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SMILEMIRY WO E L OfEAHE LIE, [HD ST DIELZHID 3 ADOHDAA L ISt Y DI &2\, ZOH
TERAE IV 1 THEE0%2 Y HOFHEOCHE WS, HIZIE, I D D2 OS2l AA I D? — Y DERTH L&A
HzY N [ §5OBHHEEAH (unlink) EWW U, CY & EHLS. FHZEA I 1 TH 50 % HFEFEOH (unknot) &\
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1.1 Seifert B /T (% B OEHK) &, Murasugi BE /FE% (4-ball B, 251 XEH), ZOEMAHT TO—F

BRLHEANTRACHEINTVEIDIRY = S HOKAHTHY, UFIhEEXS. G2ohARKAH L C S22 0
Seifert fif & 1, S2 IS IHDAFNAEE S TH->T,0S =L THEH2EDDIZ L%\, L O Murasugi #i
Y Ux, D4 125 2D proper (MDA F M- BT S THoT, 05 = L THBEDENS.

O H K DEfE Seifert i O D F/MEIE Seifert L (H 2 WIFHICHETH /MAHOREE) & Kidh, 22 TlEZ
Nz g3(K) £ &L #OH K Ok Murasugi ffif O iz/IMEIZ 4-ball FEEL (5 2 W XA T 1 AFEE, Murasugi %) & &
B, 2ZTIRINE u(K) &L g3,94 DEAMAENDHRE S X 2 & &, @iz R 55465 H 1 (closed
component % 7272\ IEHEMELRME ZTF L TCHEAL2LEEH 0, MEMRICE I I ELWMREYX D VHES. HiER
Seifert/Murasugi il & & 2 2 B2, FRRICHEBOB/MEZE g3(L), g4(L) D &5 12E L Z 2129 5. skl adhmz 7L,
Euler 1 x(S) O KMl x3(L), x4a(L) 2FEZ2L WS DIEE/—DDVYTHS. $#ikd 2 locally flat HDIZXHLTH
[k TdH 5. Murasugi B OEE T, #5172 HEDIAADND D2, locally flat ZHDIAMR*2 % H X 72N = a VXA
4-ball FEELE KIFN, 22 TR GP(K) L &L TNORASHNEHRAEDTAY NE—FRLERTHY, BTORN DA %
—FIZHIZUTHARETH B, 2 DRA DA EITIIMFET 5 Z LIiERET 5. Seifert D7)V TV X LI &L D, Seifert
HEADL &b —DIIFEET 5. £/, Seifert il —2H o7z & &, TIIZ T? 2 BT 22 2T, AN 1 FIFRER
LED%ENEDZEMNTEDDT, Seifert FBODE/IMA g3(K) 2815 Z 2 id, DL D 5 2O EHZ Z L LEMTH 5.
9a(K), giP(K) 122V THRAKTH 5.

EROFECH K(b2WIFAMIEAE) (23 UAER

957 (K) < ga(K) < g3(K)
MDD Z L IXBRIhbrd. EEE, —DHORERNIEELSWHLLTH Y, ZDHDOFRERIX Seifert Hifi235- 2 51
& Tk DY ONERICHI LI U T, [J U E FFD Murasugi Hifi2MEND Z & Sbhnb.

111 HEIRLTXLEIVI—FVRE, 254 AKEUVE
Lo, L1 C S 220K MEAHE TS, MEIRLVT 4 XL S: Lo — Ly 21X, #8555 D proper IZHHA F 17 i
SCl0,1]x83Th->T,SN{i} xS =L, (i=0,1) P2AERARTIS = —LylIL LBE>TVEHLDODILENS.

LBl R aA Y b, 15, HERADEEEZ LT EES o, SHEME A, S A, EHHEASA, BETS A, BWAREES A, dHBHE
AT ERL EIFS.

*2 i OALARI 4 TS EkE A~ D proper 7 CO HBIAA X — X » locally flat THB L X, T ORKEN X BT 2H2EEU THoT,
(U, UN) 5 (R, R?) Fffz FAROMTE (RY,RT) (CHMHA) EEEZRDZ 2205, locally flat DS RIADER L &, R bIVH
E— St HbARE — M ThoT, EOUA S OHHRAK 7>, B AT (extendable), 455, B BMOAZ b Lk
F — ¥ IZ open unit disk bundle & UTHDIAEFNTVWERSIE, E — X ZMOIAR F — M ICHEETE S Z 2 &2\ 5. MAHR 4 G2 R
® locally flat proper #843 ZfkiRIL, HEREHH, ZNiE ambient 74 Y PE—Z2RVWT—ETH D Z LRSI TV, [15] © 1.6.1 Hi* [40]
D 9.3 fizBM. 7P, BIZ Murasugi IO EHICBEWT, D* ~OHDIAA% (locally flat 2 912)CO ITEX LI TR, #UTH K 03—
VEREBIETHEOR/MEFRFEIZEO 2> TUEY, BIREVED TR R B->TLE .



IT, KAHLC S ITHL, TomEEEAESIZILAELOR LT, L OFitiE m(L) &2 E, —L = m(L")(ZhiELIFL
L0V~ KAWL KNG LB, HHEOH Ko, K) C S I U, BHEHK0 O (e, 7= 25 A1
BRYMEIRNLT 1+ AL A: Ky — K| BWFEETHEE Ky & K ci:w:r—ﬁ“‘/ FTHB LW, B ZHNIFRMEREBRTH
D, KO & Kl 733‘:[\/:1‘—5‘7‘\‘/ }\’CZ,D%:}:K g4(K0#—K1) :0T%é:tliﬁ{[ﬁfﬁéztﬁ)%ﬁ)&b%m5 if:, g4 (=
BSOSy I—RVARETHS. EE

C={S°HoAIFHPH }/ava—xv b

W, EREMZINE, 2V a— R VA RW L TET —RUBOMERZRED. ZhE2aryd—RF VAL WS,

MOH K CS2ThoT, ga(K) =0 %73, bbb, M0 O Murasugi #ill (A7 1 AMK) 2825 038
EILFETS. M ZOLIBMOHE AT A AFEOH L I3, FIZE, EEOAERECH K 126U K#(—K) 1ZA 7 1 A
VCHTH%. R gP(K)=0ThaH0H K C S® 2MHIAS A ZFEVPHE &8, 254 2 H=AHHKTHIC
IV A=KV M RKCH=3Y I-RV AMO AT 2 REXTIHECH) TH 5.

AV A=V ARER AT A AKECH I Fox-Milnor 8 1960 EAIZEA L 7z [39)].

A 1.1.2 BHEREH (Goridan %)

I A H L C S2 st L, £ % crossing change 12 & 0 unlink U 123 % 72124 E 7 crossing change D /N
K AH AECEMNEE (B 5\, Gordian ) & kigh, Th %z (L) &EL. ZhiE, STk 60w T 1Y hE—REE
Thb. HOHK C SPITHL, u(K) DEHICHETL % & 5% crossing change D1, [0,1] x S2 WZ U 225 K ~D
immersed IRIVT 4 ALEED, TNERET S Z LT, B u(K) OFM Murasugi i 2K TE 5. X - T,

94(K) < u(K)

MR D LD, *5
5.z 6%7‘_,&.0‘5 K c S3izxt U g3(K), g4(K ) u(K) mE2PET S LIXHMNBETH 5. BETIE, Knotlnfo 7
ET, L DETHIZHTE2INSDIEEZ B Z ENTE 5.

A113 Bl REEEHE, BICh—528AE/HUE
EAE DL LT, REIIEAE L0525 ZEHIT 5. f(z,y): (C2,0) = (C,0) ZEEMLERH 2\ 3575 2 %
ROBTH - T, FUNTOMANEOTHEEDLT 5.0 S8 C C2 2 E 6 >0 2 /HORMET 5. 2L X, {52

Ly ={(z,y) € C*|f(z,y) = €} N S}

3+ 2/NE7%e>0,0 >0IZUEAEZRZRL, ZTOTA Y ME—HLE—RIZEES. 2D &5 AR EZREIEAE & W
5. x50z,
My = {(z,y) € C*|f(x,y) = ¢} N D;

i e=0TIFRRZFEDD, +0/MSe> 01T LTIFEE2DE SN LD, Murasugi iz 525, 2z f O
Milnor 7 7 A /N—=& WS, Ly I21E My OEREENSELZ2MEOHRALLTOMEEE5R 5. FHIZ, EQOBEE p g 125
U, fla,y) =a? =yt DIFED Ly 2 Ty g EHE, b= T AKAH & L. ZHIBERDE L = ged(p, q) ZFOHAHTH D,
BEZ, p & g BENCHER S IZEOHTH D, b—5 AR E KIEND. T, 1 2008 h— 7 AWT, AU F1 7 > AR
p AT AMIZE Y YF a— RARMIT qﬂ@‘éﬁhﬂ)ﬂ:bfﬁ( LHTES.

