S &, JWHED vector B bracket I D 9. INZFHHET 2 L WIHIFRTT.
graph homology, Lie fi#(i2 1% homology WEZINF T, HiRILH F L. g ZMBERICRITL £7.

stable homology, Z#UZEKT
H.(te) = lim H,(c,).
g+

homology (& direct limit & fH{EA K VD T9 . Z#12" Kontsevich @ commutative graph homology & 9 %
DT, TNZEFFEL %I E ) 498 Kontsevich HH DFRXOHICE CTH D X9, WOBRHI SR Do
EERINERZLHIICLTOETY, WXOPIZENTH 5 DIE, Itis a challenging problem to compute...
EEOTHY FT. ZHUIIEFICEIFEIZEE L v, Willwacher 72513 F 4 X D EDFIHZ L E L2, HLE
TE) &) KL IFNEBHEE Z R L T %9, 72, homology ZIZEA EDD > TWEFA, fif%FHH
L7z & w9 &, Euler 825HHE L TWE ¥, Euler DFHEIE boundary ZFHHE L % { TR LD THIE LA
T7. Z4U3 Euler-Poincaré @ topology D —% basic 7 idea T3, Euler #i%. Z it L £ L %. Euler
HEFHE T 2% & homology HOFEN O D £3. Lh L EMAENA homology 1ZIZEA EbL>THERA,
graph homology ? dual % HB{-> T commutative graph cohomology & pairing {23 % D73 topology D FE, Z
1% cohomology TT 2> 6 PRIFREIMETT . projective limit 12 % > T
H, (o) = lim H(co)
g

Z 3% continuous % {17 C, continuous cohomology TH->T, D D% FH LT, continuous % ffi} 72D
T, HZ L LTI THIZHIZ dual T graded vector space, HLHDEFZIEFEL bDTTD, WAFHHE L TK
DHS pairing ZHL S, ZHDMEIETY. FHEIZLAE S WTHETT, 772 Poincaré duality 3% % DT
AEMICHLT TT.

INZEMRIZE IR TR T 20, ZOMIKIZZRICD), HBOADPFETHHEALL) LB HKS L5
IZ® D E9. 297 %L chain complex (2>, % DHIIC graph homology H.(tw) 23E 9 % 5%, ¢ O split

extension, & - & @ split extension,
0— g =g —(0) >0

Z @ extension 2> b iE £ % spectral sequence 2% degenerate 3% &\ ) HAH D F£9. Tt Lie D
cohomology IZB9 2 H i 2 6 TTE £ 7.

H. () = H*(SP(ZOO; Qe H*(c;ro)Sp

ZHUCENC 5. BT % DT, spectral sequence Difam> &, HMIWAFER2 S5 29 %5, 2D cohomol-
ogy ZHAID 72D TT,
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sp @ stable homology 1% & { A5 3TV, XIGHS mod 4 T 3 DIRME D EFE D homology TT. FILAVIZ X

CHIS N5y,
H,(sp(200;Q)) = H.(S> x ST xS x--+)
=EQ Ly )

NRERBCT degree 78 3,7,11,--- & 1 DT OERITLHH 2 b DIz %, MEIE, H.(H)P Bz, MEE W
IVPRMETY., ZhzitRL a3 v, 205566 ) —2lvIc, K HHTHE « OFbH DI BGL(n;R)
& BGL(n;C) 7% £ @ stable homology Z° 0D £, 29725 L I#old Hopf RECAHD £9. 203
stabilization £ W2 HEPL L L, FIZIEGL%2% 2% 02D FF. GL(Kk),GL()-bundle 7% % &, bundle D
Whiteny sum & 7 tensors f& & 2>DEHE LSS D £ 9. bundle DEANIIEL T, GLKk) X GL() %> 5 GL(k + )
WCHERIBI2SH D £3. 2950 ) bOWFHLT 208 LOGHIL k1 ZRERICRIEL Tn» &, Ak
Hopf R OEE2ERZL £7. %9 T 5% & Milnor-Moore DA 5 37 EHD» & A7 Hopf B % HAAEL
EAMERELD tensor FEIZ 72 %, [FARRIC H.(co) (&7 Hopf algebra 1272 D, LI & AERED tensor
BOW: P(--)®E(---) 2% D 3. H.(sp) 3 TRTHBEREDOIAITTE T, Z2NLFD commutative
graph homology DAEEITIE &9 % % %>, primitive element & FEEILE T, H, ()P 12 E 9 ) ERILHHT
KB, EWIHREIZARD 9. graph DEATY 9 & primitive element 13385 7% graph IZXE L TWE T,
25 135w T lie version, associative version TH AU T,

Z 3L lE chain complex (& £ 9 7 % %>, Chevalley-Eilenberg, T k X chain (& k BD44E, Lie WD
homology 13 k FEONE. g 3B TEBRICRIEILET. 29 T2LE9%hEwnIH L

Cy = Akc;r
— @ (AiISSHQ®AiZS4HQ ® - ”®Ai,Sl+2HQ)Sp
i ti=k
Z 23 chain group. EELGHINICL > TW 5D TTH, 29 v LIHA, symmetric power D, & & AT Sp-3%
BELTHNED)HEPHONTOETY, ZOAEEZEHEL L TUIWITERA., 21D tensor % LT
& 51T Sp-invariant part ZHX %, KDEC %5 &) BIEETT, EEDLICOWTES LIS b kh{k?
DT, kD1 BLhERoTHET, gaph BEIR>THTL 205bm 3 L5 kb 5. TIILE
FRFICTY. MIRANCR 2D TTH, weightw &9 b9 —DD grading # At s EHRXIGICK S, Tl
Gelfand-Kalinin-Fuks LURAI S 11T 2 H T, S3Hg 1& weight 1, S*Hg 13 weight 2, -+, S"2Hg (3 weight
1TY, WIZE I & weight [ D part 1% [ + 2 XD symmetric power T3, 29 T3 LfABbrsrE v L,
weight # w EEZ £95, i) I weight 1, i, 1 weight2,--- T

W=i1+2i2+~--+lil.

Z 11434 chain @ weight T9". boundary operator 8 2% weight Z{£- 2% 2555 D £ 3. boundary ¥ weight %
&2 DT chain complex IXEFTH > T
=Py

9 0 9
Ck > Cpy > - > G

KEF L H w-part DFTIX weight DEHDA L DT, ERTR

=Py
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TE, weightw OFTIZHER chain complex 127D £ 7,

o a A
c":0-C,—->Ch —-->C' >0

top B3 C D HIE ST, C% -, 5T, CY DEHFMP LV &,

C};V — @ (A“SSHQ ® - Q Aiw+2S w+2HQ)Sp
i+ i =k,

W +2i+--wi, =w

I tensor FED Sp-AZ part D Z 5 ) EAITY. Cy ld¥ v, 4 relative homology TH->T, 21z
¢ O Sp-invariant part % & > TW X945, constant part (¥7\>, constant part [I2FTQ TI2 6. Ihz
ERE ERBZIFR VT, KFAFIZER chain complex 235N F T, 2428 weight w part DA R chain
complex TH->T, w=0 D homology DEF/FIEFI SN TWBEDT, loTLEF->T

H.(c5)" = (P (L)Y
w=1
IAKDET. 2 LT H(L)Y EABRRXIG. AHBKIE chain complex @ homology T¥ 7 5 AKX IE.
DAY F—MEmTT. BERNISED TW L & 89 graph ST 2000220 £§ . HRXIG complex D
homology T¥ %5, ZHUIHRKIG, F’41x 2D Buler BZFET 2 & &, H (L)¥ 77 LERRITEDTH-
TLEWVET, weight 525 EFRRILTTDH 5, weight & XIG, bigrading 123 % & Euler 235 £ A
EERTEET. 2L T weight w @ Euler 0% % 2 % £, homology DFFEDHH ) £ 4. graph homology
& Sp DRBGHDORIG, I #d Kontsevich, TG4 1F Weyl 1230 £9°, genus 1 @ SL(2; Q), SL(2; R) DFEE % 5
ZET20IcfioTwE T,
BARRICP->TwEEL &),
w=1:
£ weight 1 O¥fy, w=1TT256C|, 1fHL2H) A,
Cl = (A'S*Hg)™
= (S’Ho)¥
=0

S3Hg, ZHUIBEITT. Young KIETH  LADHEIC 3 0. 2 DA symmetric part i& GL T Sp TH
TY. weight 1 part [37\V>, AEEDR VDT, 6L, weight 1 1374\,
w=2:

KiE weight 2 TT, weight4 SHVWETOL LA DPHTEET,

0-C3—CI—0

CColED £,
C3 = (A’S*Hg)”,C} = (A'S*Hp)*.

S3Hg D 2 BEDHE, S3 93b LswvE, A2Hg T% Zi2id symplectic form &9 b Db h 9. £l
PLLBELZ DO TEZTY, AEXD symmetric power DIME, Z 211X 1 3>, VbHIF Jacobi LEkiAD
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symplectic form D X 9 %&b D, 1 RILKET Sp-ALLbDBH Y £,

C3 = (A*S’Hg)*
=Q

Ci = (A'S*Ho)™
= (S*Ho)¥
=0

it > T weight 2 ® homology 23R TE T,

Q#=2

0 others

H.(})) = {

LD ET, IN%, graph TETLWH)DZEMD LET L, 3HEDIETT D5, homology 73 3 il AT
W3 LX) RbDTT, Sp-module D Sp-F287% b DIk, Weyl ICRD £ L TAEB intersection number 2> 5K %,
tensor 2%, [ homology 256 ffld 5. ZNA 3, 3z Tn3,

B 4-a:trivalent ZRIER D 2 EDE
Sp-AERDDEIS E ) DX pairing LI WEVWIHTT, ZITET f-graph B TEEZ T,
B 4-b:0-graph O
) 1252501, FE7LATTR, JHUIMEEIDTL & )2,
B 4-c:#% 7 L 1 -graph OE|

CHUIHZTHS Tcontract L9, L2L ZHEEENTI»oX¥m, Z#dZ\, graph TRT L ZII
O-graph 23EFIG T, 24153 Kontsevich @ graph homology DG T, symplectic DR B % 2=
T, commutative graph homology (¥4 graph T} %.

w=23: Bt2 2 ZITMDBENDE Do TEET. weight 3 TP TAHAEL & 9.

T 4Ud weight 3 @ partition, (1,1,1), (1,2) & (3). (1,1,1) I/ d 2 D% 3 XD chain T, (A’S3Hg)%. 2
D257 13 % partition (1,2) IZHIES % DAY (S Ho ® S*Ho)*. 1 %Y S3Hg, 2 28 S*Hg. Z LT C) %8 (3) & \»
9 partition T (S3Hg). T4 1721, Sp 0XBLRZ MR T 2L, > EFD Weyl DHGHTDH L\ TT 2,
intersection number 2> 52 THTL 2 L WIHIHEELEZ 3 LaFEa. Sp-AELL DT,

C3 = (N’S*Hg)*

=0
C3 = (S Ho® S*Ho)¥
=0
C} = (S°Hy)™
=0

Sp DEBLG, —MIC weight 2% odd 7 651X, CYV 1EZHW, Sp AZ %D DD 72\, THUIFEARIIZ Weyl T
¥ i D homology A 12 Sp RZE 74 b D23H 5 7\ >0 intersection TETK %, Zh %9 & weight
DEEDFTI L Sp R b DIFz\o,
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w = 4: weight 4 72 & 4 O partition. weight 4 DTz % LA > TEE T, weightw D & Z 5D chain
complex I[ZHL 2 DIk w D partition D53721F. Chern #% % & ZZ n D partition DFZVFIBTEET., *#
nEFELCTY.

£9°13 4 O partition & LTI (1,1,1,1).

Ci — (A4S3HQ)S[) — Q3

WS A, BIRSALLEERSTWEDY, %713 Mathematica (2 A - TV> 3 partition D E A F 7. &
NI TT D, weight 518 { HWICHR > T B EMBE RS> TEET., ZiU, —HTEIHARMICIZ
character 13287772 > TV 2D TRIEH 5. BB ERFEICHIFINZ T U S THEETEET, Lol
EPAEDPEELZ T TIEERL, bo ERFALKHBED £¥A. ZOFIINI 0 SEHRICITRZ £ 723,
weight 20 728 EATH R WLEICR D £ 7. FHOXILZIRET 57217 THEBIID Adams operation & 225X
LS TIETEZEA.

C3 = (A*S*Hy ® S*Hg)*
=Q
2 (1,1,2) &£\ 9 partition.
X (1,3) & (2,2) &£\ %) partition. 4 @ partition T 2 HIZ/TF 5 DIE 2D, THUTHIG L TEMIHITEZ
7. (1,3) 93 S3Hg ® S5Hg, (2,2) %3 A28 Ho,

C; = (S’Hg ® S Ho)™ ® (A*S*Hg)™
=0

RABIZ (4) £\ 9 partition TT,

C! = (S°Ho)*
=0

ZZFETK %L weight wdYw D partition DHE D53 721F & - T, T & Chern polynomial @ X 9 IZ partition
ERIGL T, Sp-AZpart BHTEE T, Tl b0 ETFEETHERET, ZhikEHAEZ2H- T,

Ci=0%C3=0Q

T, #lx¥w, %992 L5 boundary operator DEIFITY, 9: C - C3 ZEHL AV EWITERA,

5 S3H OILH 4B > TZ DI & A éE A Eng, Lie RIXD boundary (&) A & A E3Ng) TTH, Zih
IZ Chevalley-Eilenberg T bracket % i > TE I %, bracket (¥ 2 fll7G % H{> T, poisson bracket TEAH
ICEMRTE XY, A’SH - S*H BEHTIR6, Eo7T

d:Cy—Cs
FEHICRD 9. 29T % L homology 23302 £ 7.

Q =4
0 others

S
H.()) = {

INZR A LT TOoT, 5 E0 5655 T3 commutative 856, S0 2BERN £ 20 TH
2EE—FS LD TT 0 weight 20 £T. T4E2 4T graph O J5 THE 72 DAY graph homology T, I - &
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E o 72 Willwacher-Zivkovié (% graph ® /5T graph DA LF% LT, £EHE VI TE £ A, generating
function, Z 1% i £ 2 T weight 60 TR D L7, ZTNn% 2 graph DFLEIC L 72 D23, Kontsevich D
graph homology T, graph 23¢9 T %%, KBl & D& AT graph 12 & % 5lid, Sp-AZE part D Ftid
<Y,

% 3" top homology Z %1 D 72\ EJll o725, weight 23#%%, weight 2,

Con = NS Hg
Z 4L partition TE 9 & (1,1,---,1). top DI trivalent graph T 3 XD tensor 7 2n flldH 2 HIFTT 25,
X 4-d:2n B D trivalent verteicies DX

%I 2> 5 homology 23 3 AT 2%, Z4% contract T5 0 5 TTH 6, MIGT 2 THMZ#5A T trivalent
graph 23T & £ 9. 2 trivalent graph 236 % &, Sp-AZE part ST E £ 7. ordering & 2BAfR & VFHd b
» 0 9. trivalent graph T with 2n vertices 3% % B2 Z SR T E .

P/ES

Con_y = (A" S Hg ® S*Hg)™

IH5IEEIRDEVI E, Tid2n—2 [ trivalent DIERDSH > T 1 fH721) valency 254 DER»H 5. Z
7% contract 35,

%] 4-e:2n-2 {E D trivalent verteicies & valency=4 QTEmM DX

DT partition & & 12 valency 2325\ 5 EHITE £9, graph 3% > T, Kontsevich 1 o, @ homology &
trivalent X 1= graph @ homology %# &% L £ L 72. Sp-module ® homology & graph homology. graph IZ
orientation 2% ¥ V), oriented graph M4 XL 5, boundary operator, poisson bracket 2> 5 FFEE X415 H D
% graphical IZ L 7z, Z #3428 Kontsevich T3, 29\ 9H D% > T symplectic # 2w T, Nk
commutative graph homology & 4 Hi% i} £ L7z, 20 ZFHET % & \» 9 D3 challenging problem. 437> T
W2 D% Buler 8T, SIZEDFTVE LD, KYI2HD > T 5 homology, ZHUIZ 5 L2H D £¥
A, ZNEFZ EF 2 E0) DL, foliation DR TlE% <, 3 RILEREOHRMAL R, 2 L TH
BRI % IR D bunlde DRHERICH 535755 9 L9 DA, Kontsevich D perspective. graph homology ?
ERIFVAVABRADEF TV ET L, Kontsevich HAHFHWTWETOT, FEllIZSHIZPS LV HICL £
T, X top DE ARG L DBIRPERICHEZTOT, 22T (AS*He)¥ 12O THIL
T, A DEETE ) & top DT, TN-FHEL v, module & L TE—FH T DS, weight | D Dfif:
WrCdo o —FHHRICHEZ £ 3238 MARNITIZ—F#E L v, Adams operation %2 EZBB L TR H £ 7,

R DOHE T, RRTTH, HREALLRICH T 2088, AW0), ASH, Chtofffzt s>t E0E
T, INODEXRDPSSVET, EFEIX, IO notation 137 b ZF HENIIAIZOL D A, TNEFILL I
Vassiliev @ 1990 fEE D H2 6 T, 223213 7T 1992,3 412 Kontsevich D E VI b OBEAINE L
72. ZDIED & Vassiliev DEBED finite type invariant 23T & £ 3. Z412° Kontsevich @ Fields B D 7%
KO —DTY. b )2 Witten PRDMEIRTT. AWD), 2551 3 RILERIEDHTTY. T6 5 I13KMW
S A, 1996 4:tH homology BRIAI AR DAZ R % E# L, homology BRI 2k D 45§ % 22[HI< filtration % A
NF L ZLTI9NEFHZ LMO ALH, 2L C3RUEHREORTALR., ZHI0IbD2H-T,
24 & graph homology 2HEEICBIR L T, £\ 9 > top D homology LI1ZEA LU, ERIMA LI L,
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M A 02550 928, Q hoZHARETH->T

A(0) = Q[vertex oriented, connected trivalent graphs]/(AS)(IHX)
= Q[connected trivalent graphs without an orientation reversing isomorphism]/(/HX)

modulo AS relation, IHX relatin, £ L 3. ZH2NERTT. 03t ) &, T IiTid 1 RILEEIEDA
B5DTTH, ZNUWERES, ASYH ©0J51E ST EiZ chord Z 411} 2 & DT, vertex oriented & 1Zi[2> & v
&, trivalent T 225, P~ local 7 embedding Z T 5. AS relation &\ D&, orientation |7 ]H
R2HEEDHZ2DTTD, Do hiETL¥na, st AS relation.

B 4-f:AS relation DX
DVTICIHX 2HEFT L,
] 4-g:THX relation DX

% 75 A1 243 Jacobi identity [H)EL £ 9. TNAVER T 4, @i trivalent graph T vertex oriented,
fH L mod AS relation, IHX relation & \»9 517 CT9 ., Kontsevich @ graph homology & vertex oriented 12 L 7
W, commutative D513 2AD orientation 2 EFE L T, Kontsevich JiticEH < &9 5 &, without orientation
reverse isomorphism. graph @ orientation 134K C 2 3@ Y & O £ 3. orientation reverse isomorphism (¥,
orientation Z{a[7> 1 DEE L7z &£ &, ZN %2 d % isomorphism 2% %2>, T 4143 AS relation IZXIG L £
T, 2HIVILDOPBHTEZLT, ZHUih> T Gauss @ linking number % Kliic —##{t L 7z Kontsevich f&
ABPHTL 2T TY. 2Nz KBS A1 3 RUEREOAZERAILEL, 2 L TR I A D clasper surgery,
& 2T surgery § % 5>C graph 23T E £ 7

CHUISHOBRYETRDET., ¢E-THHB 200 TTY. top 2D £9. T 2T commutative TH >
TWET, lie $ associative 1F5HIZPL 6RO T, HIKDOA DD LIBREF. Z1Ud symmetric product
T, 3BOMEIC L7256 89 %50, (AAH)P, ZHUIIEFICHE ., UM TL 208w &
Riemann [fi (1 5t} &) @ moduli ® tautological algebra R*(M,.) & WXL 2 b DT, 1990 FRUTTEI A &
—HOMEHEEZ L E LA, 2 TEALZDDTT. symmetric power &3 9 D%, ASH ZPENICZ 5 720,
A*H > wy A H %3 submodule & L TAZDT, ZNTHZ EMRICHD £T. (A(AH/wy A H)?Y TIh
& R*(M) SRS L T T, graph homology Tl Lie graph homology &9 b DHHJHEL TV E§, b
Kontsevich T3, Z#1i top homology T9 23, HHHEDIMHEECFEHEED cohomology H*(OutF,; Q) & 1 %t
1 £\v9 DA, Kontsevich D> { hEH (lie version) 3. Kontsevich ® graph homology D525 § %
EHMBE OB E CFRBEE L BE L £ 328, —J5TZ 41 Johnson HEFIRLD T target T, 4 1Johnson
D target T, ZDAEHT % lowest weight homology & BARHERED cohomology 2SAIG L TWwWT, ZD#E
W HD B,

Znlx &b < top homology & graph homology & DBfRZ Z D 3 2T h ET. —FHL VDX
commutative. H 2 EHEK—FZH LV Didlie. (7L, HLEFTEEIATCVIBELLZITDOLDT, kL L
TN —FHL L DL LMW E TAY) graph N IZHEL W, (A*SPHo) 2MAIRICIC /2 200 £\ 9 DAY
KEETY,

1. (A*A3H)
2. (A (N3H/wo A H))
3. (A"S3Hg)™
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&5 ED X (T trivalent graph TH > T, 3 BEDIME. [H U trivalent graph 25 (A*APH)®, ZZTbflibin
TWETY, LD 2202w TE 1990 44X, graph Zfli> TRADNEZ/R L £ L7z, ZHUIEARRIC Weyl @

RBGwz -
(A*APH)* = Q[connected trivalent graphs]

— &L, 57 trivalent graph DALY 2 HIHARK EFEICT,
RDROVBE ) e bipln) &,

(A*(A*H/wy A H))* = Q[connected trivalent graphs without loops]

5k graded algebra IZ72 D T, INHIEFBLVLEVLIDITIHEL DD AN, FIIZHFHLH A+
12, KBNS A ORTEEFELTARTES E Ly FLET. “D L bARNOLTOLBEIITT, Lo

% 7%3 commutative 3,
(A*S 3HQ)S” = Q[connected trivalent graphs without orientation reversing isomorphism]

R EEbE T, I T orientation reverse isomorphism &9 b DTTA, ZIHhoE) %50, £
3 without loops 25 F 3, ¥ % 6IE, loop W 1fHTHH B L, 2 TRET Z2HNWTE FT. orientation
reverse isomorphism 28 CT&E £, PRGNS D £7,

X 4-h:loop DX

Rzt LT L, HADED2,4,6 { SWETHEF T, F 985 % trivalent graph ZF 2 F L &
9. loop BHBHDIFRH FLA,

o THM%(=2 & 4-i:6-graph DX
o [EHR%=4 & 4-j:2 DD graph DX
o JER%=6 & 4-k:6 DD graph DX

TERE 2 1d O-curve. THREE 6 IR EHLLHOBT Y —ATHTEET.

T OB 2 USRI 5 araph OBE, <515 A TV A2 LG ET. 2925 L XL
PEHETEET. (APAPHo)™ ORIE, (AAA*Ho/wo A Ho))™ DRI, (NS Ho)® DRIE, TF. 2z 2,
4,6 < HVETIHL LI LT 5 & graph ZRB L b £

TER 2 4 6 8 10 12
(A**A3Hg)P 2 8 31 140 722 4439

(A*(A3Hglwg AH)® 1 3 9 32 135 709

(A*S3Hg)S 1 3 7 24 8 426

(A2A3H)SP CIESB 2 DI, O-graph ICMZ TEET LA 938 205 2 KIL.

(A2(A3Hfwo A H)P, & 21 1 KTE. loop #3% 378 0inTF

(A2S3Hg), TZi3E9 % %H w9 L, without orientation reverse isomorphism 7% DT, 6-graph 721} T
1 XL,

JESE 4 OFT Y, ST e, graph Z2TT2, 2N b SHEARETT2 5 0 % disjoint 12 2 D3N
ZbDHbASTEZT. 06 (AY A H/wy A H))* 1 3 XJ0. orientation reverse iso 23 & Z 9 72 L9 D
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FEEICIEAS 2 TT L, I 60k s BEMNICATHHEZ P UEACHBISERTE £ 7. (A'S3Hy)®
b3IXILHD £,

6 JEM D trivalent graph T without loop 23 fHl&H 22>, FHL WILA 6 lH>T, TTH 5 642+1=9 T9
RIG, ZNTHE, (AS3Ho)¥ 1232 L, DA EIF DT orientation reverse iso % £ b O % HLY bk
. graph FEHO N> TRIEFICHE L v, 2082 EiFodh<Tdh 2 HERFE (413 orientation reverse
isomorphism T 23) 23H 20502 MR L TET T LWV DIRIFFICH LV, bro b2 L £7,
(AS(A3H/wo A H))P & (ASS3HQ)P, 2 2 TTTICEMETL 2D TT A, 6T orientation reverse iso 23d
D7y, THFBEARIE VI X DIZEROERIT L £ 9 2. orientation reverse iso # b2 b DE RO A
EVIHRET, Hizw) L,

41

Z 417 orientation reverse isomorphism 23% %, #7259 ST 5 LW T, reverse isomorphism %3
IMTEET. 2T 206 TRIMICARDET. EALAHBEDN D> T, graph & LTOFEE, Z1uid
Bz BFhs, BB LD H B AlE, computer T7 YT AZMATATTEI W, ZHIBELVWATT L4,

Tex3EBERZ > T ET, K7 graph O HCRMDD 20270, ZHUIIEFICH L VWO TY, JHM
BIRELS B> TK 2 &, Rl AR % £ 72 2 W DSEEIN T, graph DB LR R EZ 2195 72
DITIFMIETT A, asymptotic ZENADPREIIIHE R VWIZA ), L Wv) T EBMFFINETHY, B &iEH
WHBRTIEHD FHA.

