[0 — 72 DOW T
WG wE (JUNRSE)*

B =
HHEOFEMEDH &, HHLV— 7Moo sErY =12, 2h?
TUL—7FE, Tate DAY THEE WO RBEER IS, ZN6IF—REL-
7RI k> TEAIN S, HEFERY —O/NFEE2E LT, H—M%
EHKEGZ 5 ENTES, I TIRALMBEOMKE, ZoL— 7%
e LcHZHBNT S,

1. EA

AR O arEw P —ICIFHARICEEEDSA S, RICL>TEARERY —I2)
BWEERING Z ED3H B, Lielte HEM A EEMARPEMEZ RO L E1E, bbb
AAZNDHRET Y —ITHEET % Pontryagin TEASA D, A E D) & (L7 BAZ R I
LTIERAEZHE A DT LN TE S, Chas & Sulliavan 28 [6] TR L 72D, ME
DI oA LoV — 7D THEEDFER Y —IZ, V=7 E XX 5 HERE
EERIRD ETLEPLREEEENAL E VW) 2 ETH D, ZORBIEIZBICHELIC
JREREINT W27, 9,10, 14, 26] 23, T2 TlEd - & EARNZ L — 7RIS ERK-> T
i g 5.

PEAHZER X o LT, FE S 2 6 OBARD 75 9 228 Map (S, X) 12 a > 87 Mz
MEL5Z27-b0%, X EFOABLV—7%EEE VL LX FLY, Rk, FEmihE g6
X LT, Rz — 7Dk T2M Map* (St X) 12 QX £F L, HriffEr—
TR, AT RHEETV—T 200 E6bEY 5 LI BEICKD HERMOMEL
HbONs, ZORERY—ICHERFEINS, —H, HHEIL— 7ZEMIZZR=EL L
TIFFENGE 2 Ff 7 72\, Chas-Sullivan OFERZZ1T T, 4 222 Lo HHlL— 722
MOFERY —ICEZED LML INTE, TIRENLZDDZ 3OZTED
EiF5:

(i) X = M PHIAMHEKEDOS &
Hy(LM) @ Hi(LM) — Hpy1—aim(n) (LM) [6, 10, 22]

(ii) X = BG DAREED L < 3HRIOTHRS AR G O 2R D&
Hk(LBG> X HZ<LBG) — Hk+l+dim(G)<LBG) [8, 17, 20]

(iil) X 2% B Gorenstein Z2[HI D5 &
Hk(LX) (%9 Hl(LX) — HkJrl,dim()Q (LX) [13, 21, 24]

AWFFEIS R (FRAER S :18K03304) DI A2 Z I 72 b DTh %,
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72720, (i) & (i) IV TIRBRBOGEICDOAER ST 5, Gorenstein ZE[H] &
W) DIFABINTER I N AR TH 523, BARMIITIE Poincaré B % Jif 72 9 22[H] 5
a v X7 bR Lie RO B2 e E3E 5, BIAAZERAE M @ Gorenstein Z2fH]
ELTOXRITIFAm(M) IZEL K, BGDZNUE —dim(G) TH DT, (iii) & (i),(ii)
REDT 7 b EMILLTWDS, EEE, HICEREINDIRE, fFrrReT—%7 3%,
KEHHEOHIZ, (i) & (i) 20&ET 2TV THZERT L HEZENTAZ L
ZH b, TITIEHENZ (i) LI3RED, FEFE—mOT7T 7R —F 25, Zh
ICk>T, &2HEEOHWEPHEIC 2o/, AURHA TR 2MEZ ERT S
EDHREE B L VI REDH S, R, ()DNIFEALAHTHS Z L, 7 LBG
DNV—=7HE BGD Tate DAy 7R L) B> HHD S OB 2 2 L 2[5,