Boileau-Weber (2 & %, Milnor $4& Thom T T 2 7 T Y AGED T — A1 [19] HE 172 1984 DR TR
BHgREAH Ly 120 L,

94(Ly) <u(Ly) < g(My)
94(Ly) < g3(Ly) = g(My)

Whhro T\, ﬁﬁ% X7 VA RRREDPS BARKNIZHETFIEE2 525 Z 8 THREIPDONS. fﬁ%ii, Milnor ® 7 714 7
L=y a vEBIZED (F—F ARABZEL) REBWEABIX 7 74 N ABTH D, T 52 Stallings D7 71 7L —
vavEHIZLY gg BZOT7 7 AN—DFEBUIZELWVWE WS HENLSKS. LLrL ;@Hﬂkui Zh&k D@ﬁfw)d\é
72 Murasugi B 23FET 200, H B W, 21k b A7\ crosssing change XS TNE %EMEJ’C%E)# &V S RV
LZrixcERhhrorz fﬁi/ﬁ?‘é?ﬁi‘, IREHIHE B F D A-ball FEED R A 5 O FEAT g(My) < ga(Ly) %?ﬂ&)fﬂ?bfzo)ti
Kronheimer-Mrowka TH 0, T DFEHIZT — VBERICE D L. Bz, b —F AEAHITH L

Ga(T, ) = B=1 - 1)+1-1

S AMAARISELTIRI Y 3=V ORI DH 5. 2 TRAMBUEIR>TERS.

B, HUHKCS?ThHoT, g3(K)=0TH3H0D, TRLEFEO O Seifert Hfifii 55D H D unknot DATH 5. KAH L ITHL T
g3(L) =0 THEIEABDT Y P E—HHIZ—E TRV, #HlZ X, Hopf link $FEE 0 O Seifert i % HD.

5 AT U TR Z 5 LT TE % Murasugi HIf 386 2 1ER 520\ OTI 2 TRRWTHE X 72, [19] TiE T — Y Murasugi FH E > #E
AREAVTAER g4(K) < u(K) OAMEAENDILEZ ZEZLTW5.

6 Z AU & D FUHAIINF R TH B Z e AURIEES 1B, Milnor OERIE  [115] @ 10 2R X.

*T REUAFE O H @ up to isotopy 'C“O)ﬁiﬁli Bonahon-Siebenmann ® unpublished work T#% % [The classification of algebraic links] T4
Z 511, Eisenbud-Neumann DA [34]] Z#i>TW5. £ TORBIGHECHIEH 5 iterated torus knot 127 1Y MEv 7 TH 5. iterated torus
knot &%, #5UOH K I LT Cpq(K) %, K OBEWREHEOER L, AV T4+ 7V AR p ATAHICZR Y YF a— RARIZ ¢ AT 2% & E OB
LLUTHEONEHVOHE TS, LW E/E% unknot 2S5V IEL TV THESNAFEOHD I TH 5.



MDD, b—=FAFECH, TROBLEAE I = ged(p,q) ¥ 1 THEHEDOZOFERITUIEUIE Milnor $H & Xidn 5.
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114 FHHEM7TO—F 1. Alexander LER

OH K C S° @ Alexander ZIHR A (1) € ZHH(Z ik Z[tE] OHIehG (L5 £5) OREMZRWTEEZ D, 22T
BRIt o T ICDWTHIED D Ag (1) = 1 2 WS BIHEILE BRI %) 1%, 1920 4ERUC Alexander 12 & D R S N7z,
OCHOZEANELETH L. EHOEFITITWL D05, #HlZx1X, Seifert ﬁﬁU%ﬁﬂu\é%oypwff VERREHWE LD
NRH5. FOHIZHLTIZ, M 2 K D—20 Seifert mﬂJt LT

Ag(t) = (Mt1/2 — MTt_1/2>
THZ51 5. Alexander ZHR DRI deg(A(t)) & BRI L BUNREDZEL UTEHET S, £A%ER

2957 (K) < deg(A(t)) < 2g3(K)

BEISNTVS. —oHOFRERIEHIKZH SN TN —DHOARERIZHERE L < 2015 412 Feller[37) 12 & b
RENHDOT, [Alexander ZIHANHM (ie. Ax(t) = &1) RAECHIIMMHMA T4 ZATH D] £\ 1980 FRD
Freedman OFEE* DIERTH 5. *10 *11

Fox-Milnor[39] 1& A5 1 AfECH K C S3 @ Alexander ZHAI, $5 f(t) € ZHT] 1IN LT Ax(t) = fO)ft7) &
EBLZEMWTEDLZ LR RUE R, BUBEATHA detK = A (=1) I FEAR L2 5. HlZIX, 8 DFFECTH 41 1THL
Tld detd) =5 THH ZNIEFEHABETRODT, g4(41) > 1 THB. P SWHSPZ u(d) <1 THE75, 94 <u &b,
g4<41) = ’U,(41) =1 75‘2}975)5
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A 1.1.5 HEANTIO—F 2. BHBEHFSH (Murasugi—Trotter RFr5#)

77— VHERBARTIC g4(L), gi°P(L ) ETRPOFHIET 2% 0 A2 UTELASNT WD SE (Murasugi-Trotter 7F
FH)o(L) THB. TO—DODEHKL, TOMEBFIOEH 2T 5. HrigaE L C SP(aE% |L] £&<) O locally
flat 7238454 W Murasugi B S C D4 WU, £ D Zo Ik

¥9(S) = S x D? Uy, Ex(S)

2FERD. ZIT, Ey(S) — E(S) 1& S OANBZER D — N(S) D Z B TH O, M0 AOEEHR h: 0Sx D2US x9D? —
OBy (S) &+ xOD? RS DAV F 4 7vD) 7T MNMIEDLSIREDTHS. 4IRTEHA Xo(S) OBEFUL, FEkICHER S 15
L D Zy BIEHE Yo (L) TH Y, det(L) = |AL(—1)| #0 B SIETNIE QHS? 242 ZEMWAISNT WS, (bRAIKHEN
Hi det(L) > 0 &% (2727 . ) AEFEAE L OS5 o (L) 1& Sa(S) D 4 XTuEkkikE UL TOREH o(L) == 0(Z2(9))

*8 Milnor SR [115] @ 10 #iZHWT, FAICANIAR M E RO L HABK f(2,y) : (C2,0) — (C,0) 2L, [ZEMOMEEY & XiEhd &
LW REHEA, TNH fITAHBET 2 REEIEAE L= f71(0) N S DD EMHE u(L) 2% LW %R 5 7202 Milnor FEOHNKTH 5.
Milnor (&% DEREHT 65 = % ZRUK. 22T, u=b1(M§) THY, |L| Z¥AH L DEDETH %. Boileau-Weber D ¥ —~1
[19] iz & % &, —75, Pinkham & u(L) < 6y 225 L 7z. Boileau-Weber 1& Bennequin & O#fIZHE£5E, 2@ Pinkham OFHIZT LA F&H
WM K72t &2 5- X /2. 728, Kronheimer-Mrowka D, Milnor DIDRMIWIZE HFEMIZEZSEDTHS. —HT, b—F A CHIZ
9B
25, £~ slice-Bennequin FERZE L Z MW TE, FITREMWIEABICNT S ga(Ly) = g(My) P45 Z & 4%, Rudolph [141] iZ
L OREINZ, DT, b—=F AFECHD 4-ball FFDO AKX % Milnor FH & L3 Z & %, Kronheimer-Mrowka % Milnor 48 % fiffft U 7z &\ 5
ZeEBUTHDEVALD.

*9 Freedman @ Z O HIZH Y 2 3iMAMEE & LT\ » 72883 IZ D\ Tld Garoufalids—Teichner @ [45)[15] 2 &, FEHICIE 4 RThiil%

PR DR VSR TH % disk embedding theorem % A%

Gompf [48] i, Alexander ZIHANHWPLRBETHD S 5, géﬁ%ﬁU“El Ty,3 ® Whitehead X 7% (=3,5,7) 7L v Y 2 WHECHEEL WL D

POFFEOHFATA ATRWI L 2T —VHERZHWTRUZ (2R 5 Rasmussen RER % > THAGDEINZHGEHE 525 Z &

TE3). 5T, MHIZASA ARDATA ATHRWEOCHDIFENPSITXF Y F v 27 R O EEMES 22 H R Uz, Zhid, (ML —RD

ABEHL THEOH K C S3 HA T4 A (vesp. MMHINAT A R) THSZ ¥, 0-trace Xo(K)K = D* Uk o (2 /7Y RIV) 23R IZH S 5272 (resp.

FEAA) HDAAZEFFD Z L IZFME] ORFETHS. R ~D Xo(K) @Ui‘ﬁﬂgi@b‘b;&?}@@@ﬁ S (ZHiFFEa V3T PO TG E R D)

& Xo(K) 250 B TIXYF v o R WS N5, FMIEHI R 1E Gompf-Stipsicz OBRIE [49] D 522 X—Y &R L) bRUK. (BIxIE

[42] ¥ Mathoverflow @ [Slice knots and exotic R*] % & &.)

