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Bk @ _E o) involution @

isovariancy fEFE(ZDOWT

JtEH #EE (Yasuhiko Kitada)

(EEX - I - BHKY)

1 Introduction

UFeBNs n 3T ~TEOBEET 50 (2n+2)-KRTOMHS» i framed FZ
Bk Kervaire RZEMN 0 EHB 5KV D% HIc Kervaire B E EIERC & i
4 %, Kervaire B AN EET - HICR n+2 B2 0RNETHEIEDBLET
&0 ([3]) - EBE n=2614,30 ®& &2y (2n+ 2) KT Kervaire Bk B FHE
43 ([6) o 7272 L. Kervaire &R GEEL & LT, framed 2 X7 4 X
LR —BHIEETONV, FE M —HREEERET S 2n+2)-RTDOE S H
73 framed £ 8tk T % © Kervaire REEHB 0 EHOLHVWEE, ZOBROFE b
b — Bk % Kervaire B & ME 35, Kervaire BRE IR IR TH T & 1L 843 [B4H 0 45 B
T—EBHICEE %, £72 (2n+2) Rt D Kervaire B EMNEET 2 L ISRV,
(2n+ 1)-R 5t ® Kervaire IRE R ZEM R KE S LHAEMEICE 2, CoTl
1B HER 72 BRE & Kervaire Bk @ £ @ involution it 2 WTZZX %,

# % Buclid ZR C" 20 i % (20,21, 7, Zng1) TERT & &

n+1

zg+zf+'--+z,zl+1=0, lek|2=1
k=0

2 TAOREGEWTIE L, COLINTOEEDOEAZMLR % & 5 involution
2EZX D, UTAdRFH. Lot W3 rxE b E-REERBZBE0L %
Zibdo 1. R toEgErniEE (, ) THL. CONEMET 2 R o
B s DM, BEREE SPE L. 2 €5 kLT, €0(n+1) %

b:(y) = 2(z,y)z —y, yeR™

TEEL. W2 EHE
P: 8" xS — S xS



’&¢(z)y) = (ngy(m))e:rgy(y)) "Cﬁfy) 50 ¢q($)y) = ((erey)qz)(girgy)qy) & f& 5 C—
LEFELTB, — it AU, B 3 BOMAER (£ 13 BOKER) LTER
ENTANDERB ot TBE ALBRE LLERMZEZRT D LT 56

E§n+1 — Sn X Dn+1 U¢q Dn+l X Sn

%% % . < hic involution % (z,y) — (z,—y) TAK B, kD2 20fliconT
HohTwao ez~ &t 3 ([4,[5)o

o Wit e s 3 EEMAEMETS 5,

o I pdiT, ¢=0,3 mod4 @b DT N TEENZRE L O HRFQ invo-
lution t FZEMABETHV. ¢g=1,2mod4DbDiIc>WVWTd, Fh i
TRCHEVWKELEMAEETH 2, Lieds-T. LofrIyH et oR
KT&2, B n+20B20RETRTVBAILIID2 >OREXHILH
SEE TR W,

o G-FNBROLBDLSADZEINSOP RIZENBKEA LORERIER L
Z/2 normally cobordant ¢ & 3,

e Nn+2MN2DRETHWVWIESICIZ, Yo & I; (F transversely isovariant (2L
#% t-isovariant S BREE) KRIZ T T FE—-BETR VW, THOB. 21 25 X
~DEZE+E M —[EEEHZ T, isotropy %2 Eb. P oBEELAELAOAD
Ttk bundle @ bundle B %5/ 2 5L 5B bDREEL LV,

e N+2HB2ONRETRVEEII. D, B (FFAZ2EAT) BEMREKATE L
i ( Kerviare BkKif) TH 2H . n+2 B2 oR&E TR VWE &icid, Kervaire
Kt ST2BIEAES ET 5 & 9 involution THF 7 & © & t-isovariant
TEPE—FEEEZbDE G LITN,

N+2 B 2ONETRVERR, FORIRODVWTREIZEMYOHETELELEN
TETWSE,n+2B20RELEHEBZEEICE, MPEEELIONE I ITIRE
ABIEIRT B, CNOZMBEORIcT LD, LT PR kRtoEHEEM%
7o

M1 n+2 M2 o~xsdobs, DM L0 pEsMoRMEE 21 t-
isovariantly & € b £ —[E[{E» ?

239



240

PHEE2 n+2»B20x&0E %, Kervaire BEE#
c:[D™' x P" G/0O] > Z/2
BIEEHHM»?

