Acc Wi E L-SA 73 — %

i H R

Lusternik-Schnirelmann 77 2 — (&L CTL-S A7 3V —) &, ZHAE LD smooth 7 FZEI%L
D critical /stationary points DEED FNR%Z 5 -2 5 HA% L L T, Lusternik & Schnirelmann [84] IZ
EoTI9UFICERINFEFE—ALRTH S, 2
ZLSHTIE, HEDERLD 1045w (=8 Nn)
ECTED BRI Z TETWV S, ZREbr) &, BA
BE1DSIROID 00 6H0 20 L volaB0Iichi b,
AFICBOTUIERLE N L-S AT 3 —% TL-S DA
EPRZLICT 5, INSDALERIE, BTHERNZERKD
5D L ThER SN, EHo TEMES
ZRTEER D,

0 MR\ ES

FIRE 0.1 BAZHER M LD smooth function f: M — R @ critical points 3. F/NR, Vo2l
D2HBHTHHA)MN?

ZORYEE Crit(M) TRTZ LT 5, LI HITID critical points 12 TIFRI, w5
tha M mz 7286, LORMBEIERD X H 12T 5,

FIRE 0.2 EAZ AL M LD Morse function f: M — R @ critical points 12, B/NR, Vo 7znunl
D2HHTHHA)MN?

Morse function 7 & ¥ critical points (3 F)VRICHIG L, fiE>TZDFRE b E—imiZ TR E
L Tl M DRI R T DORUR DB DIN)IET 5, Lo LIRDICHER7 X 9 7%, critical points TD
Hessian OR(LD3H D 15 2 RPLTIE, KDL T 5,

EHE 0.3 (Takens 1968 [126]) ALk M 120 L Crit(M) < Dim(M)+1 2529 %,



ZDYG13T L A embedded closed balls (2 X 2 EOMEUCHIET 2 £ ) TH 5, S THEKGE
M iE, W 7ol dD embedded closed balls TEHWRE S5 THA ) 0?  ZDmAE % Ball(M)
TET L, [126) DIEHD S RDOAEXDE SN D,

EE 0.4 ([126]) BAZERAE M 12X L Ball(M) < Crit(M) < Dim(M)+1 238325 %,

EE 0.5 HUREIATRE 2 compact 22 X OBURFENL, o 7o WO W 2 B R TEH LR

(BB THAIDN? ZORDEDS 1 %250 % gCat(X) TET, INbHALRETH 2D
DA E P E—ARETIE WKMo/ Th 2,

Brittenham [15] 1 X 413 1930 %471, J. H. C. Whitehead (% S% 124 € b ¥ —[AlfifiZs 3 XI0bH%
KRR M > 5 — %2 BR\ 7258 D 23 contractible open submanifold & 7 1), Z#1A3open ball & [FMHTH
% Z &%z 2 LT, Poincaré PREDFEIC R 2 5HE 2 V2 Tz, BIFEITIZ ZHUIRBL | contractible
open manifold T& - T open ball & [FAH TRV DBFET 2 Z LA J. H. C. Whitehead HH I
Lo THRREINL, (—HTIE7% < embedded open disk % M 2> 5D BT IE, 780 13 2 XocEkmE
RSO D 3RILDOMie 2 v 87 MRk E 2 %,)

K Iz & LT, Morse function @ critical values 122\ T DX DEDIZET 5115,

FIRE 0.6 PHZKEIE M LD Morse function f: M — R D critical values DIEE v(f) 1X. &R,
WOV DHBETHA)N?

ZDRAH % CV(M) TR LICT 5, THUIFERICEETRER N> POV OFHDMHS 270 £ v )
fEE LCTIRABET I ETE S, 2OLIICHEZALGAE, MEFARICRDENLT 22 L3305,

EE 0.7 PSR M I L CV(M) < Dim(M)+1 2SHALT %,
FHl1E  LSHATITVH
1 Lusternik & Schnirelmann O¥Efcs

1.1 HHPNEBEES

S TR gCat(—) ZHE FE—AZRE L7 DD Lusternik & Schnirelmann D7z 6 T
b5 ETROFEZMET 5, MHZEM X OWTHES AlZ, Z0UEGHR I A — X WEET
fR1Z homotopic TH % & ¥ categorical (JHHY) EMENS, ZoBE&Z ThliE, o DI

52 LT, ROAEEDPFEON S,



E# 1.1 (Lusternik-Schnirelmann [84]) PAZARIE M 1, o> 7c WO A PR EG TE Y
REEDETHAID? ZOERDPEDS 1 250 % cat(M) TR,

R. Fox [37] Ic X tUZ, PHZHRE M @ Lusternik-Schnirelmann O cat (M) DEFICE T, TPHE
H % THES) KESHZTH, H3Eb o4\, 512 G. W. Whitehead [138, 139], Berstein-
Canea [9] 12 X4UE, ZHA M IR L CTE L-S D0 EZICE T, THES) 2 TAREHEN
homotopy #ERIEE 2 Fi> (=NDR) PG, ICESZHA T, HIZEDLS K\, & I A2MNA
NDR &G A SN T3 0EE R iy - A — X ® null-homotopy 13, HEEK 1y : X - X 24
LT, AZEIICHETER ry 0 X — X, ra(A) = {x} 12T % homotopy IZIEEI NS, fit->
Tm+1 KOS NDREASEAIC L > T X 23 b s & &, LOHRE I 117 homotopy % iR %
ZETmHl ERAGH A X - [[" X % Tfat wedges &MFIZNZIEH2EM [ X =
{(x0, @1, eyt |Fistoaz; = +} C [[™ X ICHMET % homotopy 2F 501 %, 2 I TAMTIX, &

T F Ui CHRYEN 2R DOERZL-SOMDOERE L TERHT 5 ¢

EE 1.2 (G. W. Whitehead [138, 139)])

- ) m+1 . m—+1
cat(X) = Min {m >0 The m+1-fold diagonal map A X =] X}

is conpressible into [["7' X C [[™ X

(ZDTINX) = {(w0, 1y ooy ) | Fss = # 1 1E T fat wedgey 72 & EWFIZIND)

EIE 1.3 (L-S [84], Takens [126], James [71], Whitehead [139])
(1) BASRER MK L CROARERXDELT 5 ¢

cat(M)+1 < gCat(M)+1 < Ball(M) < Crit(M) < Dim(M) + 1

(2) CWHHE X 1IN L TAER Teat(X) < gCat(X)) DIRILT %,

EoD (2) 12T A %% VT, Ganea ® M5V RO X H G261 % ¢

T% 1.4 (Ganea [40]) MZHIZEM X 1oL T, X &hE P E—Fflizs CWHIKY %252,
gCat(Y) Di/IME% Cat(X) TR Z LIZT 5,

Ganea |3 cone-length 7 & EFEXN S, TV DS ) —DDELZ LG AT\ 5,

EE 1.5 TSR A L BT 2 548 C(h) Lk, A <} [[AX[0,1] ][ B %5 (a,1) €
Ax[0,1] £ h(a) e BE %, £72(a,0) € Ax[0,1] & « £ Z[FA—#L TH N5 TH 2, £
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% Bld. @EEHR B — {x}[[Ax[0,1][] B £ %G H {x} [[ Ax[0,1][[ B — C(h) DEGHRIC
Tk D C O ERE AR I NS,
E&E 1.6 (Ganea [40]) HHZEHE X 120 LT, CWEEOEGEROFRES {h, : A, — Y1 m
>n>13 T Yo={:} &Y, =Clhy) (m>n>1)%2AR1LY, 22X th2bDETRTEZ
5, FLZDEFIFZOCST V0K DDERDLHRDIDTHAI)D?  ZDRAE % Cone(X) TET,
EHE 1.7 (Ganea [40]) fzHZ2[H] X 1T/ L THIZ Cone(X) = Cat(X) TH H. HFH cat(X) =
Min{Cat(Y); Y ~ X V Z for some Z} 5L, §E> T Cat(X) < cat(X)+1ThH %,

WERE:  (H2) Cone(X) DHEIC X 2472 VT TCone(X) > Cat(X)) 2RI d,
PRl E O RSB, Cat(X) DI & 2L TR E NS,

(%) cat(X) <m &2 8I1E, Cone(Y)<mZAHLTEMY TY ~XVZ ERDZHLDN
FIET 2 2 EDBREFTTHE I EWRIND, %0

% 1.7.1 cat(X) = Min{Cat(Y); Y dominates X}

Cornea 13 A, = X"B, IZBRE L T M@V Mo hE&fZz 527,
E 1.8 (Cornea [19]) fizfHZEH X 12X LT, CWHEEDEHRGEROERES {h, : "B, —
Y, m>n>0}T, Yo={+} &Y, u=Ch,) (m=1>n>0)%2AkLY, X thdbD27T
RTEZD, BEXDERIFZC ST DDERN SR 5DTHA )07 ZORVEDS 125
Wz Cl(X) TRT LT 5,
EIE 1.9 (Cornea [21]) fAHZ2H X Ik LT TCUX) = Cat(X)) DHRILT 3,
PLED X951 TGS EABEMIC I unique TH B Z EDBTho>TWw» 35,

I5ICY"B, & LTERMD—KMZ &5 2 & THEAET P E—FlcE T % cone-length cl(X) 128
LU 7 A Z R Catg(X) MG 60, 2Nz HWTcatg(X) BRD X H ITEEI NS,
E&E 1.10 catg(X) = Min{Cats(Y); Y dominates X}.