35T, mﬁﬂﬁx—ﬂ 2 TH 5, Alexander ZIHAN AW A (& DR < Alexander ZIHANIEH A5 HIZ smoothly 2> a—X > b TF
570 FEOEHMPEEICFIET 5 Z & A 2012 4£1Z Hedden-Livingstone-Ruberman([57] (2 & DR E iz,

12 78, 4 #4 :t17’r;<%*UETaF)Z> EWHENDSND. Thbb, 4 13TV I - XU ABIIBWTHE 2 TH S, Z0HlE, ga PHEOH D
FERNTHN LTI IER TRV I L 2R LT WD, — AT, HOH OMEEHNT T 2 BIENE g (K#K') < ga(K) + ga(K') EBEGITHED
boNnd. — I, KOHD Seifert FEEK g3 1&EEHNTT U TINEMTH S (le. g3(K#K') = g3(K) + g3(K')) ZeMBHIGhTWS. (GEHIX
#l 21 Lickorish Q&R E [102] DERL 2.4 2 A &) TDZ LIE, EHIZ, ERHERIZ DO WTINENEHEE S 280 HIE unknot DATH S Z L &K
Ry 5.

FEOHD Gordian # u HITERTH 2 I RMBREETH 5 (u(K#K') < u(K) +u(K') ZHS 2 TH D).
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ELUTEHIND. ™13 b5y(52(S)) = b1(S5) = 29(S) + |L| — 1 %% Euler 810 Mayer—Vietoris property (2 & D HH TE, &
15 0(5(S)) = o(L) T B 55

b1(S) £ o(L Ll —1+0o(L
MBE DD, ZHNIFERM ETHE NS
J5) > 7@l 1- 1D
2
MDD, Lo T,
) L)|+1-|L
(a(D) )7 (z) > 7L LT

2155,

HOHORSHIL, BOHDOHER D 7 5%E % % Goeritz 1741 Gp KIE% DIEF B ny % MH\WT Gordon-Litherand D2
K o(K)=0(Gp) + ny —n_ ZEDHMAEDEICERETE S, HIZIKX[114] © 3 Fx W L. FFSBUSEERNITS U ik
Thsb. BHEEIE bf O'(T273) +2, O'(#nng) +2n TH5. ZOZehron>1 2L #nTQ,S IAT14 ATIER
W (FhbB Ths @Y I—K VAR B B EEATH ) - L2bh 5. HOHOHEREH T, T, 2E6L
KOWPD =5 AFECHIZHN U Milnor FAEZZFHT S Z 2N TELD, £2THO F—F AHETHIZODWTHRED TANE S
72O TlE%h -7z, 7z, Murasugi-Trotter fF 5802 1%, Tristram-Levine fF 58 & W5 — b2 H 2032 Z TN L
AN

1.2 4~ —<iE#: Milnor ¥4 & Thom FiEDRR

1982 4£, Donaldson %% ASD(f > A& > b ) HREA & W S YT g2k § 2 IERURRIM D TR D 4 Kot b AB Y —~0
BAOHE RH U CAaftE). bk, ASD AN 4RT M RB Y —ICBAIIGHINE XDtk o7z, Zh
% Donaldson P& & & 5. Donaldson (%412 Donaldson A2 & & KN MO EMAZEEZEA L. 22T, ALE
DIRRIZAR > T U(N) iz~ b X 7/z/N—Y 3 @ Donaldson AL &% HHT 2. bF > 2 THLAMH 4 {kﬁ:yi‘%ﬁ‘
X @ U(N)Donaldson AZ &, X EDO UN) K P &, ASD €V a7 LM EnakreEny—HaeiEd a7 -2 L
T A(X) = Sym*(Ho(X:Q) @ Ha(X: Q) @ A*Hy(X;Q) D N — 1[5 ¥ VLB (£ N 2550 & %1213 homology
orientation W3 FF5E2RDD72HODT—R) ZEET L T LIIHEHRBPELE L L VWHIALEETH L. $hbDL,

DY p: AX)®V-N 5 Q

EWHHEBTHE. TDLI AV RLE AX)PWVD 0RO IZERME D 25, N = 2 Tld Kronheimer-Mrowka
M, %< D 4RTERR X 12/ L TIEZENSDERED T — 214 ciE b 2\ 5, Donaldson T S B D R 8 B 2 GEPA
U, ZORIEME LT, BHEAERE WS, X NOA A BN S 5 BT 2 572, [86][89](88] Z vidhiiz K3 iz
UTIHIROKRE G52 5. THOMTHOAENZFER g > 1 OMEEAREME X C X TH->T,[X]-[Z]>0TH2ED
XU, (2] [X]) €29 —2 A3 DD 20 K3 #hiicxt 3 B BitkA%E R e K3 #hifiht CP?2 O R IEHETH 5 &\ 5 HHE
%)ﬂb‘f PREGHE A H D 4-ball FEED R 725 DFEM g(My) < ga(Ly) 515541, Minor T4 g(My) = ga(Ly) = u(Ly) 1
fRpR L 7z, *15 *16
1994 4, W% Witten [152] 13, N = 2 @R — VHERICH T % Seiberg & OILFEMZICHE T &, Seibergf
Witten(SW) AR & & i#’béi@ﬁbb‘}'FﬁﬁAﬁWﬁ?’ﬁiﬁ%%)\b ZDMRDEY 271 2 HNWT SW AZEZEA
L 7z. Seiberg-Witten A2 DT IZ ASD HRER DN & 3’0 LB TH D, DL Donaldson RERPZTNE T
Donaldson i TR ONT E /2 4 IRGTE RO Y —DFRERDL A, kD BT B 5\ 3 & DRI CAEIC & 2 2 & A%
LR TWo 7z, TORKEHIE LT, SW HimHE59 % & 9 <12, Kronheimer—-Mrowka 12 & ¥ Thom FAEAVGEHE
7= [87]. Thom TAUL, CP? AOAER V— d[CP] , (d > 1) ARET 51 5 5 B £ 1= Fi g > 1 Ofs T
LTINS J p
-1 -2
< W-d-2 )2( ) 9(Sa)

%?Fﬁf:a‘é:mia‘z%ﬁfﬁ)é T, 8, CCP?ixd RDFFRSiRER 2?4yl =0 TRINDZEEMRTH 5. Thom TN
5 Milnor FAEMRES Z iﬁﬂﬂﬁm MonTwiz (FlZX [19] 28) O T, Milnor PO HHE 52722 &icdind, *17

Z N, Milnor FRULEHR L 72D TH B0, ZDFEI IR 2 H O BRI K 2 B 12 75 B 5 DTl > 7.
Milnor $48% Thom TN EEM I N T X2 D1%, RECEMAH L EIGT KO Y —IC X2 2MBETHZ 20 DA —DD
HHTHAS. - T, TOHROHALRFEEDO HAMEE LTiE

*13 = A Murasugi Hi S OEVHIZE SRV L ZRDE S ICHEADSNS. @Y D Murasugi #iT S1,S2 Bd oz &, #HDAZH
7zl S1 U —S2 C S* @H 5 3 MiiE KAk H C D° OBiRe 20, HEHRORAEALMN 2 Novikov EH LD 0 = 0(952(H)) =
o(22(51)) — 0(22(S2)) TH 5.

14 4607 Witten & 205 IABRIC RS 2 SW HIIHR» SEE 5T — & (SW ALEE SW HAN) Th 5 & FHLUE (Witten F47).

*15 58 Daemi-—ZE4-Scaduto [27] 1& N = 3 DA OHECH 2 L, ®13 0 A Milnor TEOGEHABSNB Z L 2R LT-.

*16 ELIZ & 0 IEREISIRR B 72 518, RS VAR Y bV R o RS EHOTO T 5 N5 — 721 O T K3 #iicaf LU TRtk A% R
ZAEHT 2 Z A TE, TN EMAWT Milnor PAEMFEHE N7z (Z DI EITIE basic class DEERIZR LI N TWiaho7). ZOERT, 2D %
RS 2 Z & THMAL 4 IRTS RRIKIC T T 2 TS & CREEAS RS & iz,

*17 728, Donaldson BlFi T Thom FAZI T2 Z LIZHAETHRINT WAV, ZHF bt =1 TH B 4 RTLHIRD Donaldson AL &AL
WEHTHEEEZOND.



o VYTV ITF 4y, AV Ry MNEMPE, EHERBEETFEO N T TV — X0 EEL, HEBMW RS & T lH0h
TV =D BFHMTRZA DRSNS OME 2D, 215 ORAREEDKIRIE b RO Y =B B EMN T IR
DESIREDTH D07

o RBIAEABIZIRS R WEDIAWVWY T ADKAH 2 REINIC, (R, lAGDLENIZ) ARE FEE2 KT X.

WS ZEeRETFONS. FIZIEHTHEIZOWTIE, Taubes I2& BV Y LI TF 4 v 748Kk ED SW REBDOHIER,

Ozsvath-Szabé ¥ Thom FHDO—M{be LT, ¥ v 7V 275 +1 v 2 Thom ¥/, 3%bs Y7o v 7400

SRMRNOEREY VTV o T4 v ZJHIEIEZOFRED VA NREKT 2 5 0 ITHOIA N 728 A i o b CRERUE i

MBS B EiEE SW HBlin %2 W TEEA L 72 Z & [123] %, Rudolph 12 & % slice-Bennequin A RDFEM, i~ @ Floer

FEOYV—IlHERS IR MEEDARBEPEAINZZENEIT SN, BHEIIODVWTIRINLS /RS L5, a0k

UCHFAER Y —HEROMEITIRAEE THRKIRGE AR Y =281 2 KRERFENIIR > TV S,

1.3 YUV ITavoiEgEsEdvy o MNEE

Rudolph %FEHI U 7z, slice-Bennequin A% R, 2> X 7 MEEZHWT 4-ball O T 5 0Fli2 52 %5 DT,
Milnor DL TH 5. TNEHHUT L2012, 2ITRY VIV 2Ty o - av X7 MEGE%E, 4Rot e 3%
IMZERET 5.

