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Lusternik-Schnirelmann %7 73 — (&L TL-S 27 3V —) &, ZHE LD smooth 7 FEEI%L
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W& 2T 1934 FFICERESNIZFE PE—FEL R
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#Il Z1F Matumoto [44, 45], Komatsu [39, 38] I
£ D knot BB\ T, ZOMMS 2R IRHEL 1
TERAZ 4L, knot & %\ 1 link DHZEE D L-S DAY 1 TH % Z £ 23%  DEEIC knot & %\ 1%
link 2SHWHIC 72 2 B DB+ TH 2 2 EWIRI T, FREEHHICN L T2 oI 2 £ T
RELTHEZON, HEBHEO LS i & (HZERO) XItLid, W 2DpOBAZRVTEL WY
&£\ 9 1957 40 Eilenberg-Ganea DERE ([7]) 206 THZFIFFICEFEL V) EFPHINE, L
COEMZECTO LR AT COMBEIERFRTH 5, STL-S DD 0 TH % ZEMILAHE T
HH. 1 Th3EMIIIUR TR EMTH % co-Hopf I TH 2, L2 Mfijizg,
J2f]hs THIE O — sl & Bk 2 L O—mflc e %) &9 Tco-Hopf Z2[EIZBIT % Ganea ¥
R ZBERp > 01K L p sifiize AT b Ul B TRBIN i 2 e T EICRR S h
7% (Henn [21], Hubbuck-1[24]) . AKD PRIFEEM IR I L7 (T]26]).

WA, Symplectic ZERIRISN 5 Arnold O P2 L-S O & B Bi#z > 2 & (Hofer [23],
Floer [11], Rudyak [53]) 7% (%&) # € FE—ALRZHVH oI N, Z2O—FT, LS
DO ARICEIT 5 TGanea TH 2VEHAE P E—BTHEMIZ (Hess [22]). L2 LAKD
TRUE GELE) BRFE P E—AZREEZHOTHRENIC (1]25,27) kI,

ARICB WL, BRIFEDZ C Otk % 1. James [32, 33], G. W. Whitehead [70, 71] IZ#KF
LTw3, 7 L-SOMOREWILY T AEE & % 2 GHAE P E—fTld, MADEMZ X
NTEH, T2 T Felix-Halperin-Thomas [9], Cornea-Lupton-Oprea-Tanré [6] 55 O f#at
HrBHIN 0, KT [33], [6] 13 L-S OFfFIC oW THEBIICHZH L TWw b,

FFICDVTIE, % CIFIEEDORBNES 7D, e e p ETE L THEAE F E—fRbkDR

4)



FlE, AT P E—imed TR 2 ERE oS EEET 24, e 3 HINTARICE»
TRAKDERNEZWMEICET EBDNS wat, cup 2 EDDOERLEZFRHT S, kb LI,
fARZE R 3ERS 22> CW EAEE E § 5, o0& EFEGRRIEEHR TEMEN S,

1 Lusternik-Schirelmann D¥fc B
¥ 9. Lusternik & Schnirelmann 12 X > CTE5 2 672 b OB OBRZ2EE T 5,
1.1 HANWGREES

("I847) BAZARIR M 1@ smooth 72 AR D critical points 1X, W D2HZTHAI»? %
DRV (2R E» S 1 %2510 E) % Crit(M) (H 20k fCat(M)) TET, SAioh
7 B9%03 Morse BA%7: 513 critical points 132N FL43fiR% 8 { 23, Hessian DiR{LAH b 15 5 IR
Tl3¥r L A embedded closed balls 12 & 2 #7 (Takens [64]) ZE <, — I TEHEMRE M X, vo
72D embedded closed balls THWRCES (K1) TH2HI2? 2 0RDIH%E Ball(M)
TET L, [64] DREHD 5 XRDAERBR SN D ¢

EE 1.1 (Takens [64]) Ball(M) < Crit(M) = fCat(M)+1 < dim(M)+1.

RD gCat(—) b fCat(—) LHITHE P E—AETRRVEMY LMD —FETH D,

EE 1.2 (Fox [12]) MHHZ%EM X &, Lot WO THERHESS CHORKE 2 TH 5 ) 02?2
Z DR ED H1% B0 B%E gCat(X) TET,

1.2 BRI

L-S Ofild gCat(—) ZFE FPE—ALRELZLICL LD ERLE S ¢ %R X OF
DHEE AR, BE5M i A—X »3null-homotopic TH % & ¥ categorical (Jily) EMEIN 3,
E# 1.3 (Lusternik-Schnirelmann [42]) fZAHZEH X (3, o 72 WD 2 PHES CTH
WRLE2THSIN?  ZORPED 512\ % cat(X) TEL, L-S DRz & LIER,
Whitehead [70, 71], Berstein-Ganea [1] IZ X 2UX, ZHfE M 123 LTI L-S O DERICE
<., PSS & TUEGRA homotopy IEIRIEE 5> (=NDR) PHES ) ICHEEMRZ TH,| {HIZ
Ebok\, &A% NDR BEA A ICRT 20854 iy : A — X O null-homotopy 1.
HEGH Iy : X - X 2BWL T, AZERICETERra: X - X, ra(A) = {x} KEFT 2
homotopy \IZHREI 1%, > T m+1 KON Z NDRIEGICI>T X 2EbNE L E, LD
3R & 417 homotopy Z i3 2 & T m+1 ERAELR AL X - [ X % Tfat wedges &
WEI S 220 T X = {(20, 41, oo ) [ Fisto ;= %} C [T X ICHE#S 5 homotopy 78
Fonsd, ZITAMTIE, FEFE—mCHEENLZRDOERZL-SOMOERE L THRMNT 2 ¢
EE 1.4 (Whitehead [70, 71], Berstein-Ganea [1]) fHHZ20H X IS LRD K ) ITED B,

cat(X) = Min {m >0

mA1-ERAEGE AL X — [ X 2 EHi LT, #BorZer
NDFR s X S [[PT X C[[™M X 28232 L08TE S,
E 15 ZOERT L-SOHiIF 0 A LOBEE (£721d00) ZELFEIE—ALRETH 2,
Lusternik & Schnirelmann O, FIN2H gCat(—) ZHFEPE—ALRLE LB DEEZ
B2EMNTED, L-SOMERMNEIEEDOBIRZLNICE LTRS¢