EE 1.11 (L-S [84], James [71], Takens [126, 127], Ganea [40])
(1) BAZARE M IR L T, ROANERXDLILT 5,
Cat(M) < cat(M)+1 < Cat(M)+1 < gCat(M) + 1 < Ball(M) < Crit(M) < Dim(M)+1.
(2) CWHK X ITHL T, ROANERXDIILT 5,
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Cat(X)—1 < cat(X) < Cat(X) < gCat(X) < Dim(X).
EE 1.12 (1) BASREE M I LT, ROAEXDBHKLT S,
catg(M)+1 < Catg(M)+1 < CV(M) < Dim(M)+1.
(2) CWHEE X 12 LT, %K catg(X) < Catg(X) < Dim(X). 23R 5,

| Catg(X)—catg(X)| R EWCDVTRAHTH Y, ThsiconT, ThblEiEIs AL %0,

1.2 SBWHENES

L-S OB 7 BICHR TR DFOALZRTIEH 208, K D EHHEOARRIEE W7 B 2%
OPHSNT WS, 205 L0 S DZDINICHRS,

ZEK 1.13 (Whitehead [138, 139])

weat(X) = Min {m > 0|A™" : X — [T X = A" X s null-homotopic }

m+1
CorE AT = % (2 FERE S AUZ A2 X 1A L CRBIRALT B

EHE 1.14 (Whitehead [138, 139]) (1) wcat(X) < cat(X).
(2) h* ZREN R area P —HET 5, b*(X)DENDLD mEDILORD 0 TRV 513,
weat(X) > m DIESLT B,

BGEE:  E9 ()1, cat(X) =m ETBE, A X — [T X D[ X I compressible
ThHb I ED5, reduced diagonal A"t . X — AMHX IEZTRFEF—7"THDH, o> TEEDIS
weat(X) < m = cat(X) DIRVZT B, KIT(2) FWNEZRT P weat(X) <m L T5L, EENPDS
A" X - A"X EEFREF—7TH2, I6ICH(X) DEED mHDOITLORIE
R (X)@ne - @R (X) — BA(XA---AX) 275 R (X)

DBIZAD, A™ =045DTITRTOTH %, U
EE 1.15 frHZEM X 12X LT cup-length Z €0 %, cup-length (ZHBFRE P E—GwTIE c(—) &
ZRINBD, T I TII (total) Chern class & Dipitr ZBET T cup(—) EERT 5 ¢

(1) hZREHaRETO S —HET5 L E,

cup(X;h) = Min {m >0 ‘V{UO7__.7Um€;L*(X)} Uty * Uy = 0} EED D,
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(2) cup(X) = Max {cup(X; h) |h EFEEN I FEV S —F0} EED 5,

I 1.16 (FEOREN I T —3 b (=) 16 LROFER SRDRT 5 ¢
(1) cap(X;h) < cup(X) < weat(X) < cat(X).
(2) cup(X) = Min {m >0 ‘Amﬂ L X — APHLX U stably tm’vial}

. () IREBRBIVHSLTH S, ZITIITIEQ) ZIAMT S HBodIcm= (B ¢
4L, cup-length DEFZL DESIC cup(X) <m 2B 5%, XIZ, BHEDOAETEZRT @ 7,
72t X D REE spectrum D% H smash B A\'(X) = A'S®X = S°A'X (@ > 0) DEER wedge fIIT
FENBZRD X9 HTIEN spectrum Ex % & D, hy(—) = {(—),Ex) LEHT2 ¢

Ex = (SOV(X)VAHX) V- VAT(X)VATTHX) V-
ZLTre i (X) ={(X),Ex} % wedge AICOWT Ex D2 H/HHDHT (X) D Ex ~DEEEHT
FENBZEHLETEE, M= A" Q1) € hi(X) = {(X),Ex} IFA™ : X — N\ X TREZ

N5 Ex D (m+1) FHOHRT N"(X) D Ex ~NDUEGFEMRTRINDIERK LD T, m DI 6

non-trivial TdH %, HE-> T cup(X) > cup(X; hx) > m 2155, %0 .

¥ 7 AHZE SRS OB A, 2 NS DIV D & L-S DIIZ A T% plocal THEZ B Z LIk

0. p-local version T % cup,(—), weat,(—), cat,(—), Caty(—) & Z DEIDAERAEZRF S,

cupp(X) < cup(X), weat,(X) < wcat(X), cat,(X) <cat(X), Cat,(X) < Cat(X),

cupp(X) < weat,(X) < cat,(X) < Caty(X).

2 L-SO¥EDEE
2.1 L-SDHEDO—AizRIM4EE

B 2.1 (1) cat({*}) =0. X —MRICHEZRZEM D IS L cat(D) = 0 DRILT %,
(2) cat(S") = 1. & D —fMUIRIEZEM SV IS L cat(ZV) < 1R T 5,

(3) DiAHZER] X 2322 Y 2 SKRE 3 4UE, cat(X) > cat(Y) 238529 5, R, A7AHZEM X 23
PrAHZEM Y £ A€ P E—FfEZ 51X, cat(X) = cat(Y) 238K T 5,



(4) (James [71]) Fibre ® (E, p, B, F) % cat(E)+1<(cat(F)+1)-(cat(B)+1) & A7,

(5) (Fox [37]) fiRHZE[M X, Y IZX LT, cat(X xY) < cat(X)+ cat(Y) 23KV T 5,

Dim(X)
d

WERE: X O (d—1)-skeleton (& {x} TH B E LTk, FThk> 01T X, 2 X D ((k+1)d—1)-

I 2.2 (Ganea [40]) (d—1) 35 (d > 2) 7 RFAZER X 1% Cab(X) < ) st
skeleton & 3%, B2 Xj 1/ X DRIC & HWEEEOBIR 6, 23U 5 22 D% K, DBETH
5 . XO = {*}\ X1 ~ EKl iﬁ: Xk+1/Xk >~ EKko J:")T X1 ~ XO Uho C(K()), ho EN K() — {*}
Td % —77 T Blakers-Massey DEBLD 5 FIGR (X1, Xi) — (X1 /X, {x}) DS[AHY

Tg(Xpv1, Xi) 2 m( X1/ Xk), ¢ < (k+2)d—2
Z#ET 5, Dim(K) < (k+1)d —2 & D, skeleta 122 T Dk 2 H T bijection
[C(K), Ki; Xiy1, Xi] & [EKy, Xppa /Xp] = [EK}, XK

21535, LD LK), DEFGHRISHINT 2545 1k € [C(Kk), Ki; Xir1, Xi] 2130702 6O, hy, =
Xelx, : Ke — Xp EBHE Xpp1 ~ XoUn, O(Ky), byt Ky, — X (K> 1) 213%, Z#Ud Cat(X,,) <
m (m>0) ZEKT2, 22 TDIim(X)=nd+r, 0<r<d&¥%&, Dim(X) < (n+1)d—1 &
h Cat(X) = Cat(X,) <n < 22X 217, wh.

WRIEZ2[H] YA 1X co-group-like 2 2 F v 72 TH D, 4 : A — TAVIA 25 t T ~DEUEE
B (t=1,2). pi: SAVEA - SAZE L EIT~OREE (t=1,2) £T5L. poir=0s1sa (Is,t
I% Kronecker @ delta) DSR2 5, Elev® : QX)) —» X IFRAGHRE T2,

EHE 2.3 (Ganea [41]) (7HHZE[H] A, B IS 2 ROBEDRINE, split T 2 R5ERINTH 5 -
1 — [9B,Q(SA)Q(2A)] 22 (mB nAvSA] 2P (mB, 9A] x [£B,DA] — 1.