Z ZCH ) NI H. Tene & OIS [18] 12 HED < AT [18] D% 4 E T~
DEMEZNTLTHLDT, HLLRZLL 2SI NI,
2. L—71&

2.1. Umkehr BE{&

A DELRICA BRI, KL — 7ff@2!§ TR & 72 5 umkehr BARIZ DTl
HUZMN %, umkehr TR & 13, JlH LA 2 ISHE S ML GEROBIFTH D, RIS
U T wrong-way map, Gysin map, transfer, shriek map, push-forward 7 EHk4 R 44HTT
N2 2L b H 3 (2, ZHDBMDERf: X - YICHLT, H25EMFDH L (2)FE
Y=k, REOY 7 P EEIGR [ H(Y) = HopaX)® fi: H(X) = H(Y)

VFEINSG, KHEMEICE 5T, umkehr map DYEZEI N L RMITIERD DD F A
TBH5:

(a) ZRRAEDRIDHRRRICDOMDIAARD L6
(b) BRXIC7 7 A N—%2 527 7 A N—HDGH

(a)DZAT7TELTH- LD DX, AHPASHREDRIOMDIAR f: N — M
IZ%F L T Poincaré W Z HWTRDOEGK TCERINS:

im —x% f* im —x%
fH Ho (M) = HOmOD=(0f) L FEOD=(N) ~ H,_ gim(ar)—dim(ny) (V).

Rrc BRSO N A GG A M — M x MIZHIET % umkehr &I 7 v A%
B L 726 DIFRE A

Hy(M) @ H (M) %5 Hep(M x M) 25 Hyyrdinary (M) (1)

ZEDDL, LoL, V=720 %) I121E 2D umkehr BARTIEA+90TH 5,
(18, §2.2] Clda 7 74 7L — /a/fAh+M&n$%n/—%aeMM4M\m
DFIZHR L T umkehr B Z K L T 5, BASRIEOMHOIAAIZKN L Tld a 2 ER
DA E AT ICHUE, 8D Poincaré M2 W72 €& & —3KT 5, ZORIHEL T
E W7z umkehr B4R I3 pullback 128 L THARICIR 2 HEv, L— 7REORERRIC 9 F <l
&35,

(b) D& A4 7°& L Tl Grothendieck bundle transfer 233EH ICHRSITH %23, [5] LAst
WKtk Z H F D Bt wo T, TITERICHMNTEL, a7 F LieffG %



MOERICRI TR G — B — BIIN LT, BIGEMRAF %27 74 N— 3 5 RER
FoELB#uEZ2, ZORMEREFDICAEBESE LD B EORY b LAY R
Wau:U — BIZ7 7AN—ZREDODMOIALZ ENTE, ZOERZr ET5L,
Pontryagin-Thom 12 & ) Thom M DRIDOEEHR B — EY 2’5365, I T,
TF%FOBERELT, X7 MVHLE(f): B'xgTF — E'xqF(= E)%%&Z2 %, t(f)IXf
D7 7 AN TR EEIN LD DT, f(u) ~vot(f) L wINEE525,
D5YED S Thom AT + 7 LADMDEHR B — BTN NEE 2006, —t(f) DI Eft
F235-2 5 14U Thom AR X O 3139 % umkehr B4 f! - Ho(B) = Hoydim(r) (E)
DEFLIND,

umkehr ERMBERINLET-DDSEMFIX Z oMz db s EH D, HOHRTIZH %53
BlIcRFEDENTW S,

2.2. RGO —TH
Chas & Sullivan [6] I, Goldman [15] & Turaev [31] 6DEAL 7z, PAhE Eov—7
WZ5E F 5 Lie UREEE 2B % 15 C string topology ZEIMR L 7z, ¥ 9 Chas-Sullivan
DIV—TH (81 (i) DEEZHNT 5,

M % EBHHASKREE T2, ST 2 R/Z AL T, fHliE&R e, : LM — M %
evo(7) =7(0) EED % &, XD pullback K B3EZ 541 %:

LM % LM —> LM (2)

LM —=° M
FHE B OB EL W DDV —T1E325F ) 8DF SV ST DIE LIzVv—7"TH %
5, 77 AN—RELM xy LM ¥ Map(S' v S, M) LA—#&N 2z, oI LolR
IR D[FAfEZ: pullback K ICH EHLZ 511 5:

Map(S'V S, M) 2~ LM x LM (3)
\L \Levoxevo
M = M x M.