T 1.1. 1. X 2{EBURIC 2n 2RO WM SHAE T8, X LYY L o5 v oG id, X Lo 2R w T
HoT, W DBEDHETHEXITRVWEDDILEVD. wi Y VT LITovIBERELR. ZOLE, " IE X D%
BRIAE LTOMEZR2EDD I LILERT 5.

2. Y ZHBKIC 2n+ 1 2ROWMOSHMAL 5. Y Loavx s MEELIX, SV 2 mHERECTY (T74bb, Y
FEORKIE 1 D) THoT, DD 1EANTHoT, AN (AN BEDHETHERTRVEDDI LRV, \ &
IVRI MR IR BEEME TY/E DRE% € D coorientation & K&, Z Z T, coorientation Z[EE L, A D
O HtT 2588 LT, ADREZ25HLTY/E - RPMEREDZ L EZHT. 2L, N OEY HOREE
X, B E O CEOBBIETRLEING. £72, AN (AN DAIZFIEXY OZRALE L TOREE2ED D I LICERT S

YUTV T4y 7 REEDOHEIZYELO ) Kihler TI12H 5. AR MMEEO S £ I E A HRIEIMAIX
Geiges DHERLE [46] 22T DL L. YTV I T4 v 7 ZRAKR L OMRERIZ—RIIZS TV o T4 v IkdE 2R
BN, YTV I T 4w 7 n RGGERRRE, RUGT 1 HAERRIEKIZIN S TEI D X0 $28E2, VTV o T4 v JREEIA
ATITIEE, ZDOYIOOD 2n — 1 IRTTD IV R MEERBETHI LN, FRTHEZ LWLV, LrL, ARETIRZD
I IFEE TR VO THMIZHP L2V, £, BRAEY Y TV 2T 1 v 27 20 TSR (X, w) OBEFICTIEBTIca Y
R MEEDPFEIND L VWIDIFTIRBVDED, BR EIZar X7 MEE ENGZ5NTVWAEE, vk £1ZiRVL DOh
DY T ADBEWZMEPEZRESING. ZORIKT, AV R I NERREKIZY Y TV I T 1 v 7 S RKDO BRI 7085 & % Rz
T AR THWSEAMERMZ, 3, 4 IRTICB I D2IRDEZTH 5.

EE 1.2. (V,8) 23> 227 b 3IRAEHRIK, (X,w) 20X =Y THEV YTV IT 14 v 7 ARaEALT5. (X,w)
(Y, E) DR TV I T4y R HTHE L, we >0TH2I2VI. (X,w) W (V) DBV TVIT4v IR
HTHhBEIX, Y OAT—EHEEERIN, Y EAMETHS Liouville X7 bV v (le. Lyw=w) TH>T, A= r,w W
EDTAVRI MERITRS>TVWAREIBREDOVEET LI L E VD,

Y YTV T Ay I RBERSEHY YTV I T4 v I RATH L Z WP DLNDG.
WZ, YTV T4y 7, AV RI NEGREOE R LEBIZIEL, WS ODDRRR I T ANH B L 2HiHT S, 22T
&, ZOFPRICBERT 5 3, 4 IRITETOREHRICEE > TEL.

EE 1.3. o (X,w) &Y YTV IT 4w AMINEMAL TS, S C X % proper 2D & 2ITHDIAE N7z 2 RILHD
NERKET D, SHY VTV ITFa v Ml THD LIE, ws S BV TV IT1 v IBATHEZLEZVY, S
7 Lagrange i TH 2 L 1F, w|g =0 THD I L E2 .

o V) ZaYvRI N 3WMEALTD. LCY 2#BoNICHDIAENMEKAH LTS, LA transverse link TH %
Lid, K DT RTOMTHERYZ ML LA EITHBINIZZRDS 2 L %20\, L 2 Legendrian link TH 5 & 13 K D3R
TOMRTLMWEITHETS (le. LCETHB)ZLEWVS.

& O coorientation &, 54 \(T) > 012 & D, transverse link T 2 E 2 EHS. D[ E % 5 X 72 transverse link
% IED transverse link & &, LR TIE, B 572 WER D | transverse link & Wo 725 EDH DD I & %57,

& 1.3.1 transverse knot D AZE sl &, Legendrian knot OHHEHFZEE tb, rot
Z 2 COfE#E Etnyre @ ¥ —~ 1 [35] X Ozsvath-Szabo—Thurston ® [131] 2 fiiicfE5. (V,€) 23> &2 b 3G
SRR, T,L C (V,€ = Ker)\) 2 ZNZh, positive transverse knot, A7 Legendrian knot £ 3 %. Z#5 D knot 121
Seifert Hifi ¥ C V(M EAGZA65NTWT, #EOHZAE ZATHAIIFE LS RED) BEZSNTWSE LT 5 (RiZ, X
WHREUHALKETHTH S Z EBMREINTVD).

positive transverse knot 7 (Zxf U, self-linking number & XX 2 RZE & slx(T) %, % Chern

SZE(T) = _<cl (ga ﬁ)v [27 82])
EUTEREINDG., 2T, RS DAMEERT PV TH-TENTE IZEENDZHDTHS.

A Legendrian knot £ 125 L, =D DA Z &, Thurston-Bennequin A2 & thy (L) (L D EIZHEMKAF) &, rotation
number roty(L)(L DEZ G U THENLEDL D) NERI N, ThH5 -~ DDOLREREIE, Legendrian knot Ol MR Z &
(classical invariant) & & (¥#1%. Thurston-Bennequin RZ &L, £ IZEE 5 =D framing D7

ths (L) := (EMED B contact framing) — (LWE D B surface framing)

¢ U TES X N, rotation number &, fH¥} Chern &
rots(L£) == (c1(€, £), [, 0%])



ELTEHIND. 18 classical invariant DE #l¥, Legendrian/transverse link (26 FHARIZHER T E 5.

M 1.3.2 transverse-push off
5.2 57z Legendrian knot £ 12X L, ZhE [BREFEIZBVWTALT ST 22 TO® MMHIZBEWTWL 5THIE
\ positive transverse knot T (£) 25T &, Z ORERIZ & b B

7. . {(Y, &) N® Legendrian knot} R {(Y, &) ND transverse knot}
e Legdenrian isotopy transverse isotopy
7 well-defined IZE £ 5. T, (L) I% £ @ transverse-push off & XX 3. F7z, Legendrian knot @ negative stabilisation
EWVD WEREDRD D |
{(Y, &) NDEM Legendrian knot} {(Y, &) ND positive transverse knot }

" Legdenrian isotopy&mnegative stabilisation transverse isotopy
I& well-defined 2" D& ¥4t & 7 5. W5 HIX, Legendrian approimation ¥ I 2K TEX5NDE. 2D LI,
transverse 7 1 ¥V b ¥ — TARZ 7% transverse knot A4 &I, Legdenrian isotopy & mnegative stabilisation TARZ 72

Legendrian knot AZ R & EffiTHB I L2 FRL TV,
1 Legendrian knotL A% Seifert ffifii ¥ % &> & &, transverse push-off ® T, K AZREIZIT

sls(T (L)) = ths (L) — rots (L)
YD BIRABH D 170

# 1.3.3 front projection & sl, tb, rot DFTEAR

S3(HBVIER3) LOEMER IV X0 MR (49 &EL. 20 2-FHEIE, R C 2 |, Ker(dz — ydz) THZHN5.
(V,6) = (S2, Eus) DB, N5 ZoDHIMIALRE S 0L 0 HIiZE 5, si(T), th(L), rot(L) & BB, DL X
(72720 T,L 1% 83 = R3U {oo} OIEPIEIZR D SN ET D) I, front projection 2 HW=ARMAH 5. Z 2T, front
projection & (ZHF I1: R3 — R, (2,y,2) = (1,2) DI L%\ . transverse knot ® front projection (%, & Ji[A T~
ME -0, LTI B T Lidia <, generic 7256, WRERIZZHRDATH 5. sell-linking number i3 writhe

sl(T) = writhe(IT)

THZ 605, Legendrian knot @ front projection &, TE FA +£0, &FATI127405 Z &3/ < generic 5 E, FREAR
THRENATOATH S, dHARE R

1(L) = writhe(IT) — %#{nm@wz 71

rot(L) = %(#{HV\]@TF@I%?JZ 7} — #{IAND B EH AT}

=#{ITIND NHELENAT } — #H{IND LM ELEH AT}
ThHZ 50 5. front projection {23\ T stabilization ¥ transverse push-off %, I3 2 BR 2R E#B/EL LT

& 1.3.4 transverse Markov E¥: transverse link & braid OX i
B, %Zn-ANFYRTVUA REEE U, Braids = HZI B, £EL. S HOEEOKAENDZ T L1 FOT LA REGE L
THRRTEDZLIE, Alexander DEH L LTS, 512, T4 NEEZ & 2HMERN

. Braids {S3NDIEAHE }
[N —

" conjugate, positive stabilization/destabilization, negative stabilization/destabilization isotopy

WO EHE R L X5 Z 21k Markov ODEH L LTLLHMoNT WS, DS EOFEEREHRA WHY S Markov L — 7 T
» 5. positive (resp. negative) stabilization £ 1%, B,,_1 — B, B+ Bom(resp. Bp_1 — By, B+ Bot) WD
BETH v, destabilization 1%, B0,,8 (resp. B0, 1B") (ZZTB,B8 € By_1) EWVWIHD B, DKL, BB’ € By %
WIHRIELEETH L. FIZIE =T ZEAE T, 1T VA R (0102 0,-1)! DAL TH 5.