(i1, Xio, D3 splitting) 7272 L [e1, €] 1 ey=ijoev™A & ey=igoevi 4 & D—M% Whitehead TETH 5,
YLAxXYA EI2®H % Z D fibration % diagonal map A : YA — UAXZAILE > T YA RICiFEEL T
QEA EA

T ¥ % Ganea [41] D fibration Q(TA)*Q(TA) 2— SOLA ~ YA 1, Hopf 22/ QXA CH ¥ 3

Sugawara @ Hopf fibration IZ—Z L. XD split KiseaslzE <

QZA EA

1 — [2B,Q(SA)«Q(2A)] 22— [£B,208A] 5 [£B,$A] — 1,

(0(ZA), : [EB,XA] — [EB, SO A] DY splitting) 7272 L o(XX) 1 o(BX)(t,2) = (¢,4,), Le(u) =



(u,2) ITEDEZ6ND, HE>TOR2EH{ f: YB - SAIKKLTH, eflor(ZA)of ~ f ~
eToY ad f = eT10XQ foo(XB), ad(f)(b) = foly DKL %,

T3 2.4 (B-H [10]) FEEOGE f: B — SAIH L p2og ~ o(SA)of — NQfoo(SB) % H iz
T g: 3B — QEA)*QTA) DY up to homotopy T—RIIHLET % (Saito [107)s 2D g % Hy(f)

TH L. Berstein-Hilton D (—RD) Hopf AEHRES I,

¥ 2.5 Berstein-Hilton (2 X 28K D (FX) Hopf A& H,, \& Whitehead D criterion \ZfE\>, €
FE—HEE OB, IB [ XTI X (m=16X=YA DEEI3 [CEB,LB; TAX YA, YAV A))
M2 FfFD, — /T TER24ICEIT S H DEERD IV —T72ER-D A MiEZH oI hEmx
Hopf REED S 9 —0DEHEELZ D, N6 ODEBRVEMTH 2 Z L [63], Stanley [117))
WKEDHSEDIZINAD, FILOVERIITCL 5D H 5, ¥k oL ld A, BEDM )
BWEEHEZ 2Kk TH D,

T 2.6 (B-H [10]) {TEOGR f: 57 — ST Ik LT, HEZEMQ = S Uy et @ L-S DX
Tecat(Q) = 1 iff Hi(f) =04 22 Teat(Q) = 2 iff Hy(f) # 05 ZHET,
2.2 L-SDHEDFE LMH=E
Bl 2.7 (1) cat(SMxS"x - xS™)=r,n; >1, (1<i<r). FRiZcat(T") =7, r > 1.
(2) (Singhof [113, 114]) n > 1IZH LT
cup(U(n)) = cat(U(n)) = Cat(U(n)) (= n = cup(U(n); Z),
cup(SU(n)) = cat(SU(n)) = Cat(SU(n)) (= n—1 = cup(SU(n); Z).
(3) (James-Singhof [73]) 2 <n < 5IZR LT
cup(SO(n)) = cat(SO(n)) = Cat(SO(n)) (= cup(SO(n); Z).
(4) ( I-Mimura [66], I-Mimura-Nishimoto [67]) 3 <n <8IZX LT
cup(Spin(n)) = cat(Spin(n)) = Cat(Spin(n)) (= cup(Spin(n); KO)?)
(5) (Schweitzer [111], Ferndndes Sudrez-Gdémez Tato-Tanré-Strom [34], I-M [66])

cup(Sp(n)) = cat(Sp(n)) = Cat(Sp(n)) (= 2n—1), n < 3.



FIRE 2.8 2RIt torus T? L2, T? 2 ) 3WD closed disks % KR X,
R DRE D E W 70 2 8 H Arnold O P EEIXN 5,
fIRE 2.9 (Arnold 196x (p.66 of [16])) Symplectic &tk M D Symplecto-morphism ¢ : M —
M DEE R DML Fix(¢p) (ZHF 1 Crit(M) DA Ld 55> ?
F 72 R DORED EE 72 5 30 Ganea DAL E I N 5,
FIRE 2.10 (Ganea 1971 [42]) cat(X xS™) DfElZ cat(X) +1 &% 50> ?
EHE 2.11 (Singhof 1979 [116], Rudyak 1997 [104]) EAZ kK M 23KJ0 Dim(M) = d & L-S

DI cat(M) = m IZBI$ 2 A m > % ZHI2T I 51E, Ganea DFRUIIEL V., DX D §X

TDn > 112V Tcat(MxS") =m+ 1 DIRZLT 5,

EE 2.12 (Hofer 1988 [52], Floer 1989 [35, 36]) L&D Symplectic % hkiE M 1R LT, Fix(¢)

> cup(M)+1 RT3,

FEIE 2.13 (Jessup 1990 [74], Hess 1991 [49]) AHAE b E—i@iICId Ganea D FRIFIEL o,
Z LT FEREKLE, Zhs oIz SEMEZDZ 7,

EE 2.14 (Liu-Tian 1998 [83], Fukaya-Ono 1999 [39]) M % Symplectic %1kik & 3%, [EE

MOIERILTH 25612 Arnold FHEDISRALT 5,
EE 2.15 (1 1998 [61]) Ganea D PR Z fii 72 I 7\ BUHHE 2 (AHZE I DSAE T 5,

EE 2.16 (Rudyak 1999 [106], Oprea-Rudyak 1999 [102]) L&D Symplectic ZHkiAk M 1%}
L. m(M) & m(M)IZBET 25505 (m=07% 6 B\V) D FTcat(M) = Crit(M)—1 = Dim(M)

DAL L. Arnold PHIZ (ZDEE) IEL W,
IR 2.17 (I 2001 [63]) Ganea D PRZ 72 X 72\ BUHES R PASIRE D HET %,

EHE 2.18 (I [63], Lambrechts-Stanley-Vandembroucq [85]) HHf5PHZ kAT, Z D once-
punctured G %R E R U L-S DI DIEZFFO b DHFET 5,

IR 2.19 (I [64]) BRI LOBKIAKROMEE 2 KOS RRIE D 13 Hopf NER TERICEIB S N,
Ganea D VDB T 256 E AL L WA E B ICHN 5,

EHE 2.20 (Oprea-Rudyak [103]) 3 XIGPAZ AL Ganea D PR Z 72T,



wmoEm A MG
3 A

3.1 Stasheff @A

E&E 3.1 ST Stasheff DIUFIIR OB MEATEZ 60D (7,7, 93, 65)) :

K(n+1) = {(to,tl, ) € TR0, [ gt < by St = n} . n>0.

¥ 3.2 K(1) = {(0)}, K(2) = {(0,1)}, K(3) = {(0,£,2 — )| 0<t<1} ~ [0,1] Th 3.,

EE 3.3 ZOEFWEHZBIRTEZ o3 GEEIZm<n ICWH L TEERT 3) ¢

Jj41 1 K(n—m+1) — Map(K (m+1), K(n+1)), 0<j<m<n,

aj+1(u07 T 7un7m)(t07 e 7tm) = (t07 e atjfhan T >un7m717unfm+tj>tj+l7 e atm)
E 3.4 L (r+1,5+1) = 9,1 (K (s+1))(K(r+1)) C K(r+s+1) I3 LR T 5

0K (n+1) = U Ljii(n—s+1,s5+1).

0<j<n-—s
1<s<n-1

1
27 2
EE 3.5 BILIEME sj41 : K(n+1) — K(n), (0<j<n)mHIcEZ o5

K(n+1) (n > 0) ICH Bory = (0, % S ) (B =1(0),6.=(0,1) Z&2%,

i1 (L= + 1) = (1=t)5j31(&) +6n, € = Opr1(7)(p) € OK (n+1), 0<t<L.
Ik(7)osj11(p), 0<j<k,

$i41(&) =  Or1(sj—k1(7))(p), k <j<k+t, (1€ K(t+1), p € K(n—t+1)).
Or1(7)0s5-¢(p), J > k+t.