ZZTAIAGE, AZZOBERLTHY, ZN5HITF §2.1 (a) DY A 7D umkehr
BB EZRIND, O, L—7HEIXROEKTEAL 6N 3:

Hk(LM> & HZ<LM) i) Hk+l(LM X LM) i‘> Hk+l_dhn(M)(Map(Sl V SI,M>)
ii% ]¥2ﬁkb—dhn(ﬂi)(l;]v[)-

2 Te: LM xy LM — LM 3V —7D#fETh 5, TOEHIE, KX (14) £ L—
7 DHMFEIZ X B fibrewise B EZEG L T2 X I ICHZ 508, FEEE[11] TIEOM —
LM — MIZHBES % Serre AX7 F)LRFIDY multiplicative TH 5 2 LRI NT
W5,

£72, evip iy y(1/2) 2NV — 7 OHENEZ G2 258 ET 5 L, pullback K

Map(S* v ', M) 2~ LM (4)
\L (evo,evl/g)
M & M x M,




PESNDD, ZNDoIL—7REPROAKTEE %:
H(LM) 25 H,_gin(Map(S*V SY, M) 25 H,_gunany (LM x LM).

CITARB)IEHNZBDLEFALT, FHESTUS — STV ST BHEET 5 EE, Tk
LDL8DFN—=T% " ODN—=TI3F5 L IHIBIRTH 5,

RO E 22, MPHASKETSH 2 &) E&fEE, V=7 (R)BEOERICTE LT,
umkehr GERDOGAEZRAET 272 DICDOAHEHLIN TS, WIZE 21X, umkehr G X
ZRRTEIUL, MDD 7 7 ADZEMIZHFEUiim TV — 7EHEZBRTE 52 LIk s,

2.3. PHEEMEDIL—TTE

Gz AHRBRRED U < IREFSAHTEE 5, 78220 BG IEARXILTR VDT, NAE
% A : BG — BG x BGIZWIET % umkehr BARPEEHERTE T, §22 DM % BGIZZ
DEFEEHZTH H(LBG) TNV —7HE2ERTH I LIFTERV, NAGHRA %
ZNEFREFE—[[{fHL 7 74 N—If

(G —=)E(G x G)/AG) 5 B(G x G) (5)

ERBTIET, §2.1 (b) DY A 7D umkehr EARVEZRE IS, &9 DD Chataur
& Menichi [8] D74 77 TdH %, Chataur-Menichi D)L— 7F5 (§1 (ii)) 1%, RDEH
THZo6%:

HW(LBG) ® Hi(LBG) % Hyu(LBG x LBG) %5 Hy ity aume)(Map(St V S*, BG))
= Hyt4dim(e)(LBG).

ZIZTplEpDEIERLTHY, RIFNEZT77AN—IFO7 7AN—H_THE056
umkehr GEPNERTE S, T4 W) XD V—7RESHERICES %:

H,(LBG) = H,,dimc)(LBG x LBG).

3. 7714 N\N—HEICHT ZRAENEPE
Chas-Sullivan & Chataur-Menichi D)V — 7 fIZIEH BRI Z D, s 22—
B 9 L) DIFAREFMT, FEBEL, 3, 13, 23] IFZ NSl > 7 iE Tl
FErEGT AIERRATV S, KETIEITETH 2 ML OMER 2 52, K&
TZENZHOT OO —T7THEBPH kb 2 L2 /5,

DIBECIZEIC, Gldav %7 b Liefte L, ZNHED Lie RANDHEIEH M E %
Ro2Z L2 IRET 5,

G E Z > THIBHSERE M ~MEH L T 2R EE 2 %, WEGCHZ EG —
BG LT, M®GHEMIZEY % Borel ik (F € F ¥ —F54) 13,

Mg := EG xg M ={(e,m) € EG x M}/ ((eg,m) ~ (e,gm)Vg € G)