FIEE3 —#Y 0 nic¥t LT, 23! A4 72 involution & t-isovariantly homotopic
1073 % 12 % D obstruction 2 REH Lo

oD VTR S Kervairte FHE (n+2 B 2 O~NE D& &1k 2n+2) &
7T D Kervaire ZHiiANERT 2) L EERMEN S 5, Kervaire B ENEFEET
215, HE2O0BEBERIEFEHETHS (LW ->T, COFHHEEDOFH B,
Kervaire 2 E0EEEZ R T IV BB LVR T TH B), MIE2 OXA¥NEKE
B2 EL (2n+ 1)-5E D Kervaire Bk 28 L3 & t-isovariant G Z + € b+ £ —
Gl{# 72 involution 2> & &, c DI EHWHMIEHEIC 5,

IR, t-isovariancy iC>WTHEShAEREAENS,

EE 1. 23 & T 8 teisovariantly ki E P E—[FEICE B0 DOLBE+HE
Hi3EZ
h:S™x P*— P, h(z,[y)) = [(6.8,)°]

BE2RI~NOFE pr: S™ x PP — P* & homotopic 7452 & T %,

n+2B820REERTSHWE & iTiZ, Kervaire BRI Ly & t-isovariantly ho-
motopic & 7% % involution Z#47XW I EBHMA TV B M, = DOEEIZ Whitehead
BEZHOWTKROLY IRBEIZSN B,

FE2.n+2 082 D0RETHVE i EIM & B g8 toisovariant & 75 3 -
DOEER [tng1,tnd1] THBon+2 B2 OREDEE, [int1, lag1] = 20 £
B o € Mony1(S™TY) BELES 3 5T & D g toisovariant i B & & € b
E—[EfETH 50

[t3, 03} [t 07] B EBIT 0 & B, a5tk <5 D&&, (26! - 2) kit Kervaire
ZHkikT framed 2KV F 1+ XAB 15 _, DTEATREN 2 D bOBELET
% ([6],Chapter 8) o D &iF. [igri_g, ] =20 L HF B & ELEMTH 2
([2],Corollary 3.2) & & |



% 3. k<6D&sx, Ef“l's 13 8 75 involution 23“1"3 & t-isovariant i [GZ &
€ b E— [EHE'C 5 5 o

2D i3 H» Kervaire FRE L @ involution ic>WT, b - TWIHRWEEE2 > &
Bif Tt <o,

f4 n+2HB20XRETRVEE, EBEHLZKA S © Lo involution T,
BEEAES% S™ & L. HF % involution & t-isovariantly homotopic T\ & @
BEEST BEH?

BHEES n4+2B20~xETRWVWE &, Kervaire Biifg E @6 % % {72 72 4 involution
DEERESDPRITICOVTHREEZ N,

2 Involutions o K 8

nEEBEL.2o0FF b E—IREA
To=S" x D"y, D" x S”

N =5" x Dn+1 Ux Dn+1 % Sn

%% . Ih 5 involutions % (z,y) — (z,—y) TANBE, #H#EL.xEID
ERICBLTEZERBD GHE TH b, t-isovariant B f : X — Yo 2R L &
Wo BIEAES S"x {0} LTk fid Videntity” B & LT —MHEEERDL L,
ERESOFE S® x D™ ¢4 t-isovariancy O{RED S «

flSn x Dn+1 < S« Dn+1 — S" x Dn+1
24 # 72 bundle 5.
f(z,y) = (z,p(z)y), p:S"—=O0(n+1)

ELTEWV, COHBORE f,CHR L. f, OHIBRME £ C T 5" x S OMHE
HE®R%E ¢, THTo FLBEMS x P" e 2MHFEMEE ¢, THETH

HE 2.1. f|S" x Dt = fo &7 % & 517 t-isovariant 7% € b £ — [G{E B &
[2 o BEAETERDOMBEFDRMER pad,X M p, & homotopic & 753 C
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ETH Do HEL.p BRE2RA~NOHE S"Xx PP =P x 3 x O5l&& ¢
S*x P* 0E@ LT B,

] ¢,x:S" x P"— S* x P* 5, D™ x P* = D™ x P* i¥iikT & hig
dwlEhobh»r s, O
E# FERg: X xY > W o Hopf k%
T,: X *Y - LW
g T(g) THL, 2oxE b E-—H%E [ T&To
B 2.2. T3 (S™H)) ORinT

[T(p290x)] = [T(p2x)] + J(p)
MDD, oo J i3 JERRE®R
J i 1, (0O(n + 1)) = Tang1(S™)

*RTo
(8] S» x S™ = (DIUD*) xS* A L. p(D*) =1 € O(n+1), px(D},y) =y
ELTEW, Hopf BBic s T, S¥F = Dty D+l = (D7) % S"U (D) % S™

EB T, Tpdox) & D¥H Lok J(p) T D L tidl(pex) THEA S50 3,
O

1, (0O(n+ 1)) ic>wTid, Kervaire-Wall it X 2IRDERBBE I B,

w23, 7,(0O(n+1)) 3n=0mod 8 0 & £ Z/20Z/2 (AT I Lb>0V&
SREERFEIE—FH).n=4mod8 D& & Z/2 (EmTIF ). n=2,6mod38
DEE0TH3o