IOFDEFNDT A iz &, (ANAH)Y & (A*(A3H/wo AH))?P, graph £ B> TWwE L7235, graph i
D AU multi-graph &, BEEAERIZE S WD T, trivalent multi-graph T, Z - 5 I& multi graph without loops.
INSDRITIFESN DA bTey FLETH, (AKSPH)P I1Zby b LEVA, weight20 FTHELTHD
EFTH, Z20%EI LD, BrotHROTICHD L, BAEMNZA homology THIGENTW2HA2EE D
DEBLVELED, REICHIE Lo LRITT, 3RILEREDOFRUALRTI D A0) DRIGERET
2 HHIRMETT. RBE A D 2002 4D GT monograph DRJEETHID LiIFonTwEd, 22 TH
POoTVBEVIFEZESTEEET, LA I > T 5D L9 &, Garoufalidis-Nakamura
2o T, BADIWMLOPFIHLIHTHD 7. ZEFAETH %2 EHD top D homology,

AW) = (P Han(C?)
e=1
& > Z D chain complex ® homology, —~FHRAI DL D= 2HMA72b D, b 3 RIGEHREDHRIAZ
BOEMTY, JIUIAME A DORIELE, Z 1z GT monograph 2002, KL E A d HP 1247 < & update X 41T
VET. RS EANE, EBOToMEE RET 2 HHNFEETT, valency, weight DF3 T, k= w
KL T AN TR ETERTEE XY,
A0) DRI

k:%w 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

EEgtofE 111 2 2 3 4 5 6 8 9 2

1 2 3 6 9 16 25 42 65 105 161 ?

il

R

ERTCDORB TR, ZHARBORITCIETICOPD £T. Z0h 2002 FDObDAHRDT, 2014 4
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A2 TH ) RELKESTVETE, EI9R56, 161 DRIZREIThbIroTwiA k) TF. T Willwacher
and M. Zivkovié, 13 weight 60 £ TEE L7255, TOBENR72hE w9 & Euler HLDEE L TR AWVLDT,
27035 top homology IZ DWW TIEHRITIEN EF¥A. T I TROEBDIED 16 £,

Theorem 2.1 (Morita-Sakasai-Suzuki).
H.(¢3)% = AD) ® &.

HEIFBDELICRD T35, Kontsevich 258 > T2 % X 9 IZ graph homology, Z 41 &% mysterious T
3. graph F@MIC I trivalent graph D AR T 2 LHARE % (AS)THX) TH - 7-REDRITLZFHE L B I v,
IOV TIZEMAEMN G, Ml2d ) s, 2L oo TV EEAL, MHEIIEL W EBEbi s PRI,
EFMERAER & VI HTT., TNDWHRERTKERD 2 LB Z R\, 20D Buler $2%, 4 DFMHE LA LD
AT, ToL2ATATTD, AWV) & & > b2WRVD, asymptotic 1213 E ) % 50, EERMIZIEL W X
VCHADDERDD Y LA, 3 TILLREORTALR, LMO RS betti B2 Lo T L, &
H3RRW->TL % &) TT2%, homology BRI DA 1% £ 9 2. foliation DRFESIZ DT, unstable T
73, Gelfand-Kalinn-Fuks & Metoki 73 E 7> 5T & £ L 7. unstable Z5&ICH ERVH 2D TT,

Lyxo LU E LD, HEIIHAYDEEIR, ARSI AOwRXEZHUEHLL) FT. &9 b —Fin
W2 - 7 D1 D. Bar-Natan and B. McKay @ & 9 T7. McKay XIiEdD McKay & 1339 AT9 . 2001 4F
Bar-Natan ® HP IZEHWTH D F3. RICP -7 DL, Gerlits DL, D Ald Vogtmann & A D,
X3 J. Conant, F. Gerlits and K. Vogtmann, Z#L2SHI TR \WH %R LT E T, 2012 4 Morita-Sakasai-Suzuki,
2014 4 T. Willwacher and M. Zivkovié, & 23815 LT 255 H D4 TTF. Kontsevich (2 L T challenging
problem & L CEARMNICHER T2 2 L2 HIF T2 L, I5ICZOEKE, I 3 RIGHEREIC L o> TEKED
H2BDHE D, Kontsevich, #% H & 13 BARN 2 51 E I X BBE 134 X Z 9 T A3, foliation, 3 KILLRIADA

ZBEROMIFIZE S THID 72D i
H( ) =ADE

Z @ homology T,
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ES5E2014FE2H198

2.2 homology 3 EREI® homology FIIRED 19 8

Bis ) =2 5EHE W) T, homology 3 Bifio> homology MIBHHD 4 3#, &9 &4 P THIHL
£9. WELDRHICAD T,

)
©} = {homology 3-sphere W*}/H — cobordism C*(Top)

homology 3 Bkifii, Z I3#5M53 2% b HH T, closed oriented integral homology 3-sphere, W3 & < Fic
L 9. ZD4k% H-cobordism &> relation THI D £ 9. smooth category & topological category 23&% D
7. b Fb %D 7 5 smooth category, smooth 7 homology cobordism T

EREZDZOEEZE T, 2 5D homology 3-spheres W, W’ i2xf L T,

W~y W

Tdh 5 L1F, 4RIt compact oriented C*-manifold M 3£ L T, M i3 homology S* <1 TH 1, D% D

Bins
IM*=WuU-W.

Z 99 & ZFIZ homology cobordant & V>, W @ homology cobordism class % [W] &HE 9. #EHEE I
connected sum, Bzt [S?], Wiytld orientation reverse L7z D, Z ORI O WTIE, #% topology T, Hi
DY) —ATHLN G FHZEBIEL £ L7, H2MHLSIFFICRELIFTH 2 HFPARINTHF T,
BTHLIEVE T, 2013 4D Manolescu DFSE [85], K E % breakthrough 7% - T, #dY 1 DffIT 7
DTTD, FLEELZOFICE L TId mysterious, 05 2 WHELHZ S 0EH D T,
ZNTHEEMZALEVET. ZOBIC OV TRIICT > 2 FE, Rohlin FERLE V) bDLH->T, 2

NS Y
Rohlin : @% > Z/2

%572 % L) HETT. homology BRifii W3 8% > 72 &£ &, 3 XIGD cobordism (FHHTT 26 M* TOM =W
ERDHDRFELFET. 510 M IFHER, 2L Cspin iICINLEY. 2975 & M D signature 1% 8 TH|
T, ZOmod2 ZIH £7T. INHB M OHD FIZHS 3, W @ Rohlin AZEE (W) T3, Z4id homology
cobordism RZETH H O3 76 DRRUEFM 2 5.2 3, BRI g = 1127 % b DI Poincaré homology Bk
HHH £7.

HBHRY, CHEREAMTERV2LE, PREV)IDRFHEDI ) RbOBHY LA Lrl, 29
TRARVEVIFERDDD £ L7, Casson MRS ZH)WIH)HPTHTEALDTY, ZUd—%F drastic &1/
&1 1 homotopy BRifi C Poincaré FALD KHIH3H % 2> & > 9 MEICHE N LRI E 5.2 7D TTH, HaLD
Thurston @ program D5EM, IRAZMYICIE Perelmann DfLFIC X b, %5/51% homotopy 3 BRI S3 TH % FHic
%hE L7

% DX D breakthrough 13 1990 4 Furuta X A, %41 C Fintushel-Stern. % 5 13 ZFEA L 72 &9 &,
gauge MR 21> T O3 1% corank TH2FEGHL £ L. 2 L TROHIRHIHATLE W E L7, oo-rank
<7,
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ZREDLANCHEE L TE, 28 0] » Z2 5H2RTTH, Zndisplit 2005 bDAHD
% L 7. Rohlin % split 92 &9 Fld @ IZ order 2 DILHH 2 LI FICHD T, D split T570
DA 53503, T D compact topological manifold 23 = 43 1EE, fH L closed D& 5 KIG
Pll, BROB ZG5E1F 6 XIGEL L, L) Db, WMAIEL X A, Galewski-Stern @, 13 & A ERIEDOLH
TF. MARTEL XA DI Siebenmann D FFTD Doctor #i3C. (iR D = MBS EI M HEM: 12 oW T,
Kirby-Siebenmann @ 1969 4 D {1:$ A3 triangulation @ obstruction theory Z M2 L £ L7, 7L, T0id
piecewise linear 7% triangulability (2B 3 2 BEEHER/Z 272D TT., TN TEI N7 DI combinatorial 7 5
% FR\>C D triangulability. #5813 OAHZARAI S FIRERIC 2 2 DTIE R L v ) BIET L 72, #97 topology
Dt F Tl - - KT,

ZNDNRERIC D37 DHY 2013 4F Manolescu, # L T Z 1% No, Rohlin (% split L7\, 721} & —&H
i L3\ Tl Rohlin A EBIEEHZ 2-torsion 1372 WHB L2 7DTY, Lo LMD 2-torsion b
&0 T, torsion 2V EI D ETIEb2D A, T4 mystery DEFETT. ZD corollary & LT,
non-triangulable topological manifolds I FI2H 5, R TORILTHEET 5. I 51, acyclic LK T
non-triangulable 7 3 D b BEIZH 5 Z £ D, Manolescu DEFEDORE LT, DO AICL D FTCIIARINEL
7z. non triangulable %A S L HUE, ZNHICVA0ARNEEZRALELIENTEL L V) T LI,
WAHWAIE ADBMERER L TWE L7,

BA) DRI K E 7 breakthrough 235% > TR LT, N6 3ok NnE, ZNTH IO O 13I1FL
AEOLDSRVES>TH v, BERMICIE2MERE 0) > Z 13F-ET 22, ZHUIRMETY. naive I
ZZ%E corank TR SMERICH 2HNWIFSINE T, ZITERARDPS B, QAWICh> TR b
ELZRODITTT., SOFF—27221F Froyshov 2% SO(3)-gauge Mz ffio TR ZME L £ L7z, Z 1% free T
T 625 H UL split L, direct summand & LCZ ZHf> T T,

— 5 CHROE DS 7 Ozsvith-Szabé DHLEASH > T, corollary & LTCIDALL S Z~DEH2ED £ L
o, REID2DEFALTRERACLEFHINTOET. fEoT, 2 2FMVAHERTTH 2 A[REMEIZH D F
T, HEEL T2 17210 TY,

X T ZDOREE abel BET, X 51T corank BT oTWETH 5, KHEE LTXBETFoNE T,

KR

. @32 IZ torsion element (Z7FE1ET 5 D>,
o Z ~NDEFNIIRINFET % 2.
o B B\ (Z3IC divisible element 23% % 7>,

ZHWI) MEM S 3o T ERA, & ZIXRBEDOMEIZ OV T naive ICE 2 % &, ZREAD cobordism
TID5, HNZLEVIDIFZEZHNTTY, LrLibbroTuERA., EIPoTw0rbdh A,

Z ~DEHE LT candidate 13H 9 1 fldH > T, ROBIDILEITT 2 Saveliev DAL E v(W), TH DL
> T HEEET.

| —

8 i(i+
V(W3 = Z(—l)'(zl)rankHFi(W3).
i=1

FRELOBM DIy ZEHD +,—, +,— 1T Z % &, Taubes DfLEFH 6 Casson AEED 2 BTS2 L%
) &, EiloBfofsiE 2 cHEHlinE 3. Z 2 TR Floer homology & \»9 & Heegaard Floer, Lagrangian
Floer 'C9' %3, Z#1Z Instanton Floer homology T9, & 9 —HEFEL {9 &, £33 Euler & +-+-TTHZ
DA ++--TT. 2 THEHNS L a9 DIE Taubes DILHE T, mod 2 T Casson AEREFLICR S, +-+-T
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%% & Casson D 2 %5127 % &9 D Taubes DEHETT. Z3UE ++--TTH S mod 2 THL.
Saveliev 1%, v I3 homology cobordism RZE Tl \ah>, D F ) ZiUd 2 HER

0 »7Z

#HZ 50T R0 EFELTCWET, &I AT Poincaré homology BRIETOMEIZ 1 1S4 h £9. Ldo
T, b L INVIEL TS Manolescu DF5RDOMRD T D 2T WHIEEH L %2 2 H1F T, %72 homology
cobordism A2 &9 2 ldbh D A,

Z LT 2HUI B 22457 topology D Tt % fii > TEF E 115 Neumann-Siebenmann A%, 1970 4D
¢ 9. gauge PEGu% > T, Fukumoto-Furuta-Ue A& &, 415 1% homology BRI &IZIZER I T
WEA. Seifert homology BRIEIIZH L TEZ SN TV E T, #E L > DI hyperbolic % homology BRI T &
ITWwiz\, Seifert homology BRI L IE—3 L CTWT, PHELTEIISHADD) FLDAESTZAE
HPHK L DTIE D, TS 1 DOHEIETY, ERMRIN TV EEA,. gauge Hamld B 4bIFTT
23, 41 gauge PR TIE % { T algebraic topology T, L2» bR, ZNZ2{EA9 &) DIPHETT.
ZNEBPETBIELE T,

N E PR T % knot @ concordance group € 122> T Levine @ 1969 4, Invent. Math. (2 H 72 &A1 22 1
HBH T, Z0H 6 40 FLLERES £ U, il &I ICHZEoi €, mEDKEH, J. Hom 7L 7'
VR8I 232013 10 HicHiE LA, —3TEH L, € b able BT, R F T direct summand (3 Z 25 3
flECTTL%A, Z° % direct summand & L CEUHZFHL E LA, ¢ LHBILTO) 3#L VT2, #
DPALODOH B LEVET,

HrHLAYIZ 1 knot cobordism, knot concordance, EZIZFEH TH > T, Z41H smooth category & topological
category £ H D £9A%, £7 smooth TP H 7,

€ = {knots}/C™ — concordance.

M E AT SO H K, K’ ¢ S? 23 knot concordant TH 5 & 1%, K c S3x{0}, K’ c S3x{1} £#EAT, §3xI
DRIZ S X I HEDAEFNTHS ' X)) =Kx{0)U-K' x{1} L% BHETT,

BEHEE 13 connected sum TA D £ 9, WJGI3 mirror image T, knot 9 topological category T? concor-
dance Tl locally flat Z{KE L £ 9.

1969 4EIZ Levine DfEHBH 2 LT E L7, 2H 2 b —FmIE Fox T figure eight knot d knot
concordance class IZJEHPIT order 2. )25 2-torsion 3H 2 FE3 b ->TWET, Z L T Fox-Milnor &
W DBH D E T, 1966 4, Z 415 knot concordance ZEF L 72, Z LT EIEZ/2 EFEALE W) D
EH-%b LNFRAD, £ TRV ERLIZDIINEZELETT. knot D signature Z > T, trefoil I%
co-order TH 2 Z EZFAL E L7, T CRMRHTHZ2EIDLLY L7,

ZIUTHEESBINIZ, 1969 4 Inventiones (2 H 72 4 7% Levine DX, b EELEVBO6 T o TLEVLE
L 7. &Ly 7 knot concordance Dz LTV F 973, fiiZ—MD codimension 2 ? knot T Seifert [,
Seifert B OBEmZ B L ¢, REBMNAEAEEZTRLAE-AFTT. 2 L T2 OB classical
7 knot THEH L £ 9. OKEMIZ,

C - 727 (Z]2)" & (Z/4)™

EVI)EREERL T, BRIGOETFHRIGTIE I ADBFABE W) FHTT, HMPE T2 T8 TT.
differential topology TIIf7% 2 &> 9 Didfh & IR TR R L v ) OEFRT, Flairced. B Seifert
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form 7> 5 EEI N5 Z° ~DEEF L signature, (Z/2)® ~D25f 1 Arf invariant. (Z/4)® ~NE—F TS 02
2D TER, BELLTZOWIitt L VWIDZEZL L Z° BIHTEELT, QDO WittfifL ) D2EZ
2 E(Z/D®,(Z/H° BHTEET, ZHDFLTIND LIES K D/, classical I b RED»E W D
PHIRFINFE L7, 2029 TlERWVWEWV) DD, HH7% Casson-Gordon D5, Casson-Gordon T2 H
TY., IND Wit BEOSETE D &, CO) D Witt BRZHIE L TWE T, Levine &\ 9 DIZADLHITY 23,
COMETIILIES  ZOHEFRB S Levine EMPEFIZL £,

1975 4 Casson-Gordon I3 ¥ [ 5

Levine : € — Z° @ (2/2)® & (Z]4)*®

1% isomorpshism TIZZRWHEFEHL £ L 7. Z® Ker % detect § % D2 Casson-Gordon invariant T3, %
D%, Jiang £\ 9 ADS
Ker(Levine) > 2
ZEFH L, X 512 Livingston 25 Ker I torsion 23F4E 9 % %
Ker(Levine) > (Z/2)"

ZEERHL £ L 7-.

TR GE L BRILOTFERRICDEG G L RERITED L) FHd3, Casson-Gordon AR TH D> 7b
T3, LIESKDEIEINTREZDOTIEHZLEWI FRBHD F Lk, Wi X > T Freedman
1982 4, Donaldson 1983 £ D Fifgiy 3T, FEmiWsERZM 2 2o 1 T3 . KT knot concordance 122
W, Freedman 13fif% L7z w9 &, Alexander ZIHX, knot theory T—FERWICH T 247%E, ®iL
1% twisted Alexander ZIHZ, 3 RIGEHIRIFICE > THRS TR S B VWHDICHR > TV E T, Freedman 2%iEH
L7,

Theorem 2.2 (Freedman). Alexander polynomial 2’EH W7 513, topological category Tl slice. 3 7%b 5 knot
concordance FEOTTHHIZ %2 5,

¥ 72X b Freedman O KEFTY,

Theorem 2.3 (Freedman). {T3E D homology 3-sphere W3 \& compact contractible topological 4-manifold M @
BRI,

#it > T topological category Tl

@3 (Top) = 1

ERDET. IS HDOREIC smooth category TAHZERZIRILFEKL ST 2 L DR DITHD £ 7,

FFHEOHOEMETIEH Y FHAD, Lo L 0 O ZED TW L 1T, ¢ L s 2 HFidIREIcRS:
TY., BEiE V) X OO LTARFETT. Livingston 23EH IR survey ZFH 0TV E T, A&
ZRIHL 7202w k

Ker(Levine) » Z

D F D direct summand £ LCZ W 1 lH2FLZFAHAL F L2, ZUIEGDOHE T gauge Hamz v £ 7.
Levine D5 & algebraic TT 25,

Levine : € — 7% © (Z/2)* @ (Z]4)>
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I3 topological category % factor
Levine : €1 — 7 & (Z/2)™ & (Z]4)™

LE9.
€ > ¢

B O 2HTT Y, 2D Ker % 675, TS & topologically slice, &FH T

0> Crs > € - €™ >0,

topological 1213 locally flat % disk % bound 3% X 9 % smooth knot concordance DHETY ., —47 ©3(Top) = 1
TIDH,

®: — ©3(Top)
D Ker 1F2MATT, Z1UE Freedman DfEZ T, knot concordance DEEIIZEDIHTE £,

2 Z 5340 ¢fib i 3 #HiEix Donaldson, Seiberg-Witten, Thurston-Bennequin, Ozsbath-Szabé. Hifirfy 7 3
BHoT, EAEAF L OENDY>TEF L7, Livingston O Ker(Levine) 25 Z ~EHVBH 5. Zih
REITEDS, & 5 ITHOE Cochran-Orr-Teichner D—#D(LFHnH H £9, HEE L VifE}E T Ann. Math. (ZH
ik & 41TVv> % 3. smooth knot concordance group IZ filtration % A1 E L7z, THUI%EZ ) ko pi3D
AP, half-integer O filtration T3, ) 0,1,2 PO HMICHTEZDOTL X I . 15 FTwL L
Casson-Gordon 257§ 2 ¥ 7",

%39@3?0,53:9\1Dylijszsz”-

Fy = Ker(Arf), %5 = Ker(Levine), Ker(Casson-Gordon) > %5, -

von Neumann g-invariant &£\ b DBH > T, TNEH>TERL EFT. o OEEMILZ, Z O filtration
DILE D graded quotients, LIRS D 2%, INS6IEE T oorank L WH 2 ETT. 2 0IHKE
HZFEB L £ L7, Casson-Gordon 7372 { %2> T I S ICIERBMOANLEREDH 5. MRETY. THTHhERD
T TRz LI B DTTLS,
05 s € —>F™ 50
BHY ETH, Crs IZOOWTHD D2l tEFVETE, BiZIFEAEMODOP>THERA,
Levine : € — 7% & (2/2)™ @ (Z/4)*

& 6rs LE¥uTY, oARERIZE I E VI &, Casson-Gordon ¥ 1T . Cochran-Orr-Teichner & Z
CCIHEWICRD 2T
ZHICOCTRIICI D2 2D, ZOREIEZ b2 b HITAR Y

P 0,

1988 4E Akbulut-Casson DL T, filZ{li> 72> £ v>9 & Donaldson ? gauge #ii, % L7z E359 &,
Alexander polynomial Ag(7) = 1, fi£ > T Freedman D #5755 topologically slice 7223, smooth (21 slice Tl
ROIECH K DFET S, TNEHHLE L7, Rigbd»o7DI3, 1995 4E, Endo ¥ ADILHET, Z DX

mysterious 2 H#E7E 5 7 DT DS,
Crs DL,
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FFIC co-rank TdH 2 F% gauge G2 > CHBIL £ L7, Z4Ud ©) IKE T 2 HHI ADMLFITHIG L Tw
7.

BLRAIC Crs LB TR E V) FD exotic R* DFE LG L T T, MM Thds I L 2EL T
K7z R IZ exotic RY, 2 271 exotic 8H B E VI DIIFMETL £ I) L WVRIHIEDBRM L E Lz, ZHdEeEndE
WIROHETHETES LI FEZR LTS EECET,

INTIEED ST, 2004 4, FU Livingston, Z 4Ui& Froyshov (ZX)i L CTV>C, split 3 % 44 #E[H 7

Crs > Z,

DFEAE L direct summand & LT Z B AS>TWET. I 2Tl 72 DAY Ozsvith-Szabd invariant r T3, T3
1% 10 SERGT A%, 2007 4EIC Manolescu-Owens, J13712 2008 4E1Z Livingston 23, 377 3 HOAE BT

TEL, split 2 5fHEfH M
%TS - Z3

PEET2HEZAHL F L%, 3lE VI DI,

e Ozsvath-Szab t-invariant
e Rasmussen:s-invariant

e Manolescu-Owens:d-invariant

TY. 2 gauge Mz o T E Y., ZO3MEPMLICH B, Crs, TTUZLIRIED 5K D abel #ELDT
divisible ZA TV I FHIF BV EBVETOT, Z° ~OLHNEET 2 FNFHEIN T E L, 20z 2013
412 Jennifer Hom % Knot Floer complex, Z#UIELZDF 2 J5TI DY, JL4 1E Ozsvath-Szabé theory 2> & K
5wz > TRZFHI L £ L 7.

Theorem 2.4 (Hom). split 3 %425}
%TS Y/

BEEL, Z% X direct summand (275 5,

21 Hom OEBITT ., #isCicid T corollary £ FH\WTh H 325, HED corollary &%) & D i,
CDT 7=y 7R M) EVIBERELBOETH, RIGEHTEET,

Corollary 2.5. Ker(Levine) 13 Z®-summand % & 5.

Ker(Levine) DITHN Z DEAFEL D KE b TT 3, Ker(Levine) T TIZ Z®-summand 236 %, T
I o TEE L, TDD I Livingston D survey 2 T T X, Iz &UHICH 2 FEEEDIZ BRI
%oTR5DTIRARVHAEHG, 0 ITRD 7,

SOZHFEF LA, b)) HEHDTEEXT.

KR

e torsion IFET % 20>,
o (L) ZHPEFAL @F » Z 1IHAHET 2752,
o divisible JLIZTFAET B0, TEOE, HHWVIEI2DXRFTEAEAENS X I BICIZHEET %0,

torsion (X FEH5ICHE L WRIET$ 23, knot concordance DA DL E & 5 & 2GHHERT 03 » Z OHER A
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RIK B E?E E BV E T, gauge FERD AIZ YK attack LTWBTL & 9. Z L CIERICH L WIHETH %
23, BRIZAL TEDTIE BV L w)HTT, 2T homology cylinder DE %L L) bIFTT,

(2) TNZEHEAT O, ¢ Hyy ZFX2%. homology cylinders 13704 Wi & Al Hb > 7B TT .

Garoufalidis-Levine 2347 & T, % OMREEIZIE Habiro A D 1999 4F, GT I KiwmssHh 3. i
& 37T Goussarov S ADHERDIH D 7. Goussarov bIRZRLNO T R E LA, JD H,y ZiERL

D13, Garoufalidis-Levine, Levine SA bERXLNO T BN £ LA, T %5 104 50l 60k DHHE
A= DRNENZLE L,

KO THE £7. homology cylinder 13172 & > 9 &, cylinder T¥ %5 homological 1213 X,y x [, HLE
BHBEOLG L Z ) TTY, FNNAHEHTHEANZ free ICT5 L XVDT, I, TEAL %, TEXET.
homological 1213 Zgy X1 &7 2% HRMETY, HLEHII2 DD E,; TY. %% homology cobordism TH| >
72 bDEARDOETETT, 755 smooth & topology & 2 20H D FT. ZNEERZFHLSETHIHEED
T b EH LT UL smooth T, 2 21T abel FEOMEEAIAD 7,

genus EICH D EF, genus0DEEZE) LB L ) E, THUIFEALERENS

0 — Ho, =®% - H, —>‘]_{g,1 -1

EADTOT, RFELRFIZ Hy, = O I3 central, 22TDILEZMAATHE L > 5 HF T, connected sum O F H
0 o SHETTRE, P IEBEARETT 205, Hyy BZNTH- 2R, CHIEERTT. bAAICESZD
knot concordance group @ b Z ZICADTWE T,

%C(]‘{gJ g=1

TF. DS AVLONI I bhEENLDIA>TOUET, g=0ZLAD EEAN, g= 1 TA>TH
DT, BIXEFD g TA>TWET, 51, INZ D Z b D Garoufalidis-Levine @ motivation T L 7225,

Mg,l C 7’{&1

TY. A TSI &, homotopy £, X I & homology Z,; x I, 3 RIGE Ak D H1-C homotopy & homology %*
ENL bWVEDD B0, Zi% surface bundle DA TEZ TW R HICHR D £, #xtiyi 3 RS kD
level Tl homology & homotopy DiEW L, &2 THEFIH EFVIMETT, 12 LA E4TIE homology BRI
EV)DH D £TH 5, Pincaré bU-LK DT HRUTY., Z20EBIDOHFICHY T, Z2hz2WfiFIcH-
T h 9. HILYZ algebraic topology DFEZ - TALEEEZK L £ 7.