ZDEIBIEAHE T LA ROXSITIE, transverse link i23% 5. Bennequin I, {EZD 7L 1 NiZ, HAREHAEDOH D K
- T, R3 AD transverse link 2 5% % Z A3 TE, W2, FED transverse link 13» 2 7L A REEIZT 1Y MY 2
THhadIexmU. 517, 2002 4, Orevkov—Shevchishin[122] & Wrinkle[154] 133712, DD 7L A F 2 transversely
isotopic 7% transverse link % represent 325 Z &%, TNH6D T LA K43, M & positive stabilization/destabilization T
BERLED ZLLEMETHE WS Z e 2Lz, Thbs, £HE

Braids ., {transverse links in(S®, &q)}

conjugation, positive stabilization/destabilization transverse isotopy

*18 WA ZERIZOWT, B 3 It E Mk Lo 3> 2 27 ML tight TH 5 Z & 2401 % Eliashberg-Bennequin O REXBHFEHTH 508,
ITREET .



NhHd ZOMGDFRTTLARBIZHL, TOHE L ULTHE SN S transverse link @ self-linking number &, XD
Bennequin DAXTEHZ 6N 5: )
sl(B) = writhe(8) — n(S)

ZZT,nB)IEZBDANTVRDOERETHS.

Z D, transverse link & 7L 1 NOXfIGIE, Pavalescu (2 & 0, —f{ DA I > X 7 b 3 IRTEHFIRAND transverse link &
A—=T VT IHADT VA ROMIEE UTHERE Nz [132]. 2k 0 EROM I Y X 7~ 3IRGTEFRAND transverse
link % pointed open book & \»5 diagram IZ &K D FIRTE B KD Z7R -7z, THiEER T 5, Heegaard knot Floer FEH
¥ —® transverse knot 7t Td % Braid AERDERIZHVN SNz,

& 1.3.5 #&ABEOD positivity & fillability
Hedden O [56] {ZfE\W, S2 WOHEFFEAE (up to 71V M=) 124 L,

positive braid C positive C strongly quasi positive C quasi positive = transvers C-link

EWS T T AERFHHTS.

1. 93 WD#&AH D positive braid TH 2 &1&, IED T LA K (=writhe BEDZ N E KBV T LA R) OFEICT A
VMY I THDIZEe%\VD. Stallings D HAYZFER [Stallings, Constructions of fibered knots and links]) Z &
Z, positive braid #EAHIZ T 7 A N—HAATH 3. $72bb, AHDHEEL S LD T 71 N—H D45
DOEEEFOMARIZTAIY VY I THS.
7B, REN 72 5 1F positive braid TH 2 Z &1, Weierstrass T @B OI#ETH 5. [19]

2. 53 NO#EAHM positive TH 5 & 1%, writhe WED LM AR 2R WHEN 2 HOBOHIZTIY Y 2 ThbE Z
&5, [positive braid C positive] & by definition Td# 4. [positive braid # positive] & (KnotInfo TH
RINEL TARDDB D) W R 52, 7o, 73,74, 75 DlEHE R 5. ZH 5 M positive braid THRWZ &Ik, 771
N—FEPTHTRWZ e oErDONS.

3. 83 D& AH D strongly quasipositive TH B & 1d, i < j—212KT 3

(03 0j-2)0j-1(07 - 0j-2)"

D DK T (positive embedded band) DETH 7LV 1 ROHEAIZTAIY MYy 7 THDEI L%V, [positive

Cstrongly quasipositive | 1% Rudolph[142] 27R L 7=. [positive #strongly quasipositive | (%, KnotInfo IZ &% &

12”1487 12n149 75‘&”75_’5‘%. 5.

4. S NO#EMAH D quasipositive TH 5 & 1,

-1
w;o,w; -,  w; € By

EWVWHEDR T (positive band) DFETH T2 7L A FOMEIZTAY MYy 7 THDEI L% \S. Istrongly
quasipositiveCquasipositive| 1 by definition T# 4. [strongly quasipositivequasipositive] &, 8gg A3l X 1X
TH 5. THH strongly quasipositive THWZ &I, [56] 12 & 3 &, strongly quasipositive knot 1 g3 = g4 =7 %
?ﬁf:j—fﬁ, g3(820) =2 7é 0= 94(820) ThdIehobhrsd.
5. S3 WOH&AH M transverse C-link TH % & IEHNIER S3 C C? L 5 1 RERIROFMINZ DbV IZTA Y bEY
2 THBILEWVS. 19 Tquasi positive C transverse C link] % Rudolph #%/R U7z [140]. Tquasi positive D
transverse C link| 13 Boileau-Orekov A3 iEAIEH#R % FH W CRERA U 7z [18]. *20 quasipositive TR WK H I3 8 HE
2 5. FIZIE8 DFFEVHIZZE S TH 5.
Hayden (Z & b, quasipositive link D&% S2 LXMW S R WEREOHI Y X2 b 3RS ARSI 1z [54]. £ 2
T, Boileau—Orekov O fEH [quasi positive D transverse C link] O#ERIEARIZ X SR VIEHDR G X 51z, X5
2, 2O THF b Tz ascending surface D&, %12, Heegaard knot Floer € B ¥ —, Khovanov FE 1 ¥ — 0D
transverse knot A2 & D naturality 8 & FZ 1% HA\ 7z, 4-ball NO T ¥ V' F v 7 il OFEGEIIC AWV S iz (R &
Juhasz—Miller—Zemke[73] I1Z & 5. #% 13 Hayden—Sundberg (2 & % [55] i & ).

# 1.3.6 Rudolph IZ & % slice—-Bennequin A%
Kronheimer-Mrowka (Z & % Milnor DR DIFEHE £ LU T, Rudolph &, XD slice-Bennequin AEXZFEAL 2. Zh
i, Milnor PO —f{bE BB Z &N TE 3.

EH 1.4. (slice-Bennequin A%, Rudolph[141])

L. BATLARETR. 20L&, 7LA RHATHEHKAE B OEED Murasugi fif (8 = % %173 proper »*
D C™ DA E N 3 V8N Ma i) (XL

writhe(8) —n(B) < x(X2)
LN WRVASR

9 Z e & Z0WspaEHKiRe DY L OIEIS S C (DY, wera, Jstds Ised) BV Y TV T4 v ZHiETH Y, K = 8S I3EHEH Y &2 b
W €gpq = T'S3 N Js4qTS3 12DWT transverse link TH 5. EBE, S BERBDIEHARTHEI L LD, v A0 TS BoIE Jv €T, ST
HY, werg(v, JV) = gspa(v,0) >0 THEDNS, wls FY Y TLIF 1 v 7 THS. 5612, S & 3 HHEBMIZEboTWBEVWSIRELD,
TS|k NTS3| gk =TK TH3. 5L TK CE=TS3N JeqTS? THol22T 2L, B TK C JguqTS2 $7bb JTK CTS? &7oTW»
BLTERSBRWD, T2 TS|k =TK +JTK CTS3|g £7%0, S & 83 BEMIICRbD I LItKT 5.

20 FHTRRVD D f(z,w) € Clz,w] KHL, Vi = f71(0) C C?2 OZ x % FEiH#Eihe w5, Ve WAREORRROESGERVTHES A
Al 2 MG MIRTH 5. [141] 1, #HH A quasipositive TH S Z 21, S3 C C? &3 C? RO FEEEMMOLDLY SNV 2714V b
VY O BIEAHTH D Z L LAETH LI L E2R LTz, X 5IT, transverse C-link I quasi positive TH2 Z &2 FH L7z, D0, ZOFHIL,
Boileau—-Orekov M IERIHifRZ FIVWCAEH L 72.[18]. ([54] HZR.)



2. T,L C (83,&4q = Ker(dz — ydz)) % TN Z 1, transverse knot, Legendrian knot £ §5. ZD& & REX
sl(T) <294(T) =1
(L) + [rot(£)| < 2g4(C) — 1

UNEIASR
*21 X 512, quasipositive knot 12 U TI%, %5 A% D 2D transverse/Legendrian representative 23 7{E3 5.