EI 1.6 (L-S [42], Fox [12], Takens [64], Ganea [14], Whitehead [71])

(1) BAZRRA M 1Z Tcat(M) < gCat(M) < Ball(M)—1 < Crit(M)—1 < dim(M), % &7 F,
(2) BEARZEE X 13 Teat(X) < gCat(X) < dim(X)) % &7,

1.3 TRV, HERRIHE

FULEMN 2R % BT b E—ALERE T ZHEE 0D Tldkwv, FEEE Ganea 13 Lo (2) 1%
FAEL2 T MRG ) #ezRD X ) ICEEZ T

EE 1.7 (Ganea [14]) MAHZER X i LCT, X LAE b E—FAERMHZER Y 24252,
gCat(Y) Di/MEiz Cat(X) TET ¢ cat(X) < Cat(X) < gCat(X) < dim(X).

X 51T Ganea 1%, cone-length %2 & EFEIEIN S T\ DD ) —DDERE L 2 7,

E&® 1.8 HHtEMH h: A — B OGEHE (mapping cone) C(h) L1, AAAI {x} [[Ax[0,1] ][] B
25 (a,1) € Ax[0,1] & h(a) € B &%, £72(a,0) € Ax[0,1] & x & ZF—H L TH S 4 5 5{L221H
Thb, ZOLEBIF EEEHEB — {x}[[Ax[0,1][[ B £%EH {x} [T Ax[0,1][[ B — C(h)
DEREGHRIZE Y C PR EME B3 s,

EE 1.9 (Ganea [14]) (ZHZH X IS LT, #REGROES {h, : A, —» Y, m—1>n >0}
T Yo={x} &£ Y1 =C(hy) DY, (m=1>n) Z2H7%L Y, =Chp-1) =X £%2bD2 TN
THEZD, ELXDEGFIVSLVVLDDER» L HBLDTHHID?  ZDRDE % Cone(X)
CRT. FEXIHTE 0D BRFE cone HA L LIBEND, -

EIE 1.10 (Ganea [14]) fAHZEH X 12K LT TCone(X) = Cat(X)1 DIRLT %,

& 51T Cornea 1322 A, # X"B,, DIVICBRET 5 2 LT, Hirz NRe, MizEgkL 7,

EFE 1.11 (Cornea [4]) f7HHZEH X 1o L <, @G5 HRO%EE {h, : "B, - Y, m—1>n
>0} T Yo={x} &Y, 1 =C(hy) DY, (m=1>n>0)%A%L Y, =Chm1)~X £% 2
bOETRTEZL, HAOEAIEINLFTROBRIEE Cl(X) THT,

EI 1.12 (Cornea [5]) frtHZERH X (2% LT TCI(X) = Cone(X) (= Cat(X))s 2T 5,

PLED X 9z TEGA ) EAREIZIE unique TH S 2 LT oTw5, X512 X"B, %I
D—HMDBITRET 2 Z £ THEAE F E—FICET 5 cone-length IZHPIL 7= A% = Clg(X)
(Jafk cone-length) &SN 225, AfO T E) o 13HEN 5 2 2 DL Eidfilii e

EIE 1.13 (L-S [42], James [32], Takens [64, 65], Ganea [14]) fZfHZE[ X (<xf L T,
RDOREXHDRLT %,

Cat(X)—1 < cat(X) < Cat(X) < gCat(X) < dim(X).

1.4 THL, HHENRELS

FElOIGA 2, L-S OIS % 1225 Ol & HAa LBE. T o 0fHliiEED X Ich
Z6NETHHIN?  FEiEL-S DR B ICHRTE D IOAERTIEH 52, K DiFlHH
DHENR O BBV ODpF N TS, ZD) LOHMKNAE L DZ I TICHR S,

EE 1.14 (Whitehead [70, 71])

weat(X) = Min {m >0 ’Am“ X - ™M X — A" X 3 null-homotopic TH % }
ST X/ X = AT X (smash ) ICHEETIUSRZH S,



FEI 1.15 (Whitehead [70, 71]) (1) AEK weat(X) < cat(X) 2IRILT 5,
(2) h* ZRENL—WarEaP—HET 5, (X)) DERDLD m ADTORER 0 THWVES
3, weat(X) > m DIRILT %,

WEE,  F9T(1) 1 cat(X) =m E T2 E, AT X S [T X 7T X 12 compressible
TH% I EH 5, reduced diagonal A" : X — A" X EBAE L —7TH 5, ftoTweat(X) <
m = cat(X) DIKLT B,

RIZ (2) EXHEZ R T L weat(X) <m &5 &, E&ED S reduced diagonal A™ : X — A" X
WBHEAEF=7TH2, S5 (X) DITED m HOILOR X

R (X))@ - - @ A (X) — BA(XA---AX) 275 B (X)
ZHD, o TIRTOTH S, %D,

E&E 1.16 (AHZEM X ISR LT cup-length £ M-I 2 AZEE cup(—) ZERT S :
(1) hZ#FENarER Y =L T2 LEE, RDXIIC cup-length ZED %,

cup(X; h) = Min {m > 0 ‘ Vo, s € B (X) g+ =0 }

BHC 1 28 RSO I RER S —D £ 2. cup(X;h) % cup(X; R) TET 2 L13b 5.
(2) cup(X) = Max {cup(X; h) | h BN 3 FET S —F) LED S,

EE 1.17 [LEOFEEN I F TR Y —5i h*(—) 1T LROAEX G 5 ¢
(1) cup(X;h) < cup(X) < wecat(X) < cat(X) < Cat(X).