3.2 {HENE A E A,

B DIk, ZOEEDODNR A B c OMD) ITNL T, 20D DA, B) H3hitHZE %
g EE. (RVERD) HETH 2 LTINS,

FEDIZ., ZONREKO =0(D) BLUOHEAEM = M(D) BEGZLRTLEE, NNETH S
EWEIEN D, IoicznoMHERTH S EE, MMHNBETH D EWEIENS, 22T, HT
filich 2 72 Stasheff Dk %z F v - fiAH/INE %2 T %,
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EE 3.6 Bl A X, HARBEK{1,2,3,--- } BRRTm+1L 256 ntl ~NOFOEED

11 K(ag+1)% - - - X K (am+1)

ag, - ,am 20
a+---t+tam=n—m

Ty W (po, -, pe)  l+1 - m+1 E (00, ,0m) i mt+l — ntl EDEK (19, , 1) 1 £+1 — n+1

BRTHZ N5, (pi € K(ri+1),i <05 € K(aj +1),5 <m)

7i = Oor1(0g)0 -+ 00r11(07,)(pi) € K(ritag+- - +a,, +1),
(07 = Orgotri s titis @ = Qropotry_y+its)-
=8 3.7 £ A MM & %2 % 2 & 2RE,
ZONHINE A, ZHWT, ROZODEZEET 2 (1<m <o) :
EE 38 B A, 3. BE{L2, - m} 2RNROBMEKE TS A ODFNGHETETDH 5,

EE 3.9 BA, I3, EE{L2, -, m) PHROEERT (4125 ntl ~DEDLEH

11 K(ap+1)x -+ xK(ap+1), ¢ <n,
ag, -+ ,ag >0
ap+---+ag=n—~
{(i1, 02, ,ipn) |0 <iy <idg < -+  <ipp<l}, £>n>1.

(1 <m < o00) THABH, (itiay- ign) DOBMAEAZED OGS 51, 4150,01 51, 11 1R
T3,

RSEE 3.10 B A, (1< m < oo) 29 % < HOBREER L CRAMME L k.

3E 3.11 StasheffIck 23V F LD A R, DB AL 235D TH 723, Boardman-
Vogt, Klein-Schwinzl-Vogt IZ XU, /NE A ZHOWTEEREL DD EFETH S, 7KL, %
D EfEMEDHME 2 GEBHIEBE EF THIKS N TR WERTH 5,

3.3 A X
TODNHHED £ EDBIDETF D - ENEHETTH S EIZF OFET 2EH
F:D(A,B) — E(F(A),F(B)), A,BeO(D).

A Z L L%, £ Stasheff [?] 12 X % A, &H\ 3 EH#E BT 5.
EHE 3.12 A2 X € O(K) 1okt LT, i KABT X : AP — K =54
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(1) X(n)=[["X, then-fold product,

(2) X(3): XxX — X, (By € K(1+1)), a multiplication with two-sided homo-
topy unit and inversion,

/. . *, Zf]:]z;
(3) X(]ly 7]€—n)(x07"' 7xn) = (y()f" 7y€)’ Y = { . . .
Tii, U Ji <J < Jit1-
Wi TEE, X &2 A, M, X2 XD A, B 1<m<o) REEVT,
KT Stasheff [119] 12 & % A,,- X (1 <m < 00) DEFZBEFRNICTRT 5,

E& 3.13 MM X c O(K) iIcxf LT, it KARETF X : A% — K D54
(1) X(n)=]]"X the n-fold product,

(2) X(B2) : XxX — X, (2 € K(141)), a multiplication with two-sided homo-
topy unit and inversion.

2l s & X2 Ap-ZEH. X2 X DA, B (1<m<o0) BEEWVT,
& 512 Boardman-Vogt[12], Klein-Schwiinzl-Vogt [78] IZ & % co-A,,-TE2 (1 < m < o00) DER
% I IS El % .

EE 3.14 HZEHY € OK) I LT, Mt Z2lFTY : A, — KB 5AF
(1) Y(n) =V, Y the n-fold wedge sum (one-point-sum),

(2) Y(B2) : Y = YVY, (B2 € K(141)), a co-multiplication with two-sided ho-
motopy unit x and inversion.

il T EE, Y % co-A,- 2. Y RY D oco-A,, oA (1<m<o) BEEWVS,

iE 3.15 ZUSKT B Stasheff [7] DERDBAIEE®RTH S, D IHIPLIEMICIE. A, DRD
Dic A, ZFGERET co-A, 22 OIEFENEL B SNS (> 2),

Bl 3.16 (1) V2 MBS A -ZEMTH B,

(2) HfE CWHEEDRE P E—REZ OV R BT, A Fb A -EHTH B,
(8) Aso-ZERNCHMFERE P E—THE b U —AMEARZERMIZ A -ZERTH 3,
(4) DD A -ZEHb A -%EMTH B,

(5) As-Z2Ic AT b ¥ — 22201 A -ZEHCTH 2,
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(6) \h7s B NGRS CWHE X L — 726 QX b A 22Ch 5,

(7) 72 ZRRIEZER] X b co-An-ZEHTH B,

WERE: (1) ZEBTH S,  (2) IFMHE /A4 F X OFE P E—WInOFEED BB HI TR
A3, T4 shearing map ¢ : XxX — XxX, o(z,y) = (z,zy) DHE F E—FORAZ FHEL
J. H. C. Whitehead DEH )5 F € b ¥ —[FAEGR & 2 2 FEIHE ), (3), (5) 13 A,-BBRITNT 2
I-M [65] DFEH & FABRICfF 545, (6) 130 — 72 Q(X) 3 J. C. Moore D )L— 72 QX (HiAH
E/AF) IKAE P E—FfE BERIFRZ%A) TToda [128] IC k> T CW ko€ v —M%
ROZE5 (2) & (5) ICET %, (4), (7) 13AMT 5, %0 .

T 3.17 (Stasheff [?]) L&D A, -2k, V—72%MICHE P E—FETH 5,

EIE 3.18 (Klein-Schwianzl-Vogt [78]) {EE D 2-#if co-An-Z2MIIE, HHIKE 2 22 o I 2 22 ]

ICAREFE—[EETH 5,

iE 3.19 LR HIHIC Klein-Schwinzl-Vogt D5 Z 7z5EHZ 2 D ¥ 72 2 K5 % > little cube
DTATT7 W) AN EPEYADMALZ LD EL>TWw3S,

3.4 1REMG A BE

EE 3.20 HiE A LEHT R A - K2RTED 5,

K(n+1) = K(n+1), n>0,

K(U()v T 70m) = 80+1<0'0)O ©r0 m+1(0-m) : K(m+1) - K(n+1)7
(0; € K(a;+1), ap+---+a, =n—m)

K(iv,ia, -+ ie—n) = Siy418i415i,_,41 0 K((41) — K(n+1),
ITCIITROEWENET %,
EE 3.21 DEMMHNEE L, HEBHFA. D -KEB:D—KZHWIKEMFC:DP — K

HHRTTHZ L &, ROODEMZEERT 5,

(1) Anp C = [T A)*C(@)/ ~,  (A)(aa), ca) ~ (ag, AX)(ca)), (x:d — d),

deD

(2) homp(A, B) = {(¢d)deD c HQEDK(A(C_Z),E(Q)) Vix:d—d) } ‘

B(x)o¢a = paoA(x)
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FIRE 3.22 DEZMHINEE L, EEFA . D® - K & B, B,: D® — K ZHUKREHFC,,C, :
D — KEHEFTHLEE, RERLEIV,

(1) ARZEc: C, — Co I L, BRANp c: A(d)xC, — A(d)xCy 239 F { EH S Tl
Bz :

(A Ap c)(ag, ca) = (aq, c(d)(ca))

(2) BRZEHD : B, — By I L. B homp(A4,b) : homp(A, B,) — homp(A, B,) 289 ¥ { &5
SN THHRERE RS

homp (A4, b)(d4)(aq) = (b(d)(d(aq)))

(3) &I LD (1) TEHIWCHRE W a 1 A - ADPMERBICEZ N, Bfanpc
A(d)xCy — A(d)xCy 239 ERERSINTHRERE 5 ¢

(@ Ap ¢)(ag, ca) = (alaa), c(d)(ca))

(4) £ —MIc LD (2) TISHICHAE 0 A - A DEREICEZ SR, B homp(a,b) :
homp(A’, By) — homp(A, By) 739 £ ERINTHRGHR E % 5 ¢

homp(a, b)(da)(aqa) = (b(¢a(a(d)(aq))))

EE 323 KAMT X : A? - K% A, B EeT2 A, B X 2L 23 (1<m<oo) ., KEHM
?Ek( ) : AZ}_?H — K (0<k<m) . (X) Bk( ) ,AZ}_’H — K (0<k<m+1) & HRZE Tg@f)kX :