LERINDIDTHoT, W Mg - BGIEM%z27 7 A N—IZF>7 74 7L —v 3
Y CTHb, M D (Borel DEWD)GRZE REQY — HY(M) &£ 1%, HIZ Borel D
Ty — H,(Mg) DHIZERLTH %,

22UV B umkehr GARDIER I N D DICHELRLEMNTH 203, G WERERETHIUTETINIC
W7z I b,




TODT7 AT —=vav X = Mg, g:Y = Mgd35Z 67z, %@ pullback
5
—X (6)

P
Y —— Mg
#EZBD3, TITP=Xxp, YI3fLgD77AN—FETH S, D pullback K
ISR LT, [AZEINRE
p: Hy(X) @ Hi(Y) = Hyyi4dim(G)—dim(an) (P)
ZEZRT DY 9, KA (2)233) ICH SR Sl LFRRIC, (6) 1FXD pullback
MicHEHZ o 5:
P—2-XxY (7)
L
MG L> MG X Mg.

AF—HRICAEBRBARXICTOHLERRIL7 74 N—%2F 2T TH VDT, umkehr 5AR
PEETELR W, ZITADRDNREEZHFZ 5

Mg 2 (M x M) 2% Mg x Mg.
=720,
o Aq FRAENAGHRTHD, (TM)g — Mg & AR ZRENY FL2FFOR
KIL dim (M) DHLDIA A

o po & (5) DEF My x Mg — BG x BG 2t 7= pullback T, 7 74 ~A—
G~ (G xG)/AG), FEMHGx GzR>27 74 /N—)

Lo TED, ZNZN umkehr BEPERTE 5, DX D, AL ZXDOE
JLTEHKT 5.

AL of!
p: Hy(X) @ Hi(Y) S Hyp(X xY) —e7e, Hi 14 dim(@)—dim(ar) (P)-

O IZH BZRILM ETIEHATH 2 2 LT B,
EIE 8 ([18, Theorem 3.2]). AKX — Mg — BGD 7 7 A N—DFRERY —03n + 1
XU ECTEHBATVwEETEE, pldk>n—dim(G)DEEHHTH S,

EHIHBRY = Mg - BGD7 7AN—DFERY —bm+ 1 XU ETHATW
5 I,
EI 9 ([18, Theorem 4.6]). k > n — dim(G),l > m — dim(G) IZX LT, (—MICIFIE
H 7)) i

f: Hy(X) @ Hi(Y) = Hiqisdim(G)—dim(v)+1(P)

DERIND,

SN DRI f,g D37 74 7L —3 a v ThlkEdh, #@H O pullback % homotopy pullback IZ{E &
oz HEH T %,
AL 2 AT ATREED b &, pld multiplicative A E R Y — LICHFMRICER I NS,




RED>7 b3 & aTLE) RICHERI N, 200k, p2HASRHIERIN
DT, “RAZMEEFLRI LITT 5, EEIFFE F E—fmTHIAY % homotopy
join (c.f. [12]) LW ) R Z HWTx% E4 5, homotopy join FEED—#ILTH D,
ZIDORTERBLIDY 7 PBHTL 5, 3ELWERIZZLDEMTH 2 DTN
v, Z2O0Rb D ICHEREGEOBENLREIEZ2EZOH1TTE D B 5,

4. itvF
4.1. V—71&

R CE# S N AT 1 % umkehr BEROMRIHE LT, (3) TM % Mg ICiEE
Haz 7RG B L 2B, V=T

Hk(L(Mg)) &® H[(L(MG)) — Hk+l+dim(G)fdim(M)(L<MG))
23, F7(4) 26 13— TRE
H,(L(M¢)) = Hitdim(@)—dim(n) (L(Mg) x L(Mg))

VRO D, RBDY 7 P &2ER L TH.(L(Mg)) := Heydim(mn—am(c) (L(Mg)) &<
L, V=R XD H(L(Me)) 3RBATEBRICR 2, Z20EHRPSHS 1AL I I,
G DHWZIR X Chas-Sullivan ORFIC—E L, M 23— R DIR X Chataur-Menichi D
IC—HT 27