(2) cup(X) = Min {m >0 ‘Am“ X — N X 1% stably 1< null-homotopic T % }

AW, (1) BERIVHSLTHZ, ZITIITIR (2 ZAMT 2 hoicm = (5d)
&F UL, cup-length DEFRL DESLIC cup(X) <m 25, XIZ, HWRAIEZDOAFFZRT £
P, 2R X OB spectrum D% smash B \'(X) = A'S®°X = °A'X (i >0) OEER wedge
MTRINDERD K 9 BHRIEN spectrum Ex 2 & D, hx(—)={(-),Ex} LEET S :

Ex = (SO V(X)VA*(X) V- VATX)VATTHX) V-
ZLTrehi(X) = {(X),Ex} % wedge MIITDWT Ex D 2HHDKT (X) NDWUEEHTHEINS
WHELETHE " =A@ @) € by (X) = {(X),Ex} 1 reduced diagonal A™ : X — \™ X
TREZND Ex D (m+1) FHORETF N (X) NOLEFHRTH 5 DT, m DD /55> 5 non-trivial
Th2, #->Tcup(X)>cup(X;hx)>m &85, VR

2 L-SDIEDEHE
COEiTIE, i b ORI ARIEE & ETOEIC X ) L-S OMSE SN T2 BT 2,
2.1 L-S QFEO—RAIEE

Bl 2.1 (1) cat(X) =0 &% 21CIEZE0H X DIHTH 2 2 L BLEFTH .
(2) cat(X) =1 & 7% 51132 X D3SHE TR\ co-Hopf 22 TH 5 2 &L DM EA3TH 5,
(3)  BrAHZER] X DIMZAHZER Y 2 3R 9 dUd, cat(X) > cat(Y) 23RALT %,

(4) (Varadarajan [69], Hardie [20]) Fibre 22 F — E 2 B 3R DOA%ER%E R T,
cat(E)+1 < (cat(F)+1)-(cat(B)+1).



(5) (Ganea [14]) Fibre 7¢fl F — E 2 B 1 Cat(E) +1 < (Cat(F) + 1)-(Cat(B) 4+ 1) Z &7
kR

(6) (Fox [12]) DiAHZERT X, Y 12X LT, cat(X xY) < cat(X)+ cat(Y) YKL 5,

(7) (Takens [65]) HiAHZER] X, Y 12X LT, Cat(XxY) < Cat(X)+ Cat(Y) DIRLT 5,

EIE 2.2 (Ganea [14]) (d—1) Hif5 A AAHZER X & Cat(X) < dimT(X) (d>2) AT,

WEEEY, X @ (d—1)-skeleton (3 —H 22 {+} L LT&kwv, Tk >01CHL X, 2 X D
((k+1)d—1)-skeleton &3 % & REZEMH] X1/ Xy ORIT EHFEREDBIRD 6 . 23U S 2> DZE[H]
K, DBETHZ 1 X, ~NKo £ Xpy1/Xp 23K, (E>20E 313 K, bEEER) TH 2,
ST Xo={*} £V, X; ~ XgUp, C(Ky), (hg =x*: Kg—{x}) THZDTUTIZEk>2,T 32,
Blakers-Massey DERD 5 7, (Xp11, Xi) — (LK) 13 ¢ < (k42)d—1 THEEDD g = (k+2)d—1
T Thsb, T ITRHER fir: Xpo1 — Xikr1/ Xk D homotopy fibre # Fy, & 3 #UE, Fibre 2%
M Fl, — Xpp1 — SKy X (Xpg1, Xo) ICBERET 2 582 RGO VT 4 Bifliiln & . ARG EE
BAR X, — B, 1 (k4+2)d — 2)-8if5 & 72 % ¢

g1 (Xpt1, Xpp) —— g (Xp) —— g (Xp41) —— g (Xiy1, Xi)

| l l

Tg+1 (X Kk) g (Fy) —— mg(Xpy1) —— mg(XKy).

ZZT dlm(Kk) (k‘—|—2) —2 X9, JH.C. Whitehead DTH D> & f* : [Kk,Xk] — [Kk,Fk] b
LD, FkREERYO 4 HiEEZ TR0 %255,

[C(Kk), Ki; Xig1, Xi] = [BKg, X1/ Xp] = [EKy, XKy

D S K, DEEGERITHET 2548 xi € [C(Ky), Ki; Xpg1, X 200 58O, hy, = xilk,
Kp — X EBFE xp BAT Y[l vp : XpUp, C(Kg) — X1 25835, TITH
ATCORZEMIITRTHERETH LD T, Xy ~ XpUp, C(Ky), hi : Kp—Xy (k>1) &40
Cat(X,,) <m (m>0) ZEHKT 2, 22 Tdim(X) =nd+r, 0<r<d T2 &, dim X < (n+1)d—1
X Cat(X) = Cat(X,) <n < dlm; ) 2182, “®y,

I 512 Ganea lFRXRZT LT3

EI 2.3 (Ganea [14]) MAHZER X 2% (d—1) #5222 dim(X) < (k+2)d — 3, cat(X) < k 72
51, Cat(X) <k (d>2) PRILT 5,

FEFE—EH [SA X FECHMOENTL S LX) ICHRLRIMEZ R D, i, A — ZAVSA %
Bt NDERGHR (t=1,2), p: TAVEA - DA ZHE LS ~NOHE (t=1,2) LT3,
Psyit = 0s-1na (0s,t 13 Kronecker @ delta) 23T %,

EIE 2.4 (Ganea [15]) (iAHZER A, B I 2 XOBEDRINE, split T 5H5%ERINTH 5 -

1 — [2B,0zA«QxA] 2% wp savsA] PP wB w4 x [£B,£A4] — 1.

(i1 Xioy D3 splitting 52 %), 12121 [e1,ez] 1& e; = ijoev & eq = igoev & D—f Whitehead
BTHD, ev:XOTA - A FBRAGHRTH S,



EE 2.5 (B-H [2]) TEDEM f: 2B — AWK L (i +ig)of ~ijof +ig0f + [e1, ea]og % &
729 g: XB — QN AxQY A 25 up to homotopy T—EMNHET % (Saito [54). D g% Hi(f)
T&RL. Berstein-Hilton D (—XD) Hopf AERES I,

i 2.6 Berstein-Hilton 1 X 2 ARDER Hopf A& H,, \& Whitehead D criterion IZE9 b D
T, AT FE—HEE[EB, [ X [0 X] (EROA m=1 T X=S4) flizfi>, —Jh
T H, 13 OB THERALR (§4.8) I, It Berstein-Hilton DAKD H, HEAHiTH 5
T EbmEng (1 /27], Stanley [60)) .