SEBA. 7L Nizxtd B EiklE, crossing change (2 & D positive braid OFE IZI#E X 1, positive braid DFEIE - —
5 ZFECHIZ 3 % Milnor PAIZRE XN 3. transverse knot (259 2 EiE | I, 7L Fizxtd B EIRE, transverse
Markov EHLH 54 5. trasnverse push-off iZ & U, Legendrian knot (ZXf 3 % Y9 13 transverse knot 129 3 E iR
M S5HED. quasi positive knot 12X 9% iR X, quasi positive knot 12X U Tid transverse C-knot & D FEM:H» 5,
symplectic surface S C (D*, wgq) TH T, TDEIFR 08 C (52, E44) H° transverse representative (272> TW\W5H DAL
N, sU(0S) = 2g(S) — 1 B LD = EmSbhs ([36] DM 2.13 DA (2) 24k, *22). 0

ChBHOETH T %, ¥ Legendrian approximation @ front projection % FTH W T HMI AL R ZEH TS Z
& T, (W f%éf%uﬁﬂi&b‘ THK)gs DS DF 2 5252 NTEEDTHS.

J:@ﬁfﬁﬁ %, symplectic surface S C (D4, wyq) TH - T, TDOEFR 0S C (S3,41q) H1 transverse knot TH 2 H DI,
Bam/MEL < ZrnWHZeEVWLTWS. DY % Strong symplectic filling {Z —f#{b U 72458535 0, FMARS > 7 » 7
T4 v 2 Thom ¥ & kifhb.

EI 1.5. (Gadgil-Kulkarni [44] ([36] B 1.20 R K) (V,§) ZBa v &2 » 3RILEHKIK, (X,w) & (YV,§) DR v 7
VoT 1y IFREE TS, S C X % proper (ZHDAENEES VTV I T 1w JHIE TH - T, 9S A trasnverse link T
HBEDLTE. ZOLE SEZTOMMRER Y —HIBWTHER/NTH 5.

EEBA.  FEAAICIX 238D H 5. MrowkaRollin @ —f#fb X #1172 Benequin AF X% 5 £ @ & Relative symplectic
cap(symplectic hat) 2> T, D> > 7L 2754 v 7 Thom PRIZFEIELHDTH 5. O

fitiz %, Akbulut-Matveyev IZ & % Stein Z AN DA IZX 9 5 adjunction A 3] BHSNTH D, THIXH
Kéhler ZiANDMHDIAAZFHT 2L H 5. MIzH, H-slice IO A7 &, 83 % D* IS DL EKIZ B F A+ = fE
BT 2 BT % &0 5 OIS HEEL TV RO H 3 Al Thd LS 5.

1.4 2000 FLARE: BUCBEREOY R

2000 FERIZ72 5 &, WSO DOFREVCHAER Y —HEPEAI NI L T, %UEI@”@@M%i <
A P AT 12 ﬁ‘%%b&b\l\fxﬂ/ﬁ)lx& HBHNIE, GAs bRy 70— X0, InxTHES
LRINTHE, Z DRSBTS LD,

e U7z, Rz, HH#R
NTE R E T,

A 141 HEUPBFEAV—DFEELTOFloer FEOY—: TE1{] & TQFTI
WOHSED Y —HimT, ’F*UE@%IEJST B TR 252% ITQFT] & ULTHER SN, D14 A Khovanov &
ERY—Thb. ZHIFHEOEKTI Floer FERY—TIEAWV. UL, TEI] ® ITQFT) ©BEMERIE Floer &
TEOY—#iHIH Y, Floer IEE”@@’EEZ UTOMOHFER Y —HmbDBEIZEAINT VW -72DT, 2ZTiEEF Floer
AEDY—IZOVWTHHT . [Floer HE 1Y — JIERKTEMO Morse HER Y —Th5] LI DREL FHNSE
FTHB. Morse REQUY—DT AT 147, GASNEHBRKTCAMI LK BIZdL, 20 LD X Morse B
f:B—=R%Z¥&D, Morse {88 i DERF S RIKD LS B MEE Ci(B, f) 12, MYNTW 9, : Ci(B, f) = Ci_i(B, f) &%
U, ZOREOQY =B BORERAY—2HEILTELIICTELWVWSIEDTHS. Morse AEH Y —I%, Morse B f 12X D
B ENYERVAIRL, FDONY VORI DHAZEL THE SN HSERD cellular FER Y — e EEHFE LD THS. Z
A 21X 1960 4%, Smale A% h [FIBEEER, &IXoT Poincaré FAZ RV ZERIZHW S 172, WELYE Witten 13 [150] 126
L\’C W5 0; % [ DHAD gradient 71— @ﬁéﬁ(@?ﬂliib‘:‘: UTIRIRTE 2 2 WS R fem U7z, TS 1, Floer
I, 1 J‘E(ﬁmﬁﬁ Morse FEHT Y — 8*’?&‘%5 [Floer ZE€EB@Y—] 2& AL/, Floer hEQY—ZRELHIFT, 7L
77 1 v 7 %ANZET B Floer FEBR Y — (Hamilnon Floer €1 ¥ — & Lagrangian intersection Floer FER Y —) &,
7= VBB B Floer FEBY— (4 VAKX Y b Floer FERY—& SW €/ K—)l Floer FER Y —) IZKFlZ N
5. Y 41 VARV NV Floer AER Y =%, i) Z 12 HEZENE, ARGTEHE B OR0 0 IZH 3SR Y Lk
D SU(2)/SO(3) ki ® r — Y RMEHE D 22 % , Morse BE( D b 12 Chern-Simons FLEIE% FH\W T, Morse HEH Y —
FEHMTIESNS. D252 580 gradient 70 —I13 R x Y ED ASD D7 — VEMEREICAMhZ S0, 1 VARV by
Floer FE B Y —{% Casson AZRE \NY) & XiENh 2 ZHS? 12463 28 BMEAZED THE{L] TdH v, FKZ Donaldson A
ZEO 3+ 1)TQFT k] THH 3. TEA] &, A1 A& 2 hY Floer FEB Y —d Euler 8% & 5 & Casson AZED

*21 728 Legendre i T g4 % g3 (28 X 72 & 0§50 13 IF Bennequin AARANCHKR L7z, THEAWT 83 RIZ €yq & T4V FEY 2 TRWVWI
VR MG (i overtwmted AV R Y MEETH S, overtwisted disk & Bennequin AER%{HE2!) ARBINAZ &idary & s b bR
0y —YOEELERTHS.

*22 2 Z2T0 sl(8S) = 2g(S) — 1 DFHIFIRD LB Y. —K O Seifert #iffi © C S22 —2& 3. TD*suzs = (TSUEL) D (vsUE) THY,

0=c1(TD*sus)[SUZT] = c1 (TS UEN)[SUZ] +e1(rg UE[S U]
Th Y, BEHRAFE D Poincaré—Hopf OEM (B EANE 425 ok) & D HE—IHIK
cl(TSUEN)SUE] = x(5)

Thd. H _WHcr1(vg UE[SUI] 2Ulo¥ o SOEBOBMA e UTHAZV. £9, % RiCi3UNiz2 ¢NTS T525%. 45 S OBIRIEET
&L\O)’C vs FHWPKRTH Y, A—KRrvs|k =&k DFT, vg — S 1355 K EIZ nowhere vanishing section W52 6N=Z &2 5. Zhid
AR 0 TH % H 5, nowhere vanishing 12 S EIZHEET 5. ko T, ¥umid S Ei2iEi<, —X ' K @ Seifert HillicdH s Z 2 IcFEET S L
£oT,ci(vsUESUZ] =sl(K) THS. £oT, sl(K) =—x(S) =29(S) — 1 %2155.



BoND LW EIEKT, Casson AERZFHEMLTVWDE VWS 22T, [(3+1)TQFT {k) &, 1 A& ¥ b Floer
FEW Y —I3 Donaldson RZE&E B DE 4 ROtE AR (3+ 1) ROGI RNV T 4 AL IR 2HHHATH > T, TRV
TARALDERIZDOVWTUNEREABAEFHFOZILEZFL TV, T42b5, ULNERE (3+1) IRIVT « ALED SN
HOBEANDEFIZL-E WS Z & THhS. Kronheimer-Mrowka DREEEIDFHTH 1 VA X2 ¥ Floer FEB Y —D
HBEN=VarviRHwenz, £V AX Y b Floer A€ 1T Y —I3, reducible G AT T 28 & T Z 2 WHERD
ZOWRKRAITE S, Floer DR K D HHICR> TSI NZROEDEFHIAT 5.
e reducible EIHEEG A T < 28GR (SU(2) A2 WS SO(3) FZAHE). Zhid, Floer BEHR L 728 KED Y —BKk
WOBAIT, HIIER % B L CHERELOAT Floer RERY—2EHT DL 0D TR RINT V. KR
i, Daemi-Miller [26] {12 & D IRD & S IR iz e sz, RO PID R BLOAHAED Y —HKH YV
XU, 3D Z/8 DO Sz H-*(BSO(3); R) MEfTdH - T, R\W5ELS]

By r) B v R) S (v R) B
ERTEONERIND. X515, INSHE 1/2E RTHZLVIEZMADE LT, ROLS>BEFEH52 5. *23
I 17,1%° : (3+1)Cob? — gr”/®H*(BSO(3); R)-Mod

*24 %72 signature data & X IENE T — X o(BH)DOF — &) 2ERZ 217, irreducible Floer homology group & &
N5 Z/8 DT oNnMEE L(Y,0) BWEED, 0 EMOBERIzL TITE S 20T 20 %2508 T 5 exact triangle
M5, £72, nearly good & KIENB 27 T ADIARNVT « LT UBEFMEDH 5. [L.(Y,0) 1%, Casson-Walker K
ZExET I PHRINTVS. BREDY—HKAOLEITIE, 0 DFEDSIF7%4 <, Floer 23754 E# U 7z Floer 7
EOY— L(Y)IZ—HL, Ztid Casson ALEZE{LT 5.

e reducible A3 H T Z AW EEER (N-admissible 72 U(N) R ED PU(N) #fiz HW5). 2k, AR 3k
TLERRIRY &, 2D E®D N-admissible N> RV, T4bb, UN) R P TH-T, H5 0 € Ho(Y;Z) TH->T
(c1(P),o) N L HWZETH D HD, X OHEAK B R 123U, H% Z/ANZ-RE % Fo it IN(Y, P;R) %
5Ez5.