FZNFEZH OGS 2 LDV EODORRIZ, Z I 0IRET IHROMEIZIZH
HICHED) 2 & Th b, HlZIX, EHS X DIEBLIZRMET,
% 10 ([18, Example 3.4], c.f. [28]). Chataur-Menichi ® /)L — 7°f& 1% 0 XL/ Cld HBH
Thb, I, KEEELT, W S'Hh6 Ul STANDHRIFILT 4 X LITH
39 % Chataur-Menichi @ stringy operation

H,(LBG;K)®" — H,(LBG;K)®

X, ORBATIEFEE 02O p =1 DKRLAMIAATS 5,

2L, BEEuY—ItBWTIE LBG DL —7EBPHHTR WL HFET 5,
R 11 ([18, Example 3.6]). PeffZ RV 71 XL QM (LBSY) D — 7 HEIZIEHAT
b5,

X510, fHiG R evy: LBG - BGD7 7 AN=BG EFEFE—[FETHZ I &
WHELT, V—=7HOERTLORbLYICaZHVE &, k1> 01X/ LT« XL—
7"%77

Hk(LBG) X Hl(LBG) — Hk+l+dim(G)+l (LBG) (12)
MWERIND, ZORNV—THIE, GOBERBEOEEIC Tate DAy 7T EBHET 3
ZEERBICAS,

> Mg % Gorenstein ZZ[H]TH H, ZDXItIF dim(M) — dim(G) TH %, HFFEETIEZ DL — 7
Félix-Thomas [13] Db DICA N 7 —f5%& RT3 T 5,



4.2. AZEREQY —DHNERE

DUBEIZZN0 523, p & nDL—7EUANDICHLFAN L\, GIERZ RO 2EH
K & L O Borel ik £ $15 Ko — BG, L — BG D 7% 9 pullback X=X

(K X L)GHKG

]

Lg BdG

ZHZ5E, plBorel [ ET Y — RICHRE
H{(K) ® Hf (L) — HkG+z+dim(G)(K x L)
ZED D, BWHO 7 v AR HY(K) ® HE (L) — HES9(K x L) OBZLTw3 Ik
WEEINL O, £, mlE, k> dim(K) — dim(G), [ > dim(L) — dim(G) DK
Hi (K) ® HE (L) — Hl?+l+dim(G)+1(K x L)
ZED D,

4.3. XXHEE Tate DHy THE
6)ITBVWTX =Y = Mg £ LT, §XRTHEGHRTHR S 1172 pullback M\ %% 2
5L, plIAELIE

H (M) ® Hf (M) — Hi?+z+dim(c)—dim(M)(M) (13)
ZEDD, Fluldk,l > dim(M) — dim(G) D & & RFAELIE
HkG(M) ® HZG(M) - Hl?+l+dim(G)fdim(M)+l(M) (14)

ZED D, $HEIE M. Kreck 12 & 5 T stratifold D [19] % > TRAICERE I N
TR T 2 2 LR E 5, S5ICGOHEREETM D —KDIfE, Tene DFFHR[30]
LEbEBIET, GO Tate aRZET Y — HY(G) L OBENRENS, ARG D
Tate 2 FEBRY — [29]1F, HEAERY —LatrERY 20 L LDIILAENRTH
D, MEEE L TERDOERIDH %

HI(BG)  (i>1)
7(G) ~ f/ 1z Z - (1)1)
H.. 1(BG) (i< —-2)

H(G) i3y 7THOMEEZ RS, Fohtny— Lok
Hk(BG> (24 HI(BG> — HkJrlJrl(BG) (]{Z,l > O)

ZED S, UL dim(G) = dim(M) = 0 DFHC (14) BED 28 LR UHZ LTV 3,

EE 15 ([18, Corollary 7.2)). G 2YHREET M H— DK, (14) 1ZFARE H(G) ~
H ; (BG)Z@L CTate DA v 7HE T 5,