EE 2.7 (B-H [2]) fEEOGR f: 57 — ST Inf LT, #E%EM Q = 5" Uy et @ L-S DHfiIx
Feat(Q) = 1 iff Hi(f) =01 2 Teat(Q) =2 iff Hi(f) # 01 Z AT,

2.2 Compact Lie #8® L-S D DEE

Compact Lie #7 E12xt LTk, MTFOFEBBEE T AIN T3S,

Bl 2.8 (1) cat(T7) = cat(S'xS'x --- xS) =r, r > 1.
£ D —MIZ, cat(S™ xS 2x - xS¥) =71, n; > 1, (1<i<r) BT 5,

(2) (Singhof [57, 58]) U(n),SU(n) (n>1) ZxfL T
cup(U(n)) = cat(U(n)) (= n = cup(U(n); Z)),
cup(SU(n)) = cat(SU(n)) (= n—1 = cup(SU(n);Z)).

(3) (Mimura-I [29], Mimura-Nishimoto-I [30]) Spin(n) (3<n<8) XL T
cup(Spin(n)) = cat(Spin(n)) = Cat(Spin(n)).

(4) (Schweitzer [56], Ferndndez Sudrez-Gdémez Tato-Tanré-Strom [10], Mimura-I [29])
cup(Sp(n)) = cat(Sp(n)) = Cat(Sp(n)) (= 2n—1), n<3.

(5) (Singhof [57], James [32], Mimura-Nishimoto-I [31]) cat(Gs) = 4, cat(PSp(2))®) = 8.

(6) (James-Singhof [34]) SO(n) (n<5) KL Tl SO(2)~S',SO(3)~RP?, SO(4)~RP?x S3
TH Y cup(SO(5)) = cat(SO(5)) = Cat(SO(5)) (= 8 = cup(SO(5); Z/27Z)).

(7) (Mimura-Nishimoto-I [31]) PU(n) (n=p" 7272L r>1 Tp \FFH) KL T
wgt(PU(n))") = cat(PU(n)) = Cat(PU(n)) (= 3n—3).

(8) (Mimura-Nishimoto-I [31]) SO(n) (6<n<9) XX L T
cup(SO(n)) = cat(SO(n)) = Cat(SO(n)) (= cup(SO(n); Z/2Z)).
(9) (Mimura-Nishimoto-I [31]) PSO(2n) (n<4) 12Xt L Tl PSO(2)~S*, PSO(4)~RP?xRP?,
PSO(6)=PU(4) TH D cup(PSO(8)) = cat(PSO(8)) = Cat(PSO(8)) = cup(PSO(8);Z/27Z).
2.3 L-S OMICEHEL e BB RE L RIEDHRR

L-S DD di By = R D < D 221d “Open Problems in Topology” [47] IV A F TV 3,
FIRE 2.9 (Problem 643 of [47]) PHAZMAD L-S DIDAEIZ. once-punctured 53 ZARE &
DB L) ETRERD?
RORED 5 E W 72 R 13585 Arnold O PR EMEIIN S,
fEIRE 2.10 (Arnold (p.66 of [3])) Symplectic %tk M O Symplecto-morphism ¢ : M — M
DIEE m DB Fix(¢) 3% 12 Crit(M) A Ed 252 ?
F 7R ORED EE N 72 5138 Ganea D P L IFIXN S,



fRE 2.11 (Problem 2 of Ganea [16], Problem 642 of [47]) cat(XxS™) = cat(X)+1?
RDOMES Ganea D FRUES R T 2RETH %,

B’ 2.12 (Problem 4 of Ganea [16]) BRI FOBKHARORZER D L-S DRifiz S FLOkf
WEBRDFE F E—ALRZ HvCElid &,

RiZ, LS NN AR A Z OB RIEZ 21T 5,

I 2.13 (Singhof [59], Rudyak [51]) PHZRRE M 2300 dim(M) = d & L-S D cat(M)
= m BT AR m > T kT a1 Ganea DFRUSEL 1o,

EE 2.14 (Hofer [23], Floer [11])  Symplectic %1k M O Symplecto-morphism ¢ : M —
M X Fix(¢) > cup(M)+1 &2 &7,

FE 2.15 (Jessup [35], Hess [22]) HHAE F E—fOHPHANT Ganea D FHIZIEL \»,

Z LT FERRDE, S ORTEICH 2 2?3 S 5 72,

EIE 2.16 (Liu-Tian [41], Fukaya-Ono [13]) Symplectic %8k M @ Hamiltonian diffeo-
morphism ¢ : M — M DOREER2IERI A 513 Fix(¢) > Crit(M) TH 5,

EIE 2.17 (1 [25]) Ganea DFM% A7 S 7o\ UL 2 A ZEDMAE T 5,

EH 2.18 (Rudyak [53], Oprea-Rudyak [49]) M % Symplectic %k & 3 2%,
M WEM W]y =0 (m2(M) =07%56 &) Z2AHEIE, cat(M) = Crit(M)—1 = dim(M) %3
JESZ L. Arnold PHUZ (ZDHA) EL W,

T 2.19 (I [27]) Ganea DYV % A7 Z 70\ HHHE 2 AL A DT T 50

I 2.20 (I [27, 28], Lambrechts-Stanley-Vandembroucq [43])  HUHHE 2P AR AT,
once-punctured S ERIE L F U L-S D OMEZ RO D DBHEAET 5,

B 2.21 (I [28]) BRIl EOBKE N Y FAORERD L-S DRI N Y FILVOFREGRD Hopf
AZERBTHRAICGAR I N, Ganea DTV EDIRALT 256 LKL L wGahticiins,

EE 2.22 (Oprea-Rudyak [50]) 3 XILPHZ MK Ganea D V% A7 T,

3 A BEEL-SDH

b b EEHIZ, Hopf HEDEXRMEANE — A,-fE — IKovToffE%Z{ToCwik, H5LE
& AT AIBE T 2 G221 EC Hopf AZREZMY K9 & & T, BMELIFHDXH % Sp(2)
DL-SHTITV=WBHoI D EWETEFLZ LICKADI VT, Z 2T Ganea THICH A &%l
I IERAEB S HNIL G EFEZ, 1997 FIZ 37 HIZEEHP LT A -k & L-S DM OBz % 2
7D ThoT, FHEZEM EDOERD Hopf AZRIC X 512 Homology 7% flAafAbE % 2 & T,
X Hopf RERM L-S A7 TV —DPREIMHZ 2 (§4.4) EVHIDNZDEZDHATH S,

F213 M U EEIC Rudyak 2° category weight % Fi\>C Arnold PRICHD A TV, L2dZh
1, §4.1 TERZ X9 I2RIE D AW 2 RS R b D TH > 72,

3.1 A&

E# 3.1 (Stasheff [61], =# [48]) ZEM X LT, #£F ) {(E*(X), B¥(X),p%) | 0<k<m}
DIRD (1)~ (3)D3FMERILTLEE, ZTNZ X DA, FBELESV, L X% A, ZHES).

