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FELEHE R/ TEBH R EEER
EXT N
\ Lie B, ) —= ANZ P78, i )ljﬂ—l‘i“
2R, (2)hETY— i
FEE D . BIE
LR LR
R, AL,
BEAL, cat(—), Cat(-) B, cup(—), wgt(—)
sEiL, ; sEHAL, §
i _ Rothenberg-
. - Steenrod
Ay, WM —— HZM o S
spectral
sequence

1 HRPOMME [Ganea, 1971, (£ 158) [10]]
1. %H4ED L-S category Z3tE® L, Hl2I1F Lie B, Stiefel HReE, - -

2. cat(XxS") =cat(X)+1TH5b, ZHIIIELVHR?

4. RE_EDIRMERD LS category 2 RORHEEBRD FE P E—FERICE -
TR &,
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2 Lusternik-Schnirelmann category
ERE 2.1

I{Uy, ..., Unm ; open in X}
= Mi > m
cat(X) = Min g m >0 X = U U;, each Uj is contractible in X
i=0
ER 2.2 (Lusternik-Schnirelmann [21]) -
A% M FEBI N0 RS C°-BEHY cat(M) + 1 L ED critical

points D,

2.1 gLy, Hfcs

LUIT DMMEAER geat(X) bRAMRICEZIN S22, R.H. Fox K& >THE b
E—AETRWIEBHoNTVS, I5ICGaneall > TINZFE LY
—AEELBEIERBLEAER Cat(X) 352 5T,

3{ Ay, ..., Am; closed in X}

"\ = Mi >0 "
geat(X) =Min¢m 2 X = U A;, each A; is contractible
i=0

Cat(X) = Min {m > 0|3y (~x)} geat(Y) - m}
ZERE 2.3 (Ganea [9)])
Cat(X) — 1 < cat(X) < Cat(X) < geat(X).
E# 2.4 (Ganea [9]) FIHHZERM X oML T, CWEHEBDERERDOES {h, :
A, =Y, m>n>0}T, Yo={x} & Y1 =C(hy) DYy (m—12n) ZAI
LY X E2BbD2TRTELS, FLOEGR 2L DOERD

SRBEDTHAEID? ZOBRVE»S1ZF|Vi-$% Cone(X) THRT, ¥
FBREXICNTEIDL ) REBETRE cone DBl & LS,

EHE 2.5 (Ganea [9]) Cone(X) = Cat(X) TH %,
B3R 2.6 (1) cat({x}))=0TdH 5%,
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(2) cat(S™) = 1 TH B, —HIZ cat(DV) < 1TH 3, |

(3) X Y ZXETIUE, cat(X) > cat(Y) TH B, Blo, XY LHE R
E—[FfE% 5 cat(X) = cat(Y) TH 3,

(4) (Varadarajan [34], Hardie [11]) Fibre® (E,p, B, F) 3 A% R cat(E)+1 <
(cat(F)+1)-(cat(B)+1) 2 &7 §,
(5) (Foz [8]) cat(X xY) < cat(X)+cat(Y) TH 5,
(6) (Takens [30]) Cat(XxY) < Cat(X)+ Cat(Y) TH 5,
Bl 2.7 (1) X=8" Sl = {x}— 5"
(2) X =FP": (F=R,C orH,d=dmF)
-1 - {x} & S =FP', $%! - FP' —FP?,
e Smd 1 — Fpm— lc___)]Fpm’
(3) X =SU(3): CP?— {x} = S Uy ¢ = SU(3)®
S7 — SU(3)®) — SU(3), Cat(SU(3)) =
(4)X—SP( ): 8% = {x} = §3 =Sp(2)®

$% — Sp(2)® — Sp(2)@ U ¢’ —Sp(2) ,
—->Sp(2) — Sp(2), Cat(Sp(2)) = 3.

Cat(S™) = 1.

Cat(FP™) =m

(5) X = Gg.‘ CP2 — Ixl S3U e5 ZGQ(S)
UE]
(S5 Ve") — Gol® e G0

U(ef v ed) = Go®,
(SBVel®) - G,®

— Go® U (¥ v ell) = GV,
(813) = Gt 5 Gy, Cat(Gy) = 4.

fIRE ZAR{E M I3HIC cat(M) = Cat(M) 2 & T ?

fRE [Eilenberg-Ganea [6]] BEEBEEG ICO WV TORDOAERIL, BICEFICE
EHZoN%07?