E*X) — BYX) #RTEDS (£ Lo € K(a;+1), Y. a; =n—m) :

(1) E(X)(n+1) = X(n) = X", n>0,
E(X)(O-Ov"' 70—m)(x17"' an) :X(Ulf" ’O-m)(l‘ao-l-lv"' 73371),
E(X)(ilvi%'” 7i€—n>($17"' ,:L‘n) = (yla"' 7y€)a

{*a ij :ji7
Y;i =

Tjri,  if Ji <7 < Jig1-

(2) D(X)(nﬂ):{ffn”;{l*)}n:_fT Zi'nm@

D( )(007"' 70m) = E<X)(007 ’Jm)|D(X)(L+1)

)(ilai% e >i€—n) - E(X)(ilyi% T 7Z€—n)|D(X)(L4-l)
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(3) B(X)(n_ﬂ) _ {X(n__l) = X" n>1,

0, n=0,
B(X)(UCU o agm)(xla T 7xn—1) = X(O—b e 70m—1)(xa0+17 e axn—am—l)a
B(X)(ibi% e aiﬁfn)(xlv e 7xn71) = (yla e 7y€71)7
{*7 ij :ji;
Yj = . . .
Tivi, 4 Ji <J < Jit1-

(4) ﬁg(n_ﬂ)(%a 7le) = (xh"' ’xn—1>'

DK I ICEDBIFLICH L TER 321 ZH O TH ISR L GERE2ES,
EE 3.24 EM(X) = Kn,  E(X), BY(X) = KAy BX), pk = KAAM;SX O<k<m) &8
X OBHEN %A, BEES ),

T’ 3.25 (Stasheff [?], Mimura [93]) KZMBF X : A? - K% A, BRET2 A, M X
(1<m<oo) 1T L. ANDIKIZLT 5%,
(1) BA(X) = {+} D ENX) =X TH Y. pg BAHLGHTH 3,
(2) B¥(X) & EMY(X) D bcuffii (k<m) %D, o Tm=00D & & E®(X) ZiETH %,
(3) Pk« E*(X) — B¥(X) (k <m) & X % fibre £ § % quasi-fibration T®H 5,

(4) DH(X) (D EX(X)) 1T (k < m) THH BMI(X) (k < m) B2 BE(X)Up DH(X) =~
C(p%) T 3,

EELE L BOF < E% fibre £ % quasi-fibration &1, poi = « >R 7, (E, F) 2 7,.(B)
WHFEEINEZETH D,

EE 3.26 CWHEAX IR L T, L3 (1)~ (3) D 3% (E*(X), B*(X), p : E*(X) — B*(X)
% ENX), BMX), pk - BMX) — BNX) ICE SR %) 7T {(BM(X), BMX), pk) [ 0<k<m}
DIFET 5, Sz X DA, HELES ),

TEIE 3.27 (Stasheff [?]) CWHEIE X 23 A, -Fi&E {BM1(X) |k < m} 2% 613, X & A,,-2=H
X IZHREFE—FETH D, X' D A, Wil BF1(X) 205 X' ~DERIZ X D A,,- Wi BH1(X)
D5 X ~NDEBRZEFEHT % compatible %tz 52 %,

% 3.27.1 CWHER X 120 L T, QX D A {BM(X)} 1d B®(X) ~ X 2 &7,
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Bl 3.28 (1) B*1(S%) =RP*, B*t1(S') =CP*, B*'(S%) =HP* (0<k <o00),

(2) BY(S7) =+, B*(S7) =S, B*(ST) = OP? (Cayley plane),
S 3.20 WL BIEZEE L OB S . BFY(X) & PRX) ISk o THRT I Ehb 3,
% 3.29.1 Cat(P™(2X)) <m THH, > Tcat(P™(NX)) <m TH 5,
EE 3.30 (Cornea [19]) cat(X)=mDEE, i <m &5 Fcat(P(QX)) =i THH, i>m%5
IF cat(P(QX)) =m TH 3,

EIHE 3.31 (Ganea [40], Gilbert [43], I [61], Sakai [109]) 22 X 2K L CTcat(X) <m &% 3

Bl eX - P(QX) — PX(OX) ~ X R E b E—WiEBRZ /O LR EH S TH S ¢
cat(X) = Min{m > 0| 3,.x_.pmax) such that ;o0 ~ 1= X}.

EE 3.32 (Fox [37]), I [61]) HIC cat(X xY) < cat(X)+cat(Y) TH O, FHDHAL T2 245121%
Uitscmin PIOQX)XPI(QY) — P(QX)x P®(QY) ~ X xY (cat(X)=m, cat(Y)=n (33 151 E)
BT b E—WERE v 2 ERRELSTH S,

Mgk £ 9
GRERO LTS kIO W TONET Cat(

PQX)xPI(QY) — PX(QX)xP®(QY) ~ XxY »F KT FE—i

i+i<m+n
P(QX)xPI(QY)) < kB fFon 5,

i+j<k

cat(U; o, PIQX)xPI(QY)) < k—1ThHH, XxY FREHS P QX )xPI(QY) I

itj<min
KEEZ 15 DT cat(X xY) < cat(X)+cat(Y) 3o » 5,

KIZ cat(X xY) < cat(X)+cat(Y) £ T2 &, FHL3.31 505 XxY 1E PI(QXXY)) ICXKBl SN 3,
22T Uiy PIOX)XPIQY) 13 Po(QX)x P(QY) ~ X XY OFERERTIE A\ A M2 52
EHL 3.27 7> & BREI A G PIQ(X XY)) — Pe(QX)xPe(QY) 1E U, PI(QX)xPI(QY) —

PeQX)xP(QY) #8HT 2, 60T U, PUQX)XPI(QY) 1 XxY XY 5, #D.

% 3.32.1 (I [61]) cat(XxS") = cat(X) & 7% B BITiE, GR P™(QX)x {+}JUP™ 1(QX)xS" —
Pe(QX)xS" ~ X xS (m =cat(X)>1) AT P E—WEREZREOZ EBBEHDITH B,
WEEE: £ 3P (QX)x {x}UP™ 1 (QX)x PL(QS™)U- - -UPY(QX) x P (QS™)U{x} x P"~1(QS™)
C P™(QX)x{x}UP™ {(QX)x P®(QS") C P®(QX)xP®(QS") IciHET %, fHt>TEH3.32%
5. cat(X xS") = cat(X) % 513, P™(QX)x{x}UP™ L QX)x P> (QS") < P>(QX)x P>(Q5") ~

X xS DR E P E—EGRERD,  fE5TPMOQX)x{x}JUP" QX)X 5" < P®(QX)xS" ~
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XxS" BT E P E—WEREZ D,  WiiZBHD, .

EI 3.33 (Ganea) cat(X) < Cat(X) < cat(X)+1.

WEEE:  cat(X) = m &L, o : X — P*OX) ZEM33L Ik EZoNZbDET 3,
o: X — P"(OX) L EEGHR PI(OX) — P"(QX)DAEFE—pullback# B; &L, 0: X —
P™(OX) EBR EHHOX) — PHQX) — P(QX) DAE P E—pull-back 2 A; £ L, 0 DFE K
E—fibre® F$%, IDEF, X, =B/FY,=A/F EBFE, X~ {x},X,, ~ XVEF TH
D. Y — X; — X;;1 1¥ up to homotopy T cofibration & 7% %, fiE-> T Cat(X) < m+1 = cat(X)+1
IR S B, SUB

EH® 3.34 (Varadarajan,Hardie) F' — F — B % fibration £ 5%, D& ERXADKLT 5 :
cat(E)+1 < (cat(F)+1)-(cat(B)+1)

WSAE:  cat(B) = mycat(F) =n &35 &, @331 X W% A s B%E PM(QB) IO B4
52 8I12KD Cone(()B) = m ERELTLw, Z2IZT{h; : Hi — B;|0<i<m} % B ? cone
decomposition & L, E; =p 1 (B;) £EK :

Bi+1 = Bl U C(Hl), Bo = {*} and Bm = B,
By = B, UC(H)xF, Ey = F and E,, = E.
ST I CThNEZ T cat(E;)+1 < (cat(F)+1)-(i+1) 271,

(Z — O O)i%é) Eyq %75)0

(i<j ETIELDo7 L LTi=j+1 D%HA) B =E,UCH)XxFThhH, ZOXDHDF %
EM3.31 & D P = P (QF) KO B AL, B, = E;UC(H)xF' ¥ E%2XiT5, ZIT
{ki: K] — F!|0<i<m} %Z F' @ cone decomposition &9 % :