X5tz hig,
IN (34 1)CobN—edm — gprel Z/ANL_prod

CWOETFEERSL. £, BEABIZIE R=CoL iz, INY,P;C) 1 AY)2WN-D &z /o, 22
T, A(Y) := Sym*(Ho(Y;C) ® Hy(Y;C)) @ A*H(Y;C) TH v, AY)2N-1 0§ HT (2 <i < N) DFEMIZ

wi s A(Y;C) — End(IN (Y, P;C)), 2<i<N

EEIN, B i p-map & KiITN B ¥

U(N) & 3 REH R LTI 1A 2L, A RGGERIE ET 294 VLV TIRETEBDT, 5352 LA%\0. X
S0z, A 3T SRR Y 1 U, i 15N (V) = IN(Y#T3, 51 x pt) NKer(ua(pt) — N) BEHI N 5. &b &
CHEINTVEONN =20BATHY ZOME N 24KLTHL. 177V(Y) &, Buler 82° |H (Y;Z)|N (&
HAED Y —HRETRIFNEE D) TH O, HEEHIZN T 2 Kunneth M, I 8L F 4 XL GHICH T 2 BEFH2 L
J% 032D Z & %, Daemi-#E#-Scaduto 1375 L7z [27].

& 1.4.2 Jones %X, EFFZEE, Crane—Frenkel D704 5 4, LT Khovanov ;REOY —
1980 44X, Jones IZ & 5T Jones ZIHA L LIEN2FEFHOLZHARLEARK LTI NI [69]. Zhik S5 NOKTEIZH L
T, HENZAVCTHAGDLEWIZEHRETE2EHDTH 5. Jones (T4 IEFHREROWZED S Jones LITHRZE RH L 72743,
EFRZEROMEE2ET 2O TERIITNE, 7 —YVHERD & 512 PDE Offi 2 %4 5 K525 DTHA. Jones ZIHN
DFEF A 21T T, OB & 0 FRRSIMNIC 20—t Td 5 HOMFLY-PT ZHEASFR I N7z [41]. *26 Zhix
F#5k{t & U T Rehetikhin-Turaev sl,, ZHHRX (n = 2 237tD Jones ZHRX) 2 38

BARIIZIE, AfgAE L C S2 128 U, normalized HOMFLY-PT £IHR Po(a,q) € Z[a™?, ¢™1]

aPo(0™) —a ' Puo(0) = (¢ — @) Puc(1]), Poo(U) =1
WCEDEEDS (0,07 LTV REEOEBKTCLEF LB D, 11 1E7 LA RITEAFRHIAND smoothing TH ). Kz, a = ¢
& B2 H DA normalized Rehetikhin-Turaev sl,, 2 P, (¢) = Pso(a = ¢",q) € Z[gT'] TH Y,

qnﬁn(ail) - qin?n(a) = (qil - Q)Fn(ﬂ)v Fn(U) =1

EWirz3. n=0(/=72L Py(U) =1 &3 %) DEéH Py ?¥ Alexander ZIHATH 5. n = 11T L TIFRTORAEICK L
Pi=1t%>TULES. n=27 (normalized)Jones ZHATH 5. sl, ZIEHARL RN, B8 U, (sl,) DT MVEREL

*231/2€ RTHBLVIEMERLTHEFMAROPRIEMRTH S, ARMIARLT 4 XLITHUTIE, 1/2€ R TH B L0 &2 L THEPE
EROZEMIRINTNS.

*24 (3 4 1)Cob? @ object IXH AT & (HfE)QHS3 TH b, morphism & FE 1 Y — orientation & X & H5.3 path 2152 5 N7z S h 7k
MaARVT 4 ALTHS.

*25 universal bundle 75 PU(N) RT& Y, Z® PU(N) ¥HEICHIET 5 pmap BH 5. $OHE H*(BPU(N);C) = K[z,...,n] T
Ho, UN) K EIZNULT 4(E) € H¥(BPU(N);Q) &, A8 K HiHiM E @ (detE)~ /N O iChern i LTEHI NS, Hlxid
2(B)) = ca(B) — L3 (B) T 5.

*26 [41] OBHIDO R —Y D Editer’s note (2 &% & 1984 4E 9 AEXH» S 10 AFD H7- h OWHEBIC B VT, IEIFFE VAR EZ R 4 DOMIED ) Y —
FTFIVAAYMRH oK. TNOH 1 DOHEHX L LTHESIND T LIk ) ZOHRXHE PN




C2IZMIEd 2 RATHIZRMH > THIRTE 2 Z & 2 BAITR L2 Turaev([148] TH 5. sl, ZHA L WS AFIO —~DDH
KiIFZDZ &iZH 5. Murakami-Ohtsuki-Yamada [119] 1& sl, ZHHRIZKH U, 5 H MOY 7J 7 & XiEN T\ 5 trivalent
planar £ 7 25 A%\ /= state sum FR x5 &7z, 27

BT Hopf RBDHITH b, Drinfeld & i & D HNITEA I N, Lie RE g O R AKEER U(g) DH S 1 /87 AR
B Uy(g) L LTEESNS. TOHAIR, BEFAMIRICAEI NS WL O ORGHI AT DB m ) e kg & LT
R & N7z Yang-Baxter AFERIZH 5. Yang-Baxter SRERDEZE R IT5I WO, 2, 7L 1 REOERBEOREAIZ
HWa Z T, &2 HOTRENIZ RITH, SCHAZEDMRSND X5 T0 o7z, ZD, & THITILZEER DO
RO LTI N T o 7.

#1412, Witten 1%, 3 ¥X5t Chern-Simons N % Lagrangian & 3% 3 kot TQFT &, 2 i BBHERTH 5 Wess—
Zumino-Witten HER DM D & 5 FEOEMME L, 20 S DFGERIZ L D Jones ZLIHAD (1 OFEMIZEWTC) G TE, 51—
DR 3 WOGLLHRARITHEIE T E 5 Z L 21RIB L 7= [151]. Witten D#2Z%E X Rehetkhin-Turaev 12 & b HZEHIZERLE T
[138], Witten Reshetkhin Turacv(WRT) 256 &\ 5 B 3 T % Bk A2 B AT RALE Nz, WRT AEROE LT
LRTEPHV SN,

Crane-Frenkel [25] 1%, 1 Y A& > bV Floer FERY—2 &4 D TQFT ARBEI N T W2 Z &%, Lusztig I2 & D,
BTHORIKTH > C, MEERD MV, BEM 2729 £ 5 4d 0 (BHERER) BRI T Tz (IEORETRIT iR
MDORT MVEBORTIZE > TWD Z L IFfFcERWn) 22 25812, WRT AZEZBEL U7 4 008 TQFT 29
57075 LEREIBL 2 %513 Hopf Bl & WS &% E A L7z, Frebenius fA#A% 2 ¥t TQFT %5 X, Hopf REH 3
VGt TQFT % 52 % & 512, Hopf BA5 4 WGt TQFT 252 5 FTH5 L5 2 L 235 5 OHMETH 5. WRT FZED
BB TS BRI h TR WA, ZokEik, Khovanov 7 Jones ZIHADE (L TH % Khovanov HAEH Y — [7§]
2EAMET 2FO—D Lo 7z, *2

Khovanov-Rozansky 12 & 0, sl,,-Khovanov—Rozansky € H Y — KhR,(n = 2 % Khovanov F €0 Y — Kh = KhR;y
THd) BLTZD reduced iR KhR, WEHI N7z [80]. KhR, DWHKSIEIE, MOY 7'J 712, 5% 0 i CTHFIK Tk
(matrix factorization) Z B, ZNIZHE O VWTRRAHMRIIG LU TF =1 VEEKEZHEKT 2L VW5 E£DTH 5.