[E8 1 0FEHE] [[W)]=J0) = [tastytns1] BEROI-ERICHMONT S
D, COFEFE—HRn=0,2,6 ATRE2 TR, (n BEEES) LR
2TH2, 8T X=yYDEL&%2ELZLE,. L=, Thd, tEHESNLBE L &,
5% pem(On+1) e,

P2p,p 1 S™ x ST — ST

D D" x S" NDIRESEET NI, T(pagd,) =0 THTRES B VA S, B
F2210. [(py)]+J(p)=0Th2BENS D, $RbB, p=0 L L7IXFhH



SRV, COEE, pagep: S xS — 5™ ik (2,y) — (6:0,)’y 5L >n 2
o, FEZZERICVWAT., BEHMTEAZ L, B1EHOEE 1 BRI &
3%, 0
ChnkHikLTESNIER

h:S" x P" — P*, h(x, [y]) = [(gxey)zy]

% Dl x Pr it EREAIERET A EERD Do

HE24. FOE/ h:S*x P> P* it D" x P* @ 2n-skeleton ¥ T3 LE
T&3, O—2DMEEBALLE, 2n+1)-cell ~ (BkD) WEET B0
D EE

0e H2”+1(Dthl X P Ton(P")) & mon(P") & 79, (S™)
% (S DR EBRTEE, ZTOBE SO B [lng1ylnt1) ERBEIICTE B,

[((EH] ROILSE"EAT 3,
X =D x P*, X = D"l x 5™

Xt ={(z,[y]) € X|(z,y) = 0},
Xy ={(z,y) € X|(z,y) > 0},
X- ={(z,y) € X|(z,y) < 0},
Y=8"xP" Y =5"xS"
Y: = {(z,y) € Y|(z,y) > 0},
Yo ={(z,y) € Y|(s,9) < 0},

Yi=Xxnxt Yi=v,NnY_

Yt Eohzy)) =y oo, Xt Lo h(z,y])) =y &2 ctickn. h g
Xt FiedkiEcE s, S"xS" =Y, UY_ £Tidinvolution i1 V4 & Y_ 2 Ahik
2. X=X, UuX_cu X+t cR¥Ioht X, X_ 2 ANMA B, EESNE A
ROX, =Y, UX! Lok (z,9) TRESNZA%E, (z,9) € ¥y @& & [(6.6,)%]
~BL, (2,9) EXL %2 [y] ~B¥, chx X, oNFrmLETEAE. A B X £
KICHETEEIEIRTBE, COIWEORBER, fEFAEENT.,

hi:8" xS —>S5"
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Y, (z,y) <0
THiohA TR E &L, EREEZ DN xS KL ET3MEERBETH 3 &
CEHT 5o (z,y) <1/2 D& &icit, (z,h(2,y)) <0 LB, h &

(o) — { 06,0, (5,y) 20

(626,)°y, (z,y) > 1/2

hZ(‘r)y) = { _z, <x’y> S 1/2

TEHEINB hy & homotopic TH 3%, &adic,. ¢ &y B—RBIL OB, 2 LE
LB bve EAHWVWT.

y=cosuz +sinue

T 5L,
(6.8,)%y = cos(—3u)z + sin(—3u)e

EEU, FTEFE—~
H(z,y,t) = cos(2t — 3)uz +sin(2t — J)ue, (0<t<1)

ik v, hy i3 hs(z,y) = =0,y 78 % hy ic homotopic &7 5%, hy @ D" x {pt}
~ORFEE—DFEDNIE, O € ma(S™) HkE B4, D" x {pt} ~0E%
a1 (S™) = Z/2 213 % 3 &, O i3 Whitehead % [n,¢,] 05373 ZEH B, O
Z & EHP &7

7f2n+2(52n+1) £, 7f2n(5n) —E—’ 7T2n+1(5n+1) A, 7T2n+1(52"+1) =/

RRENBo B#EMIT, by & D™ x S™ KR T 5MER EO € ma4a(S™) i
35 0\ Cﬂ‘i J(_g)z[bn+1,Ln+1] ‘:%Ll«\o a

[FH 2 O] #E 24 THONLBEEWY = [tnt1, tnt1) € Tong1(S™HY) i3 DX PP
ODHAES X+ TORREABEEL TCHESNAL LD TH » 120 Xt ETOWED
HEAHEEATH, COBENHEASZ &RV ([5], Corollary C ), Ltds- T,
FH2ONn+2H 20XRETCRVFEENRENLIEILE S,

n+2=2" (k<5 o, B1ETRRLII IR, w=12a &HBacE
Ton41(S™F!) BEHES 0 w, 1k & i torsion element 725 &, EHP %50 H



THA. LB ->Td 2 LEM(S?) ODMETH S, Wl 24 DIAFATHEAL 25
SEAVD &,
h:8"x PP — P"

DXL ~ADPEAEDLEA S, TROE XL D1 HD 2ncell . FHIFEEL
TH 2EHBX o Xt 2R ob oS, UAOBEO 328 £33 Eb 5,
COEEIREO 220 3L LBDT. MERHAS, O
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