Flyy = F/UC(K), Fy = {#} and F, = F',

EHICE), = E;UC(H;)xF] £BWTIX, XD &) % Ejy D cone decomposition 3%

E},i+1 =E;; U C(Hj)XO(Kf)v E],',o = Ej and Ej/n = E;,'+17

fit> T cat(E) < cat(E') < (cat(F)+1)-i+ cat(F)+1 = (cat(F)+1)-(i+1) & % D IFNEDSRALT 5,
.
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3 LSOIDRE
4 Z2O2DAAYVRA
4.1 HETELGFZEEZAVTEWRRTOREEES

EE 4.1 Toomer NEREZDYURRZEANT %, Toomer NMERIIAHAEFE—GTlde(—) &
RRINDD, Adams e NER & DFiAZRET T wet(—) ERART S ¢

(1) hzFENEareEuY —fwe 15,

@) wgt(X; h) = Min {m > 0| (eX).  1*(X) — h*(P"(QX)) BHisH |

a) Mwgt(X;h) = Min {m >0

(eX), : h*(X) — h*(P™(QX)) IZ h*h-}
modules DIE]D split mono
(eX), : h*(X) — h*(P™(QX)) & h*h-}

a) Awgt(X;h) =Min<m >0
/ 8l ) { algebras DD split mono

(2) b) wgt(X) = Max {wgt(X; h) | h IFFEN R 2 FET Y —§F
b) Mwgt(X) = Max {Mwgt(X;h) | h 1ZFENZ 2 FE R Y 5}
b) Awgt(X) = Max {Awgt(X;h) | R IFFENZ IR EQY —i0
(3)  ¢) wgty(X) = Max {wgt(X; h) | h 1ZFENZ p-local 2 HFEVR Y —Fi }
¢) Mwgt,(X) = Max {Mwgt(X; h) | h 13FIEN 7% p-local 2 HE T 2 —ii }

¢) Awgt,(X) = Max {Awgt(X; h) | h \ZFIEI % p-local 2 FE TP —ifi

EH 4.2 cup(X;h) < wgt(X;h) < Mwgt(X;h) < Awgt(X; h) < cat(X) DIRILT %,
& T Rudyak & Strom (% Fadell-Husseini [30] (1992) D 45- 2 7 i AHAZ & category weight %2 € b
E—AZERERDE)ICHERL, L-SOMZELEIET 2 {HlA2 527 ¢

TE#E 4.3 (Rudyak 1997 [104, 105], Strom 1998 [122]) u € h*(X) K L T
wgt(u;h) = Min{m > 0| (e)).(u) #0} LEFRT 2 (RIFRENIFEDS =),
EHE 4.4 (Rudyak [104, 105], Strom [122]) h ZFEN LI FERY —f L T 5,

(1) uwv # 0 in h*(X) 7% 51 wet(u; h) + wgt(v; h) < wgt(uv; h) DIRLT %,
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(2) wgt(X; h) = Max{wgt(u; h) | u € h*(X)} DILLT %,

E&E 4.5 {(E7(X;h),d,)|r>1} % X ~ P>(QX) D filtration {ﬁm(QX) |m > 0} I associate L

h*(X) WZUR T % Rothenberg-Steenrod 1D spectral sequence & 5.,

EIE 4.6 (Whitehead [138], Ginsburg [44], McCleary [91]) X Z 5L T 5,
(1) h*(QX) 23 h* I free % S 1F, E5*(X; h) =2 Cotor, [ o (R, hY)
(2) dy 2 BXG ) — B3 (X 0) T Y H(ES (X0 h), d) 2 B2 (X h)

(3) E'(’;*()(7 h) = th*<X)’ E'gét(X; h) o~ Fshs+t(X>/FS+lhs+t(X)
Frh™(X) = ker {(eii)* hM(X) — h”(Pm(QX))}

(4) (Whitehead) r > cat(X) 7% 61X ESY(X;h) & ESN(X;h) TH 5,
(5) (Ginsburg) s> cat(X) % 61F ESH(X;h) =0Tdh %,

A7 ATED [u] (#£0) € ES*(X;h), (ueh* (X)) I LT wgt(u;h) =5 Th 3,

Bl 4.8 (1) wgt(L™(p)) = cat(L"(p)) = Dim(L"(p)) =n (p > 1 IFER) TH 5,
(2) Symplectic R M D3 mo(M)=0 2 i 7 ¥ X wgt(M) = cat(M) =2nTH %,

(3) wet(Sp(2); HZ/2) = 2 < 3 = Mwgt(Sp(2); HZ/2) = cat(Sp(2)) TH %,

4.2 20 "®E, HE

B> T, cup(—) L3R BB TLENI N L-SDHi7- b EAI NI ¢
EE 4.9 (Rudyak [105]) rcat(X) = Min{m > 0| J(stably) o:x—Pm(x) €500 ~ 1x}.
EEE 4.10 (Vandembroucq [134])

Qcat(X) = Min{m > 0| 3,.x_(@rym(ax) (Qe)moo ~ 1x},

7272 L. fibration E™TH(QX) — P™(QX) “m, X Z ZEALBATF Q = Q%> Z H\» T fibrewise IZ
AL L 72 b DB Q(E™ QX)) — (QP)(QX) 99 x <5 2,

EIE 4.11 (Rudyak [105, 106], Vandembroucq [134]) (1) Qcat(X) < cat(X).
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(2) BEYL I N7 22 X, 1% wgt(Xy) = reat(Xy) < Qeat(Xy) = cat(Xy) & A7 T,

(3) cup(X) < wgt(X) = Mwgt(X) = rcat(X) < Awgt(X) < cat(X).
iE 4.12 T cat(X) DIERLE LT, cup(X;h) £ D wet(X; h) DITH, wgt(X;h) & D Mwgt(X; h)

DIFH, £ Mwet(X;h) £ D Awgt(X; h) DITBRVGIEBZ 52 5,
4.3 BRD HopfAZ=E & L-S DI
Berstein-Hilton [10] (1960) (& RARED HE b ¥ —HEDILICH L THEIX D Hopf A&
Hp, :mo(X;R) — mon ([T X0, X5 R), n>2, m>1,

Z A CHGE DM o P I ik 2 ok D L-S At Z PE L7z, Stanley & 1132 DR Hopf
AEREZ QX D A BEZHCTEAIHEZROALRE L THERL

T 4.13 (I 1998,2002 [?, 63], Stanley 2000 [117]) 0 : X — P™(QX) ZEH 2.23 TEE
cat(X) < m DWEEZ 52258 ET 2, FEDf: 3V - X TN L TROAMKIZH 2 % ¢

(eXoYad(f) = evoXad(f) = f = 1xof = eXoogof)

EmQX)

% I Toof & Xad(f) Dy, (f) = oof =Xad(f) DRE LW (pf0Hy (f) = d7,(f) & Hp(f) €
XV, EmH QX)) £ L. HO(f) = °H(f) € {SV,E™1(QX)} £ T 3,

FIRE 4.14 SV 2348 %€ b E =07 co-Hopf Z2M 7% 61X HI DHMEFRL & 72 50> 2

EIR 4.15 (1 [63]) V B co-HopfZE[#1 % S IR D o 1K L T HY \FHERTITH 5,

WEEE:  f,g: XV — X IZH L TZ D adjoints Z ad(f),ad(g) : V — QX £§ 5 ¢
Yad(f) : 2V — 2QX, Tad(g): XV — 20X, Yad(f+sg): XV — XQX
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2 2T +gldsuspension fiEIC K 2 K E FE—EHEDOETH S, EITAVTV EVIE, VD co-Hopf

BEIC L2 P E—HELHGDOREZLODT, Iz +, TEREID
ad(f+sg) ~ ad(f+vg) ~ ad(f)+v ad(g)
#85, [MoTINHDEHEZELIETROIEINE—%25%,

Yad(f+sg) ~ L(ad(f)+vad(g)) ~ Lad(f)+sXad(g)

> TXad(f+sg) ~ Lad(f) +sXad(g) £ D, EEL»S HI(f +g) ~ H2(f) + HS(g) DIRALT
% 0 .