¢d(BG) < cat(BG) < Cat(BG) < gd(BG).
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2.2 TggLy MBS
TE# 2.8 (Whitehead [35, 36])

18 trivial.

weat(X) = Min {mzo

Amtl o X /\mHX }

TN X/ X = AT X (smash ) ICER T USAESRM X I
N LTRDBRILT 3,

EIE 2.9 (Whitehead) (1) weat(X) < cat(X) TH 5,

(2) i* #REH—BRaFERS—HRET S, (X)) DL mBEDOTLORED
0THVWES wat(X) >mTH 3,

TEEE 2.10 cup-lengthlic(—) EROEINB T LHHwpi T T Tld Chern class
EDEEEBIT Teup(—) EROT !

(1) hEREMIFERS—ETBLE, RTEHT 5.
cup(X; ) = Min {m>0| ¥y, . o byt = 0

(2) cup(X) = Max {cup(X; h) | b : Bk amen s~}

S 2.11 h=H*(; R) D & ¥ cup(X; h) % cup(X; R) K.

T 2.12 h¥(-) 2 F/ENaIFERS —RE T 5,

(1) cup(X; k)< cup(X)< weat(X) < cat(X)< Cat(X).

~m+1:X___) m+1X
(2) cup(X)=Min{m20 A A }

is stably trivial

Bl 2.13 (1) cup(S™ R) =1 = Cat(S"™), hIERDEK,
(2) cup(RP™; Z) = [2], cup(RP;Z/2Z) = m = Cat(RP™).
(8) cup(L*(p); R) = n < 2n+1 = Cat(L™(p)), pdARKTRIBERDEK,
(4) cup(SU(n); Z) = n—1 = Cat(SU(n)).

(5) cup(Gg; Z) = 3 < 4 = cup(Gy; Z/Z) = Cat(Ga).
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(6) cup(Sp(2); R) = 2 < 3 = cup(Sp(2); KO) = Cat(Sp(2)), RIZEEDERT
KO 133 K B,

(7) cup(Sp(3); KO) = 4 <5 = cup(Sp(3)) = Cat(Sp(3)).

(8) G = Spin(n), (n <8), G =S0(m), (m<9) Xix G=PU(n), (n<5)
D & & cup(G,Z/2Z) = Cat(G) TH 5,

G)t>r>1&L, EZS=I EDSTHWETHE, cup(E) =2 < cat(E) <
Cat(E) < 3DIEICHILL ., cup(E) =2 <3 =cat(F)=Cat(E) Lt %3 F
BFET 5,

3 A #&E& L-S category

ZRIX IS L, 2DV — 72 QX 13 Stashef D A &R >, — #¥77
£ 8—2RF {(pX . EmLOX) —» PYOX)} T, RO ETHIZT 2 b DA
BET 5,
QX‘LEQ(QX)“L‘—*ETH(QX) “2—’E'm+1(QX)
lp‘{’x lpgx pX P, pOX

{x} = PY{(QX) =+ s PPHAX) —— PP(OQX) = = PX(QX) = X

E 31 DL RET FAN—BRFIZ—BE T\, 23, HIBOEESE
2 AT TN 7 A N—B/F%2 LB LTE S, (Stasheff [28))

TEH 3.2 ([9] or [13]) AIAEZERE X Atcat(X)<m & B TI2id. P2(QX) D
PMOX)~DHRE FE—FERY . X S P(QX) DEHM (cat( )<m D#EE
Ef) 0(X): X — PMOX) DEEBBHELSTH B,
Stasheff DIER¥ERI 2 A -BED THEE »oRVBBLN S, |
B 3.3 ([13]) ANAHZEM XY Dicat(X xY)<m 2#lz T2k, hXxhY D
U POX)xPI(QY) ¢ PP(OX)xPR(QY) ~DEMo(X,Y) : XxY —

i+j=m

U Piox) xPJ(QY) DEEVLE+ITH 5.