(1) BAX) = {x} 2 EX(X) = X TH Y. py BHHAETHTH 3,

7



(2) BF(X) & EFY(X) o hTHlfii (k<m) THYH, foTm=cc DL & E*(X) = J E*(X)
FZNHSITH %,

(3) pk : E¥(X) — B¥(X) (k<m) & X % fibre £ § % quasi-fibration TH 5,

727Lp:E—BWi:F < EZ% fibre £ 3% quasi-fibration &%, poi ~ % iDL % [
ps (B, F) — 7. (B) DA TH B I L TH B,

T 3.2 (Stasheff [61]) (7HHZZH X A% A -W5E {BF(X) |k > 0} 282745 6130 X 1 strict
unit Z 0 Ao -ZEM X I2AE FE—FETH D, X OBHERNZ A, 7 B U(X) 25 X ~ X
ADERIZ X D A, HEE BF1(X) 5 X ~DFEERET 5,

% 3.3 7% X 1ont LT, strict unit Z R0 — 7220 QX D Ao i {BF1(QX) | k> 0}
E B®(QX) ~ X AT,

Bl 3.4 (1) B*1(S%) = RP*, BFt1(S') = CP*, B¥*1(S3) =HP" (0 <k < o0),

(2) BY(S7) =, B%(S7) =S8, B3(S7) = OP? (Cayley plane).

SE 3.5 AL A E ORI S . BMTUOX) ZHIC PHQX) B EERTCE0h B,

3.2 HEZEMEE L-S Ois

PR DEFED O H O DRI T 5,

EE 3.6 Cat(P"(QX)) <m THH, €T cat(P™(QX)) <m TH 5,

EI 3.7 (Cornea [4]) cat(X) =m DEE, i <m % 5F cat(P(QX)) =i THH., i >m %
513 cat(PH(QX)) =m Th 3,

EIE 3.8 (Ganea [14], Gilbert [17], I [25], Sakai [55]) A% cat(X) < m DT % (2
ZeX - P™(QX) — PX(QX)~X AR E P E—WEREROZ LPBE+STH S ¢

cat(X) = Min{m > 0|30 : X — P™(QX) s.t.eoo ~ 1x}.

FE 3.9 (I [25]) cat(X xY)=cat(X)+cat(Y) 23RILT B2, U4y PHOX) X PI(QY)
s PO(QX)xP®(QY) ~ XxY (cat(X)=m, cat(Y)=n 332 1 DA L) 235 5€ b E—W5H%E
Rz 2 EBREPOH I TH B,

WL, F 9 Uiy jeman PT(QX)XPI(QY) <= P®(QX)xP®(QY) =~ X XY A E b E—jl
GRERO LTk ICDVTORINET Cat(U,, ., PHOX)xPI(QY)) < k 351, XxY 1F
RED S Uy jcmin PHQX)X P (QY) ICXBLS 012 DT cat(X xY) < cat(X)+ cat(Y) 23705,

RIT cat(XxY) < cat(X)+cat(Y) &9 5L, EH 3825 XxY & P 1(Q(XxY)) IZ3X
iz, 22T, Uy, PUOX)XPI(QY) & P>(QX)xP>(QY) ~ X xY OEER T2z
Ao W% 5 2, EH 3.2 2> & BHEN 72 G5

e Y L PRQ(XXY)) — P®(QX)xP®(QY) ~ X xY

FEEEBR U<, PQX)XPI(QY) — PP(QX)xP>(QY) 2fHT %, 5T XxY 357
M Uiy j<man—1 P(QX)xPI(QY) C Pe(QX)x Pe(QY) IZHSRLE 5, U

% 3.10 (I [25]) cat(X xS™)=cat(X)+1 & 7% 3 12 IEEEFH P™(QX)x {x}UP™1(QX)x 5"
— P®(QX)xS" ~ X xS (7720 cat(X) =m > 1) DYEHE P E—WEREFF 502 Lo




YhpoTaTh b,
WEAE,  P(QX)x{*} U P" 1 (QX)xPYQS™) U--- U {x}x P""1(QS") C P™(QX)x{x} U
P 1(QX)x P®(QS™) C P®(QX)xP>®(QS™) & D, cat(XxS") = cat(X) 7 5 IFEH 3.9 » 5
P™(QX)x{x} UP™ QX )x P> (QS") — P®(QX)x P>®(QS") ~ X xS" 734K E b & —WhGH
ZRb. o T PM(QX)x{x}JUPT™1(QX)xS" < PX(QX)xS" ~ XxS" 3K E b &£ —HiE
B2, Wi Cat(P™(QX)x {+JUP™ 1 (QX)xS") <m X VIS, h

=6

) o

4 ZDO2DARIVR
L-S 77 2V —BOMEICIE, SER E DR GIRIOIIRE S 12 BB Cat TR 2 A2 = %2 H
WER N H D, Rudyak DHHEIZEIICI US> bDICHA S, LA L, Ganea THD X
I I R MEICEEHAZ 5. 2 Xk 9 & LeGgaicid, BETEEZWZEE Aol s v,
4.1 BWRROTTHEURLGAZEEZRAWS
EE 4.1 Toomer FERE ZORBERZEAT S,
(1) h #FEENZarEn Y —GE T 5,
(a) wet(Xsh) = Min {m 2 0| (¢X). : h*(X) — h*(P™(QX)) 13HUH |
@ﬁL<:hWX)—»h%Pm@lX»Cithmmwks@ﬁﬁ}
D split mono
@ﬁh:hWXth%PmmXﬁtiMhﬂ@%ms®ﬁ}
D split mono
(2) (a) wgt(X) = Max {wgt(X;h)| h 1ZFENZ I RER S —}
(b) Mwgt(X) = Max {Mwgt(X;h) | h 1ZFENZ I FER Y —
(c) Awgt(X) = Max {Awgt(X;h) | h (FFEN LI FEQT Y —§i }