X > & D Freedman DEH T, LD homology BKifiil3 topological I 1% compact T contractible 7% 4 XIT%

k% bound LE 3. 2% D
®l(top) = 1

BEROTLET. #oT

0— 0} - H,, —>7_1g,1 -1
T3, topological IZ1d @2 (rop) = 1 T H 6, ZOHKRLEGE

top
Hea = H,;
a top
Hea = H;
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% factor L ¥ 7.
LA ZHUEIERICEE L D TT0S, WiHIADBERSH - T, X2 EFD Levine b # ) TT A, algebraic
72 homology cylinder D% BRI L T E 7,

y
Wg’lp —>?{;f -1

o 2 THMEA _

00— Hoy = @% - Hy1 = Hy1 — 1
WHEH L £ 9. BUURMADFiamE, Gauss 225 F D £9. ZOH[IC Euler T¥ 43, bundle DU 1LHA,
SIS &, FEMREME O unit circle bundle %% 2 % &, [l LI cicle 2"~ & 2 b T TT. Z0o'ih
KT > TS DT TY, Z0DS Buler HHTY. Z 1T X 2HDLIERDH 2 LFEDRED ZARED 2 KT
cohomology |2 Euler class 25 h £ 7.

0—)7‘{&1:@%—) g,l_)ﬂg,l_)I
Z4UF abel #EIZ & B2 HULIAKTT 5, extension class
x(©2) € HA(H,,;03)

WEEDFET. ZNDKEED attack D 1 DD HIEBbE T,

KT : extension class -
X(©2) € H*(Hy,:07)

ZFEL 20,
INDBAKMETT, 252505 R0WEHOLIT DY 5 2\ WRELD 2RIt cohomology £ E-5TL

)L, flbbhoAw, ZHI0) EHLELDHY ELA, THXY Y MEHH FT.
Rohlin 44 03 — Z/2 # REUCEHI S € 5 &

X2(03) € HA(Hy13Z/2)

NP oNFE T, TUdd, TAUCBIL TIPS D - TRt % 1) £ L7z, 4 RJT cohomology
IZ Kirby-Siebenmann class
ks € HYEH, 75 Z/2)
EVWIHILDWEED T, 87—(;”1” - B?-(Z;p ' universal bundle T,
% fiber BT
m. s HEH, T, 2/2) - HX(H, T Z/2)
T2L, 2RIGHEETRDEIICHRE L WV) DB TFRTT,

Conjecture 2.6.
7.(ks) = x2(©3)

Kervaire-Milnor > 515 % > C—# D19, Kirby-Siebenmann, #%#% | Freedman-Kirby ¥ . characteristic
surface @ self intersection number & Arf invariant DR % 5.2 2L E%2HE->T, H2HTIFFAHL 72D TT
D, FREFHELDPZ AR VDIL, spectral sequence #E X £T &, (4,0),(3,1),(2,2),(1,3),(04) £7% b, (2,2)
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72 & surface |- surface bundle TTZE 2 DTT Y, base T4 RG>, fiber BFEATELD TS L,
Cha-Friedl-Kim OftH b H-> T, L WTT., EIPoTwrba sk, PHTT, B fiber &5
PEATEZECRAIATEZ Lz, SHIEEZIRDIZVTVETAD, BEPHNIEEEEL W ER W
7.

Hy 2 W8T 2 72 0 I BARBERE D54 O Johnson HE[F B o PiGR, H HH#ED automorphism D35& D An-
dreadakis DGR Z V£ 5, BHREHOES, EH)WIHERboL2EE D L, Ao HCEMEEOH
ITREIC 7% %

Mg € Autmy(Zg1)
& \» 9 DD’ Dehn-Nielsen-Zieschang DEHTT, SHIZERIIE VAL, symplectic 7 H 2 RIANZ HIER

T5E, 02T T3,
M1 = Autorr; (Zg 1)

Auty IZHIRT 2 EHEFIC2D T, ZNEFERBHOHCAMBELZOTHETLII EBI LS L ETA
D, EATHLRVETINRHAEHHO—FEHEELT —~<0—2TY. HATRE#EERELES AO—ELEHE
BHY ET,

3 a top alg
Oz CHen = Hea = H, | = H

ZNTEI T EVI E, ZOFEFETIEHEEL VDT Malcev completion, X¥ FHTIHEMT 2. m %, 1ZHH
HTTUNED kBORFFETAML TCOEF T, k=1DL XL able fkTTH 5 1 KJt homology. k =2
DL ZFE 2-step XX FERE, MU, HSET.
% L T Johnson, Andreadakis DfEZF 2 & 29 &, Z ZIZ projective limit, = Z & symplectic 129 3 &,
P - Mg,l - l(iLnAlltoNk
k
Z ZITRBLT 2 & injective £\ ) FHTT. Z L T Garoufalidis-Levine 258§ L, Habiro & A% Habegger ®

fEHELH D 923,
Poo t He1 — liLnAutoNk
k

IR LEY. 22T ) DI Stallings DEHTY, RFFFHIOWTERMEC LETL &) LW I
COEBTY, GEHBHRELED DIF central 2HE O 235 D £ 325, O L o, \FHBIT, EKIZAE algebraic
TS, Hyy — Hyt — Hof & factor LET, ZLTEI0IHCADIH L) &, SERRS

Hy(Hy1) = Ha(Hy1) = Hi(@2)z | = Hi(Hy1) = Hi(Hy ) = 0

3o, REFETZ T, ZHUIHDEKTT 25 spectral sequence % {9 &, homology 2325\ 5
HT< %, fii#id 7 &I Hochschild-Serre % % % C 2 XJt cohomology % —#fE D 7z\>. candidate 13 D %
9. coinvariant TI23HLMERKTT 06, H1(®%)El =0} T, ZO#A mystery TY. bpo T2k
mmw,ﬁﬁfﬁwwdﬁ??.%5?%&??,&0@nﬂbﬁb#bhw®fﬁ.%h?gﬁﬁﬁ&®
BItRTE I &, HiM,1:Z) = 0(g > 3), perfect TT. H BRI X T H,; b perfect TIZZa\a7» &) R
FdHh L2, L L direct summand & LT,

(Z/2)” < Hi(Hy,).

C #1d Cha-Friedl-Kim, 2009 4F(C Miinchen ISHifE L T\ 7z & ST arxiv IS E L7, 72225 H,, %3 perfect &
V) HIRRZIE 2 C, Tl rational 1213 &9 %, abel {t Hy(H,) & torsion TH 5 FEMIFEL T T, H{(H)
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IZ co-order DILASH B HZ ML 725 KEHTT, ZLEZIIEHL THREHTT. WAL AERAMH-TY
£7. Hi(Hgy) 13 Hi(H,1) D quotient TT 25, b ¥ A, 0} 13 co-rank T Ha(Hy ), Hi(Hy1) D5
BT b LNE¥A. L torsion L7 & T4ULE, @% EVH DT VDY Hz(ﬁg,l) WA TZE
F¥. WIFEE LTI 2 XJE cohomology FiRIIHZTL kI &, dLb O =222 KET B L, Hy(H,1;02)
FRICH 2, SEEBICHZ EELTVET., 2995 L4879 computer B 5, 1D Lie fRH
version % Z % & computer 23 2 T, MRERKT 2bIFTT,

ZNThEfI L vnE T L,

H,yy — lim AutgN,
T

symplectic automorphism group Auty, Z LI ERVBRKELDOTTY, EIHIERTI20BEEZLG 200
Garoufalidis-Levine T¥. SN TA 2 LHALRERTT. ZO Ker 325500 TTA, 0,4 1320
Ker A TWET., 2Fh ZDEHTIZ @%, % 1% detect T Z %2\, Garoufalidis-Levine 13 & @ Ker (25>
EVIHREZZETFTOE T,

BRI observe T 5 HIFMAIMRBH OB/ ZMH ) K4 D N BRXNFERTT 25, Q % tensor T3 &,
Q LOR*FE Lie #1270, N 1% D lattice 1272 D £ 3. symplectic auto 12 L CHMBREHICRD I L
DEETE £9. MRAUARERE & v ) DTSR BL L T algebraic 7 equation TEETELHTY., 22T
Levi-Chevalley DEEAREIH A2 I &, Z OFMAEHEIL nilpotent part & semi-symple part DFERIZTHES 1L
7.

AutoN; ® Q = TAuto(N; ® Q) X Sp(2g: Q)
k DSE) T H semi-simple part (ZE 7V, 250 EERTT,
Garoufalidis-Levine D> 72 Hld k WK ES KoTW L LI R D0,

TAutgNyy 1 — TAutgNy,
CHEIBHICARD FT, INDBIOERDORVATTY, MICE) LI HR2 L)CERLELL 2975

EZDEEDIFFICHD - O THRIBEC 22 T EDHHTE L EVWIFHTT, 2L T ZIcHTL 3D
%% Johnson #E[AIZ T < % Lie {44 @ degree k-part.

1—- bg,l(k) - IAUt()Nk+] - IAut()Nk -1

135> TH R THZDERZ Sp TI» 56,

1-— bg,](k) - AlthNk_H i AutoNk i 1,

SERFNEH D £, 1 D3R VIEE AutgN, ® Q 13 bgl ~MERL £325, ZDO/EHIZ Sp(2g, Q) % factor L £ 7,
Z LT factor L £ 3. homology ~DEHT .

bg1(k), Z2Lid Johonson ¥E[FM R D WFZETHE Y Z: Lie A D degree k-part T, Sp-module & L TH 5 b
5. 2D &b, (k) A Johnson HEFTIZBIRT 2 Lie RBUCR D 9. k 23 Eav> T Z LIS 721
3% % &9 DI filtration DT T, %4 Hain SADEVERZHEDLRZVLEWVITEFA. XFFHD
cohomology, ¥ /K54 D E B % fili > T

H'(IAutyN, ® Q) = H*(h?))
1% % stable rande TIX[FHIT, %D Sp-module & L THA, L L ZIUIIER ISP 2038 - T, St
TSRS A, WHEALDHFLITHLFETT.
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Z @ cohomology, Lie fA# & L TD cohomology H*(bgl), INDBIEFITKIFIC R - T, KIS

H,y — H q%n AutoN; ® Q)

ZIHI SIS o
He1 — Hi(lim AutN; © Q) - Hi(h s
k

BHHET. WAL > TS D Lie I level T topological category Tid & - F ? Cha-Friedl-Kim T
2-torsion ZFHFOHEPH STV FE . %47 algebraic % 241D torsion ZFODTiE RV LB WE T, perfect
FHIRFCE X LA, SR Q LOFETTRS, bLH (D) )y #045BI>F070 27 MCBKEHE
HEARTZ A ) £F. H (H,y) 1 torsion 22 & W RETL DT, ZiUzFHE LTI

Conjecture 2.7.
H, (f)gl)s,z =0

TY. A DI HMENPEZ L L, T I T < & homology cylinder % B4 THIF: I GURHRED
Johnson #EFBIOHHHATERM L TE 72D T D, 4 XIuLtkikD topological & smooth D7 S A ITBIR L
TEET, SNEMWILE) EHERBNLTOET. S0 Hi(h) )5 =0 %5 I-step IS D 45, b L
0 THLSTHIFFIZINLWTT, Sp #ES & EHER 5% trace & 2> Vogtmann XA 7L OLFICBIRL £ 7.
able fLICIZiERDIH H 7,

$9 197, Hy #HHRLET, _
H2(7-[g,1) - ®% - 7-{g,l

RRICHERBEOHERR, ZZTldig=co ELET. 2L TERK
Qlei, 13, 15,17, 1 = H*(heo )

HBHETHERL £ L%, e /3 Riemann [E D moduli D% 1 Fi1E3EH, MMM class ©, GEHEEEOS AT H,
I rank 1 ¢ Hodge bundle @ ¢; TEK I N5, T4 Harer DFERT, 417213 TT 2%, homology cylinder
TlZ f3,f5,f7,"' &gﬂiffg i@‘ % LT

Qley, F3, 75, 7, -+ -1 = HX(H15 Q)

DR TE ET. HA(H, 303) 10T 2 & identity ICHIET 2 y € HA(H,,;03) 235 ) 7. universal 7%
extension class T3, ZN23 Q ICTHITERWMEH 5759 &, H2(7_-{g,1;Q) ¥ co-rank 7759 LR TEE T,
% L TZN% Gauge Bl Tld 7 < algebraic topology TfE5 9 W) b} T, PRI E WS L,

Conjecture 2.8. .
Q[ela f37 fs, f79 e ] - H2(7-[g,l;Q)

D3 injective

512, Hb X CIFFAED W) FHTT, BH o7 & 122 D 2 Rt cohomology FEZRET 2 £
DI b KFELMETT. SRDF W% §4UE moduli Z4[# D quantization % k& %

BRI DO E41E rank 1 T signature IZHIEL T ET, 22 Hz(ﬂg,l;Q) K L &, XFRIRDTH S
DTN, tyer - Tt € HAH13Q) 12 0 TEARWES S, ELARRD, 50000 LI 0bY A,
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Kontsevich 23, #ilElHF > L7235, Kontsevich DEHT Lie f#1® cohomology & & BARD R WX ) ICR
Z % H,(Out F; Q) & graph homology, lie version @ graph homology & 2S%fliTdh 2 FEFAHL L, Ih
ZICICE A IR L v 9. Kontsevich DEZH 5 &ty 25y € Hy(Out Fopin; Q) EXIGL F3. 2
% Conant-Vogtmann 2RF4:8H & L C, Morita classes & WA T 4L E L7, tyy 25 Lie A% level TO T2\
ZEE oy DB level TO THRWI EDEANTT. 44 Kontsevich DEHTT. Sb-oTw b3, BURIE
Ui, o, iz £ 0. pg AREIZ D> T ER A, uy & computer Z > T 1998 FUHIZ py ZEFEL 2L 22T <
120 THRWI EZFHL E L%, up # 013 Conant-Vogtmann %5 2004 SEIZFEBH L £ L7z, us # 0 13 2012 4F
D Gray DAEFETY ., ZUEAH computer Z > THEHAL £ L7, py DFEIZDH D £ A, py T super
computer ZfEZIELNZTL LY. INBLLEIHATHBLIEDICAS>TLED & HA(H,;Q DFb 29
BOET. H(H, Q) TH6BBETTASLbAR 0 TY, BlA 1. 4% Lie AL level TR0 T
Boirot b LTh HA(Hy;Q) IS ETREEDRH D ET. K320 bbdoTwERA, i3 #0XFTHKR
T,

12 Kontsevich @ F4H23% - T, graph homology 122\ C— ML THOIMXITE TH D T2,
42T D version T degree Z[EET 2 &L FER Y —IFHBRILEA ) L) bDTT, FicZzo—#H L LT
HE7.

Conjecture 2.9 (Kontsevich).
dim H*(heo ) < oo.

INDIEL S TARMICHERRIGZ L5 L, MEEBFEUCFICVET 2SR/ PTRO>TLEVEY,
L1 associative D47121%, Riemann [f D moduli 2% ® cohomology (Z2>CT, Harer Tl \» £ 6 D
stability % 5- 2 K Z 7% application 23% ) £ 9. commutative DI Hy(c) = Q 13 Kontsevich D IZFH >
THDH FT. lie version IZDWTIEFAMIMBRIT TR W LB > TwET, Z2LTI5IhE2HD, L Z
NOGEH S N7 & L THRED level THMAETE 2 DIL@E»LIFROZETL £ 9.

e; &9 DI signature. 4 KILHIRIAD H?> @ cup B D signature. & 2 6D IFHEMFAICH 2 A LK
WASH % . surface = homological surface bundle 23% - 7z & 121X, higher Massey &% % 2 % L IRIIT
TET, ZOFHIXFERD intersection number D signature. FAFEIICIEFARZ EBWEST, 2L TN
smooth DEAIE 0 Z FRL TV ET, ZNREIFFICRKELZFHEZZT>TVET, 4 XILERIED Massey 512
DWW, b L smooth % & % D Massey T D & 5 15X D intersection number (% 0, 2 F ) smooth 7> & 9 2>D
obstruction 727 &. L2*L, SDFZ I DA SN TR W TT R, Kihker %4122 T Massey
23 uniform IZ1H Z % &> 9 DAY, Deligne-Griffiths-Morgan-Sullivan OFEH ¢, FEF IZHEV> Massey FED
intersection number {22 W T TIEH D £ 92%, smooth structure 7217 THZ % L W) FRTT, EHPoTw
WhreRbhh ¥ A, topological i1 Freedman 75 algebraic topology D4k & Ziii7- 412, 4 Rou% ik
F—MHsLVIFERZIAFAL THET, 72505 Massey D Z I\ ) ROSAM %7 TS REIEH 2 T
L9, HEBTESZEBMFEINZE T, Lo L smooth structure 25A% £ TE R, EFRLTHET,

B :sympletic structure Z A3 EESBRDIDTIH?

symplectic structure % A#1% & Z D obstruction H3& 9 7 %2>, symplectic & complex [FH] D IXZED372 VD
TEALPEHFRIELNTHA L) TTD, 4 RILTRZDERFEAEAKRELL K> TWE T, Kihler & 6
uniform vanishing. symplectic TEJ)TL & 9. FTIEZI2b LNFHA. symplectic structure ZK5E L C,
Z @ higher Massey £ (® intersection number) DIEJRDRE % D>,

FE\E wi 1% Borel regulator class, Z OfREUN K Hliw & SRR D 213 THDTTY, BETT AL &
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FIUEERDS T, BRI OWTEELHAVWENTL > TELDTTY, ZNEELRDTE
L&) ElwET,
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FE6ME2014FE4H23H

3 mapping class group M, & Riemann E® moduli ZEf M,

Fre) =2 b An Y —OERT D 6 MHTY. HilnlX T 3 RIGERIEDALE, Z DHifix foliation i
DWTEHELELA Fiv ) —ADT7—< L TE3HFEHTH-T, 77—~ & L TUIGHERE, mapping class
group M, & Riemann [fi® moduli Zf#] M, T, £7IGICR% L) 2, HAOEMIEY £, TD2D
122V, topology DEEEIETT 26, INZK S TVRAVALRERMESNTETWETY, TLOLL1S
BOHPMRLHY FTDOT, 620H 77 —27T, EI0IMEVPDH L1 EZBIEL 7.

. JEZLSE cohomology & %t cohomology

. moduli Z#f® tautological algebra DHEiE
. Torelli #:9 cohomology

. BB OREE & 3 LA DAL =
. HAEERE L BG & DBID D

. HERICND— AL

(=) NS, B SN ON S

4 HIZIELIE cohomology & HH cohomology 20 £3. T 1 DHOY 77— T, ZE coho-
mology £ WIHIMENH>T, 29 ThVbD, JFZE cohomology, ZHUIIFELEAEDLPSOTVERA, OF
IZHFL cohomology, bounded cohomology, & 9 B 1% Gromov 25 1982 SEDfEHETEHAL, HRELZF L
7. Gromov 3 b B2 5.2 TWE T2, ZOmXBHRHEARYICAAKRE Yy 7Y L L%, Gromov
13 geometric group theory ZAIMH L £ L7228, ZOH:D 1 >TY,

2 %H DY 75 —=13 Riemann [ ? moduli ZZ[] & tautological algebra D2 5\>C, tautological algebra
HHEHEL T — T, Faber P E V) PRMBH D £, T4F 1992 FFEICHT, 20 S 0fE> T E T,
IFFICRE MR IZH D £905, —FTw) &5 5 mysterious X E £ TY,

3 HH IR GEEREOM O TERE R OTED Torelli BHZOWT, INbbh s 2WHEBIEFICE . [A23%
o T, fMBRbroTuRLEEEL T,

4 FH X GGERE M, OMIE & 3 RICERIEDALR, ZHUTOWTRMAERZDOH L) =X TH, Hi
DY —ATHEIHELE LD, TNRKEDT—<2HDT, O TEGRERHOT—vDOTTEH W) D
HrhrBiELET.

5FHIE, BGROAEDHERE I D, BEAE-HNICED> T IRIETTA, B ofby,
HUTOBTH I DY Y — A THEREEEZ LT E . Hik) Galois #f, #Gmic & > THREMOPIZET —< T
T, #%t Galois BEOYERBREOMAICIHTL 2 &, Lo DOBKADREEEI A, HIFEGRHIEHITTT
2%, topology I bidFEBEC, M E A DMFZE L T2 7 Johnson ¥EF BN ffix} Galois #0BlEF T &, &
o7, 20z BAIIC 1994 FICHMNEHI A EIMARE I A ZNENMOLICEEHL £ L, BB#L >
HoTH I 20 FfEL £ L7, Hi4 M Willwacher DEFIZDOWTE R L £ L7225 homotopy fREL, & %\ i
Kontsevich DfL:5 & OR#E L H D £ 7,

6 HEICDWTTTA, 5HFHEID £TIE 2 XICD bundle DRFEFTT 23, RILD 1 DOH L I E L
TERIEAND—Befbp3d » £ 3. difiid 2 K6 TTH, Inz@xonic bl x5 &, BRI, dinmi
SRR D DD S § % EfEH T, BRI E LT torus D connected sum, g [7] connected sum 3% & genus g
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DU Z, = gTH XD FF. Tz Bk L T S*xS* % g [A] connected sum T % & Z#uld 2k RILD %k
RT9. TNz fiber &7 % fiber bundle DFMHH, M CTHr>7 2 LETH—RILINT, EIFL W
D, BOEFEEITIERIS, FICT Yy —2 A XV AR, PRV ATHEIN T ET, HRATRIZEALEHED
PoTVERA,

INSD6D2DF 7T =N LTREEY, LTRELHTHET?, XOTESET.

Mg = 7TODiff+2g

i =, = g(T?) DI F % DMy FAH A O#EE Ry, M358 I Co-hiMH 2 At 3238, CO-fiMT
b, EOMMHTS 2 RITORRMETH U IC% ) £9. mapping class group, JEHICEHELFETY, i
Teichmiiller ¥ T 1d Teichmiiller modular group & V> ) ABIBfF TV E T, TUF C OREDIRZEEHEL L
IHFERL T, 1937 £ Teichmiiller |+ Teichmiiller space T, ZE# L T, BHRICHZIKXLE LA, 2
DEMIZETEFTHEEIZHL T E T, Jux IZEHEBRNT, RBEEM, Bor&M, topology, T3, %FY)
B, B, WAVALRAHICEVLTHEICL>TWEY, ERIEB I, LOBEEMIED isotopy FHRIE L VI b
DTY. 2 LT T, ICHHBERDMER L C
M, = T,/ M,

Riemann moduli space, f%{ ¢ ® Riemann [ ® moduli ZfH. FEFICHFEIE L WEMTT. 29w IHBicEH
7= D1F Fenchel DR & v %9723, moduli ZE[# D% 2 13 Riemann @ 1850 FEADESRICE THID £7,
F72HH moduli &) DId Riemann 2251 F D £9, local 12, & 2RI global ICbHEZ Tz d L
FHAD, local IZ 3g -3 RICDBEHESKIETHZ I LEHM>T0ELL, ZHRELEVIDDEEZLDD
Riemann TY,

ZITVRLALMENRD DI TT, BINALLEWIEL o LFERIH D . b o LFBIER IS
B, BEAEDDLSTRRVEWV) DLIERNH D £ T4,

SHIEY 75—~ 1 HHTT.

31 FREIREOY—EARINEOI—

(1) ZZ5E (co)homology

FTHTRZDIE, ZE cohomology &) BEZTT . stable (co)homology, Z #LidIEH ICEHEIE LT,
CNDODEDP GHITRIPEFVET L, BED series 23H > T, Z DD homology D series, & 2 TV 5 Hf
&, £33 GL(n,Z) £\ ) HELRFENH > T, rank n O FH abel FEO MGG M, 1751 LTEnfinFl
DEBATHI TS b Dk, 29T 5L, THNDBETREE LT A XD 1 DREVHICAD £7,

v GL,Z) — GL(n + 1,Z) < GL(n + 2,Z) <> -+ -

EVITEDRIBIETE XY, THNETHIETY. GHREMEOBBRTIE n TEAR, 286 EHESF XT3,
GL(2g,Z) DERIIREICGEBMEIC & > THE A

GL(2g,Z) O Sp(2g,7Z)
BHDFET, AL EIITHEZ 2T OVA XBMEZTHEET,
co > Sp(2g,Z) — Sp(2g +2,Z) — Sp(2g +4,Z) — -+

W) EUCHED RIS TE £,
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JEESEAYICZE homology &9 b DIE, HIREETT DS, n KAMHHEL V) bDIIH > T, NHEHEDRS

;)...@nf_)en_‘_l;)gr”_zq...