i+j=m
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3.1 HUWHETRERES

T8 3.4 Toomer NERBDHK BRI % ¥R (eX). : h*(X) — W (P™(QX)) %
FAWTEAT 2, Toomer FERIZe( ) ERREIND T ENBE LM, TITH
Adams e FEB E OEE LB Twgt( ) ERET 5 -

(1) hZREENIFERVI LT 5,
i) wgt(X;h) = Min {mZOI (eX). is a mono }
i) Mcat(X;h) = Min {m>0|(eX). is a split mono of h*h-modules }
(2) i) wgt(X) = Max {wgt(X;h) | h ZFENaFERS— }
i) Mcat(X) = Max {Mcat(X;h) | h 3FHEHRaFEQTY — }
EHE 3.5 ROPFANPKILT S !
cup(X; h)< wgt(X; h)< Mcat(X; h)ng cat(X).

X T Rudyak & Strom i Fadell-Husseini [7] D5 2 7z fiIAHAL & category weight
ZRENC—AFLEREABZIIICHESEL, L-SOMBEMGE T 2L~ Z
5z

TE#% 3.6 (Rudyak [24, 25], Strom [29]) u € h*(X) (RIZREHaHED
=) IKRLT

wgt(u; h) = Min {m > 0] (ef)(u) #0}

% 3.7 (Rudyak [24, 25], Strom [29]) hZFENLaFERY—LT
3 & . wgt(X;h) = Max{wgt(u; k) |u € h*(X)} BIRILL, REHZT,

(1) wgt(u; h) + wgt(v; h) < wgt(uv; h) B3ILT %,

(2) min {wgt(u; k), wgt(v; h)} < wet(utuv; h) BRI 5.,

(8) f:Y — X DEE, wgt(u;h) < wgt(f*(u); h) BRILT 3,
E# 3.8 (Rudyak [25])

T’C&t(X) = Min{m >0 ] E(stably) o:X—Pm(QX) 67}7500' ~ 1)(}.
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IR 3.9 LAROBRAL Rudyak [25]7> 6 RBILT %,

cup(X)< wgt(X)= Mcat(X )= rcat(X)< cat(X).

3.2 (BRHopfAEE) |
Berstein-Hilton [1] 12 & ) BX Hopf AERIRD L HIcEZ 67 (s di-
agonal map ? fat wedge ~DEHE) :

m+1 m+1

HE, 7g(X; A) = mo ([T (X)), T (X)54), ¢2>1

m+1

L, T(X) R X Dm+ LED fat wedge TH %,
Z ZTIRHETERD cat(X) <m IZx § 2 S EMNOBEERDFENDEE L
LTROBRKRY TAER%R 5 Z 5,

EE 3.10 FFRESL L U'RZE Hopf *ﬁi)»
1) cat(X) < m %W T20 X L IRESM IV ISX L
Hp: [TV, X] — Q[ZV,E’"“(QX)],
Hn(f) = {HS® () |0(X) B cat(X) = m Ik T 2 MEER }
C [TV, E™YQX)] for f € [TV, X].

2) &5 LEEEMME DI L ) EELT 2.
Hyn + [EV, X] T3 gEVEm1(@0] 275 g(mv.Em())

M) = 7 (f) o(X) & cat(X) = m ¥ 5 H
T = perg®(f) | BE&
c {ZV,E™HQX)} for f € [EV, X]

3) FHRVIELRE crudedty TAERTH 5,

i, : SV, X] Hr, 2[>:V,Em+1(s‘2X)] - 2[z2v,z:Em+1(QX)]

N 2[22V,2QX/\-~/\EQX] — Q[EPV.XAAX]
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4) F1-RXROBRENZNT: crude Fy TAEBRBTH 5,

'Hm : [ZV, X] Izg; Q(EZV,X/\---/\X} N 2{22V,X/\~~/\X}.