FIRE 4.16 LED o I LT H (fo(Xg)) = HE(f)o(Sg) DKL T % 2 L %D X,

BlZIEA, ZHGITNLTX = P™(G) LB, BHENLEEER 0 P(G) — P™(QP™(Q))
Xt LT HY : [BV, P™(G)] — [BV, E"TY(QP™(G)] p3EE B (1[63]),

EE 4.17 BRSS! (n=1,2,4,8) 13/ v 2azfrgD GERAGH) B2 RSBmOl E L
TOMEEZ R, DL FER Hopf ALR HS : Tymin_1(P™(S™Y) — Z231 &% 5 I0D%
TED ST D A, BEEDFAE L FETH 5,

WE: 5 HS : Tumsy 1 (P(S71) — Ty (B QP (571)) T b,
7Tn(m+1),1(Em+l(me(sn_l))) ~ 7Tn(m+1),1(Sn(m+1)_l) ~7

ERDBD6, HSL : 7Tn(m+1)_1(1f)m(sn_l)) — 7 &%X).TEU)O
HS(f)=1&%% f:Snmt=1  pr(Sn=1y 3fEfETHUSE, f DB E b E— fibre 28 Serre spectral
sequence %z T S”‘l) WCAEFE—[FETH S Z L0330, X D Stasheff DFEWKD A, -k

MESND, XoTEM32TH0 X 13 A, -2l THs, HIHSHTHS, %0 .

4.4 DEFTHFHZAVTRENGEREZRSS

E&E 4.18 (1 [63]) MrAHZAERM X (Zcat(X) =m &2 AL THEHTHL LT, HRD GEFLEE LV
ZE) Hopf A RIE
HS (o) = {H% () | o is a structure of cat(X) = m} C [ZV, E™T(QX)],
{H%m){MM®|awaﬁmdm€ﬁan3WQC{EMEmHMXH.
EVLIHELHLE L THKAERIND,
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FIRE 4.19 d-cat(X)+d—2 > Dim(X) > d-cat(X) 26X o 3 —HNTH 5 T & ZRH,
#ll 4.20 X = S*,RP*,CP" HP" (£5%4n>1) 3 Lo%&M%2 AT,

EE 4.21 (I [63]) CWEEX Dicat(X) =m (m > 1) 2D (d—1) #k5 (d > 2) T 'Dim(X) <

deat(X)+d—2) ZWETEEW =X U, DH S X (e>d) LB,
(1) Tcat(W) =cat(X)+1 TH 5%, %12l TH(a) A0 TH 2 DEATTH S,

(2) £z cat(W) = cat(X)+1 D E E, TTXRTDn > 1ITH LT cat(WxS") = cat(W)+1 TH
51 B2l "THY (@) £0TH %) BE+TTH 5,

WEEE:  (2) 1ZEME L., (1) DARZRT 1 P(Qi)oo : X — P™(QX) — P™QW) A3 W IZ extend
TE 37D DfEED

P™(Qi)ogoa ~ P™(Qi)oooa — X ad (ioa) ~ P™(Qi)ogoa — P™ ()oY ad av

~ P™(Qi)o(ooa — Yada) ~ pi,0 E™(Q4)o HS ()

THZ B, piy, (FHETH 2O TRENICIE BT (Qi)oH (o) THD, I Tm>1 T
QX — QW i e—1 #EEH»2 QW LEETH 2 DT, BN Q) 1 et B E %D, fEoT

Em (i), bHHTH D, P (Qi)oo D3W IZ extend THE 2720 DEHEIX HY (o) THA 5N 5, K.

EE 4.22 (I[61]) CWHIEDE{Q; (>213FE } TRz b DIBFET %,
cat(Qyx S™) = cat(Qy) for alln > 1,
{Cat(ngS") = cat(Qy) for alln >2 and { > 2.

(=2 DG DOUELE: o € m5(S%) Z Hopf AR 1252 %7MET 5L, Hi(o) =1 €
m5(QSEOSE) 2 ZTH B,  SPITKT % Hopf AL E 1 DILOIEFEIX, Toda [129] 12 & - THEH
SN, FRIT 115, 115] € ma9(S™P) IZIRTEUERITY E - s (S™) — me(S1P) DERICE T2 HII TR \WIG
Thb, MEA16ICETTHEDS Hi(0olus, tis]) = iuftis, t15) (G 1 S — QS3xQS® X bottom
cell DEEERR) 70, QSO IFBE DRI O — KRN A€ P E—[FETH 5025 4, 13 split
mono ThH 5, fit>T Hy(00[us,t15]) # 0 TH V| Berstein-Hilton DEED S Qo = S¥Uofy5.,15 €
1¥ cat(Qq) =2 % AT,

—7J7C Whitehead FEDBEIIHNHT 01222 205, S([ts, t1s])) =0 TH D, F QoxS" =
Qax{*} U SEx S Uy, et L) CW AEZEZ % & cat(Qax{*} USExS") =2 TH D, o, 1&
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ooli1s, t15) & Ly € T, (S™) DK Whitehead EETH A 635, €5 Tcat(QaxS") =3 &7 5 5IC
= Hg(wn) 230 %ﬁh“(“@itﬁ 5 t!:l/)o L2 L Hﬁq(wn) = Sn_l*Hl(O'O[L15, L15]) = :I:Z”[L15, L15] =0

(n>1) £%5DT, cat(QyxS™) = cat(Qy) =2 (n>1) DKILT %, D

CP3 13 S* LD SPHOMEZFFO Z LICERL T, ) £ HHTR G co-Hopf R 3: 59 — §3
ZEN), B3 : 87 — §1 % smooth map THEMT 2, EB)Z2IBICLbCPP DL ERERLELT
EFRTIUL, E(8) = S?Upep €T Uy ™ £ %, U LT Hy OatHE2Z BYIT4 W Toda
bracket (cf. [130]) ZH\WTHEITT 2 I L TRD ODEHZH 5,

EE 4.23 (1 [63], L-S-V [85]) Hlifh 2L RIA N TR 272 DALY 5,
cat(N ~ {x}) = cat(N).
EIE 4.24 (I [63]) HUHHS RPHZARE M CROFEH %N 72T b DDBHET 5,
cat(MxS™) = cat(M) for alln > 2,

fit> T, [92] IZZ81T & N7z Problems 642 & 643 [ZPAZARAICIRE L T H HIcHEMICk I i 2

sl s, LrL, NS TXRTOFEMEIRDOPRZLF LT3,

FIRE 4.25 (I [61]) n(X) = Max{n| cat(XxS™)=cat(X)+1 or n=0} 3R%Z AI=§ 7 ?
cat(X)+1 for all n < n(X),

cat(XxS") =
cat(X) for all n > n(X).

CHUTDOTIERIE, RDOFERVBT7 7 v A3,
EIE 4.26 (Stanley-Strom-I. [69]) HUHREEBEAR X 30K E 7% n(X) IZXF L cat(X x.S™ (X))
= cat(X) & BT % S IERADHALT B,
I {cat(X)+1 for all n < n(X),

cat(X)  for alln > n/(X),
R (X)) 1E X OIS, RIGZ LT L-S OMIRET 2RI R E AR TH 3,

& 512 Lie #f Spin(9) 1 X9 2 45 5H cat(Spin(9)) = 8 23 Kono-L. [81]IC & D 77 v AN, ZD
H1C cat(Spin(9)) = Mwgt(Spin(9); Fy) = 8 > 6 = wet(Spin(9); Fy) DRI T 5%, ZDHEFHIL
Mwgt( ;Fy) DIFEERIC wet(;Fy) K DIHOAZERETH S 2 L Z2EMNIT TS,
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5 Appendix
5.1 ZIR{ED L-S category
(1) cat(FP") =n, n>0 (F=R,Cor H). (2) cat(OP") =n, 0<n<2.

]_, 7T1<M3) = 0,
(4) cat(M?) =<2, m(M?) =7,

3, otherwise.

1, 7T1(M2) = O,

(3) cat(M?) = {2 1) 20

(5) cat(S™) =1, n>1. (6) (Rudyak) cat(L"(p)) =n, n>1,p>1.
(7) (Rudyak) Symplectic ZHEA (M>" w) 23 1o(M)=0 % A7z 813 cat(M?™) = 2n, n>1.