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

(¢) Awgt(X;h) = Min {m >0

(8) (a) wgt(X;p) = Max {wgt(X;h) | h 1ZFELN 72 p-local 2 FE VY —ii }
(b) Mwgt(X;p) = Max {Mwgt(X;h) | h (&FEN % p-local 2 FEB Y —i }
(c) Awgt(X;p) = Max {Awgt(X; h) | h IEFIEN 7 p-local 2 FEVT Y —5i )
FRIZh 2 RIRBOF arER Y —D L &, cup-length ® & & L FAFRIC, wgt(X;h), Mwgt(X;h),
Awgt(X;h) 2454 wet(X; R), Mwgt(X; R), Awgt(X; R) TRT 2 L23dh 5.
TEIE 4.2 cup(X;h) < wgt(X;h) < Mwgt(X;h) < Awgt(X;h) < cat(X) DAL T 5,
ST Rudyak & Strom (& Fadell-Husseini [8] D52 7o i fHAZ & category weight 2 &€ F E—A4
BRELD X ICHERL, L-S OMZEMEHE T 2 flaz 5.2 72
E# 4.3 (Rudyak [51, 52], Strom [63]) u € h*(X) IZXf LT
wegt(u; k) = Min {m > 0] (e\)«(u) #0} LE&ET 2 (h FFEHIFE RS ),
EIE 4.4 (Rudyak [51, 52], Strom [63]) h ZFENEarERY —GRET 5,
(1) wgt(u+v;h) > Min{wgt(u; h), wgt(v; h)} DIRILT 5,
(2) wet(uv; h) > wgt(u; h) + wgt(v; h) DIRIET %,

(8) wgt(X;h) = Max{wgt(u; h) |u € h*(X)} DILLT 5,



TE 4.5 (E(X:h).d,)|r> 1} # X =~ P®(QX) O filtration {P™(QX)|m > 0} 155
0. h*(X) 12K T % Rothenberg-Steenrod 10 spectral sequence &9 5.,

EI 4.6 (Whitehead [70], Ginsburg [18], McCleary [46]) X % B L 325,

(1) h*(QX) 25 h* L free 7 513, E3*(X;h) = Cotor} ., (b, 1)

(2) dy : B R) — B (X ) TB YL H(ED (X h), dy) = B (X B)

(3) EZ(X;h) = Eoh™(X),  EZ/(X;h) = Foh™ (X)) /Fopah*H(X)
Fh™(X) = Ker {(e;)« : h"(X) — h"(P™(QX))}
(4) (Whitehead) r > cat(X) % 61X ESY(X;h) & ESHX;h) TH 5,

(5) (Ginsburg) s > cat(X) %513 E3H(X;h) =0 Th 5,

E 4.7 TEOD [u] (#£0) € B (X;h), (ue h* (X)) KR LT wgt(ush) =5 TH 5,

Bl 4.8 (1) wgt(L"(p)) = cat(L"(p)) = dim(L"(p)) =n (p > 1 ZEE) TH 3,

(2) Symplectic %A M>™ 53 mo(M)=0 % 72 ¥1E wgt(M) = cat(M) = 2n TH %,

(3) wgt(Sp(2);Z/2) = 2 < 3 = Mwgt(Sp(2); Z/2) = cat(Sp(2)) TH 5.

4.2 FHLW TRE, BB

BEIZ 75T, cup(—) & I3RL B TRENI NS L-S Ol bpEAI L :

EE 4.9 (Rudyak [52]) rcat(X) = Min{m>0|3(stably) o : X —-P™(QX) s.t.eXoo ~ 1x}.

ZEE 4.10 (Vandembroucq [68])

Qcat(X) = Min{m>0|3o : X—(QP)™(2X) s.t. (Qe)X oo ~ 1x}

£ L. fibration E™1(QX) — PM(QX) < X 2ZELHT Q %M\ fibrewise 122541 L
b DB QE™HL(QX)) — (QP)™(QX) 2m X <5 5,

EHE 4.11 (Rudyak [52, 53], Vandembroucq [68])

(1) reat(X) < cat(X), rcat(XxS") =rcat(X)+1,n>1.

(2) Qecat(X) < cat(X), Qcat(XxS") = Qcat(X)+1,n>1.

(3) BEALI N7 22/ Xo 1R L T wet(Xo) = reat(Xy) < Qeat(Xg) = cat(Xy) TH %,
N o DRI NI b BN Toomer IAEEDBBRPIRD LI 1252615 :

EE 4.12 cup(X) < wgt(X) = Mwgt(X) = rcat(X) < Awgt(X) < cat(X).

—MRIZ cat(X) IR L TIE, cup(X;h) £ D wet(X;h), wgt(X;h) & D Mwgt(X;h). Mwgt(X;h)
L0 Awgt(X;h) DI DBRVIEMZ L2 % (133 TH2),

4.3 FRD Hopf RAEE & L-S DI
) LERBINAZERIZ, XEFEPE—@mZ2RHT 2D THYD, Ganea THD X ) BAH

IR ZE G TR EEL v, 2082, RO (F) LE Hopf AR ZMET % ¢
Berstein-Hilton [2] IZ RfRED &€ F E—FDInIZ L THERX D Hopf A £ =

HE (X5 R) — o1 ([T X, [, X5 R), n>2, m>1

52 BRDAHC k2 R o8R0 L-S O DED Hy = Hf ISk > TIRESI NS T 2L
7z TOEX Hopf AERIF QX D Ay Wiz O THEEICHEZFOAZRLE L THERI NS ¢
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EE 4.13 (I [27], Stanley [60]) o : X — P™(QX) Z&EM 3.8 TEE 5 cat(X) < m DOHfiE
ZL5255%ET5, RO 3V - X T LTRI22E25 @ (efoXad(f) = evoXad(f) =
f=1xof =eXooof D, RfE PROPATIUAIEZBR\THE b E—H[HR)

sV

H ()

X 2

ZZToof & Xad(f) DFEdS,(f) = oof —Xad(f) DFiL LT WX, 0HS (f) = d2,(f)) & HS(f) €
2V, EMTHQX)] 2 [BV, S(A™TQX)] £ L, HE(/)=S%HS(f) € {Z"V, A" X} £ T3,
EIE 4.14 (I [27]) V 27 co-Hopf 2272 6 ISTED o IS LT HY 1FHERBITH 2,

W R £,9: 3V — X AW L TZD adjoints % ad(f),ad(g): V - QX &£§ 5 ¢

Yad(f): XV — 20X, Xad(g):XV — XQX, Xad(f+sg): XV — ZQX.