BHY, ZZTCHTEE L.
Z 2 CTKE homology DSiD3E Z T WDT, £ homology THEZXET. —MICH DRI

"'Gn‘_>Gn+1c_>Gn+2;)"'

WH otk ZIZ, BED homology 29 bDWPIEHICKFEL LI TT, ZNIEZOFEEATICT S L9
75 Eilenberg-MacLane space @ homology # T, HZ7/4 moduli 22 &\ 9 DIE, FEAREZ T H > TER
? homotopy FED3 v, FFREDOH 28450 H Y £ 953, Eilenberg-MacLace space 127 5 fd3% v, HED
homology Z#t L\ & I A, HI T ARWAIZZEM D homology L > THFX v, ZORDRINKL Tk

7t homology @ %71l
- = Hi(Gy) = H(Gp1) = Hi(Gpa2) — -+

MTEZET. N stabilize T3, ZOEKRIFMrE VI L, HEERE m e NBHEELT, BIEED->T
V> { DT homology EH > T BEBL LD TTE, FEPn FTKD EZ2DHI,

oo = H(G) > Hi(Gp1) = Hi(Gin) — -+

homology DRI Y 2>, ZHUIKETT. RIDDH 2060 OTHLRENTEEV)IDIITIEHD £X
A, TDEE stabilize TH5EVVWET, ZLT

lim Hy(G,)

n—oo

LEEFLT, HORA (G, Dk XDLE homology &>, X E TLENT 208 ) »oMETT.
ZIVHIHERDH 2 L) DBL 0B LHITROIT S NT, LE (cohomology DEEZDHTEE L 7.

Z DI DHNZSEIE EBR I GREETT DS, HAD topology DA TH 2 st ns, H(S,) 3%
b3 %2 L%FHL, %D stable homology ZIRE L £ L7z, HRESLEDHARMEF T, 272, TNFHR
HaoT, T—vhodLlEtnEdToT, ZITRINM L vRic LT

FERBEICBI L T &, GL(n,Z) % GL(n,Q), GL(n,R), GL(n,C) 72 £, EGaICEE R ED GLIZH L T,
van der Kallen O—#¢Gid3d D £ 3. FEIZVS VA0 NOMFEDH D £ 945, van der Kallen, Z DAL
fGanttRz L L%,

FEEEDEHZ stable cohomology, cohomology 72225, EFKT 5 & ZICRAIDEENHICKE>T, Erot
ERT2bH Y £3. 1T % cohomology 3HIRKILD & ZIXRED H £HADS, MBIITICHR % LR
DIAEET A3, stable cohomology b [AIERICERTE E T,

KE %X, A. Borel 2% arithmetic group @ stable cohomology % fHAkIMICIREL F L 7,

arithmetic group, ZNHEED LD XAV, GL(n,Q) *° GL(n,R) & ETIIHDOZDEnkt & L CEHEEL
#. CORHCOWTIREN 2 LH%E L2 DAY A, Borel T 1974 SEOFHLGMXTT, JHUIKEHTT, ik
M7 E L THoT, R CICANTHED Lie BEIZT 5 & Lie 3D cohomology & Bl L T, ZiUIhE
HEfE P HARNBSAHEOE G HIRILH D £7.

Theorem 3.1 (Borel).
lim H*(GL(n,Z); R) = Ar(B1, B2, .k *)-

n—oo
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cohomology DXE & & ITZERIZZDL > TVEFETOT, AL LB TEEZ LY. DAY I topologist
122 W TIEKRZH#E L WAT©9 2%, R I trancendental (Z cohomology class ZEHEL L7z, ZN5I1CK->T
A E N5 R EoAEREICHBTY. £ERIt  Borel cohomology class 8 € H¥*(GL(n,Z);R) 1Z R |- T
LOEETELRVEWV) EE - LB DHD T, GL,Z) 3L VWARERZ O OWHEBETTODOT, 20
R k@ cohomology 13 Q @ cohomology IZ tensor R L7zH D T§ %5, Borel cohomology class % j# 4 1C
normalize $% & Q HEZEINFET, LALARICERT2bDIEH D A, topologist IZIFHEL \»TT 4,
Pontrjagin class % Chern class & 1Z#7%4 D £9. 99 primary class (24 L T secondary class T3, Z#
DIEEHANERY K AR ICBIR L £ 9

ZOEBDF E LT Borel D REHTT DS, BERILD i K K-theory £\ bDDH > T, ZHUIIERICKE
T K-theory 13704 (% topology Tld 7 { Grothendieck, Z L T Borel-Hirzebruch T topological K-theory, % L
T algebraic K-theory 2V E# I 11°C, Daniel Quillen %% algebraic K-theory % homotopy #£CTdH % LG L ¥ L
7o, G HOW I CHEHELPZRTYT, ZoRXORE K, hz2EHET 200K KMETT,

Theorem 3.2 (Borel). fEE® i > 012Xy LT

Q i=1modd(i>1)

0 otherwise.

Ki(2)®Q = {

CHREGEIC E o THIERIC R E RFERTT, torsion 13 E )t v &, D torsion 12i=7 HVET
AfEENTw L BwE T, GL(1,Z) @ unstable cohomology DFFHEABIfR L TV F . topology TV 9 & Bk
i D homotopy #EDIKEIZT D5 %\ D L FHIF parallel T, 29 VI IFFEFITROHERBHD T, 5L
Z torsion |3 ERIAIDZE homotopy #E & ML VI T (HHE?) bHD F LA, ZABKCHEHRLELDT
B EDghh FLk,

G L OBIRT SpRe,Z) 1T 5 L, ZNEb2hed v, ZTid torsion FIEFICH L wOTQ %
tensor 9% L LHAMNEICARD, T3 LKA ET.

Theorem 3.3 (Borel).
lim H'(Sp(2:2): Q) = Qler,caucs. -+

b Borel DEMTT. BREHONEI»SIZT L 6 KFICED 3. EiX GL & Sp, 20D 2 D IFBHE
LTwxd, Z20%6m & GERBEROBERE T L ZOBBRB AT L BVE T,

TR REEDnIcH L TERSNE T, TED n ITHL TERZN, inclusion THIRT % & —3% L
$. BU(n) THZ %L Chernclass bFIETT A Chernclass £ D b3 o LHEL W,

B MEZETHEEELINEV)DPRIEETT, nICBARBCERINE T, n BHIBRENS (KRB LE
zero IC7& D F9, AZEABFICEHL TS 2 TF-ZF>TwE T, 2L T, BRAEDAIC outer automorpshim
DFMEIHN 2 DTId AR \VD, EFHLTOET, stablize T2 k & n DBEIRIE, #1141,

B1 # 0 e H(GL(5,Z);R)

TE,
B1 =0 e H(GL(4,Z);R).

B> # 0 e H(GL(7,Z);R)

TE,
B> =0 € H(GL(6,Z);R).
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Z4iZ Soulé X A (Gangl, Elbaz-Vincent) 25AEBH L CTWwE 3. T2 zero 72 DT, Borel class 239 TI
secondary % DT, Sbl thirdary & LT € H3(Out F; Q) &\ ) R ERSNE T, D B I L T
EZFETHAL»IE, LD XIICTFRER>TOETH, ZO1DOTETHAS LI DL, Bismut-Lott
® JDG I 725%¢, flat bundle DEFEFAD vanishing TIEFHI N TWE T, 9 1 DEIFE S L) DT
T, stablerange bR H > TETWET, stablerange DIRED KFICARD FT. ZNHEALARD S
T 9. ZIE cohomology b mysterious T 23, JEZTE cohomologyh 13 H - & mysterious T,

ZIT Ar(B1,B2s Bk ) 1FEEL WTT DY, Q[eg,c3,¢5,--+,] (& Chern class TT 62 H 2T 0,
Sp(2g,Z), Siegel &\ EADE T, B 2 P, BEhTEHEE L Siegel modular group

Sp(2g,Z) — Sp(2g,R) > U(g)

Sp(2g,R) 1 Lie BT 92> 5 maximal compact 23F7E L T, Z LIS DEE unitary £ U(g) T . LiefifL %
® maximal compact Tld, cohomology (& [FIH-T

H*(BU(3); Q) = H*(BSp(2g,R); Q) - H*(Sp(28,Z); Q).
H*(BU(g);Q) > cx ¢ € H*(Sp(2g,Z); Q).

unitary £ cohomology 12 & % Chern class, Z #1% discrete subgroup IZfillBR L 72 & @ %% Chern class ¢, €
H?*(Sp(2¢,7);Q) TF. % Chern class THEK I N2 LHEAMNETT. c 1d e, E—HHBDIT, %K
RIFEIfToeh b vd &, Fid Sp(2g, Z)-bundle 1% R L flat Z2 DT, X - T Pontrjagin class (&% zero
W27 h ¥£9. %2979 %L, Pontrjagin class i Chern class THIF £ 7. fl 2 1IF—HIC

2
p1=c]—2c.

TNt zero TEH S, Sp28,Z) LTI ¢ = 3¢ L) relation BT EE T, D5 o BB VDIE 0 Y
2e10 D6 TIE% T, ¢ ld e TEIFE06TT. HERIC ¢4 1 1, c3 TEITT, —MIHEERD Chern class
137550 D Chern class TEI NS, BEKD Chern class 232 TH A % &9 bIFTlE7Z\, stable I21E, Z
DAL relation 13H D FE A, HIWAEKTOREEIZIDLL>TWET, Z0d Borel D REHTT,

Z D% topologists 75% % X Z Topology TOHT L WERDMA £ - 73T, LAY Z arithmetic group D%
7 cohomology & 1970 AT L 7228, 413 topology % #8 2 TREGEM, HGw<Td 4RI T < % Harer DK
SEH, 1983 4F Annals 12 72530 T3, Harer stability theorem EFEIEN TV E T, > FFTIE GL L) Sp
EPTAORETT 5, EbIFHRICRZAZEET, ZHUCHANZ EEHERIZT > L WEETT, SEERIZ
FAIEEDS &9 DI RIBIR T T 28, WS DA TIHARICIE A TV ER A, g B3H 20 6HORINBH D Z 9
TR, BN TEGHR

Mg =+ = Mg
137 <, ERECIE R D A, topology D F H &K T X, IZ basepoint % 17T, base point preserving 7
GEHRE M, ZEZET.
M., = moDiff, (S, %).
Mg & My DEIRIZD A>T T basepoint 3% % Ll #H72 D IFHEEE §2%, 22 THUEER
Mg,* > Mg+l.*
E7a K, AR A D F¥A. 2O EOHDMERT M, EELE T,

Mg = moDiff, (Zg, D?),
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base point * % K 54T disk D? 12 L C disk |- T identity 129 3 &,
Mg = Mg

DEIIC, CICRHRICHERB2EE D EF. disk - identity TT 205, MEZMBHIT 26 g+ 1D
mapping class group ZHEHKTE £ 7. genus 2 —DMAT Mgy 1& Mgyy OERITREIC RN E T, RBEEMP
BB EL WO TI )W) BIEZH D FHAD, U topology DifiAZLHITTY, I I T stabilize 23
# 2 53T, Harer 13 topology O technique z B{fili L THIZE2 L £ L 7. /& M, 13 stabilize LT, 51
BRIZ R CDRZIFNE SR M, D cohomology b stabilize 3%, stable (co)homology

lim H*(Mg; Q)
g—0co

DT 2 HAZFEHL £ L7, 24’ Harer D RERTT . X > ED Van der Kallen DFERUEE, 2% L b
canonical 12 1ZFCTIE 7 WHED stability theorem T, ZAUIKEHETT.

Z 3 Tl% stable cohomology (Zfil2x & > 9 &, FAlx 19812 FEICERBEREDHIE 2 MH O TOERC & v I B,
FHEZERT 2HENTEF L. 45 Tl3 Mumford-Morita-Miller class, & % \»l&. MMM-class, tautological
class 72 £ EWEENTWE T, Z41% JLIC stable cohomology % 584 IZYAE L 72 D %% Madsen-Weiss. 2007 4E,
ZNd Annals IZH 725X T, stable cohomology ZREL £ L7z, £ %&b L9 &, MMM-class THK
AN QLEDHHEAR AR 7,

lim H*(M,; Q) = QIMMM-classes]
g*)OO

CNDPPENZAEH T, Chernclass D& 912 1 FH, 2 FH LA e, eq,--- EEFEEF L7225, Mumford 13
ki &9 notation % ffi\>F L 72, Mumford | rational cohomology & b V> Chow algebra DJL & L TERE L
% L 7z, rational cohomology (29 % & (fF5%FR\VT) WL HDTT.

BEBRET VI & M, 225 Sp2g,Z) ~2H 03B - T, TIUF I 24 ¥R T Z @ Kernel 47 Torelli group
SN

I, —> M, > Sp(2g,2)

Sp(2g,Z) O stable cohomology 7% Borel TH %> TW>T, M, D stable cohomology %* Madsen-Weiss T %>
T, T, REIDEVI &, BlbhoTOEEA, CACHLTR3IBHOY 75—~ DETT.

GLn,Z) \xE5 7, ZHUFBBLAAHL\TT, 22T

OutF,, » GL(n,2Z),

rank n @ H HEE
F,=2Z%7Z---%17

wEZ, ZOIHBE IR
OutF, = AutF,/InnF,

TY, BEF, b2 L Z0HCRERE AuF, 235 ) 325, 22 NHECREEE InnF, T8 2%, S054H
H#tzoTINE F, BETEH2HEICRD £9. 2D Kernel 1Z5E3HEED Torelli BEICHIGT 2 b DT

I0utF,, — OutF,, » GL(n,2Z)

EHZ ¥ 9. Harer @ stability thorem 232 D& E ) i 50, HET 2D, HIET AR 6MIIL2D0, *
NIFFETY., CHRGEEROD LEBICHIRL £ L 7%,
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¥, stable cohomology DFEFEIZD\WT,
glgg H*(OutF,; Q)

IXHFAET 5. 7RI Hatcher ¢, Z4UiE Aut TH X T, FEAMICIZ Hatcher ¢—i%f Hatcher-Vogtmann DAL
HTY. ZOMART 7=y 7E Harer D7 7 = v 7 TY, GEER L HHBEOMTHCRBRIZEITH 5, H
WRINICHLEE 7 E SN E 2%, ROWEEDE ) WEET9 . arithmetic group D & 9 Rftt A2 6 /2 & WBTT
05, BUED 6 HB LHITECE T, M, OWFRICIET 7 = v 7 05—, BEGR P RECGEMMEZ 928, Hil
BOHTIHHZ A, UL TS Harer D77 =y 7 Z2flivE 328, LRLMETT, WM r7)rny—
ElFVWEXEA,

% L T Z O stable cohomology, T ZRE L 72D DY, Galatius DEETT. I > & D Madsen-Weiss D
Madsen O3 7- T4 1% Stanford DZEFZ T, FiHiE Out TH Aut THRIUTT2S, 0XLEdb 2N b zh
DI Zzic b 20,

QLHQOH*(OUtFn;Q) =Q
2011 4¢ Ann. Math. ICHHRENE L7z, FEBET 7 v ASN7DIE 2006 £ TT, HHEWIHT, HAAIC
ZHIEZ Estable IC2 D ET. Z L TEZ L EHWTIER T, FRGEDHNFHED stable cohomology 3%
HinE T,

(2) unstable cohomology

Z#15 ZJLIT unstable cohomology Zfiff%i L £ 9. stable T7Z > cohomology (Z4x#f unstable TI 55, K
L LC

KR#: unstable cohomology class % EARMNICHERE . HER T & 72 & 2 OB 2 H7i¢ &

73% ) £ 7. unstable cohomology DHERRPLIEE 1L, EEAEDLDP S, LOLEEZDDHDITOVTIIR
Wa2->THET, Z2HI0HIH0NHD ET X, LwIFRIPD TV, MEIZELAEH) A, #
Iz Ev) &, Buler BZHVWET, 9 £TH%L, Euler BT DO RIGAZ &2 TARE IR
bHEEL S DTT. Euler-Poincaré DEH T Euler %% 1 T7 1J 41 homology 237#7E L £ 9. Euler D3
¥2>5 homology DFEENE A £, 772 L Z T Tl orbifold Euler #, @ ?D Euler 8t 5 x > L > T
T, Buler BDOEHRZFFRMZADT ML LAZbDZMBVFE T, 21D Sp(2g,Z) IFbhr>TWwT, 22T
Riemann zeta BIEDS RN TE £ 7.

Xo(Sp(28.2)) = {(=1){(=3)---£(1 = 2g).

Z U Harder DFEHRTY . HMNICH oD TT D, ZNTIIEGRERIILE D %50, FTEGREHON
TE A, 2 ZEDLIE cohomology T Madsen-Weiss DT MMM-classes THK I 1, 2 THEERILD
cohomology T, fHECR®D cohomology 1% THANERD order THTE £ 928, HFHEIIGICFMbETE ¥
Ao 29T 2L Buler BUFIETL &9 LW IHFITAD £§. fiE>TH L EBuler B RIUE, FERILOIE
Z5E cohomology DIFENFE AT, BBREMOLAGLE I k2 htvwI L

_ 4 -2
XoMg) = 2-2g

Z U3 Harer-Zagier, 1986 4£® Invention, Penner, 1987 4 JDG, DMt TT, LA gBEAEAK
El BT EERE, INBENSSWVD order TE) BB EWT &,
{a-2¢ 1 (2g-1)!

_1)8
2-2g 2—2g( )228‘17728

/\/o(Mg) =
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TO2RXVHZ0HRECDOTTY, LEBEETTLS, LOHRTo L, KESBDET, gy
AEARES ST E, TNEEI BRI EV) L g M LET S L, Zrudfalckh, ADIERIC
KRELETT. g WAL LIFFITKRERIEDH. exponential order TREL D FF., —HThbro>TWn»5
stable cohomology (¥ MMM-classes TR I 115 LHARK T2 6, Z4Ud MMM-class 721 Tid & THIH
WENFHA., ToLZNkHAEW exponential order T . g 2MEED LA 1Z Euler B3 TT 26, Al
RIGDFTHHRHIFTT, {HL 24 orbifold Euler 20T 3 %3, Harer-Zagier | asymptotic 12 1%

Xo ~ x (g = +00)

ERBZHELFHLC0E T, TNREEREICIRRD LY. ABMFOHORAMO I TIEbR2 ) $EA. fl
i & L C Harer-Zagier ™% & L C unstable cohomology 3% D¢ Z RIS 5, FfiC g 2B D & & FHERIT
@ unstable cohomology 25RIL1H 2 HED3H D £, Z41HY 1986 FDOBERETT.

ML U CTHIEEI DD o720 NE, ZRUIEI VI DD 2 D0, FEEHHI ST % BKI % unstable
cohomology IZHNZZFIRIUH 2 DI/ 5722DTT. SO 2OL»HD EHA. ZOHND 1 DI

H(M;3;Q) =Q

T, 24X Looijenga DL T, ik MMM-class THIF 2 WHEBDLP > TV E T,
759 123 I THBIOUBIHTEE T, ¢ WMHBTLEA EAKRE S &5 L AHRIT cohomology 73—
Hhs, Z2O0—BEYIHEHNEHDOTYT, REICINLr2H) FEA.

H3(My;Q) = Q,

Z#uUE Tommasi EWVWIH) ATV FDEHBRANDERETT, ZITHBRUPTEET. ZD2o2L2Hh %
A,

M & L T EAKRAYIZ unstable cohomology ZED 72\ &0 ) FIESHTE 3. HFEBDL > TR E056R
WEHKZTLE I L wIHIEG L OHETEH ) A,

RfD % B> TEFLADT, AR cohomology (FXMNZ L 72\ &V ET,

REICHHBBEOH AR OFEZ L £ 9. Galatius DFRA 5 H(OutF,; Q) DL ETIFLETY. E>T
W T E - 5 IRE, EAMHERD LT o TSN bDIE 1 D2L2dh EA.

Hi € Hy(OutFo,2;Q) (k= 1,2,---)

Z 9 ) series 7217 TF . Conant-Vogtmann %% Morita-class & %48l % ff 17 T < L7, UL Conant-
Kassabov-Vogtmann (% elliptic modular form @ ¥ g% fifi > TH L WER ORI 2/ED £ L 7228, JEAHME
WOV TERS P> TVELA,

fHLALEICD W T, orbifold Euler % y, % Smillie-Vogtmann %% 1980 EfRICFIHE L Tk 9. Az dH
DTN, GEEREDEED X I IT, asymptotic RIRZFENILE ) B 20 dbro>TwERA, K5O T
ELTRAEADHTEALEARES o> TWK,

FHH: v, (OutF,) << 0.

DFD, nZEALEAREZSL TS L, T2 LAT —co IEMOTWL L,

CHULARMER, KMETY., BHEHO L EIhETh o7k v &, Riemann HDOWEDH 5 DT, 4
BRL BIF72b0icfk e LTENW LIRS 2026 T,
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CITHHI A, $ARZA L integral Euler 8D EH %2 computer & Bz > Tl T T, MRk,

){(OUtF“) ﬁ‘&%f? ¥ L7
x(OutFy) = -1202

SO, ENENRLLBEVET. ZOXIEYMMILTL X9 LW I KU TT. computer D X E Y — DD
HHET.

Adams operation (& A FELREIC U THEZ 3T 5 DT, computer I[ZHE % &L AR LOFHRICZA D £
T, ZNORX ) v b3S oT, RENAEZZEELOT, GEEDHTL 2L EIhIHECEH) 7.
ZDOIAZRMLTOVBRELTINE D, WL LENDH D £

Z DHiI,
y(OutFp) = —124

T¥. orbifold Euler 5 /541 & < T orbifold Euler £/
X{)(OUtFI]) =-1690.70...

T79. orbifold Euler (%% integral Euler (& D /NZ v i¥, #l71E, quotient singularity 25% % &, Z LTIk
1 T9 %3, orbifold D51 cyclic singularity 72 & 3% & 1 ELTHAZET., ZoFEHD, Tr DFEREIIE
LWwEWHEL 252 7. BEEHOLAIE Harer—Zg?er T asymptotic I IFEF & 92, HH#EEOHAI
BbroTwEEA, $7 1 IKEMCDTRRCPRETRLTOETY, E)AHTHEICOrbr) ¥
Ao. Rimann D /513 genus 7% & L CHHIMEICA D £3. HEHHEDOEAD graph ® operation 127 %5 DT
2, JELHLBVOTY,

L) O, FEAHEDD L TH o> TS NERRIBH D £3. Z4Ud Aut iZO0TDHDT

€& € Hy—1(AutFo1;Q) (k=2,3,--+)

k=2 ®& &2 Gerlits %%, k>2 ?D & %2, Conant-Kassobov-Vogtmann. 25 L 72 R51TY, #oD D7
FIEAWED D> T E T, & T AT Kassabov 5D ICM @ speaker TY, K5 EFK L 72 Z DHRD
series 1&, #im & K\ ERDIH - T Eisenstein class EFFATWE T, genus 1 D elliptic modular form 2> & H}
T % Eisenstein series I[ZEEH 2D TZIHIMFENET, TIZ6AYVBY77—~DSHFEHTIY LT X9
LW E T, H S cohomology IZ DWW TIERENZ L7 W T,
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E7E2014E5H218

Hill2> 6 £ 77 —< 2R L T, GHEHRE M,, %195 Riemann moduli Z2[H] M,, Z4UIRE->T 62D
R o, FBNICES SR VETD, topology DFFEIZOWTEEEL £9. Hillld unstable cohomology
2RO E L7

Z L CHimlofi & L vw ) HT, SHIFHER cohomology %D £, HiFICZ 2 EFTEHET A FPETLE
2, KPR TCL £57%2DT, SHIZETZ 056> TZDH%IC tautological algebra DFHIZA D F 7,

(3) fi % cohomology

FH cohomology & > 9 DIF Gromov DHAZALFD 1 DT 1982 4, IHES 226 725 XTI A, Z0D
B LIS preprint 23HA[ > T, ZAKE Y 7Y L E L%, Gromov D {l:¥ % breakthrough 23% < T,
pseudo-holomorphic curve ® Z % T§ 23, bounded cohomology (22T bEENH D F L, FXD—fTHD
EBDS, FIOEEERNPIS DL LoD TTY, ZOBEALEARKEL CWET, I I Tl Gromov D
bounded cohomology % GHHBREDBIAICK > TERHL T, LIEE->TH, EXPOHPH ET.

X % topological space & L £, ##% @ singular homology &

H.(X;R) = H.(S.(X;R)).

singular chain complex % S.(X;R) £ £ L £ 7. REUIIFEL, 5 HIZ, REIZ2ER T, singular cohomology

i3
H*(X;R) = H'(S*(X;R)).

Z Ui homology, cohomology DiEFE/L D TTHY, Gromov 1FIZE 2 7209 &, S*(X;R) D subcomplex
& LT, AT b, bounded D b ZF T,

S*(X;R) > S1(X;R).
Z DHD k-cohain, cohain T3 %> 5 chain _F® function TY . k XP bounded cochain & \>9H Dl
S’,j(X; R) = {f : Si(X;R) — R linear map; singular k-simplex oy € S (X;R) &KIZK L T |f(op)| 1& bounded)

Sr(X;R) i singular chain complex 7%} T %> 5, k-chain (% singular k-simplex @ 1 XSG &I D 7.
bounded & \»9 DIk, |f(or)], Z#hHS bounded. X 3% L finite complex “C simplicial cochain 72} % & Z #UiX
b % A A bounded TTAY, T#1% singular T %, Z D bounded cochain complex ? cohomology %3 bounded
cohomology T,
H;(X;R) = H'(S,(X;R)).
Z DESCITE > Gromov DIEAEHIZ,

Theorem 3.4 (Gromov).