ZOREWRT, ZRFAZELZNHE (14) 1%, Tate DA v 7HE2 —-MLL T3, 7%, 1
D HRMED & 0V — 71 (12) & DEIHEDME S,
fiRE 16 ([18, Proposition 6.6]). G : BG — LBG D#FET 55444, : H,(BG) —
H,(LBG) %, H,(BG)®D_RAELZXXM% H,(LBG) D _RKL—7HIZH) DT,

ER GG 1% evy : LBG — BGOWIHITH 556, H,.(BG)X H(LBG) Bz k>
THDAEN TS, $HZ, H,.(BG) D RIALLLENIEEN % 513 H,(LBG) D
TN —7TEOIEAHTH 5, EBRIROHIT, H,(BG)D _RAZEZXXEVPIEAHTD
55D%H) . ARTIERKEDERZBXTHRWD, 745X Z DK DIFIHA
LEDTUED % X HCEMEFZEY 1T 5,

Example 17 ([18, Example 6.1, Proposition 7.7]). G = S' £ ¥%, BS' ~CP* Tdh
206, ZOFRERY—IHEERIC—2T OBt E b OHBMEETH 5, 2i RD4:
JIE% 1;: CP' — CPRET I A 7Lt D, Iz [CPEELSZEICT S,
Z DK, [CP* L [CP O RIAZELE L, K=

P CP!

Cp* t BS?

ZRWT, ¢ ([B]) tEEI NS, 7L, HMIDIESIE homotopy pullback T, /& |
DEFIZIE homotopy pushout TZNZIVEZKI N, ¢lF whisker B TH 5, CP! ~
SAHLSVTH B T LICHERET AL, P~ (S x S /A(SY), B ~ S%+243 /81 ~
CPMIL TH B b5, LLEXD u([CPY,[CPY) = [CPHT LEE B,

AR RIFED S HEZEME L O BS? = BSU(2) IK2WTh kDI X hitHE T
%, —Ji, GOBEEN 2L ETH2KE, H,(BG)D _RAZLLXXEIZ0 L ruticfiz
EBLTEDIRINDG (cf. [25, £4.7)),

M P—1H TR WIEEDEMEH S HIFTE L,

Example 18. S' O CP' ~OE#(EH %% 2 5, HY (CPY) 3R TRESNDEHA 2
WZE DRI N HBHMEETH %:

O 2S2i+1 X g1 pt — ESl X g1 (CPI (Z > 0)
/627;_‘_2 IS%—H X g1 (CPI — ESl X g1 (CPl (Z > 0)

ZDOW, @: HY (CPY) @ HS (CP') — HS' (CPY)IF

(oo, ag) =0
fi(o, Barr2) = Qo(hgiv)

B(Barr2, Baitre) = Boghsir1)+2

LilREsn 3,



5.

Bbobic

BBRICW ORI > TV ATEZHZE L CATEZ KA T2 \0,

1. HE(M) O " RAZELZIXME E [16] 12 & ) —BftI N7z Tate aFEQL =D v
71 & B

2. H.(BG) D RAZELZXIEF G DFEBDI2 DL LD IZHWD (cf. [4])
3. ZEEANDORHER DFAAEICBE 2 “REDIEH (c.f. [27))
4. GOZNHE~OERMEMZEZ 5 L, A€ FE—FHLBG ~ EG xg GIZ X

D, FZEARSEE (13) 1 Hy(LBG) ® H)(LBG) — Hyy(LBG) ZED %5, Uk
EHSIC L D IEORETIFHHTSH 5, WiHd 2 “RIFAIZEL X (14)

EEIEp

5. V— 7MDK stringy operation DFEK (c.f. [25])

6. FEITIEDME, F#IZ Eilenberg-Moore A X7 LRI bar ik & DEIR, ()

FEORY—F L —3 a3y E%

B % 3> TILD LA T BT 31200 5 5 Lo g0 T 2,
SEXHE
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