TR 3.11 ([14]) TV & X 1F (d-1)-8f (d>2) £T5, £7 cat(X)=m.
W=XU; C(ZV) (f: ZV-X) & BX,

(1) cat(W)=cat(X) if Hn(f)30.
(2) dimX <d-cat(X)+d—2 (d>1)DL &,
cat(W)=cat(X)+1 if Hn(f) F0.
EHE 3.12 ([14]) LETE S5 cat(W)=cat(X)+1 & T 5,
(1) cat(WxS™) = cat(W) if Z"Hn(f)30.
(2) dimX < d-cat(X)+d—2 (d>1) D& &,
cat(Wx8™) =cat(W)+1 if XMIHL(f) ZO0.

%3121 W=XU;CEV) (f: ZV-X)»DdimX < d-cat(X) +d -2
Mm>1)DL ERIIEETD 5,

(1) cat(Wx8") = cat(W) +1 bféf@ n>1THRILY 5,
(2) THn(f)#05 < "Hn(f) Z0)

# 3.13 ([13]) X TS¥ 2 HopfZBRAT%\> (Toda [31]) DT L5, t15) # 0T
BB, £ TQ = SBUsofusus€L E B & cat(QxS™) =cat(Q) =2 (Vn>1)
DRI B,

X Z D% Vandembroucq, Stanley & 23k 4 2 R # % B 7=,

4 [ME4 GRELOIRERD LS cat)

E% S ED SR (r>1,¢>1) LT3, ZDEEEIXE ~ S"Uy ety et
ECWoElzhs, |

ER 4.1 (a=1g) cat(Q)=0 & cat(F)=1.
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ER 4.2 (afls & Hi(a)=0) cat(Q)=1 & cat(E)=2.
IR 4.3 (Hi(a)#0 DIBE [14, 15))

(XTHi(a)=0D & &) cat(Q)=2 & cat(FE)=2.
E'Hi(a) #0D & E] cat(Q) =2 & cat(E) = 3.

INGZFELDDLERDENFONS ¢

Conditions L-S category
T t o QxS | Q| E| ExS"
t=0 2 112 3
o=zl 1 01 2
r=llt=1 a=0 2 12 3
otherwise 3 213 4
t>1 2 1]2 3
t<r 2 1]2 3
a==1 1 01 2
. t=r a#+1 2 112 3
r>1 Hy(a) =0 2 1] 2 3
Hi(a) #0 9 3
E>7| 2 Hi(@)=0 | 3or2 | o
SHa)£0 | U 3 3%4

(1) I"Hi(a) =0 = cat(@xS™) = 2, @ Yrt"Hi(a) =0 = cat(ExS™) =3,
Y H (o) #0 = cat(@xS") = 3. ) Trtlps (o) # 0 = cat(ExS™) =4. -

5 ME2KNTI3EELTORE |
PEEEELT S, TDEE(3): 5% — S ldcoHERED 0(3) : S¥72 —
S33Z 5 Thv, BB H (w(3)) = zay(2p+1),z # 0WSRIZLT 5 (Toda [32]),

Z T, co-HEB B = a;(3)oas(2p) DBE X[ : SP 4G4tk D, §4 koD S
RCPIDFIERLE M, £ 55, > T M, IFASKRELALT I EHTE,
RD CW 38| ZHK,

M, ~ S* U, eﬁp_4U¢(g)e6p—2, a = m00.
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EIE 5.1 ([14, 15]) cat(Np) = cat(N,~{x}), * € N, ZHii7= TEALMKRiE N, 53
p>HICNLTHET %,
ZDRROERIL, CWHEEDHED Ganea FHICHT 5 [ DB L 72 KB
ZRV, RE & Ak EE Z F 2% /R4 % Lambrecht-Vandembroucg-Stanley
DR L T B
%@51@%& M, ZEHSERIETH D, p>5®k?ﬂﬁa £ > TRHS
HMontTwa,

H1<a>=a<3)oa2<2p>aéo 2 (01 (3)°02(2p)) £ 0 but
¥2(01(3)002(2p)) € Top-3(S%) ) = 0.

> TEHEAI XD cat(S2U,e® ) =28 J: U cat(M,) = 20%b» %, 22T
N, = M, £ BT, .