1. H;(X;R) = H;(K(m X, 1);R) = H,(m X; R).
2. mX %% amenable 75 5 X ﬁ;(ﬂlX; R) =0.

¥ 9 bounded cohomology, Z NUHAFEDARIZ &L 5, HAHD K(r X, 1), 7B~ EHEREZEZ S
&, ZNEET 2E/RCHBICKR S, EATOARICL S,

% L TS ERED bounded cohomology 23% > T, Z I TIREFEIZL AL, #ED cochain complex, #ED
cohomology 23% > T, % ZiZ bounded &) EHEEZ ANTEZET. 29 T2 LHFIREINICR 3.
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Z 3 Gromov DIEAREHTH > T, 2 FHICHEARIHERE D & & L) DI, BMAICHRAICIZE S
5XREHDTTH, bounded cohomology (FHMHIZZ 2. X D il < BAREAS amenable & 6 IFHMHICR 2, Z
W) HARTEIEFEHL £ L7, BB %25 2 cohomology Hlli &\ 9 T ENTEE T,

ZND idea DM TS WAL WA R ADNEZIRD F L 7. KT hyperbolic, #f D hyperbolicity, Z 1%
Gromov @ hyperbolic group & ) &23H D £ 3%, Ju4x DEMEN LA, %45 Thurston 72 L w7
7%, bounded cohomology %> 5 i ¥ D cohomology ~® H# % comparison BARIZBY L CTZ2fH] X %% compact
negatively curved 7 5 I3 surjective:

H,(X;R) » H'(X;R)
127D 9. Z4Ud Thurston 72 & B F 9. negatively curved 7 ZZ[H DT @D cohomology class I3 bounded
cohomology class TEE N5, D idea |& negatively curved & \» 9 F% fifi o T geodesic simplex % f#\>
£7.

— MR REE E LT, X, &2 WIHARIE X 6017 L ZIZ, bounded cohomology 13 & 9 W 9 #i5r %
£ L T2, hyperbolic ZfTE2RL T2 & RMHUCIZE 2 £ T2,

M: H;(X;R) —» H*(X;R) @ Kernel, Cokernel 122> TFR7% S 1>,

ELIHEPEToNET, RILDOKENDH D £33, Lie FEPZ D discrete subgroup 12DV T, WA W
HIHRTRERMTZ L TE DI Burger, Z D7D Monod, A A AD A7 —)LTF 41, Monod DH %
survey 12 1%, bounded cohomology A35E 402> T2 % DIF amenable HE D HHZG &7 TH 2, LEDL
NTVET., BRCODP-> TR L DRALRGEAMUMI I 2bhwv, S8 ZNEED>THEREA,

HEHIZOWTHL2R> TS DI,

) HZ(FZ;R) & co-dimension.

Z 1 Brooks DM S WD E L EHTT, 1 RILEVIDIRMB W, Usd 3 RICIEEI D, biaAIC
Fy TH216 F3,F4,Fs, ToLHLZDTTA, 3R

e H}(F3;R) 13 co-dimension.

CHUIHE I ADRERTT.

comparison HE [

H,(X;R) - H'(X;R)

TR ER DI oTwuR L EVLLE LD, BERERHOLAICHEZROICBTTCEE £ Y. compari-
son map (2B L T

H: H;(Mg:R) = H*(Mg:R) @ Kernel, Cokernel (317>,

CHUIKRMETY . Bk 51313 8 TEHANZMET 1 SHRZH L2 L LTHRORERZ -V
ES

BHERONE AT ORL O, HHFOIBEHCHER, ZE55ICouTEdbostbdroTwuERA, —Ib
HOTEEET,

[H: H;(OutF,;R) — H*(OutF,;R) ® Kernel, Cokernel IF{7%>,

£ ® cohomology class 2% bounded cohomology 2> 5K % %>, & 5A, OutF, ® cohomology 2313 & A EH
PO TVRERADLS, WEPSTHRAME2D LvEtA. JFAHLRITOEEIZDL» > T ETH, BEW
BRBbr->TOERA, ZRUILTHIHI VI MENH D £7,
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S 512 Bavard DFEAREBL L V) b DH D 923, % DHINIC [1-homology theory &) DH3HH £,
#11& bounded cohomology DHIFETY, % LT, FFIC simplicial volume & 29 b D3H H £3. LD space
XITHLT

H(X;R)3 a = |lofl € R,

k Xt cycle 1Z%f L T simplicial volume 2SE#TE £9. Z#d bounded cohomology & 7 & A TRA“AIC
HELLDTY, EFEIE k-cycle 1& singular k-simplex DA & L TRTHENTE T3, ZDBREDHHEDR
%% Z ¥7. homology class 125 L Tld Z % FHEBIT % cycle DREDMNEDOFD inf ZHLD £9. 2L T
hyperbolic % kA DFEAFHD simplicial volume (Z hyperbolic volume 2 proportional & > 9 H5S, ZDEHD
ADThHhr>THET,

ZFNEHT 23D 2 L 2 DHEFETY, FIOTFA~DMERTT - G IR DOEE & FBTI 2, quasi-homomorphism
&) DiF bounded error #FF L 72 H#ERIEL, T 2> 5 R N Quasi-homomorohism 4{4% bounded function T

Holbnk
QH() = {f : T — R quasi-homomorphism}/{bounded function}.

EHZTET. RDORS
0 — H'(T;R) —» QH() - H}([;R) — H*(T;R).
IS exact TH S &9 DAY, Bavard DEH T . bounded cohomology % filiiid % & &, —FHHMIHIGE
THREHTT,
ZNTH k- ERFEANZLGEZ LE T, 1984 4, Gromov DFi XA T 2 F# < 5\, Hiz 1H< 50
ML A EBGTT =A% LRI, @iz X LTWwE Lz, Y foliation DHEEZ L TWE LD, R'D
compact support @ homeomorphism £{A&D#ED homology 23 H B,

H.(HomeogR";R) = R
% Mather 255EHH L £ L 72, FEHbBEIAVWEM T,

ZHUIb EMIT B EE S %S0, bounded IZ L THHK D ZOD TR0, 3047 5 Wik L CAEHTE
TINnz@XITLF L.

Theorem 3.5 (1AJG-#RH).
H,(HomeogR";R) = R.

#12 b 5812 b Hahn-Banach DIARE Z {572 DIZ 2D L EXIFTT,

Z®D & ZICHET 2% uniformly perfect, 29 W) bDEEZ £ L7, perfect IR DILDY commutator DFET
EiF 5, T, uniformly perfect 1ZH % ELAT D commutator DFETHEEDTLHE TS EWIHI bDTY, *#
L T® L uniformly perfect 7% 513 2 X ® bounded cohomology & J#H D cohomology DD comparison map

H}(T;R) —» HX(T;R)

Id inject $5 &\ ) HHGEHTE £ L 7.
ZLTHHBORIZKEE W) D, HDHEKD > & KFE7% closed surface DIEARE, g =1 D & Z AR
23 abel HECHMTT S, g2 EDEFICEIDLEVIFELVLLLERADMLELHD £7.

o H}(mZg:R) %% co-dimension.

78



S EMEADEFETT. 3RILTIRE ) .
o H}(mZg;R) b co-dimension.

SR EHRFSAOLFETT, ZHEERMENZHEZM > T E Y. Thurston DEHTT A, X, Lo
pesudo-Anosov map IZ X % mapping torus Z2EZ £, I, 13 2 RIOLEHRETT 2 5@H D 3 Koo Lo 2k
TR Y —Efild 2\, comparison map T RIS EI o) FX¥A. HOH 2 3 RIUNEMHED KWTT,
S! @ pseudo-Anosov bundle, Z & 7%, O semi-direct product T Z (¥ bounded cohomology (& HWIT 3§25,
— TR D D £ T,

Z0H EHBIAOMEE., HEZAIZI T metric DIA B DTTA, —i%ITiE zero D closure 2% zero Tl
7\, topology HSIEHIC wild 72 & ) HEEHL £ L 7.

FARBEREIC DOV TRITIBN £ 9. Endo-Kotschick, 8 5 13l ZFEHI L 72> & > 9 &, M, & not uniformly
perfect. g > 3 T M, |3 perfect T§ 2%, uniformly perfect Tl \>, Z DALY Gauge Flii % i ) v b D
T7.

Z D% Z OFMCIHRIE X A2V ¢, BRI AHED#E L Fujiwara-Bestvina O£ O L3R
hodhEd, —5TEI &

o H;(Mg;R) %3 co-dimension.

Z DBAWGREZ T TR, twisted (REZ EIEFITR E M REIC R >T0ET,
GARFRED 451 bounded cohomology % 53 # ? cohomology ~ D

Hy(M:R) - H (Mg R)

SRR S AEDILED 5, injective 2> 5 13 I1E 3V, RITIE image (X E 9 220 0MEICRD 7.
tautological class ¢; € H*(My:; Q) 13 &9 7 27>, R TT 226 Hy(My; Q) 225K % Dh> ﬂé&lﬁ@i}) FHXK
? MMM-classes 1% Sp(2g,Z) @ cohomology 7> 5K £ 355, Gromov O—fii% 9 & FERD class euq
1% bounded cohomology IZ lift L £9°. TIF%E D D even TIX &I . Z4Ld unknown T, Z4UIHE W
BTY., lld e BEI R DD, ey TTETHHIE, I3 Riemann moduli Z2[E] DM P DD 5\ 9
& Riemann moduli 22D % 1 Pontrjagin class 3. Riemann moduli ZZf#]® Pontrjagin class 2% bounded class
THEIT 2L 0.

bounded cohomology & Lie B#FDOHE & bIEATAA ATRELRAZ —)VICh>TWET, HKDOH 2 )51
WABHHRTAHAL ELVERVET, I 2HHDOY 77T —<IlB) £7,

3.2 moduli space @ tautological algebra D&
B OIRO Y. BRJERE O rational cohomology, ff#1E Q TR D £3, H*(M,; Q) D subring TH > T,
H*(Mg;Q) > R*(M,)

B R CEHSEWES L TV E T, subring TH - T MMM-classes THEL I 415 b D% tautological algebra
ESVET. ~FEBRYNCE Z 7 D% Mumford T Chow algebra

A" (M)
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ZERLE L, —MRICIEFRICHEE L WAIR T 2%, algebraic variety 2% o 7z & Chow algebra I3 E#E I L F
9. algebraic % #&% 415 & rational cohomology M HE [ 7

A (M) —» H'(Mg; Q) = H'(M,; Q)

DYEFE D 9. AL moduli ZE[H & BARSERED rational cohomology 2SHIAITH 2 Z Lic &k h 9. %
Bl NIZ H (M,; Q) TEAE Y. & T tautological algebra R*(M,)

A"(My) D R* (M)

DEFIF A*(M) D subring T, Z I T MMM-classes & \» 9 & Z#Li3 rational cohomology T9 75, Chow
algebra Tl3, kappa classes k; T/ERI N2 b DTT, 1L cohomology IZ¥ & § &

A" (M) 3 ki = (=1)*'e; € H*(M,; Q).

e oMETY. fMHNICH 2 72 surface bundle Tl tangent bundle %7 2 2 DB HARTT S, B
1213 2 D dual 252 2 IHHATY.
Mumford (& Chow algebra Df§i&EIZ E I 220 L W) EEZRRE L £ L.

R (M) = R (M),

CHUTEEDP S EFHTTINLE D, Kernel 238 9 % 570>, 47T Faber P E VI bDZHL £T23, ThdlE
LFduUEERT,

b % RT3, IWARIZDH % Grassmann ZEREDG A ITRILZ B THAL £, —RDEA 1213 Kernel
DRAERICARZ ZEbH 2 L) TY. —MITIF wild Z222[H T

Z#UTDW>T Faber conjecture &9 bDNH D 9. 1993 FFEHD S VA WALREXTL 2o TW0T, #
BXICHIR S 7D 1d 1999 T, FEL CIEXENCA D £943, tautological algebra R*(M,) &> 9 b DA3, Ik
HICENOLAMEEZ L Tw5, KIS &

R*(M,) = H*(VE™;Q),

HH g2 KuD d A D, virtual 7 projective manifold V&2 H377{E L T, % O rational cohomology ring &
FAENC%2 27259, =5 TEIEZHIVIHITFHTT, Z1UIDDBELEVFHZ T > T, projective manifold
T3 5, Poincaré duality, Hard Lefschetz D8, «; 12B13 % Hodge O positivity property. Z 41 K & 2k
HTY., 2V HDPED DKL) Lv) PRTT,

1991 4FiZ Bodigheimer & 9 AICHIEL TH 5 - T Gottingen I2fTE F L7, 2D & & Faber, 2D Al
JG4Z Mumford D5FC, #%13 Amsterdam I2\>C, H EH & Amsterdam 2> 5 Gottingen F THTEWIIRKT
CNF L/, 2L T=HZW, Macsyma £\29 Y 7 P TWwA WS g 2VNZ WD 5 moduli @ cohomology 12
BILCHBBLTE LA, AR TWE I TLRED, WAWALREEE LT, #0056 12EKE - EEFIL, K
EELOVIH V) TFHZHBLTEE L.

Z0 5 20 FERED £ L7z, 20 4F Faber, AH I T oL CNEMAT —v DAL VIZETFTC0FET, %
& 439 JEIZ computer DEFRNEA EAMEA TR T, g <23 £ T computer & Faber-Zagier relation % i\ T
Faber T8I OK &) HZFHAL £ L 7%, Zagier I3BGEHPRECEM, zeta value % EMHAWEEE L TWw3 A
T, Faber-Zagierrelation £ \>9) bDZIEL £ L. iUk no <, SHIZEML £3. Poincaré
duality 25 —FKF T2, BRI Faber 1k g = 23 % Tl Faber-Zagier relation 134524 0 relation T® > T,
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ZZH6 Faber D7 VTPHEPHE TS B2FZAHLEL, ¢=23 L) ENI0EEI DD LINLETAD,
computer DFMHENP S VI L HDFEVWKEITT.

2o ETOEHE BEHREERMTT. HIERREDOFHREIZ S DB VO TI 2 TEIHET %2 i3 2 DK
o—f, 107D 16w EHSTHEHS ELWTL & 9 2. HlEld Gromov-Witten theory, stable map 7 &
C Faber PO —MfL23H 5. H 2 W IxAEE M ClE Deligne-Mumford @ compact {t% rational tail & 2>,
compact type & 7>, Faber FHD WA 0AELNN=Ca bbb 7,

V EWwI) DIk 1 FEVDIF Riemann moduli ZZE] D subvariety & L THIUTR VLD TTH, &b
A, TIHFLEARYIC variety BH B X I ICBCE TS, ELLVABLICO»S LNEFA,

BTHEL SR £ 753, abelian variety D6y, Z 2 TH V OFEAEIZ DD S %\, Grassman ZEED G
FREARICHLPoTWVET, Z4Ud Bott-Tu IZFHWTH D £ 7. abelian variety D312 b tautological algebra
DREGEIE TR >THET, Lo L Z DA D subvariety DIEEIZ DD D /A, van der Geer DFEHA X
EEBOREBEM % b 72w EFFHTE £4 A, 727 Poincaré duality % intersection matrix, top degree ¢
characteristic number, Z #1UEXANZBEEL L 7.

ZOWNTE D L, 51T 2012 FEHIZKE 2L FH23H > T, Pandharipande-Pixton, Pandharipande 1%
Princeton DT L 7225, iElE ETH (2w £ 9. Pixton EWIHO M F T, $ARIEHZ A D Torelli D
Magnus &A% injective TV EWIELLMLEFRH Y 90, Zhid L L T Kemel DIa%RINES
Ew)fhdiz L E L7, 413 Clay Research Fellow T3, Pandharipande-Pixton (& ZFEHH L 7220 & v 9 &,
Faber-Zagier relation 23424 ® relation TH %, L2*b, Z% Chow algebra DEFETIEHL £ L7, i3
RERMFTT, FLEHREINTORVL)TTD, —HOY r—F gl Ins LEVET,

b & topology DI TEVET &, MIES AL 1990 ERICWA WA LRMEHEZ LE L7, BHERODH 2KE
7 5L I 115 cohomology 21 tautological algebra & 84— T B &) 2 &, ZLTCZDOEMANEFELRE
D3rH D ¥ L7z, tautological algebra % topological 37350 G L 7c & VW) HNTEE T,

Oscar Randal-Williams, Z ® AlZ Tillmann S ADEHET I AL EEOE T, 2D Al topology D355,
& & Ebert, Z D Al Bodigheimer DT, topology D#EliA»HFHEZ L TwET, IhoD AR Y =D
Bl D> 6 DL Chow algebra Tld % <, rational cohomology @D L ~)LTY,

—77, 2010 fEtEHD> 5 Faber PR D —F K & 724>, Poincaré duality 254272 & 0 ) FPHRBHTEE L
7o, g=24 DL EIC, ol ZRL 7D &9 &, Faber-Zagier relation 7217 %> & I Faber conjecture ({1}
BV EV) HEEBROGHE TR LE L7, ZOUIE Faber PAZE L 231850° 5, relation 2342721, relation
PR BV, EEoTOuAADEP-7EITT. LhL, WALARAREHLELLY—AICE22D
YA, Z9F 5L, Faber-Zagier relation 73564272 & 9 % & Faber PEMIEL { &\, L) HBINTEE T,

Faber PHOERICH 5 b D & LT, Grassmann ZHEE L abelian variety D12, FEEEITIE, ZOEAE
Faber TR E I3V F AL, TEELIETH Y Lo TWE T, Grassmann Z KDL A1E Bott-Tu DEREIED
# A DF T, de Rham cohomology, flag manifold % 17 L C, Faber THA&ZIHIZ % < TH, Grassmann %1k
AN E oD, FEFIC K VRERICZ D £9. BRASD D 9 ML F L 7.

Grassmann ZAR{E, n ROCEFEFZZE O k KIGHERIT 22 D24k,

G, ={V c C";C — linear subspace, dimV = k},
ZIWH H D% Grassmann FEEAR L W F T, HEZER

Gux = GL(n — k,C)\GL(n,C)/GL(k,C)
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DO AD, TIEbARTHLD 0, HESKREOHEZ L > TWVT, ZOHEXIGIE dimxG, =
2k(n—k) TT. BT k= 1 OWHIEELEZE cp! ¢

Z @ _1IZ tautological bundle
f - Gn,k

EVIHIBDRH D FT. £ k-dimensional vector bundle. Z4ULE V Cc C" 2R LT, VO FLEZEZ UL
k XL vector bundle 127 D £ 9. ZiI2K C*, G, LD trivial C"-bundle IZ subbundle & L CTA > TWT,
quotient bundle A3H{#1 3,
E-C"-0-0
c1(é),- -+ ,cr(é) € H (Gup; Z)

%9 3% & Chern classes, 24U k RILTTHS ¢; 26 ¢ £, AY4i1ZZ L TEHRTE ET. de Rham
cohomology T2 £ ZIFEFTRTP->T, #iFQ hTOK 4D £,

S b3 tautological class, FiE#H 7 DT, Chern class 2343 % algebra % Grassmann O tautological algebra
ELET. T2 EHEIEIND2ED cohomology ZEK L TWET. FHEEI LI EVI L,

H'(Gni: Q) = Qlei(@), -+ -, cx(@)]/ relations.

MR IZ relation (&>, T M2 5 DA, tautological algebra, Z 411% canonical 7 generator TR X 11
% % D% tautological algebra L SV ET DT, ZHUIMBLT0AEWVWEI RS DTT, KFE4LFL relation
ZHECEVIRETT, IPIEFICHFICHEITTCLE I, 24 Bott-Tu ICFH W TH 23 D T, moduli
@ cohomology IFA41Z EF N7 module 2% > TWwET, Znd K HiE ) %, Atiyah-Hirzebruch,
Grothendieck, vector bundle DH5E4R50H 2 &, Wiz EMT % L BEATICK S,

EoQ=C"
Z L CHEAFIZAWZ bundle T7. Chern classes DE#, Whitney @ sum formula 2> 5

c(§)c(Q) = 1.

(Y
(y
A

c@=1+c1(E®+c) +-+ (&)

TY., INP5EEEY relation 252 7., T4bb

1
Q) = @
_ 1
T L@+t
formal IZEBHH L THIZ XFHFETE L ET. 29T % & Chern class 25BN F T3, 5EEEZ: relation 12 &9

5 EWH &, relation:

¢i(Q) = c;(¢) D polynomial
=0 (Yi>n—k).

29 W) HRED LI relation 25 F . CHDFHE VI DB ZARICH LV EVRI DI TEHY £
A3, flag bundle ZJFFARIICHE Z TOIFIEFTE £, Bott-Tu IZHEWTH D £, Z#id de Rham cohomology
ZWBLLOZORICPEERVERVET, rank Z#Z 725 0, IEHICHA K relation TT,
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BlZIE Buler Bz ES 3w &,
n
X(Gn,k) - (k) .
Poincaré %13 relation DD 5

(1-r---1-
(1 _ t2). ..(1 — t2k)(l _ t2)...(1 — t2”_2k)

STHZREOZETE) &, n ZHWBERITRIFL £T &,

P(Gny) =

Gnx = Goox = BU(K),
k- It vector bundle D3 HHZEMTF. Z4D cohomology 1 L S FI5NT W23 kI I
H (Geoy; Z) = Zlcy, -+, k]

= DAYFER O pullback At
H' (G Z) = H (Gny; 2)

Z @ cohomology 1274 D £, ZOHAHIFETH) FLfT>oTVwE T, HODKHTE x>0 DL,
Riemann moduli ZE[ D& D3EE L > &\ ) FHPRIZ > T £ % motivation 1ZH 722 L9 DT, abelian variety
DELAEERD 7.

(2) principally polarized abelian variety @ moduli Z%[#].

Z#41% Riemann moduli 2L D b HLEKT 7 = v 7R ILH 5, 2T EBIEFICH L . 7272 15 4Fh7
IZ van der Geer 2SFEHA L T §. Z201%Z THA LT, Riemann moduli & DEWEEBFHEL £T. BIIELF
VW L7223 van der Geer DFEHIF IR O RBEE] % 11> T T topological AiEHIZF £ 274w, T2 T1 D
DD S 5 L9 FHx TN L 72w, BERERDH % £ homology ~DEfA % LT,

ZIERVBHD FT. BHOMED» SV L Sp2g,Z) %o T B EF XX I} T, abelian variety D
moduli D6 F 9 &, M, 13 T, ICBE £33, Sp(2g,Z) 1& Siegel upper half space b, ICIE £3. i
13 matrix D & % 22D _FAEZERITY. M, DITIE Ty /M, TH 6 DTTIREE A, EFWVT,

Ag = bg/Sp(Zg’ Z),

FHRABERMIICIZ VA WA H D £ 948, T4l naive KINDRIREEEZEL &), 9§ 5 L rational
cohomology 13 &9 7 %7, GAREREOEA LFH L T,

H'(Ag; Q) = H'(Sp(28,2); Q)

tautological class & > 9 D13 M, D556 13 MMM-class T 435, 2 DA ORERHIL Chern class 23HITE %
9. principally polarized abelian variety @ moduli DFHHSHE LTI,

Sp(2g,Z) — Sp(28,R)
12 A#1% & maximal compact i3 unitary £ U(g). &> CTHBZEMICBITT S &

BSp(2g,Z) — BU(g)
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£\ 9 BgH3% - T cohomology & LTI BU(g) Il ¢y, -+ ,c 3 D £, T#1% pullback L T
ci € H'(Sp(28.2);Q) (i=1,--.8)
&7 7. Ju4 Chern classes ¥ Grothendieck DEZ L cycle & L TEZH6NTWEDT
ci € AD(AL)
A, D i RIT cycle DILTERINET. 7 topology DT5 Tl
H"(Sp(28,2); Q) > R*(Sp(2¢,2))

E ey, g THERSI NS H (Sp(28,Z2); Q) D subalgebra. 778%2[#] BU(g) 1@ universal bundle @ pull back,
Z i@ % Hodge bundle & MEIE4L % 3 DT, 2D Chern class 127 D £ 9, T CTHEK E 17 rational
cohomology @ subring % Z DD tautological algebra &\ £ 7.

RECEAT D25 Tld 2 @ _FIT abelian variety @ moduli Z2[# @ Chow algebra A*(A,) 73 - T, Z ? subalgebra
ELTERINET. TNDEI R0 E VI DL, HIKED 2T TTH, FAXTHRS L 15 FHTIC van der
Geer, ZDONEA T v FOEHRAECRKMDANTT DY, van der Geer IZ &k > THRRINTOHET. DD
EZICHTw S E W) L E 5 ED Faber PR TOL 25 XOF> T AR UCARDHICH D £7.

Theorem 3.6 (van der Geer,1999). A, @ tautological algebra |
R*(Ag) = Qlcy, - -+, ¢4l/relations
TH > T relations &

o (I+ci+--+c)d—cr+er+ -+ (=1)fcy) =1,

e c,=0.

299 2 DD relations THTEAEICE F 5. van der Geer ® Chow algebra L X)L TOHEFR TS . rational
cohomology DL XNV TRERDEIICFEZET, MU L9 Q LOLEHAMRET relation 1ZRD X I I1ck D
E3

R*(Sp(2g,2)) = Qlcy, - -+, ¢;l/relations

e pi=0 (Y0,

e ¢, =0.

299 200 relation T, FpEEHZ MR % & #38 vector bundle ® Pontrjagin class (& S IZHRAH D
relation DFIHIZZ2 D £ 7,

Sp(2g,Z) O rational cohomology 13582 IEAKEICHDPH RV ERVE T, LWHOAPLERER TIILLD F
T A.