8) (I) S*' LD STHRE & Q=FE~{pt} ~ 8 Uy e D LS AT T )5

r t a cat(@QxS™) | cat(Q) | cat(E) | cat(ExS™)

t=0 2 1 2 3
a==x1 1 0 1 2

r=1|t=1 a=0 2 1 2 3
a0, +1 3 2 3 4

t>1 2 1 2 3

t<r 2 1 2 3

ey a==x1 1 0 1 2

. at =+ 1 2 1 2 3
Hi(2)=0 2 1 2 3

t>r | Hy(a)#0& X" Hy(a)=0 3 or 2 5 2 3

YT Hy (o) #0 3 3or4

(9) (Singhof, James, FGST, IM, IMN) a8 b Hiffi Lie #D L-S A7 3V #
WA 1 [ 2 [ s [ 4 [ s5<u

4 SU2) |1 SU@B) |2 SUM4) | 3| SU(B) | 4 || SUMn+L) |n
"l PU2) |3 PUB) |6| PU4) |9 | PU®B) |12| PU(n+1) |?
B Spm(3) 1 Spm(5) 3| Spin(7) | 5 | Spin(9) | 9 || Spin(2n+1) | 7
"l SO@3) |3 SOB) |8 SO(7) | 11| SOM) |20 | SO@2n+1) |?
o |L5e@) [L] Sp(2) |3] Sp(3) | 5 | Sp(4) |7 Spn) |7
" PSp(1) | 3| PSp(2) |8 PSp(3) | ? | PSp(4) | ? PSp(n) ?
Spin(6) | 3 || Spin(8) | 6 Spin(2n) | ?
D, SO6) | 9 | SO8) |12 SO(2n) ?
PO6) | 9 | PO®) | 18] PO(2n) |7
LBt | [ [ & [4] LA ] B [7]

(10) (Singhof) #3& Stiefel L8k W, . = U(n)/U(n—r) i cat(W,,,) = r Z A7,



5.2 L-SO¥EEICEAEL: (FANK) RHRE

8 5.1 (Ganea) ZHR{AD L-S OO % FIEE X,
BIRE 5.2 Awgt(M) = cat(M) = Cat(M) Z W7z THERIKE M D7 7 A ZRER X,
MR 5.3 fEED compact Lie it G IR L T Awgt(G) = cat(G) = Cat(G) &% 50 ?

FI 5.4 (Cornea) hocolim(X,)~X D & Z cat(X) < 2Max{cat(X,,); n>1} &% 5,
fERE 5.5 hocolim(X,,)~X @& & cat(X) < Max{cat(X,); n>1}+1 &% 50 ?
8 5.6 holim(X,)~X ® & & cat(X) < Max{cat(X,,); n>1}+1 L% %0 ?

EFE 5.7 caty(X) = Min{m > 0; Jy.x_pmx) s.t. emoo i p-FAfl} £EL,

IRE 5.8 cat,(X) = cat(X(,)) & A& B AIC1E X BHERTH 2 T L0 EEA470> ?
EHE 5.9 (Cornea) cat(X) < 2-Max{cat,(X);p>013FE8} L% 5,

EIRE 5.10 cat(X) < Max{cat,(X); p > 013FEE}+1 L% 50 ?

EE 5.11 n(X) = Max{n > 0; cat(X xS")=cat(X)+1 or n=0} £ &<,

EE 5.12 (I) FEED >0 LT 2n < n(X) < 2n+1 27§ X BFEET 5,

cat(X)+1 for alln < n(X),
cat(X) for all n > n(X).

EIE 5.14 (Roitberg) GRMOMRIOTHEAE X &Y T, FEU Mislin genus ZHi % ¥7% 5 L-S DA
DIEZINS b DVEFEET 5,

FIRE 5.13 HIC cat(X xS") = { } DIESLS B DD ?

fIRE 5.15 AREMR X &Y 25, FU Mislin genus Z 527 518 L-S DI DMED [F U 2> ?
(eX) : K*(X) — K*(P™(QX)) & )\—m'ngs}

m

DRID split mono
FIRE 5.17 287 b LiefE G T LT, Awgt(G) = cat(G) = Cat(G) L% 55 ?

EFE 5.16 Awgt(X) = Min {m >0

i



5.3 co-HopfZEf = Hopf ZR DMWY} = L-S DIFHDIED 1 DZEMF

H:ri%z two-sided homotopy unit & 9 % #ifi & i %2 K> 22[f %2 Hopf 22l &L B\, £/ Z D%
Hopf #i& & > 9,  Hopf 22T 3L & 72 22813 % 72 Hopf 22 TdH 1, > T Lie BEICSCRL S 11
7-22[i]1d Hopf 22 TH 5, KT SO(8) =~ S™xSO(7) TH H S7 1 Hopf Z[HTH 5,

B 5.18 Hifh e CWHEERD HopffEiEZ R oM, #4700 — 722 I D 2 &3 ah s
+aTh 2,
E 5.19 (I. James) #Hiff 7% CWHEHEDY Hopfiidiz b TIE. Z OREEIZ two-sided homotopy in-

version % &,

EI 5.20 (A. Zabrodsky) iz CWHEDS HopfiiGz b T, Z DG two-sided strict unit
ZHObDIYFEZA N5,
B> CHifE CW Bk T, Hopf iz o2 & & A iz o 2 LI TH 5,

EIE 5.21 (J. F. Adams) K} S™ 2% Hopf W& 2 FF o 2121E n 230,1,3, 7 DI TH S Z &
VBT TH B,

EE 5.22 (W. Browder) #fiZ%HR CWHEED Hopffiidiz b TE, ZDZ2EMIZVL 200 St
. HY =0 %l TR HR CWEEDERICKE FE—FfETH 2,

EI 5.23 (J. Hubbuck) #i5%HR CWEEDS homotopy abelian 7% Hopfh§idz b TIX, Z D22
8 2Y 22 I D torus ICHE  E—[FIETH 5,

EE 5.24 (J. Lin, R. Kane) B2 AR CWHEHK X 2% Hopf &2 £ T, 2 D)L — 7722
QX FHRER Y —FEIC torsion TBE Rz 8\, 612 X 13HEE K BEC D torsion TLE Fifz 720,
FA8 1 S oWk TR, A, EREREoO L L A, ER2 O LIE. up to homotopy TIRIfE
Tbh 5,

i % two-sided homotopy unit & 3 % Hifi 2 co-f& % o 22 % co-Hopf ZE & S\, £/Z2D
co-t&% co-Hopf i &9, T3 EX13D co-Hopf ZEMIC CHL & 4172 22[813 £ 72 co-Hopf 22T
Hb, o THERIEZEMNICSRL I N7 Z2[H]1% co-Hopf Z2[H]TH %,

ST, LilDEHRFEDORNIE) DD TH A )0 ?

EIE 5.25 (Ganea) #f5% CWAEAERD co-Hopf MG 2 KD 41213, Y LRI REMIC AL I N5

il



CEDBREN T TDH B,

FIRE 5.26 #ifi2 CWHEIRDS co-Hopfihid % R CiE, Z D2 homotopy inversion % & co-Hopf
MG Z RO 599 ?

ER 5.27 HH TR VG CWHEIRD co-Hopf i strict unit 2R L TH 77\,

BX 5.28 co-Hopfiiit & Hopfiig % HIcR>22[ICIE ST, 93, ST 3dh ., TNnoIcfR3,

FIRE 5.29 #Eifl 7 CWHIERDS co-Hopf & % R CiE. ZDZE/IZVB L DD St L m =0 &7
TSGR CWHEEDO —FANC AT P E—[FEZZ 5 9 0> ?

BB ORES5.29 12, Z DEENREEDIIIRE S 4 co-Hopf Z2[EICBH 9 % Ganea TAH & WX, [
526 £ 529 ZAETH 2 Z EDEB IS,

EHE 5.30 (Berstein-Dror, Hilton-Mislin-Roitberg) FaldRRE 5.26 & [ 5.291%. co-Hopf
BiEIc >V TolEY L (fEtEk D) FFEDb & THRILT %,

IR 5.31 (Henn, Hubbuck-I) V22722368 p > 01 L To, ERIOME 5.26 L[ 5.291%,
almost p-56fii 72 P8 TH Z tUTBREMRIZN L TR T 5,

BT 5.32 co-HopfZEl X D HREQ P —REDKICL & n+l, -, ntr (n I FARE IcEPL, H,\ o (X)

DBRCIULZRiT BB EE, KO r AN TH B L),

E 5.33 (Saito-Sumi-I, I) ZEXRIL2 £ TOHSE L CWHEIEDS co- Hopfiidi 2 Fi T, [ 5.26
EIE 5.29 3T 203, BERILS Dl CWHEERTING 2l I \0b DHFET 5,

727 L. ERIL3 L 4 OWTIIAHTH %,
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