Z 2T +g5 ¥ suspension &> 6 EF S FE PE—HEHEOHERT, —HTXV EVIZ. VD

co-Hopf &I R T % co-Hopf i 2 Ff b, CNO60LEE 5K E P E—HHDMZ + TERY

i$ad(f+sg) ~ ad(f+vg) ~ ad(f)+vad(g) 3%, NoDOBRELE LIUIREMS ¢

Yad(f+sg) ~ B(ad(f)+v ad(g)) ~ ad(f)+vEad(g)) ~ Zad(f)+sXad(g).

fit>CT, EEDS HS(f +9) ~ HS(f) + HS(g) DALY %,

=6
7
=y
o

8 4.15 (I [27]) LD o IS LT HS (fo(Xg)) = HE,(f)o(Sg) DALY 2,

B 213 strict unit 2K A, R G ISR L X = P™(G) & BFIE, HRHENLEEE S o : P™(G) —
P™(QP™(G)) IR LT HY - [BV, P™(G)] — [ZV, E™THQP™(G))] (22T E™HH(QP™(G)) &
QP™(G) % m~+11# join L72b D) 2EE 5, HH D Hopf AL RS Hopf #51E% detect T25D &
FHEIC, ZDFEX Hopf AL RS A -Hiiti% detect § 5,

I 4.16 (I [27]) BRE S™~! (n=1,2,4,8) 13/ Va %> GEEANR) Bz R %D
Hotoefk s LToMEGEZR >, 0L E@EmK Hopf AR Hy, : Toimir)-1(PT(S" 1)) — Z
D31 %52 2IEDFEDN SV D Ay BEEDHFHELRETH S (n =8> m > 2 ZREHHE),

EE 4.17 (I [27]) FAHZER X X cat(X) =m £ T35, ERD (IF) %E Hopf FAERIE

{Hm(a) = {H7 (a) |0 is a structure of cat(X) = m} C [BV, E™T1(QX)],

Hom(a) = {H%,(a) |0 is a structure of cat(X) = m} C {2V, E™t1(QX)}.

11



EVIEBLELTEAEBEIND,

R 4.18 (I [27]) d-cat(X)+d—2 > dim(X) (X (& d—1 #if%) %51F 0 13 —HENTH 3,

Bl 4.19 X = S, CP", HP" (%4n>1) X LOFMEALT, #oTIDHEAICIE, EX Hopf
PEEE Z D unique element ERl—HT 52 03D 5,

44 WULBRREOTTRETIFEZRAVS

WEEAIT V" T E 2 72— MR e st A THECR § 2 %412, Homology @2 H AT %,

EFE 4.20 (Homology 7#F) HUHLS 2 fAHZER X D Cone 3% {S;(X) fox, o X pid, ¢
RTD i ITDWT S(X) 23 (Hi(X),i—1) BLD Moore 24T % & &, Homology 571 L WXL S,
2 2 e A 2R X 0 Homology 2M#% —o[EE L, {8:(X) 5 X, — X} £5 5.

B 4.21 TRTDIT2WT cat(X;) < cat(X; 1) DAL T 5,

LU D=20DfERIZ, D Homology 7f#% VDD, #EVFAD T CTREX Hopf AL&AIL-S D
Howmzseeicay ta—L92 2 & RO, #4450 T TRER Hopf AERDIRTEDY Ganea
THROBEZRET 5 L2 EKT 5

EIE 4.22 (I [27]) cat(X;)=m,i>1ET 3,

(1) "Hp(fi) 20 = cat(X;11) = cat(X;)1 DL T %,

(2) cat(X;p1) =m4+1 DEE TEH, (i) 20 = cat(X;41xS™) = cat(Xi11)1 PILT 5,

IR 4.23 (1 [27]) cat(X;) =m, i > 1 £§ 5, Ext(Hi1(X), Ho(X)@H; 41 (X)) = 0 713
m>2DEE Tcat(X;p1) = cat(X;) = H,(f;) 2 01 DIRZT 5,

FE 4.24 (I[27]) X B d-1EHED>»D cat(X;) =m, i > 1 T2, cat(Xip1) = m+1 2D
dim X; <d(m+1) -2 D& E Teat(X;41xS") = cat(X;41) = X"H,.(f:) 201 DAL T 5,

WMHEH I, T 4.24 DT TICBEWT I BBETH S 2 IR T, 424 12k o
C Ganea YD EEMWICER L LB 57D TH B, ZDIEDIZKDIEIEL » statement %15
% &, Ganea PHMKZLEL W I EANBICHERE I, Thbb, HHTA Y Hopf FAERTZ
D iterated suspension 2SHIH & 72 3 X 9 B EMRAE LR L I IE ERLOEID & KEIDREK ST L £
Yo ZLTZNHKEHEL W ETldkV:

EIE 4.25 (I [25]) MAHEMOBE {Qp; (>2 13FH ) TREATTHOVHEET S :

cat(Q2xS™) = cat(Q2) for alln>1,
cat(QexS™) = cat(Qy) for alln > 2 and £ > 2.