ZNH 2 DD relation TH - T, ZND corollary XD DT T WDTT, ZHEdIHIbrk-oEdlllicET 2
Borel-Hirzebruch DfEHE 50O 2 DB LW EHWE T, p; = 0 DEBTIZMAHICH 2 DX, Spg,Z) I3,
discrete BETY, %D THFE g RIT vector bundle & L THEZTWE TS, R _ED bundle & LTl flat T,
727> 5 Pontrjagin class 2N 2 % D347z D EITT,
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Borel-Hirzebruch (& —#ii, MEEE L D025 05 04EHH3H - T, relative Lie algebra @ cohomology %
EZT,
H'(sp(28,Q), u(g)) — H*(Sp(28,2); Q)
2IHIVIERDH D &) DIF—ETT. I semi-simple Lie group & discrete subgroup, arithmetic %
D, ZDEEZFIZ cohomology ZREHK L &9 Evw) bDTY, b L Lie #AS compact 72 & T 3 & injective T
T. LH» L%, compact TixdH h XA, end 3H 2D THA L HREEDH D 7.
Borel Hirzebruch (& 2112 FHH L <

H(sp(2,Q),u(g)) = Qlcy, -+, cgl/(pi = 0)

ZEEFHL TV ET, HEMICEBRL TAZ LHIAVERVOEFTOT, BTRHEDHF TR LoTHET.
ZLT (282 ofERHob-77E)) 243 H % compact ZEk{E D cohomology & [AlH, addtitive I 1%
H*(S2xS*x---xS%) LAMTH S - EAREINTOET (cup BIZE £ T4, 21T, 455 Poincaré
duality 2723 LW ERT b ) £3. FIAIL Buler B3 y =28 L&D, RJtld top dim=g(g—1) &
BOET. ZIHIVIRABHTEET.

BODc, =0 &) relation ZFE 5T 20 E0w) &, ZNE 57D Sullivan D—EHTT,
Sullivan Zfi[% L7z & S\>F 3 &, Euler class

e =0¢e H(GL,(2n,Z); Q).

2n RILDHE vector bundle THEEREDY GL.(2n,Z) D b D D Euler class 1% torsion 13 & % 2> d L 11722223,
rational 1213 0. —/7T ¢, I3 X CASN T2 X 91 Buler class TY 7425, 2 #%H O relation (& Sullivan T,

Z NH3FEER tautological algebra DH§EZ 5.2 % &9 DAY, van der Geer DIEHTY, TNTRES LV
IHIEIDLD SR, T relation 23H S0 b Lk, TNTRE S &) HIE, HKOAHZ 2 & abelian
variety ® moduli Z2[H], A, ®Z/p, B p L0 moduli £\»9 bD9H>T, I I 1g(g—1) RILD complete
subvariety 3% %, Y7z DEID X HICH W TH > THH D 2D TIHIBRBEEM DO NITIZIEF ICH 2 ) 27
WHDDEHTT, BEO T Jg(g— 1) RILD complete subvariety 3% % &> 9 DIEHEZIH, Z iU L
W, BIFEEB pIZT2LHETE2LE 0 2EDLITY. &9 —2ld ¢ 2% ample. ample TT 2> 5 RmEmKD
R¥ ETRi>TWw( & 0 TldZ\ve, subvariety 23H 3T cf_l 120 TIEEY, 2T picBELTHE25, Q
ETHIEL W,

filfuz Lcdb 2 2Tl E LTHTL 2DIE, subvariety DFFTEIX &9 DIZTE 2023,

[ti: topology T Z 1L I relation 237 W& GEHH T & 2\ 02?

T9. 9ZF% rational cohomology T > T\ 5 HIFTY D5, topology D—EwTH > T, subvariety 13E D
D3, rational % cycle 13H 5. HED ENVLATBIEL TRV TL &£ 925, HIZIE gdVhI v ZiTiEH
KBDTIE VD, g=2 DL E, Dupont XA Ronnie Lee SADIEHVH D 3. ERFEHOEA g=2
Tl torsion TT2Y, g >3 Tc ldstable TTRHT 5L 0 TEHRWTTD, XFPBETETO THROLD,
EV 20 THRVLHR LV CLEIIL AL TRED ERA, g=3 0L FE A £ 0 ZAIIL AL TRV
FHA. BL2HL { &> TE 7. abelian variety D12 1% van der Geer DEIT, RECRMIVICIZH D>
TWET2Y, GEREREO & 13 E 9 ). Faber FRAMHI7 & Z T3 abelian variety DA 13 72 HIKR TV 4
o EEWET, Faber PHEIZFEUAICE T T2, FHAKEIH»HD T DT,

BRI g=4 TEARBLICR DD, RoTHET. R(Sp(8,Z); Q) DILT generators (%

C1,C€2,C3,C4
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EHoT, 7 Sullivan DFERD S
Cq = 0.

5% ) @ relation |3ME 1 > T
(1 + Cq +C2+C3)(1 —C +C2—C3)= 1.

%IRRT 5 &

1+2c;—ct+¢5—2cic3 -3 = 1.
BERBTHD L

e degree=4: 2c, —c2 =0 & p; = 0.
o degree=8 cg —2cie3=0

o degree=12: ¢ = 0.
—fRD g T e =0 &> relation 2 HL 5 DB T additive basis 1&

€ e ., 1 & _
clley Co1Ce (=0,1)

Z U elementary T A5, B LAWERTY., £ 95 & top cohomology & cicp -+ ¢y THERINT,
Poincaré duality 235 D 322, £ 7 top DT intersection number DA H & 7,

Z11® Riemann [ moduli ZZH]DEAIZE 9 72> T % 2>, relation 13K L { 7% - T, Faber-Zagier
relation & MHE % relation DIEDHER ST, Tz PICIHZEDHEA THRE Lz, ThddT X T relation
ZHEZTO20TIERVY, EVHIHIFRRH o L) TTY, FLEZ ) TlERLR2b LR wEVIT
N T3, BAERINIZIE g = 24 THITL T\ 3 A]HEME S Faber % Pandharipande 12 & - TSN Tw £ 7,
REGEAT D7 Tld £ D Chow algebra TH Z T\ £ 25, topology M 3745 T rational cohomology 7217 T# %
%L, AREMEE LT

R (M) = R (M)
2% g =24 Tinject LW bANEFA, 9T 5 EHA topology I121FF v > AT, REGEMINIZIX relation
1272 6 %023, topological 12147 5 DTl 7Z\ D>, kappa-classes D & 5 % IH\ A rational cohomology & L T
120 %D NED, algebraiccycle L LTI 0IZR SR, ZIVIENDHLDTIER VY, ZI 56D
REGRATIZ E 5 ThH 2L 5VHIP S KE % mystery IC2>TWE T, ZHUSH L THHAMICS L2 LS
approach 3 2 0°b LN EH A,
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E8ME2014FE6H18H

moduli space ? tautological algebra D& ® 2 BIHTT . HilE (1),2) £ D EFLAZDTSHIZ 3) 25
<7,

(3) tautological algebras of Mg, M,.

Riemann [fi® moduli 2] M 13 REFRMTIEE, GEHHE M, (X topological %% E TY. Notation %> 5 %
DEL & 9. tautological algebra i R THCHINEZF L TV E Y., JHUIERT

R*(M,):=subalgebra of A*(M,) generated by «; € Ai(Mg), i=1,2,---

Z U3 Mumford 23%E#% L 72 Chow algebra, JG4 non-singular 7454513 Chow 23 % L T, mild % singularity
D38 55412 H Mumford 7% Chow algebra DE#FZ A L £ L 7, algebraic cycle % & % relations THl-> 7
bDOTY. AREERMIVITIZIARRIT i D cycle, topological IZIZAXKIT 2i D cycle TY.

topological 7 analogy & \»9 2», fREERMDANSEZ T FE T2,

R*(M,):=subalgebra of H*(M,; Q) generated by ¢; € H*(M,), i =1,2,---

i€ > T cohomology ~ forgetful map, 254

R (M) = R* (M)

BH>T, AA(M,), THHIBEHLWTTD, HHMp;;Q), 255613 AICIZ7% U ADDH % cohomology D
subalgebra (272 ) £,

ki H> (1) e
THIBLET. ¢ 13 Z EEFRINTWE T3, tautological algebra (338 Q ETHZ 7. topological (T
REDI2RECHD T, FFRTDENTYT, ZHOWEZHFHRS L) OPBRETT,

JEESERYIZ 1 Mumford 23 tautological classes % E# L C, 9 HD 7 — <& Faber PRI ED L H s
THBH»>TERD, survey L TF U topological 7 approach 73% 2 D TlE i &) FEBILL £
T, HIMORNEEZL x> EEELET.

(1) TlZ Grassmann ZHE &K G, (C), C" DD k Rt 222tk E 2L F L7,

FHZER%EZ D & G, (C) LI k RIGEE vector bundle, tautological bundle ¢ — G, (C) 2% > T, 77

Zefi] BU (k) ~E4
G (C) = BU(k)

H% ) £F. cohomology Ic# % & & MTFEL T, ZHIZ Z LT B &
H* (G (C);Z) « H*(BU(k);Z) = Z[cy, -+ , cxl.

H*(BU(k); Z) % Chern classes T/EMR I N2 LHARETT. 2D image 238 9 2> T 50, HEEMIC
generators & relations TE & £ 9 %250, &A%, generators IZHS T ¢, -+, ¢ TT D, relation 23584
IZbH D> TWT, tautological bundle ¢ — G, (C) 1Z HSRIZ trivial bundle @ subbundle TY %5, %D quotient
bundle # Q £ L 9. ZZ26HTK 3 relation 23584 T

c(§)ec(Q) =1

T, relation Z BAAMICE I ELS D EWV) &,

1
c(Q) = @
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% formal IZJEFHT % &£ REFHUC A D £33, quotient bundle @ Chern classes 2575 2 5,
(@ =0WNi>n-k)

NGB relation 1274 %, HHINZAZ 70 Ry A4 70k ENVEGERTT. Bott-Tu DEFFEIC HEH VT
HHET. TNEBEENL 7O F S A T TT,

2HFH Q) 13b 9 LEEL < T, principally poralized abelian variety @ moduli A, DA TY. ZOEEIRE
ZD6EI L, 1999 4E, £ T Faber THZH L £33, %D Faber DX 038> T 554 7% A, moduli of
curves, Z DHDOFHIIZETH % van der Geer DEH T,

orbifold fundamental group (& Sp(2¢,Z) T 45,

R (Ag) » R'(Sp(28:Z)) « H'(BSp(200;Z); Q) = Qley, e3,¢5+++ ]

MEIR rank @ symplectic #£ D cohomology 7> & 2H 3 % & \» ) DIFEFE T, Borel DEBIT L > T
H*(BSp(200; Z); Q) 13 % HAREL Qlcy, c3,+--112% D £3. Borel DEAREITT, I I T ¢, PHEOHEHECR DS
R\ DIE, zero 1275 D TIk7% {, Pontrjagin classes 23X 0 TH 5 HD 5, fhDFERKD Chern classes TH
FTLEVET,

ZDimage 3E) LBl L,

R*(A,) = R*(Sp(2¢;Z)) = Qlcy, ¢2, ¢3, - - - 1/two relations

2 DO relation % 5-Z 72 D73 van der Geer T,

>

1 & H ? relation & topological 125 9 &, %7 Pontrjagin class 2° zero.
(D.A+cr+-+cdI—cr+cr—--+(=1)cy) = L.

Chern class &\ DIZJL4 algebraic cycle T3 55, Grothendieck DEIRT Z 9 9 relation 23H H F 7,
2 FHE 3 top @ Chern class 23 1,
(2).cg=0.
Z D 2 DD relation THRAEIZEFIF 5. topological IZ 13 rational cohomology T4 %%, van der Geer 1 > &
i { Chow algebra level TINZFFHL £ L7z, fE->T,

R (Ag) = R'(Sp(28:Z)).

INHFER E 9 v compact % % 1EAD cohomology algebra & [AlHIZ> &) &, BIEIAEIADS a3 X
FBHYD, ZOBEBEIADPHARTINE L, BRI UT H (Sp(g-1)/Ug-1);Q) LRART, -7, b
% 5 A Poincaré duality 23802 L £9, Z0pMEE TT,

3 & H 2 Riemann D moduli 12DV TIZ E D 7 3D, ZHUTDWT Faber PREMIEHINE L. 1993 4
IZRHL, BeALELNL, publish SN7DIE 1999 £ THRIZ EZET e ARDHITE»NE Lz, FIERMR
BHRHHDT, FELLILD TR GFOTHEET, PRIZ 3 2T, Faber (FVEGRMY#H
TT 25 Chow algebra D SHETEH LTV E T,

Faber conjecture

1.
0(x>g-2),

K :{ Qe=g-2).
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Rk(Mg) X Rg_2_k(Mg) — Rg_z(Mg) = Q : perfect

2. K1,Kp, - S Kig) generate R*(M).

3. intersection number formula.

#)lZ tautological algebra 23
0(x>g-2),
Q(x=g-2).

INDRPYDFHTT, I 51T 2 4iF cup B, REERMNIZIT intersection TF 23, k XD cycle &
complementary 7% g — 2 — k XD cycle, £ T PR TT 2, RE2(M,) = Q?, T4l Q 2. Faber &5 5
BLTWwXITT. genus DNIVFITIEDOL O TWADTTA, genus X5 H5WVWTT, ZNTIN%E T
T 20 KEZ -7 L WE T, 2 LTI D pairing %% perfect, Poincaré duality % §ifi7z 3. BN
1% tautological algebra |3 Gorenstein algebra 2°2. F]1O 06 TNB—FHEOFRHREEbLNTVE L7D, 5TH
INRIBE->THET,

2L 3 BRI ENE L 2B a0 ag ST RO BERENEESS, 2LToh
£ D T degree Tl no relation T¥, T § i Harer stability 225 T % ‘;—7 TY., Flog-2L0IHDIE
Diaz &) ADIEET, complete 7 subvariety DRICHS g — 2 ZAB A2\ £ 0 ) DMBPLTT.

3 % H 3 intersection number @ formula T, ZHIFIFFITHAGENTE D L AVWANXTT, IhicidE
72 topological %Gt H H A, F4 b challenging TF . REGEMN2ALHAS 3 2dH D £ 9. Poincaré
duality ZIREL L, HFHEEZLG22., E)PoTHDT L w) L, XEZATOHFCTH) £33,
Ju% Witten DAABE Y 7V L7iwX23H ) £ 3 X4, Deligne-Mumford compact {1, T tautological classes
ZREOLTg%228TICbi s L EIZ, 5Tl Kontsevich DEHTTAS, 1ZEAERFBUHG XD ZHIR D AL
DEEVHL F LA, EMEMZRNTT. 243 Witten @ notation TT 23, g—2=d; +--- + d, partition 2%
ot L EIZ,

R (M) = {

(2g-3+k)!2g - D!
Kg—2

(Qg- DA, 2d; + 1))
ZAUTH I 1 DR LER%E 5 2T, #2275 intersection number 23 £ 5. % #1535 Faber DAE N 722 FHE T
T. HATICIZXCHTEEZTY, £ %20 w) L kD%, — partition % [EE T % 12 WFREEDS
ERL £9.

< Td+1Tdy+2 * " " Tdp+1 >

< Td+1Tdy+2 ** " Tdp+1 >= Z Ko

O'E'Sk

ZITiky EVIDIFAPENS &

Ko = K\(YI|K|(12| e K|Qv(a—)|'
FE &% |v(o)| & LT permutation o % cycle TH( &
o= a1 Ay

la;| 1% a; 1 cycle T2 5, ZDcycle IKHTL 24, 2bDMTY. £FETE g-21l%>T, TEU®-%
DEWET., INdintersection D P E L CIRIHENF L 7=,

IS RRAYITIER VD TTY, 2TD k DFEFED relation 3% > T, 2D 5 &, intersection A3k
F2E0IDIFTT, DD DS Faber 1 Zagier & —FEICEE T 5 LI Ik > T, Zagier 3L IDF
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MAELWET 2L, tautological classes ? monomial & k.o & D proportionality 2SHIEEICIETC 2 &, B
%9 TTY.

_ 1 _
&2 = gjz%’ (g = 2)!1) kg2

BIZIETI) DB TEFT,

—fIC k1, K2, -+ D g —2 KD monomial BH 75, ZHLE kep & D proportionality 23T %, 21 &
IR DR TT,

BRI EI BoTwaplvwEdL, EFRMICHEH I NDIE Looijenga D, 1995 FDH 4%
Inventiones (772G T, WMIRMZIAHL 72008 \09H &, PO 1) DBRYIDEFTTT.

Theorem 3.7 (Looijenga).
0(x>g-2)
QorQ(x=g-2)

topology DI 65 ) £, ZHUEAET topological ZiEIHIE 2\ DT, REERMIIIZIE, Z OFCHRE
D10 R=THiHERE -7 EBWE T, cycle D intersection 232 A 72 %, topological 11X EIH LTZH %
LD, L bbb\, BRPIDPD, »=g-27T0orQ ZIML £ L7, INn% KT Faber 1Z[EHIZ, Oor
QlxQ & top DT ZREL % L7, HEEREH - L5 <,

R (M) = {

Kg—2 # 0
ZFERHL £ L7, Z#3 publish 1T 72 T preprint L22dH D FE A,

Theorem 3.8 (Faber).
REH(M,) = Q.

Kg—2 F 0.

CORRT, PRORLE?»S 2FRICIIETIHEHINELL, ZNTHREM/GR?2SF ) & 1 HLTH
HoTWwEd, 21 e,e,- - ,ejg) genrate R*(M,) % cohomology level TAEHIL £ L7z, Z#UITADHKIRT
. D7D 1998 ﬂif‘ﬂjﬂﬁﬂ‘i 2003 £ TY. AU OV TS HOEETEIEL ET. &> &5 Chow
algebra @ level T ki, -+, k) VBT 5. 2403 Tonel &\ 9 fREGAT, symplectic geometry DA, 513
Stanford 124> 3 ZCHEDKEHT. 2003 4EDHEFCHIMIE 2005 46T, Duke M. J 12t % L 7. Chow algebra
level TIELWHZIEHL £ L7, Z45 5 norelation & W9 DIk Harer stability &9 dDH D £95%, 2
DB 22 FTIZ DT, 5 < L 7 improved Harer stability & V> 9 % 0, Z 4% Boldsen DILFH2H > T, #
UL > TR EALTHEHINTVOE L, DT, 2132003 FORHTIEHINE L 7.

3HHTED, 3FHIFVOFHIN»E V) &, IRDHBRNFOEET, 320 S £9. 1 &
RWNEEA L 72 D 1%, Givental TREGEAM & V> 9 %> Gromov-Witten theory & V> 9 %>, 2001 42 Gromov-Witten
theory D& % ¥4, Z41iZ Eguchi-Hori-Xiong D AT, % variety #1Z stable map IZBI3 2 FATI Y, Z
% CP* W LTI L T, 2 corollary & L T Faber PH? 3 BT EE T, I Diisid Moscow Math. J
WK E L7, b o & BRINAGEHDS Liv-Xu, FEOATT, WAL RBIE»SHEHNSH D £75, —Fick
I% Buryak-Shadrin, 2011 4E, Adv. Math. IZEXIFH TV E T, Z2NFNHE23H D, TRICHIHI T L.

LW bIFT, o7 DI Faber D perfect pairing T4H

RE(M,) ® RE27F(M,) — RE2(M) = Q : perfect
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RIFTT, THDBELVLE S DD mystery 127> TWwEF, F0HLZ % L tautological class D k KD
monomial 3% > T, HHFED monomial & cup L TRIHL RE 76, RIM,) TERESH L) FRTT,
CHISIERICHE L o,

JeHLD § % &, HHEED cohomology & cup L T zero 72572 5 cohomology 230 725 9, ZDHBDLIZS
L&D 9. D perfect pairing P T35, Faber HH 234 computer & FlGwN 72 b D% A GE T,
1993 4EDIK, 1999 EDFRLDRFR T g < 15 £T OK, Faber HEDIARICH TV T,

Bfl:rank O EIZESB>TVWERDTL L S5H?

rank DFFE W TT . rank DEENRELRBB o N0 L) LT, FEFICHAENICEER LD
3> T, MHELHZAREEL X, topological ¥ L &, RECGEMAYIZTE W cycle DEEL I HEA B> T E T,
relation 235 OFTRE D &\, 7217 & g < 15 £TOK T, 2005 4E 3 A1 Stanford THEL23H > T, % 2T Faber
&> THWZDTID, g<21 FTOK EE-oTVELA, AEZNE2HFHEZLEE>TwELELS,
2003 46 TTH, ZDRKIE 2010 46T g <23 T OK. Faber HEMEHAL T, BRIZC T,

L g =24 TR I > T 2D5? DBURTY. $ 954 LFEL (F 9 &, Faber-Zagier relation & \»
) B3 7 relation 28 > T, ZAUERMNZMI L 72w & BV E 9. Faber & Zagier 132 9 9 relation 23K D 37
D759 L) relation D set, system ZHEH L F L7z, Z LT, g =23 £ Tl IND3FEPEIC relation TH 2 F
ZFEHL T, B2 % D5 Poincaré duality 25 D V. OFEEFEHL £ L 72,

I 51T, TNDIARYD relation 72 &) DAY, it 2011 4E D Pandharipande-Pixton DFEHT9. Pandhari-
pande 137G Princeton DEHZTT A, 34EREIIC ETHICBD £ L, R TRVENRMAHTT, HBiKIZRZ
T, preprint DBRE T, Pixton ($R#) Torelli # D Magnus F£ILD kernel DIt%FER T % £ \» 9 topology D
LEFELHH 25, W FIF5EARIC Gromov-Witten theory, ZDTHDATT, ZDALBIZ LT 2012 Hi
5E4272 relation TH 2 HNbLD - T, g =24 DL ZZfABbdo7h &> &, Faber-Zagier relation Tl A
+aThH 3. THFH 513 Poincaré dulaity 23HI T I 72\,

FID L b ot LB AbV2 LI TF, g=23 EVI DAL S TT, rank & L CIkishA S
W, abelian variety @ moduli DFEHH D FT. ROTTRIIEZLIZSRVAR, {S50icidh>Twi
EEWET, LL IDrelation 292D B\ & W) LSRN EDb o K I IO RAFT.

AEEEE LT3 2{6wHhELT,

(1). Poincaré duality 1& R*(M,) TI3K D Z7 75\,

N1, 2HE5IMNTWS, HLINZIEHAL L9 &9 2% &, Faber-Zagier relation 2358427 relation
THDHIEZRAHL L TTWITER A, HED intersection Z > 72 5 zero ZDIZZ N EEHE > TV 5,
% %3 cohomological 121 zero 72 DI, algebraic cycle Tl > TW A HEZFA L % < TE W iF 22\, closed
TRV DT, HEL VST virtual ZHBETT. ZIUIIEFICH L \WTT,

2FHDABEMEE LTI
(2). Faber FAEIZIE L W,

Z DBEITIZH L o relation 2343 TF, 24T DWW TS Faber T A HIAD T, topologist DHTH 15\
LN, wWAHLAH iy LTHI LW DZEDIF 5 L, Faber & A% Pandharipande IZ76% &, Ny 7 —I8
HoTFxzy 7 LTLNET. ZD23FDRARFETHSETOILDIMEINTVLET, 5 TORRTI
72T L v relation Z1ES 7 < TV IT &,

3EHI
(3). 425 R* (M) » R*(M,) |F not injective TlEZx\>2>,
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not injective 7 5 Hl Faber FAHIE R*(M,) TIZIK D e WEDELICO» D £7,

L2 L, R*(M,) Tld Faber THEDER D ZOWHEVEDSH %, injective Tl 7 { T, cohomology level Tl
Faber PAEDYKAZ S 5 £ 7% % & topologist DIFHEDESINTEE . F v v AN TEE T, REEEMIITIX
relation Tl7Z\ > DIZ, topological 121 relation 127 > TV> %, new relation in cohomology % R} 2 #45EH3
HHET.

213 Faber PRUIMI T & S IEL { %2\, R (M,) TH FRIFRD 32723, R*(M,) - R*(M,) b injective
TRV, ZHUE—FEEL WIRBLT, 2 2TH 2 DI2Hl#L T Faber-Zagier relation I$552TH %, H 5\,
5842 Cl37% { T, cohomology T relation 23d% > THREBGRATAYICIZ Zv>, LA L Ponicaré duality 12132 D 7
\, mystery T,

g =24 DL EF, EARMIZ relation 133 E T X 41C\> T Poincaré duality 2532 21213 1 RonZ R Y %
v, Z)WIRBLICH D 7.

Z UK L T topological 7% approach %% 2 7z \>,

moduli 5 general type ICEZEWVWSDH g =24 ADDSESEK[HALET. BREEICLUTWERBWE
ghH,

g =24 T#YH L9 DI, Harris-Mumford Dft: 5, Riemann [fi? moduli ZE[H D/INFERICHBR D 50 b
LNEHA, gWREWLE general type 12725, g DWNIWVITT, /INERILBOD SR VHDIE->THET
D, EOATRFREINE L. MrBERH 22 LNELTA.

topological (2% approach 23% %5 2*% L1 £¥ A. topological approach 23% % D47z, &\ 9 DIZ5DFTR
WIARF T3, Faber-Zagier relation & WFHEN72 & DT B 8L7% relation 238 2 DT A, —FWREM: &
L Tl& Faber-Zagier relation 2544 ® relation T, Z Ui b H A A Chow algebra level THEH S 41T\ F 9723,
ZNnd topological ZFEHDITE 207 &, ZNZHN L7 wDTY, B IIRFIE Z #1108 Faber-Zagier relation
@ cohomological 7 relation (272> C, X 5IZH7 L \» relation 127 %, Faber PADFEHICZ 207 E0wH) b D
TY. WIRREDOEBID S £ 72 50,

AR FTES AL OLFAPZETT. ZIUTOWTED ORI TIHML £3. ZHdET 1 A puncture
DEAGHERE M, ., Z 2L universal family @ orbifold fundamental group &89 D3k < T, #¥ version Tl

l>mZ > Mg > Mg > 1

#ED extension & LTI DIEAREIZ X % extension (27D 7,

Johnson D 1 #E[FAY
I,.—>NH

= GEE IR T 2 &, |
Mg, — §A3H = Sp(2g;Z)

ERDEY. CITH=H(E32), HETEQ RITLTERAET.
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) KEHE oI TY.

71(Zg) — H

l !

M. ——  IA3H = Sp(2g,2)

! !