IR 5.2 ([14]) BASRRME M Tcat(MxS") = cat(M) 23n > 2 THILT %
DFET 5,
#->T Ganea P (FIE2) IFEASRRMEIIN L THRILL 2\, BRTEE TOFR,
THAHISNT B E—DERE L LTORHITS 3,

FEHES52DMEE: FIM=MEBL, p=3DELETodail koT,
BRI T3

Hi(a) = a1(3)en(6) # 0, T3(a1(3)e0n(6)) #0 but
241 (3)eaz(6)) =0 in mi7(S7)(3) = Z/3Z.

EH43 EEH312&D cat(M) =3B X Wcat(MxS™) = cat(M) =3%5n > 2
R LU TRIZLY %, ’h.

¥ 5.3 Mzdicat(M3xS?) = cat(M3U((S?Ue!*)xS?)) =3 &k D, N = M3><S’2
b cat(N) = cat(N~{*}),* € N 277

¥ 5.4 BXRD Toda bracket # FvsiuE, p > 51200 T % %RRET Ganea F
BORBILHETES LEZLONS, |



[£:]
6 MRE1 (Lie##®dDL-S¥#) (Mimura-Nishimoto-I)

TE 61 G — FE L SARMERZ2CETAE fibre RET S, cofibred
K(G)5F_(Q)=F(Q), 1<i<m) tk (1<k<m) 23RZ#H7-+¥13 Cat(F)
<m+ktizb,

(1) Fo(G) = {}, Fn(G) ~G.

(2) B G DEDHIR F(C)xF;(G) C Fn(G)XFn(G) ~ GXxG — G &3
Fiii(G) >k, j>0) ICFEMETTHE,

(3) BEERa: A - GHE_(G) (k>m) KEMTIHE,
EEI Nz 5 L BGEKE compact Lie B L-S# D47 H B> upper bound

PBOND, &5ICEEHTE LeBEND &) BICROEELAEL %,

EE 6.2 F—X— BRGREERL TS fibre ET 5, 727 L Bld(d-1)-
B (d>1) TEBRRITTHBHDET B, cofibred| Ki(G)BF,_1(G)—F,(G),
(1<i<m)dREMREIE Cat(E) < m+4BB L %23,

(1) Fo(G) = {}, Fn(G) >~ G.

(2) BOHIR Fi(G)X F;(G) C Fr(G)x Fu(G) =~ GXG — G ¥ F1;(G) (i>k,
§>0) ICEMETIHEE, |

(3) BEFHDER DRI ¢|G<d-<i+2)—2)xpj : G(d'(HQ)_Q)XFj — F 3 Fiy (0 <
i,j <i+j <m) ICEMETIRE,

EE 61 LTEH 620K FLHH5Z6NTREDT TERICEE
Bl cone-decomposition ZHRM T E % Z L3305, b .

& B D Kadzisa [20) D& 2 7= SU(n) D ¥ #L\>72 cone-decomposition 2
A3 ERDERBES NS ¢ |
R 6.3 Cat(PU(n)) <3(n—1) THH, Kicn=p @RBEHK. r>1 D
&L, cat(PU(n)) = 3(p"—1) WERALT 5,
INLRELDDERDORVBOLNSG
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e 1 2 | 3 4 n>5 ]
4 SU@2) [1] SUM3) |2 SUM4) | 3 | SU(B) | 4| SU(n+l) n
" I PU©2) |3 PU@B) |6 PU4) | 9 | PU(B) | 12| PU(n+l) | <3n
B Spin(3) | 1 || Spin(5) | 3 || Spin(7) | 5 | Spin(9) | ? | Spin(2n+1) ?
" sO@) |3 SO(BG) | 8] SO(7) |11 || SO(9) | 20| SO(2n+1) ?
o 1LSe) |1 Sp(2) |3 Sp3) | 5 | Sp(4) | ? Sp(n) ?
" |l PSp(1) | 3 || PSp(2) | 8| PSp(3) | ? | PSp(4) | ? PSp(n) ?
Spin(6) | 3 | Spin(8) | 6 | Spin(2n) ?
D, SO(6) | 9 | SO8) | 12| SO(2n) ?
PO(6) | 9 || PO(8) | 18| PO(2n) ?
st [ G 4] [ m (2] & [ 7]
X )
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