0 = 2 DEHDIKEL, o € m5(S%) %= Hopf A& R 1 25.2%mET5E, Hi(o) =1 €
T15(QS8QSY) X Z TH B, FFIC [115, 115] € mao(S10) IFIRTMEFEL E : a5 (S) — mag(S1°) D
BRIZEENZHAVTRVITTH S (Toda [66]) . [ 4.15 ICHEF 72 HFED> 6 Hy (o015, 115)) =
ixft15, t15] (@0 S1° — QS%xQS® 1F bottom cell DEAGR) L&D, QS8xQS® IZEPRH D EKIH D
— AR E FE—[AfETH 2025 i, & split mono TH S, HE>T Hy(oo[tis,15]) #0 TH Y,
Berstein-Hilton DEHD S Qo = S® Uy, 015 €0 13 cat(Qq) =2 Z AT,
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—777C Whitehead T DB FHT 0152 D6, X([t15,015]) =0 TH D, £ QaxS" =
Qax{x}USExS" Uy, e ™30 L) cell THIZEZ S L cat(Qax{x} USEXS™) =2 TH D, o, IF
oli1s, t15] & tn € Tn(S™) DHIRE Whitehead BICE-Z 513, HE-T cat(QaxS™) = 3 & & B I
3. Ho(,) D30 28 ATIE SR\, LA L Ha(hy,) 3 S"1xHy(00[t15, t15]) = £5"[t15, t15] = 0
(n>1) £%2DT, cat(QaxS") =cat(Q2) =2 (n>1) PHILT 5, %0,

L2, BBAALSATIY —3b b ELRED ETEZ SN DTH D, LHRMAFICIRE
L7zEZATHAT A E W) HEEENER I N TV, U DWW THHRNBEAIZ, Ganea D Problem
4T HbOBLIREEDRAKREZEZEZ THDE, £ LTH2RXKN 3 RXDER Hopf AERD D
ML 72D Z U Toda bracket DM & HELREARICH S 2 L230h 5 ¢

CP? 13 S* L S HOMEZ# > LICHEEL T, I 2 HHTAVWER §: 59 — 53 2,
¥4 : S1tt — §* % smooth map TUEMT 3, E(B) % LBICk2 CPP DB EHEL &£ LTERTH
. E(B) = 52 Upop €1 Uy(gy €7 705, UKL T Hy DRtHEZ AW T4\ Toda bracket
(cf. [66]) ZRWTHEITT S I ETROODEHZE2,

EIE 4.26 (I [27, 28], L-S-V [43]) HEKRHASHRAE N TREZ R THDBEFLET 5 ¢

cat(N ~ {*}) = cat(N).

EIE 4.27 (I [27, 28]) HulFS RPHA MK M CROGM % AT HDDHFAET 5

cat(MxS™) = cat(M) for alln > 2.

fit> T, [47] IZZE1F 5417z Problems 642 & 643 IZPAZREMARICPIRE LT H ICHEM ISR I L7
JEiths, LeL, TS TRTOFERIFROTERZIFEFL TS,
FIRE 4.28 (I [25]) n(X) = Max{n| cat(X xS™)=cat(X)+1 or n=0} (FRX%Z A7 §»?
cat(X)+1 for allm < n(X),

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

5 fIi%
5.1 SRED L-S O
(1) cat(FP™) =n, n>0 (F=R,C or H). (2) cat(OP") =n, 0<n<2.

1a 7T1(M3) = 07

]-7 1 (Mz) = 07 3 .
(4) cat(M?”) = {2, m(M3) = a non-trivial free group,

(3) cat(M?) = {
2, m(M?) #0.

3, otherwise.

(5) cat(S™) =1, n>1. (6) (Krasnosel’skii[40], GG [19]) cat(L"(p)) =n, n>1,p>1.
(7) (Rudyak [51, 52]) Symplectic ZHkfE (M?", w) 53 wn, (=0 % &7z IF cat(M>") = 2n.

(8) (Singhof [59], GG [19], T [28]) S™+! ko> §" s E & Q = E~{pt} =~ S Uqe!*! @ L-S D
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T t a cat(@xS™) | cat(Q) | cat(E) | cat(ExS™)

t=0 2 1 2 3
a==+1 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
a==+1 1 0 1 2

t=r
a1 a#+1 2 1 2 3
Hi()=0 2 1 2 3
>r | Hi(a)#0& X" H;(o)=0 3 or 2 9 2 3

Y"Hy(a)#0 3 3or4d

(9) (Singhof [57, 58], JS [34], FGST [10], IM [29], IMN [30, 31]) compact Hiffi Lie #£® L-S D4

(10

7. PU(n+1)

(11

(=)

et

e v [ 2 ] s [ 4 [ s5<e |
) SU@) [ 1] su@B) |2 (4) SUB) | 4 | SUm+1) n
" PUE@) | 3| PUB) |6 U(4) PU() |12 | PU(n+1) | <3n
B Spin(3) | 1 || Spin(5) | 3 Spln(?) 5 Spln(9) ? || Spin(2n+1) ?
" sO@3) | 3| SO(G) |8 SO(7) | 11| SO®) |20 | SO@2n+1) | ?
o Sp(1) | 1| Sp(2) |3 SpB3) | 5 || Sp(4) | 7? Sp(n) ?
"1 PSp(1) | 3| PSp(2) | 8 || PSp(3) | ? | PSp(4) | ? PSp(n) ?

Spln(6) 3 Spln(8) 6 Spin(2n) ?
D, so@) | 9 | sow®) |12 SO@2n) ?

PSO®6) | 9 || PSO8) | 18 | PSO(2n) ?
st | [ [ e [4] e e o ]

Cat(SU(n)) = n—1 (= cat(SU(n)) = cup(SU(n))).

HE

iE

)

2. AfROEMRICH 7 O FiiE DT~ I

1) A FE—@TIHEE e 1 Adams e-AHZ

L<T. ¢

2) T I Tl wgt ld Toomer £%
weight & L T,
w3,

2k

I3 Chern /%t L CTHwGH N3,

14

) (Kadzisa [36, 37]) Cat(U(n)) =n (= cat(U(n)) = cup(U(n))),

) (Singhof [57, 58]) #5% Stiefel Lk W, . = U(n)/U(n—r) 1& cat(W,, ) = r A7 T,

DV TOFRRIFFRILDR DR Z A TRONI D TH S,

HELAIERZH LA L2B#ELET,

ST A —

cup & cup-length & L TH
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