M, —— (3A’H/H) > Sp(28,7)

ERDET. Ho INHB ub uAw) TERINET.
Z i cohomology 12 % &, KRHNIWAIEIC, A 6KEICE>T

H' (Mg Q) — H'(M,,.; Q)

1% injective TH 5 HENHH D £T. D cohomology 1 E T HHKE LW &, FERD cohomology 7%
DT, Sp D cohomology, Z1Lb & TR APH 6K FEVBbL» b T, ASH I ZEMEICIE R
Jacobi R DIEARET T,

ToHTIZ
H'(M;.;Q) —— H'(AN°H; Q)

H*(My; Q) «——— H*(AN’H/H; Q)%
29I BDERMESTDLIFTT. ZNDRE, Sp-REL, Weyl DEAREM %9 & exterior algebra O 1D
SpAET VI NI 72T, b Weyl DGO RN 256 TT. THUIRD LI 7 7DFETE

5.
H'(M,.;Q) «——  H'ANH; Q)% =gy Q3T € G

I I

H' Mg Q) —2— H'(A*H/H; Q)% =gy QIT;T € Gol

G &E 7z oG 7 trivalent graph D21, stable I g ZRKE LT EFANCZR S, 0 21703
#it % trivalent graph C without loops.

OO @
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%7 LA & 6-curve DX

D220l EHICGIREENETD, Gy Ild O-curve ZIFEENE T, THIZARIC Gy 13 G DEBIE
&, 55 HIRIC injection 3% D 745, 4L twisted embedding TF. subset TH L FH1 5K D HA R
embedding Tl3 7 < twisted embedding T,

H BRI, 1995,6 -6 graph D IHAMRBUIRICH K ZE <, MMM-class D4R T % L IHANREIL Z 1k
RTCERTEBREL DT, FILOREEESH 20 LB SO TTH, v EF -5 k0E S A DM
» T, generalized MMM-classes & "WEA T N7 b DTT. Z DFER%E M9 £ 23 tautological classes T
JFaFERb») £ LT,

ZhzE o TAHETLE, formula bF LD TIITHOTEEET, 1 N EDEED R\ (M,,) ZEHL
TVLERATLED, ZOHA Euler class 1T 2D T, Euler class & tautological classes THEK I 1%

subalgebra & L CE#EL £ 7.
Theorem 3.9 (Kawazumi-Morita).
1. fEED gz LT
Im(@) = R* (M),
Im(B) = R*(M,).
2. formula for
ar € Qlglle,e1, e, -1,

pr € Qlgller, ez, 1.

ZZTQlglle.er,er, -]k g DELHERZREE Lk e,er,ep,- DHEHAMETT, TIHI0IH)FERAWPL F
L7, arfr AR, RIS TE AU TR 4 TREDSRHHEHE T J.

ZORIZINED ) D08, Sp ORBGHZM S &, MOMHZ G 2HNTET, ZhziRsHy
KFEICHRSTEET.

Z3UFE T M, action on 1 Z,. Mg, 13 mZ, ~MEML 9. % LT, second nilpotent quotient of 71;%,.
NFEII DL wI E, A’Hf{(wo)XH, I17s second nilpotent quotient TZ NSFHEE T DN I - &
@ homomorphism T3, A?H/(wo)XH ~DEfl%EZ £3. I T AH/(w) ¥ Yong FIIETW 9 & [17]g, I
MIGL £9. > ZD homo Z i 2-step nilpotent T3 A%, Johnson ¥EFTDZLHETE 9 & 5 2Johnson HE[H
BIT9, Johnson HE[FMIDBGRIZ Z DB, WS A, AHWIADBHERANEHATWVET, JITEDL) 1 OX
DEFEDEMZEZ £ 3. Z4Ud Torelli part & ARTZ AT TR X T2, BHICINBRFELLES VLD
' Hain EATT. [2%]5, % Hain SAE THAIE) EFATOE T, REMOFLHL,2) FRHATL .

mE, —— [1%]5,%XHg

! !

Mg,* E— (([lz]g;,re"i ® [22]Sp)>~<A3HQ) = Sp(2g’ Q)

! !

M, ——  ([2°]5,X(A*Hg/Hg)) = Sp(2g,Q)).
ZID6RETQ ETEAFT. 2T AHg I35 1Johnson HE[F|, ([12]2;;e111 @ [2%]s, 155 2Johnson HE[F]
RDfFEHRTY,
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mEg i Mg,* - Mg

EECEEFICToEDLTCETY, EFICEHELVTTR, Z2ITEALABEM IS ITRAE

I,
(1215, %Hg — (171" @ [2°]5,)XA  Hg) = Sp(2¢, Q) — (12°1§"" (A’ Ho/Hy)) = Sp(2¢,Q)

12T EARRIREEE &\ ) &% b 5 TV T cohomology DEFEIZTEEICZ2 D) £F. cohomology 12 % & ¥
LWREBE TR BV E W) DR RS BB S )P LIE->E D LTEET. cohomology IZF- T

H'(M,.;Q) « (H' (N Ho) /(115" @ [2°1),

RUMER T 22 5 cohomology % 72 AFDIES ideal TEI-> T, X 51T Sp-ALpart D £F, 2H%->T

£

H'(M;.;Q) e (H' (A Ho)/([1PTg " ® [22])*

I I

H'Mg;Q —— (H"(Ug)/(12%15p)*
fHL Ug = A’Hg/Hg. 9\ diagram 2MHCTE £ 7,

(H (N Hp) /(P19 @ [2°1)7 — (H"(Ug)/(12°15,)™

1% twisted injectuon.
ZIT (H (Ug)/([2%]s,) 2 ERBIERINIC 2 ) FIF E T &, &5 oD Garoufalidis-Nakamura D¢ 9.
Sp DEBFE graph L DERZIZ-EV IR FE L, EH) R0 L) LRIFEDLEARET

(H*(Ug)/(12%15p)* =gabty QIT;T € Gol/W

W 1% Whitehead move T& - T, Garoufalidis-Nakamura 1% IHy-relation & \>9 Sz o T 7.

)@l

Whitehead move DX

95



Z @ ideal (& Whitehead move, ZNL2SKJE L £9. 2 O ideal [2%]s, & ZAUCHIET 5. 2z A THL I3 L
DITINDE ) L2 haPE L,

(H* (N’ Ho) /(1T @ [2°1)) =qanty QIT;T € GI/W

Euler HPHHTL 2D TH ko £ 721\ £ 925, whitehead move TH#UE Z 415 I stable ICHRTY. 29
2% & graph 2NRILSH 5 DT, ZN5DVERKT % polynomial algebra C, MMM-class 73489 % algebra & b
KELS D L) MEEDH 572D TTHY, Whitehead move TH| 2 & KXKITLDFT 1 DLk, FTTWw) &
filmzw, 2 oA OIATY, S EA->oTUIZDNHPHERTY., INZITITED X HICEZTL
P EVIETT, T stable (21E Madsen-Weiss @ stable cohomology (2 [FIZC,

(H" (N H)/([1°15"" & [2°1)¥ =apy QII:T € GI/W
= lim H' (M., ©

Z L TZ%5 b Madsen-Weiss 12 & > T stable range Tl

(H'(Uo)/(12215p)" sy QIT:T € Gol/W
= lim H'(M: Q)

Mumford conjecture. ZNDIHFERITH > T, Z DERPET graph IWIZ &) FHF 52>, BRI graph T 3% 5 1
IR ar 285 201 T 2%, Whitehead move TE ) E b 5%, HWHEHICH2D £, 2 DO trivalent
graph ', I, 23% - C, 1 [l Whitehead move TTI'; 225 I, 1D, ZDEMT 2 Z2NFND edge % 71,72
ELET. TDLEZEaar & ar, DEWIERICET S,

Proposition 3.10 (Kawazumi-Morita).
1

T 262g+ 1)
= _e(aF]\Tl - arz\‘rz)'

ar, —ar, are(arl\Tl - arz\Tz)

Ci\1L, Do\ I THETIE RS R 200 LtEYA, #iETH W E EILEFERDED cohomology class D
DY, TITIL, &) graph BEET7 LA 225 G-curve 25\ 72 DT,

OO @
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r, o

BT, B ZIHIEET LI ENT &,
ar, = —2g(2g + e

ERDBPETY, TTH 6, graph IFIEFICEMIC R 20N ED, 2k RDOTAMRD graph 12 1 DORHEH % &
T % LD D13 Whitehead move T - T LIFAITICHITL 5.

ZAUI AT stable A TY, S FTOREEZ 2 unstable 12 L7256 &9 %%, T 5 tensor DRI %
RZOTTT. BEZHRZ L) DL, stable ITIXFAMRH D ET00, ¢ ZEET 2MICH S tensor 23
zero £ 745 &, WIGT BRHESDS zero &> 9 relation 2355115, BILA3H B 412 relation 23E SN FE T,

RMFEL <D £92%, Faber-Zagier relation 13 2N THTL 2D T B WHALEFHRLTVOET, HLI -
EHFWE LD, BUFERTIC Chow algebra level C Faber-Zagier relation 234324 @ relation & % FH AL &
NTWETH5, cohomology TAEHL 72 L LThH, HHZH)TITrLLB2DTTH, WOHIFFIZM T & bt
FRHEORHGRN 2D OHEPNTVE T, PITw3DTTR, I, BRI NI2Ew) Lo LEL
9. 1 DOMFEL L Tid new relation 3% 5 DTl e\, A7 & b Faber-Zagier relation 13T 5 &
BoTwEd, dbBAAHE LA TEWITEREA, tensor DBILZFHR 2%, X[Ali% Faber-Zagier relation
2P0 E9.

RIS, B ThhroF L v ) D, Kontsevich DfEF &5 HE > 2 HORIC, FIZEGRRH D £§. b, &
\» 9 notation " symplectic derivation Lie algebra &£ \» 9 b D% Y £ 9. Kontsevich @ graph (co)homology
OHEEEH 2HITTT. ZNndE LS Faber PO &I EA EFR U, 1992,3 £ T3 . Kontsevich %8
Gelfand seminar CTifiiiz L £ L7c. SHNOEEEDZOLDHLZDIEINBHETHLST o LBEDHTT,
graph (co)homology (% 3 -2 version, commutative, associative, lie & & - T, commutative I3 3 RIT% KD
AZE 5> transversely symplectic foliation DRV & BIfR23H D, associative |3 Riemann [Ai® moduli & BY{R
BHHEY., TIHoURBFHIA, BRIALUEZHE T TOET. by, T4 lie KA T, lie version 23
BItR 9 % D1, Kontsevich DEI TV 9 & HHBED automorphism @ homology H,(OutF,; Q) T . Kontsevich
DE TR L) &,

lowest weight cohomology of b1 = Q[Hp(OutF,; Q);n =2,3,---],

Ho(OutF,; Q)(n = 2,3,---) D4R T 3 LHANRET. generator 1% 2,3,--- WIZDH 5. Hy(OutF,;Q) TH
FOHAS RV ER I 2D LN AL, lowest weight cohomology (% Johnson ¥R BRI D ZSETE ) &
(H*(A’Hy)/Imt, 1) T Z 1% 1-boundary commponet version T3, I I THIPISE S O THE X A L DEM
DHFEEIC 22 01T TIEH D LA, L L HSEHK, Kontsevich i3HABREZ IR 2HEzH->Twlk, 53
FULTERIC mystery TEZIWZHIBRT 20 L0 &

€1,€2, -

CHUIBEERIVIC L W I FHTIE RS, BA»6T 2L I K5I 3%2M% v, —J7 24Ud Riemann [ moduli
? cohomology T 25, associative version IZHHT K 23T DHDTTH, TNDHGEIFRRED, LA D
Kontsevich D#i3CI21%, associative version T, 299 bDE(k%2H % % & MMM-class TT & £ HWTH
DETH, IEHEHERERCHETA. Kb D FEA. lie version ThHidmwi%, lowest weight cohomology
1 Hy(OutF,;Q)(n = 2,3,---) DERT 2LEANRECTT., E2ir0oT2L, 220090 HEPo7T, H2
Johnson #[FAAI %2 % 2 52>, W I A D generalized MMM-class 2% 2 %2> T
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W L 72 WX Kontsevich 1 101, A 1 10, TP T0ET, INTHREE WIDIT TS A,
DN FEREHETREZ DR R TT 28, Johnson image D /513843, Kontsevich D 215§ CHIBHRT
BFHRVOTT, ZHEE->THMBL TV EEDLI 24, HElEOHCHAD 0 XJt homology 3
MIBLTWE ELDLFOLIDR0DTT A, T4 D Johnson #EFM L surjective 2> 5 1F £\, lie version
& OutF, IZWIEL TWw 3, L DTl Riemann [Hi D moduli @ cohomology, Kontsevich @ 3735 T 1%
associative version 238EHEICIHTL %,

graph homology DT 1 FHb D> 5 %\ DI lie version, T #Lid symplectic 7 A T3 %35, Culler-Vogtmann
@ outer space 1% symplectic 23T I %\, 22D 1 FD mystery TT. SDFtbd>TWwEHA. Outer
space IZ metric Z ALk 9 E W)X H D F 925, symplectic structure IZDW T ER LD FHA, 22
Bhhr ok, Thdd Kontsevich DRF EF 2726, 2909 LALVLOTYA,

%D OB T IEK M) 7.
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FE9IE2014FE7H16 B

tautological algebra D& 3 M H ¢, Faber conjecture 12DV CId—TKbH 2 FEL 27D TIT D3,
Hi% [\l, #iEl &AL TEIC, Grassmann ZERIE D¢, % L T abelian variety @ moduli D647 6 Bifiz L £
L 7. 4 HI3 B4RM9I2 13 Faber-Zagier relation & 29 D% hH £,

Z DOHNZ, 5ol 2 DDO%ex, MEketoiaEs L 204 LETIC Thurston DIBHERHH £ L7, 20T
WAWAREEEZELI-OTHLUEEEE LET. Thurston DBEHES, % T Ghys F#E L 7D TI 23,

TR ALELDHIBZLETH, I ZOH Y —XTH 2 [BHIC foliation DEizE L7z & EIZ, C?vs C®
T foliation DFFEFHICED D 5D, TIHIVH)KRMENH 2H 2 EBELE L7, SOMELMbbr>T0E
A, ZOHLHEL, 2013 4 9 HiZ GF2013, BI-school, 2D /5 T ZHICBERT 282 L L. SHED
Ghys DE%I331E GF2013 DN 7 v F O & ZIC informal IZ Ghys 2> 6T, 2D & EIEFICT-L D L F
L 7. BI-school TIZBIRT 25i% T 2D T, #MHOPTEBILEI LLID L, FMODOANCHHKELEL
7273, informal IZH WA R LD TREBFETDIIPH F L7z, £E Ghys 282 90 ) KD TE > 2D T,
THIVIHRERH 2 L V) FEEZITOHFHEZLTEBI) LHVET,

Z3UFAA &9 &, Eulerclass &\ 9 bDWH Y £7. y € HA(BDIff °S';Q), S! D & % > LTI
7 FIFHBAR T discrete topology % A7z b D, 4D Q-FR¥ cohomology ##& 2 £ 3. HED 2 43T Ghys 28
i L7z £ 9 lost theorem 13

X =0

INDERTT. BWZED TiE, Thurston 13 2N% 1972 FEZAAL ADEIHTL 2 Ro7 LI T, 2
DFED Roger TA (?) 12k % /= b2HICH>TW2 LI TY. Ghys ldE ) bAITILZNEZHCT, &
WKARDZLTHSDIAMHL LY L ay LR Ebbromw, 20T 1970 FREBELDOHZ L E, Kilk-
TTF#Mz Thurston 2350 F L7z, ZREROBETRFER L o729 TT. SEIEIMOANE iz L T2
DAD Thurston ICFHREZ BV, SELRYNGEER L1 5D TETH, REMIGRFIR, 2221
T, Iforgot the proof. £ FHWTH 7% 9 TT . #F lost theorem &V I HTT, 2ARbLLSRVL, Ihi
JEKD EZARICKELRMEICIZBZZFEAD, C° & C¥ D foliation DFFEFICEDL D 25 &\ ) Blsid
5% L, RMETYT, FIEHEZTO&TH D M ISK L T, DIffy”’M, foliation D RFFED 413
discrete topology % AL E 43, il 21X C*-HiAH T identity D MASE ST Diffy M 13 M 23 closed D54 perfect
2> simple & 9 D% Thurston D KEH TS, L L CO-RDEZEDPS K,

M 7% torus @ & ¥ 2 Hermann 2% perfect 2> simple ZFEHHL £ L7z, ZOH T b bS5 o72D
TTA, Hermann OJXICAEINCHED 72 DD A D KEHE, iterated S '-bundle DHFEIC perfect % FEIA L
F L7, perfect IZBY L TIFEMHTHY & smooth A3—F L T3, ZHLSHIMS b D FHA,

ZnTch o LAVHT O, FEORHRICE £45 1979 F20 6 BHFEITHIFT, Al Bonn I 1 F0F L
7o, ZORIC CO-RDGEIMERD m I LT xy™ #0 ZFEHI L ¥ U 7z, Haefliger A Z D% L7 656%
LIk W EFEDOIT, Geneva IfTE F L7z, 772 % DI Haefliger S A & Thurston D Z DIADFER L 7z
RIS FHA. ZIoWUDIEEIRSTVED, SESSKLOMOTALVERVET,
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X" # 0 DI O HFE A F Thurston DL T, —ROBEHT
PSL(2,R) c Diff*s'

) BRBEDIAANSH D £, ZOHIZ Fuchs #3H D £9, WRilidH £§. 506 Oikamid 1 @721

HIUTR VDT,
I' c PSL(2,R) c Diff*s'!

%7 £, genus2 PL_ED hyperbolic surface DFEARED LI, Fuchs HERBEBH o7 T2 &
Hy(T') € Hy(Diff S ': Z)

ERDET. ZLC WIS T2AMEOWMEE Iy £ 9% &, % unit tangent bundleT;Zr |k IZ 1% Anosov
foliation 23% O £ 9723, ZDIEARET = 71(T\2p) 13

[ = n,(T,Zr) C PSL(2; R)

LHIDAENE T, 2T PSL2;R) - PSL(2,R) i universal covering T3, ##1C Fuchs BEFEBI235H - 7

E¥aE, E5IC - iy
['= 7 (T\Zr) € PSL(2;R) c Diff, §!

IZAY £9, ]ﬁfSl, Z 43 DiffS! @ universal cover T, BRI IE
Diff,S' = {f € DiffR; f(x + 1) = f(x) + 1 for Yx € R}

EEITET.

x> =0 %% lost theorem T4, FADHIBIRYD, > #0 2DhEH D (Z3Ud zero TIEARWL EFRIN T
FTH) XA, RBERTT. 20 C° DEED Y 0 DiEHE 5D 5 sketch L E T2, ¥ C° OHAICHE
U 7z\»>%>, Thurston 23 %# & 2 722 £ 9 k&, PSL(2,R), Fuchs #3—MfEA T SFHIEAHEN Z DT
k-fold cover 2% 2 2 MR £ T, Lie B & L T k-fold cover

pi : PSL(2,R); — PSL(2,R)

Z#EZ DL, ZUL k-fold cover TT A5 PSL(2,R) 231 S! @ k-fold cover IfiE 3. Lo L S D k-fold
cover I S! TTH 5 PSL2,R); 1 Diff*ST ICAD 3. WUAICAD ET. Zo#EW, k=2THEZLDL,
PSL(2,R); = SL2,R) 232 ZIZAB A D J5i%, SL2,R) IZMALC RZ ICEE ET26, MEOESICHE F
§. k-fold covering 2 EAEAMS ETNTHEFE TV, TNHRVOIFEBRWIIZAREOFS T, 22T

amalgamated product
PSL(2,R) #psocor) PSL(2,R) *pso@ar) PSL(2,R)2 % -+ — Diff, S!
Thurston Z ZN%EEZE L7/, Z2ICT £ Fuchs #NH o7 & Fi,
| 0 AP TR
& HT & T2 ? homology 73 Diff*S! @ 2 It homology DR D %51

{[T € Hz(Diﬁ'f:’ESl;Q);n =1,2,--}
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ZEDET. QFBETEAET. X522 1UF closed TI 23, i ko foliated S '-bundle T, foliation TL»
) EHBILICHIGT ZHIEND §' T cut LT% Z_ET linear foliation (272> T3 b D% E-> T, relative
cycle T¥Ha. k% k" L —MEDTHIC K 5T, linear foliation (&Hi 7% 2 MLZITTT 2, WAWVWAERT S
HBTESL, WAWALFF-TERL L EIZ, ZNIEEEE L TERHATL %25, Euler class DIz, RARED
Godbillon-Vey class O fiber #77, Z 1LA3SEMHTHYICEEICHE) < & > 9 F %2 Thurston (FFEHIL £ L 72,

X" #0 v R,

[F4] € Hy(Dift’s ' Q).

ZZIWADFET, IRELELEDBHRESDH D F LA, REFELEIL Gysin sequence %\ A0 A T & il
bNFE L%, ZOUBAEMIICETE £, Gysin sequence DHT 2 RJT cycle 23H o7 & T 5 & Z D total
space (% 3 RILD cycle 215, 2D 3 Rt cycle % [[}] T

ZNTCOJT Y™ 0 EVWIHIFADIIHIE, E9 o Twdh e &, Fuchs # T 3% > 7 & &1 foliated
S1-bundle D&% %% 2T, k-fold cover, k*-cover %% 2 % &,

(T3] € Hy(BDIff.’S ' Q)
ED, KAV ML v L, THDREDIRS vector space
Qwlin=1,2,-) C HyBDIft-’S'; Q)

BAHADOTHEMERD FTH, ThzE2 2L, C-RDLEE, ZORLVBERIILE E VI FETT.
covering & L T foliation & L TIZHIZ pull-back, BT ~DER & L TEHMAE»ICE->TWwL, 91 KLES
HIEFRLTOETD, REZHEHIZTE T ER A, D vector space 28 C*-fkD L EHWRKITL, Nz
72 DI > 72 DD Thurston @ 241 H KETY . Thurston IF{EE D closed manifold TREHA L £ L 72285, 41
S'DGEREIEZET.

Theorem 3.11 (Thurston). BDIf."S' x S — BI™ & adjoint map
BDIfS" — ABF®
PEEDIRELT homology R,

BDIff £ IR H D £ 728, 4 S! D84 Diff,S! 3 universal cover & [f] U127 2 O C Diff,S! 1%
7.
%2995 EZ5EFD3RIGhomology #. T 206 Ty #1E2 &\ 9 #ED HEFIHY
¢ - Diff*?s ! — Diff*’s!

WH->T, i |
(pef) ) = . f(kx)

CHUFHIZ R O 1 @ diffeomorphism T 23, k59 2% L) MHPEIco R EERL £, HOHS
DHFA~D, self-similar, telescope D & 9 7 H DK T, # 9 29 operation gy 3H S HIFTT, Z L T5HIF

I« ® homology class % 3
(Tk] = (o)D),
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CHOVIHEPLPVET. b 1l g 2T ETe PHTEET. g BEAEANILLTWLL
BT, MURETT A5 injective TT 23, orbit 2VFRXIG. % DFEHIE Thurston D Z DEE Z flivs £ 7,
homology [FIfE T3 2 & 4 flc 4T > CEEA T US43, Afilicir< & ST - ST D k-fold cover 2535E T %
GRS H D £9. T free loop space T 225, BIY, JHUFHGERE 2 ZE/M TS, ZhaiCcofo & &
ICHifE L 3, C® MRCIFBLERS & v ) kD 2.8, Z4ud Mather OEFET, FHICHUERE 220 5f5IC 4 D
£7.

g S! % st — BIY.

BT 5L, TNDRATH-7-L LT free loop space L1 H % HIA 7% operation. ZHUIERDPSIZEAL
HH 5 %>C, homotopy #l< reduce L 7207 TTD, ¥y 25353 % homology #D H MR, ZNdMIZ7: 55>
%59 % &, Sullivan @ minimal model B @ loop space it T homotopy I (X fEi# T, Znzd L —#
{L L 7= free loop space 12 & % H#R 7 operation @ homology D HE MM, ZhZFHET % &, Zid BT, 23
HFE T 512, LD X D free space LD Z @ operator % orbit 2T D cycle 15 L THRRKIGTH > T, i
DAL % homology #ED H AN, Z AW ALATRECIEAEL k DRFZE W) HEZFHL £, U
BIRXICICINE 5T, Gysin sequence

= H,Dift**s ) X mifieds) b By DI’ ) - HyDiff*s') -

DBHoT, 2IVIFRRICTNE ST EHDH DL, L2b kDRI TTNS, 20 1 RiEA%#41C
KT % L u T zero 12T b DV TE 5. van der Monde DITFIADMREBUICHTE FT. 23R Y
zero 27 % EWBDTEY, ulc X Bf7&MmEZ>ED cycle Tzero TRVLLDW A fFICR>TWVRE ET 3
&, Euler class (%2 § T, k-fold cover ZH{> T\ % $%°5, multi-section 3% >TH £ { \»>C, zero 72
FE Y EDcup B TIT> T zero TS, 1 DHIDGHKS. 4 KT cycle BWH > T, x £ D cup HiD3, -
= cycle T Euler class & Kronecker % > T zero Tid 7\, o T x? Tzero TIE7ZA\, I DT
I EA EARRDORNEETHATEE T, ZNTEEDRF T zero Tl >,

NI 22 54, Lol 3., Co-o & = BT 1& Haefliger group H @ K(r, 1)-space,
BT, = BTy = K(H,1) 1272 1), H I3 Haefliger BE  WHZH, HUIES & 2 A AR 0T JWBHCAD 5
free loop space H&IZH D 94, #HAETIEH D FHA. ZNT Hy »5%E 9 25 Thurston DEIILK D 3772 %
WDTEA, ZHTYH injection &\ ) AIEEMEIZH D £ 9. injection 72 & F 5 & operator 13&H 5 L, FEEHTHY
T orbit 2YFRRIG £ W29 F)3 Thurston DEMZ #4572\ > T, ¥ 72 minimal model & i 22\ > THEH T &
UL, x> # 0 DFHDAEEMEDSH %, Fuchs BED covering ZHo 72 & F2 y® 23 zero 77 &, ¥ o &%
LTh zero TEHBRWERBSTOE LADT, £ Ghys A EZDFHTHR > & ZIZ, %L Thurston 5% 9
ok, tHOTU2KDL, ZN6T2LRICR>TVET, bLy D3 zero X ETHE, ZDiE
MO EZLDMERECIZ A D T, A 1 KIS AT, SOMEMPRD R eob, FEEER 2 v
bHTLS 2HTTD, b LAAGRRMEMNEA LT 5L, 2D secondary class VBN E T, y>=07%¢3
RICICHNE T, )P =072 2L 5RI0IC CO-MLTIIFEL e\, EMHTIYZ exotic class 238t E 3. i
UL TH Ghys 29 I RELERTHY LiF7DT, HHZED TV S EHVET,

Z Z 5 5 A8, tautological algebra 12 A D 7,

R (M) » R (M)

topology D 32350 5 R*(M,) I3 BB HEIRED tautological algebra T . T3 e, er,--- THEEIN S
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H*(M,;Q) @ subalgebra TJ, R*(M,) 1 ki, k2,--- TEKI 15 moduli %[ D Chow algebra A*(M,) D
subalgebra T, Zob LicH D T,

Faber P E VI D, ZHUTOWTHIE], AI4AEEPL>TEF L. PRIZ3ZDH2DTTD, 1 Fxtk
¥ TH# - 7 Gorenstein conjecture, Z 1LIE AJ#ABR D 3785 Tld, Gorenstein conjecture & > 9 DU, tautological
algeba 23% 2 JERIC K OHE A R o 2 WHEB & v 9 FTT Y, 4 topology D25 TH A I1E Poincaré duality
DR LOTHABRTY, HA BB EAEFMBEE > T Xt BuEd, ZoMoBR@ERTY, Jhuco
W TiE Faber 28U Z LT E 9. S HDOFEBTH % Faber-Zagier relation. LA HL D 72 & FZ-relation
EWEONE T, 24U Faber & Zagier 32 L 2 FRTT. 29\ relation BH B7259H &, 34 4ERTET
X FACL 723, Z4iX Pandharipande-Pixton @ 2 A2SREHHL £ L7z, Sl U3 EETYT, ZnizEHw»
J relation 2> &\ EIEFICHD DI WD TTY, ShoHOTAET, HNEWVWIDIZZDbr DIzl »
relation 2% topology D235 6 W5 &, WHEB LN Y DDH 2 L) Dy, ZHFHHIA, wRIALLETH L
BT TCEAFLEOEAPP LEATEE L, 29 0) BT

% 3" Notation > 565 9 &

P ={p1, p3. p4. Ps> P1. P9, - -}

ZME L £9. Pontrjagin class A7\ TT 23, p; IZEBTT. 20%L T, 508%LT, 8»3%LT, ZTHw
AEH pi Tildmod3 T2UNDLDi+#2mod3. TNEEZET,

3 L0 DIF—FM D Johnson HEHR Torelli #£9 able {LICHTE 72 ASH @ 3 IRIGT 2 & AR T
WETD, L ULARERMAMICE 2 3 BHT 2008 T LHIE-ED LERA. INEHoTr £ 3
DEREZZT, ROXIICHRNTERBL FT. 20U n) L

S, S 6D G _6i+1
(//(I,P)—;IPSI (3 )|(2])| Z p3l+12(3])'(21)'6j_1t

1 D32 tautological algebra O relation % 5-2 % & ZIZKETY . double factorial A7\ 7% b DS—HRHHT
Z £ 7. double factorial I3 linear chord diagrma DfEZE L THTK 2HAIWCESTHERLADDDTT,
PRI mod 3 T O DEATT. mod3 T1OWIPHATT, CD6j+1,6j—1 EvIDHEL S
LOBIBTETOET. FIOI 5D oL0nbDnHebIITTY, THI0HIbOEHELET. HL

WBEBIZ LS Tpy=11CLET,

RICC(o) EVIHIDBDZABLET. 2D o LI DD E v &, 4 partition. HIDOFET W) &
Young KT, partition, ¥ A A& [o] TEL £, partition &9 & X 1,2,3,4,--- &L F T2,
S DE6 parts 1Zmod3 T2 DL DIFFI R, TTLLEEMIIZEIFT 20 L0 L, HEHONHED
FBUHTL 2

o = (1713747 ),

ZDEEBRNITTTD, log ZHL-> T

logW(r.2) = ) i CHoNB”

o r=0
AT log 2> T, BB L THTE 2 b D2 RN THE LT, KTFDOPIC o B> Tw 201

03 04

| _pl pg Py
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BT 2 BT OIREL, T Cu(o) DEFETT. log TIEBIL 72 & XD,

y = Z i C ()P

o r=0
K, V& Mumford @ «k-class. y, 2N HRWICHER ORI TT, TIHERLT, ZOLATHLIHIMEL IS bhrok
7% h 9. Faber Z\AWALGHEEZENRL ET, genus VNI WE I A5, LA EA relation % /o)
L7, 20T Zagier Lifian%z L £ L7, Zagier IZIERE & D BGERN 2 EEOBEOCATT 26, I
BRTTA, TIHIVIHIEICE & DB L relation 23 5, mA&HI% Faber-Zagier relation, & 7> 7 D72 L Hw»
7.

7 exp M- T, log ZHl>Texp TTH 56, HEEERTILICRS DT TTD,

[exp(=y)]rpr = 0 € R'(M,).

[exp(—y)] ZTEANICEBHL T, 21D P D, ZOWMI%2FLEDSE k725D monomial 127D 5. =
N r XD Chow algebra R"(M,) D H1C, cohomology MIZ % H*(Mg;Q) DT, zero 7259 L9 DB
Faber-Zagier relation T3, fJERTH, H2 L EMELS Do RICHR ST, 2,3 HiE-> TAR S LIEREN
2o lE Db ok, ZARELOLDTT, I Tzero IChRBEMDH N 7. AEHELSKMETT.

g—1+lo|<3r, g=r+|ol+ 1 mod2.

genus 2MEE, EHET 1 DRI TH U relation 23T E £ 3. faf#Lic L TH Z 4143 Faber-Zagier relation & \»
ISDTY, I->EF 7% X I, 2010 4EIC Pandharipande-Pixton %5 relation TH 2 FHEFAHL £ L2, T
DIl relation H3&R 7\, 2D 3r @ 3 (% Harer stability ® 3 TY., Bi792 &L § TZNLDREVHT
relation 127 D £9. Z 9> monomial \& FDJiE zero TldZ\>, H L6 HTL %, Z 4 stability 2%
HDBHDT,

Faber P48 13 1993 I P E L TRIBI N FE L%, Faber HHFHR L T o T, 2010 FEIC—FH L »
Gorenstein conjecture 13 g =23 ETOK THB Z EZFEHL £ L 7.

Z O 5 Faber % Pandharipande 23\ A WAEHZ LT g =24 TELHENRI > T3, Zhzllsk
DIZ, brob—MEmEPHHTEFELADT, BHRNIZE H v relation 3B 22>, FTHETH, —/fh
VLA 72 3785 TRD D> relation ZFEH L £ L 7223, FZ relation & DEBEDOWIGIE 2 DDRIIL 5w L ob
o TVERA, i1z LT relation % topology DH2> 5, Riemann [ family 3% % & Jacobi Zikfk
@ family 23% - T Jacobi ZHf{AD 12 1d symplectic form 23> T, ZN%2HEFICT B & zero 1T D &
T. ZDOXF% pullback LT, fiber #47 L T relation Z{HL 5. 9 12, RIGRIVIEDL S VWA NVEP 5
TeblF T, 29959 % 5%, —JiLooijenga & Faber D s 5

R*(Mg):{o, (+>2g - 4)
Q (x=2¢-4)
TIDStopld«=2g-41ZRDET,
BHAEIZ R (M) 12 g=2D EEO0RITOFD Q THWICAD £
g=3DEEEIRLHELI L, 0RIBIE Q. 2 KIBIE Q T ey BEKL TWT ¢ = 0.
g=41C4% L, 0RIGIF Q, EHITIE 1. 2 RILIF Q, ZERITIE €. 4 RIGIF Q, genus 4 THID T ef & ey D
12 relation 23SHH T & C,



Z 99 relation 23H T & T kI zero.
g=5DEEIFOXILIF Q, AL 1. 2 RIGIE Q, ZERITIE €. 4 KILIE Q, 3 & e DIAIC relation H3HIT
EE

5
e = —7—26%
Z 9\ ) Bk #3372 relation ST E X T,
I 51T 6 RILIX Q, relation 2%
[
e =S pe

72 DR KE VT T, abelian variety O moduli D354 13 relation ZIEF I TL 2, REUZ 1 &2 2T
L 72%%, Riemann [H® moduli ® & ZF E genus 2V E W & ETH relation 2MEHEIC 2D 7,

g=6DL I, ORI Q EFILIX 1. 2 KT Q, EHILIE e, 4 KTTIE QF, & 2 THIHT 2 KILIc
DET. BKILIE e, €l, LTT, 6 RIGIE Q,

5
e3 = mei, 127e? =2304¢;e5.
PE->T1XRIWIGEBLL £9. 8 Xtk Q,
eq = > e, 368642 = 11364
T 7372870 2 I

EoT e} DAA 7 —f512% D £ 3, relation 2327 W EMTH 20O ) £,

Faber (374 & & > TREHA % 5 T, intersection %% 2 £ 9. tautological algebra D29 monomial @
intersection ZH{ % & zero & \» ) Aid & relation 23T E T, ZNZ2HA TV >T, Zagier SA L 5T
C Faber-Zagier relation (272 ) % L 7z,

b9 1 OWS AR L AR CBE, FPEHSH D £ T, relation 4% genus O § ¥ TIEH F D relation 23721

&) HT,
I=3k-g-1.

INTkEIZERLET. LIV AREHTYT. 4L k DT relation Z {19, relation 28T % kT
T, R*M) D kT, RECGEMNICE Lk TT. =02 0IiFlE g=3k-1DEBELTVE LWV HT,
I=1 W) HFg=3k-2DF2L T2 LWVH)HETT, UTFEE. .. TY. genus 233k % Tl relation 23
72\ &0 9 DY Harer stability T9. g =3k— 1,/ =0 THIO T relation BSHFE T, [=1D L ZITHXDBHT
EC [=20LEbMET. ZNUIFLFPRLDOTT DY, Faber-Zagier D TP E VI DL, a(l) L) DEE

BLET.
a(l) := number of relations in Rk(Mg)(—» RZk(Mg))

EEFELET, HL gl3REW, Zhddg &L DIT stabilize THEWIDWTFHICA->TVRET, ZHUdZE
EEHHI N T ERA,

S5 S I ZDFPMIZO T, Gorenstein PHEZRE L 79 AT, BEAAWNLHELZ L TWEIbIFTTH,
[=0256 15 FTCEHOTEEET.

/0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
al) 1 1 2 3 5 6 10 13 18 24 33 41 56 71 91 115
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D J7 & Faber-Zagier T, [ =9 ¥ T Faber-Zagier Diii XIZEWTH Y 3, FRLEPHTEET,
ZOXRI=10H6 14 £TEHHEL 7DD Liu-Xu TT.

—J, BOoDTFEPELWET 2L, a() DMEIFMAAAOEINICEIRETE E T, [= 1525822 0TEA
IADTO T T L%ESTCEHEL £ L7, fA7251d Macky program & MEACTWE T, 7+ program 25H3K %
PIEHETEVET, (=70 6VETEHoLWIHIHICEHHETEE T, FHETEZLVLIDRIFHMIEL L
ELZBATY, stabilize LTLbZN03H 2B THEIT S L LAGETY. H5T, N0 Faber-Zagier
FHTTD, stabilize L TINHIHIN T EEAD,

a(l) = number of partitions of / in parts of form {1,2,3,4,6,7,9, -}

Young EDBUCHIBRDSH - T, S->F1F 22N LELED, 21 3ANS, 2DAH =2mod3 2,550
I %\, 29 9 partition DA ) EFRL T, FEEEZN D relation #2525, [=11, 23 g=24
T, TIETIELWHZIHLT, ZI056%I38AKI AL stabilize T2 &\ 9 FEHIRDO A7 Young
MiZEwIiFizvins L, program ZED £ L 7%, EDL SWE->TWL A, relation IZBIFR L £ 9. partitions
DED S parts B VD TS TR DTID, ENL 5 WS D023, partition TV & parts THR VD3
353D 1, partition TV EZARICIFMS BV EPHRINE T, 29 TEASTPRIIKLT, 1=5045
WTTHD 12D T, Z2HUILMFHE% modulo L THFETT S, HTL 3 relation 23 partition & h A7z
W, EEINICES S TWEET, 212520 TT. g=24 DL ZICEIWIHFEARMBIEI > T3
DEFALET. £
R*2(Ma4) = Q.

Z 4% Faber & Looijenga D53 T . Poincaré duality T RY(Myg) 25T EEAFICAED £, ROMy) &
RZ(May) 25 cup B TRBD &> 9 DBFHTT,

a3k — g — 1) = p(k) — dim R* (M)

INZEaDERLETZE aDHIRINLETHITZ LI DEFFHRTT., MICHIRENAWTa ZEET
2L TRTT. ROMy) OXRICIE, FRBIELWVWETZEL=10T
dimR'*(Ma4) = p(19) — a(5)
=42-6=36
36 ZunI PRI NT, FBR Faber-Zagier relation THIT < 3 6 D relation 25— T 36 KILIC 75 5 Hi
IEL .
—HTZOMBELER2T71EE D 5D,
dimR2(Mag) = p(12) — a(11)
=77 -4l
=36
TEPoETHES7ATT. ZHTOK KL, Pandharipande & Faber (& BRI relation #3115 T 2% & 9
FLATH I THDIZ, ML E 72D L ) &, Faber-Zagier relation TZ ) W) TL 2D TT25, 1 X
MW E) 3o o, 41 XIL, —XKMIPFRINTOE LR, L 242, EELZHAEDOERT S
ORI EFHEZ T 5 L A0 RG> 7z, L) HTHPELREBRI > T 5, 4 FHOHETT,
HiElA LERICH E L7228, Moy 205 general type &\ 9 HAAE D £9°. 243 Harris-Mumford T, #
99 HYBRT % 2> £ 9 2013 Pandharipande, Faber I3 0T WLOTTR, WTFHUILTH I 90 s
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BIoTWET., 20056 23 4EFE> TS0 TT. Faber-Zagier relation & relation @ system T 75%, —
JiT IS Faber 13U relation Z2H > TWET, THIHRLT, g=24 DL E, BRHIDFwITIFHF
THH 95, 1000 < 5\ relation ZFf>TWET, 300 < 5\ id check LT% 22513871 L\ relation (%
HTIR0HZEPDOTVWET, ZND6 2HE(50E2TRET, ED(SLEATWI2bRD XA
2, Za2—AlBH>THREVDT, BOhoTuRnaeBnEd,

4 2 DDYRALE I D>, Faber V4, Gorenstein TRIIAEGRMIICIE L v, Z DEA1E relation 22755
Tz, 9 1 >omHEME, RBEGEMIICIEIE 5127 FLTWwW5 X9 T2, Gorenstein conjecture
FIEL < v, 2Bl Erelation 3727259, Z2LTH I 1 DOWEEN:, Gorenstein conjecture 231E L 1}

iz,
RE (M) —» R* (M)

FRBTY A, EiFINDFBTIEZAR, L L cohomology FIIZ I relation 236 5. T D5 topologist I1Z
& > Tk chance &1} T9 2%, cohomology T L relation 3% - T, % #1i% Chow algebra Tl relation T
137\, WA WA variation 238 5 139CT. FNADHR G DT T,

ZAUSHIAAN 7 approach Z L & 9 £V ) D2 ORITHMAL T, EH)0IHIBKLESwET L, 2
PUIHTP DAL DITT, tautological algebra % graph % ffi> CTHWEI A L DLFICED £ 9.

QIT;T € GI/W Zgapy Qle, er,e2, -]

Z UL 72 trivalent graph DA KT 2 LIS, 242 H B Whitehead relation W % AdtE L7, T4z
FRTH 2 FORMEEDO AT 2 LHEARET, Z41id once-punctured DEFETT . closed RIFE TV I &
Jifk 72 trivalent graph without loops 4k Gy DAL T %

QI e gl/w Zstably Qler,ez,---1

Z #1113 Garoufalidis-Nakamura DfEHETZ ) 4D ¢, REGwRICE IR E I Lhrh )L, Thnb i
exterior algebra T&% > T, Johnson ® Torelli #£ able {t AH @ Grassmann fRE(D Sp-AZ part. 41 & [

SN )
(NANH)Y = QIT;T € GI/W =y Qle,er,ea, - 1.

Z 1% once-punctured O Torelli #£ able (L TT 5, TDHTE ) &,
(A" (A*H/wo A H)?? = QIT;T € Gl/W =gy Qler, ez, 1.

CNDNEI A L OEFHTT . graph & symmetric module @ Sp-1Z% part & D [FLY,

T, ZNOBAER LI L\ OHIETT . stable 121X 2 11D generator 23T 20T 23, £
CIBREL £ 9. Z2hz, BARMICEAMERBOBMIZERTEZAZ 2 LICLT, £913Z2D LICH 5 tensor
B (HEYSP CiRbE R E T, 22T H = Hi(Z;Q) T Sp(2g,Q) @ fundamental representation T3, graph
IZEC &, SpAZERDDENES &) DI, Hermann Weyl 1Sl 2 DT A, 2k HOTESE DS 2 HEA
T pairing 5%, ZN2RTK, %I\ 9 bD% linear chord diagram & WO E L7, ZNZHEE L T 5 vector

space, Z 4L & [AHNC 2 ) £,
(H®2k)Sp ~ QZ)I(Zk)

HIE XM D 20 &9 & 2k % pairing THEHTTH 6, Qk-DIN Ik FT. ZapEHEICE>TW
<, MJ5E b symmetric group 23EF L £ 9725, Z O/EHIZEI L T anti-isomorphism 127 H £ 97, anti & \»
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9 D%, chord diagram D7 & & E Z 8\ THRICE E £ 953, tensor DT TIRME 2T 5 L
intersection number 23-1 127 D 325, sign & L THTEE T, WHBoRIE UCKFER, —F, HE*
1213 symmetric bilinear form 3% ) £9. % #d intersection number u % 2k f#I~ T,

#®2k . H®2k ®H®2k N Q
— — ®2k
U=U QU QUy, V=V ®Vy: - Qv € H

AN bDNH o7 & ZIZ, JHFEFIC intersection number % AL T,
2%
H*QH 5 u®@v=(u1 Qup+ @) @ (v @ vy -+ - ® Vo) > l_l,u(ui,v,-)EQ
i=1

w X EEME D D 356, Z4UF symmetric bilinear form 127 ) 3. b2 HE 2k (HEF)SP, u®) 11l
FR9 % & 248 positive definite 1272 D £9°, 7255 THUXEIE vector space 1272 D TN E, ZziLE
WKL TEZDRT 2L E ) Rbh v L,

(H®2k)5p — é f
A=[Ay, ] |A=k,h<g

Z 2T G-module & LTl
Uy = L4045 - 3,4,] = P,

even type DNFREEDOREL L FRITY. KD H 2 D CTHER DML 72 & EFEGHIZE D 7% %55, eigen value 1&
Young X% box IZBHL T

= 1_[ (2 — 2sp + 1)
b:box of A

ERDET. 22T 13 b XD D box D number, £, 13 b X ) D box DETT,

Bl FET. A=[2] D& E, 2% =[22] TI#Z Whitehead move IZXJG L £ 3. graph T E T & (8%
7 L 4 )-(theta curve) T, Z#Lid me WHIBELTWE LR, 20 2eQg+ 1), INMAZEEKT 2D
L o5 6 o e TTH, [22] IHG T 3 EA{E72 - il T3 4.

= 2g(2g + 1).
RIZA=[11 DL &, 5JEIF exterior algebra 1272 > T 2° = [14], B {2
Ha=28(2g - 1).
RO TPBE R ED £7. BOFITW L DITBLHRE D £9A. [EHMEDHET % & tensor & LT
(HZ) = R(M)

WCEHBH D ET. gBITERTHT 2L, BLAITOEINS 55 LRMEBRE £T. 20 IZEHfEIC
£ oT, [l zero L WHIETERI Y £ 9. BN Z % L EAHE zero 127 % 1T relation 25 F 9. 2D
relation Z RPGwZz > TZN2FH TP S &, Faber-Zagier relation 2R A TE 7, LFWVAVHTTR, A
ATCELDPRIEVHIFITT,

MElCd 2 1 Tl Z 2581L, 1=0,g=3k—-1 DL E, ZNd5] E Faber-Zagier D— &I D relation
ERRIC—BLTVET, ZOXETcheck LE L7, ZORIEI 2 g =3k-2 TDIRIL, Rb7ERIC—HK
LTWET, HLERIC T3 L 0T, 2k RONFHEEDRE & Faber-Zagier @ relation, 2 & H 13 B4
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—HLTWEEIHIICRZET. FXb2oRV, Eh 6T ) LIBNITH T %53 Faber-Zagier relation D
BLOLw, TH—XitEIOLNERA, DD EHA, &> FD Gorenstein conjecture 231E L V22> E 9 2>
Kb HIFTY,

1 FEIN LRI DO ETIIEIZZ DT, g=24 DL ZIZH L\ relation RO ZHTT, 1 FIN
L { WA TS Faber-Zagier relation DHNZEHIZ TS24 9 LE->TwET, U dhilETHIERY
ULt bsrd LEEAD, L LitERIBEZEATER, $iKS A D program TH KZETT, &
AP ERWET,

—BIRPIDFRITR S £ oI HRDFE WALSL, WALAMEIZIRILD D £ T28, EBHTHZRIRE C°
DHEFLDY cohomology FIICFI U 2> &9 22, BIFRALZFI->TT 3w, BRAFLEZTVE T, SiFELA
Y524 c T % ) TF. Fuchs BET relation % Ho 13 7\ & W13 7, % Fucks BET PSL(2,R), SL2,R) i
Diff*S! I2 A D £9. DiffYS! I21d 2415 % rotation DT 1} T amalgamated product ZH{ > 7 b DA 5 D
TR, EEWICIEZ ) TTBHEHS LR TIEH Y £ A. hyperbolic element ZH( % &, fEfRE T
2 MEERDYH D £9. double cover UL % & 4 fl. parabolic element 72 & 1 5i, double cover Z % & 2
A, dynamical (213 4PKE 9 . rotation (F—3 L £ 925, ZNDIHCBIRDH 5 L 135 2 #Ev>. amalgamated
product ZH{> T\» < &, homology IZIZRILIZ EDS o Ty, C®° TP I > Twah i wn) &, f
HiCld 7\ relation 23T E T, 4 KI0D cycle BHTET VB, (2 £0. 2909 b DPBFEMBITICH 2 D,
smooth T HAMICIZEN T E A, | DT EMAEIZHREL L CTld Thompson #f, 11 picewise linear
7% ST OFMBETY. 4% Ghys-Sergiescue 23, MK L 55756825 TL & 9%, JLA piecewise linear
7% ST OFETT DY, ADH%E smooth 12 LT Diff* S IcHdIAARE L 7-.

Thompson #£D cohomology (£ 7> TWT, —2I% Euler class, 9 —2iZ discrete Godbillon-Vey, Z 119D
AT 5 S TARELT relation (& 2 D% HHF 72 & zero. H#A7% Euler class (& Euler class 1217 { . Thompson #f
@ cohomology (Zfi[FE L TH zero TlX72\ DT, Euler class (Zfi[FE L TH zero TR WEMIHHTE 7.
1985 FFEHDIEHETT. —TANKD Godbillon-Vey i3 discrete Godbillon-Vey IZf7{ 22 &9 &, %9 Tldk
(A TL Z\, Bulerclass ZI 4 &5 5. Ghys I 2D %E C° % C IR OP ERVTAEL
7o, HIFEICZ U TE R, EEbNE L, MBITHIICIE global IHEDH D £7. EIHICdb D FHA,
—ODWFEAEWIELZDTL X 9, CO-KT HDIADE E LS, TH Thurston 251E L FIUEHRZ W, L
IEL V&9 3 & transverse holomorphic foliation IZHf % JAA C Bott vanishing Zffi9 < 5 W L2Fidm v EE
WET,

R IZH 9 —D27 1) Thurston IR L T, Thurston D% D J5 D 1T Benson Farb &9 A2 E §,
Notice 12 2 &dFH 2 EF T, Thurston DA 328, BOHPHSGOEZ R EEZFHTCVET, 2
DXFEDOHT—DHIRINZE > 72 DIF, HOEFAEIZRIING%, Z DT Thurston 23K > T 2 31%,
FTIXEHITFEHT 2L, PHZEBXRZ2Y, 2909 H56025DT 2L L TCZDRMESTFEZE>H
D372\ D S Thurston 72 &, ZHTEWH T DA, hyperbolic 3-manifold i finite cover ZH(% & S! L@ fiber
bundle 2% %, WIDIEZABDETL &9, EWIHEU TLA, Thurston b L IFZFTwiv, H 3K,
5 virtual fibration P EWPIEN S K )14 ->C, fREFEHSINE L7, ZRDELVEVLIHIETZH->TH, Z
NP EES e F 2B o2 FHE BV ER/R ) EFHOTHD T, 2995 & 2D Euler class D 3 3 zero
EVI) ZEBHRBIEL L EWL) ZEICHRZDTLEI?. WTFRIZLTY, REXIATY—TYT.

SEIFZITEBLEWICLET.
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