KhR,, 1& Maslov(® 5 \WEFRET I A)V) kEE Alexander IRE e K IdN 2 —HIRE A2 5, sl, ZIHAZELT 5. T4
5, unreduced D graded Euler #/3 unknormalized sl,, ZHRIZF L W& W I FER

" —q "=
= ——P,(q) =: Pu(q
= (9) (q)

> (1)’ dimc KhR,, (K)
)
(B8 % unnormalized Rehetikhin—Turaev sl, ZHEHRA & £.&) B & U, reduced i D graded Euler £/ normalized sl,,
ZEAZELWVE WS ER
> (-1)'¢ dimc Kh Ry (K) = Pnlq)
i,
D,
, HHE 3RV T« AL EEPEHR SN, BT

KF

\

N
XY

(@

KhR,, : Link — gr*2AbGrp

525 ([117) L 4.9) . ZI T, Link & S NOAR#EAH% object & U, [0,1] x S WOHlE 2RV T + XL (up
to BREZEETETAYNE=) 2L TIETHY, gr’*ZAbGrp 1& 7 x 7 1RE & FD 7 — ~)UEEE object & L, FiIX
7o ¥E[A B % morphism & T 5B TH 5. *30 *31

sl,-Khovanov—Rozansky " E QY —DAFEE LT, K7 V¥ ¥ VB dw € Clz] & KIEN 2B n @ monic ZIHAD
FT=REANTERLZED KhRy, (0w = 2™ OHBED LD KhR) b5 (FlAX, [100) 2R EK). £/, ZxZxZ

3k >k k.

3 EHIXE % £ D> HOMFLY-PT-Khovanov—Rozansky &€ H Y — KhR:* 8 X% D reduced i KhR, ®ERLI N,

*27 Reshetikin—Turaev [139] iZ ¥ Lie ¥ g IS L, IAHOERANICETEE Uy(g) DD ZWHNER (Wb 3 ] ) 245 LEb0T
BHEAREREEH L. HIRIE, g = sla DBEICKBV, = Sym™(C?) LORHEZLTORAERDICEAZHDICHLUTELZZON
n-colored Jones ZHHR Jp(K,q) THY, n =1 OHEHEHD Jones ZTHATH 5. #MAH L =K U---UL O L; \ZREV,,, &
GZ7bDIZHUTEE S DN LD — N7 colored Jones ZIHRA J(Ln,q) ZHATHS. g = sl, OHEI, EAH L =L U---L; ®
51 WA L; i< Vg, = ARC™ EORBL (FEAKB) 25 27-% DUF colored Rehetikhin-Turaev sl, ZIHR P, (Lk, q) & &iEN, £ TOHKA
HESIZH U TRE Vi 25 272560500 Rehetikhin-Turaev sl, A TH2. Murakami-Ohtsuki-Yamada [119] &, colored kD
Rehetikhin—Turaevsl, ZHEAIZH state sum Fx% 5 X TW/z. colored Rehetikhin—Turaev sl, ZIHADELIZDWTIX, #i X 1E Wedrich
DAZ 4 R [Some differentials on colored Khovanov—Rozansky link homology] %, [33] & % Z % & 5 k7 £ % 2.

*28 Wikipedia (2 & % & TE{t] 1% Crane i & 2 E#ETH 5.

*29 Khovanov AE O Y — % ER LU 281122\ Tk Khovanov Dt X [78] ¥ Lauda —Sissan 12 & %% —~+ [97] Khovanov-Lipshitz iZ &
BY—nA [79] THIENT WS,

*30 Rasmussen @ [136] 2.9 ffi] 12X 3 &, reduced i KhR,, D7, #&HI2% LT, marked component (273 3 Z & dEISHT W3,

*31 5[, -Khovanov—Rozansky FET Y —IZ1F, WL 2HhDJIHEAH SN T WS, —2iF, ¥ FL 25+ v 2 Khovanov FEQY—T, HBED
Lagrangian intersection Floer FER Y — & U THR I N5, sy itk Seidel-Smith[145] 23 L, Manolescu[111] 3 Z % sl, IZHRERL
7. slp DX E, 0 0K LTI, Abouzaid-Smith 12 & 6D Khovanov FEB Y — LA TH 2 Z L AGEHINT WS [1]. £/2—D20D
Wi, > 7V 2751 v 2 Khovanov FEBY—DHEET I HINI T -2 INTW3, Cautis-Kamnitzer O ERMALEKTH s, Khovanov—
Rozansky FEB Y — [20] [21] TH 5. BE C BB LEEZINTE D, Znd n =2 OEHIFILEDO Khovanov FEBY - HETHE Z &
MR ENT WS, Eh—DDMHIL, Webster [149] ER DB R A Lie ¥ g 1T U TR L KAEFRER Y —TH 5. I3 higher
representation theory(&¥#f Uq(g) @ 2 BHEL) 2H W55 DT, sl(2) DHE LD Khovanov FEB YV —2ELT 52 L HARINTHL
5. Az B BT ELE TR WD, B 7 5 A% Khovanov—Rozansky S E 0 Y —DEEIZDOWT WL DD T 7 —F 2 EIBLTW5S,
Gukov—Schwarz—Vafa([53]), Witten([153]), Aganagic([2] & Z Dfifi) % EHFEIF SN 5.



HOMFLY-PT ZHA BT 5 [81]. ThbELTOMKAH L C S? 2% L, unreduced fRIZH LTI,

a—at—

p— Po(a,q)

3 (1) F g dimKhRYH (L) =
1,5,k

MK D LB, A3 % unnormalized sl, ZIHAN & L& reduced IKIZKT L T,

3 (-1)'F @ dimKAR. " (L) = Poo(a,q)

.3,k

A RVASR

# 1.4.3 Heegaard/E/ K=/ 41V ZX& > ~ Floer FEOY—& ZD knot ki, sutured iR

ZZ T 2000 £ ZA D5 D Khovanov A EB Y —DFRBEOFE 2RV K- 7208, SEEZH CIZIFRARHO 7 — VM,
Heegaard Floer #EARDER % A X 5. 1994 1T Seiberg-Witten AR FHR I N TR, 1 VA X > v Floer A€ H
V=D SWK, kbbb, €/ FR—I)LFloer FEBY—2E LT 2HAIE N OPRINT /2. 2007 FIZAL UTHIK
17z, Kronheimer-Mrowka (2 & 5 SW A2 XD blow up % W72 E R ML [94] 23, =D DRI TH % LI BT h
TW5. 2 £ 7 F—)l Floer REB Y —=13F;D U(1) {FMEICOWTORZHERHE LT, RWERFITHIENS 3 20 Z[U]
pilIVi:

D HMLY) S HM (YY) D HML(Y) S -

*iBJ:Zﬁ, reduced 7 L' —/N— HM*(Y) = Imj *3*, % L T, Bloom[17] »& Rk U(1) Rl % SR U 72 JE R 2 #Hh
HM (Y)*3523% b, [Thom-Gysin 5544 ]

= HM o o(Y) S HML(Y) = HM(Y) —
709, ZH5 D Floer A€ R Y—ERIL, BT

HM,(Y),HM,, HM, : (3+ 1)Cob — Z[U]-Mod

2330 £ 2 S 5 FHBEOE /K —) Floer A€ B Y —#E Spin® #iE O [ BRI R U 72 43 fif HC}\/[(Y) =

Dsespinc()HM(Y,8) 8LV, A1 2 FHEGHDOHE P E—HMOES m10(E(Y)) = [Hecspiney) T(E(Y.5)) U /¢
BT RFED. c1(s) K=Y a3 v TH B Spin® MEEITH LTI, (K2 QHS? 2518w DTh) AHE Q 12 & B
EE 5. Floer 3FEQY—#f, RMRBTEMREDLERINS.

Heegaard Floer s E B ¥ — [127] i&, SW [RD Atiyah-Floer FHIZH1} 5 E / K — )L Floer ;K€ 1B Y —D Lagrangian
intersection Floer B TH O, €/ K= Floer FEO YV —& 0 bRu YA, flASLERHBIELZ DR
L T Ozsvath—Szabd D& L 7285w TH 5. €/ A—)l Floer FER Y — & DR

HF>™(Y,s) =~ HM(Y,s), HF*t(Y,s)=~ HM(Y,s), HF (Y,s)~ HM(Y,s)
HF(Y,s) =~ HM(Y,s), HF"(Y,s) > HM"*(Y,s)

SENEFHEINTE Y, ARV T + LB, (4, j, p) B2, IRER YRS E / H—) Floer Hi & FRIZFIET
5.*39
Ozsvath-Szab6[125] & Rasmussen [137] 13513712, Heegaard Floer BEFDAEH A D i & U T, knot Floer FEBT Y —
ZEAUT.
HFK(Y,K), HFK*(Y,K), HFK-(Y,K), HFK®(Y,K),

*32 £ ) R—)V Floer REO Y-, 0 $, TRITMAINTHRINZTH S5 SW Floer ZEKE b ¥ —M, Heegaard Floer & E 1 ¥ — D J5 3R
Hle UTIREICHRINAEZZLIZR->TE D, BRI —AAHFPICR X %23, Kronheimer—Mrowka 1% 1996 fED i T, QH S 123 L TIX U(1)
[HZ%€ 7 A=) Floer FE B Y — DK% % blow up 2L TIT A5 Z L &2FHIHL Tz, [126] D 4.1 iz 5 A. Kronheimer—Mrowka % b1 = 0
ERBSBWGEEETEDTHAS L 512K blow up 2 ER/LE U, B & ZHED Morse &€ 1 Y — DEERIRICAR & W S fi k& #1512 EBL S
B iz, BN &P L AR B,

*33 ZhEFh OM N —, from, to & & iFh, LR & LHkk B Ok BIR & DX D5ELF

2 H,(0B) 5 H.(B) L H.(B,oB) & ..

@ Morse FEH Y —& U TOEHDMERIRICIR L RIS N 5.

*$BLQHS3 IZH L, INAERTH S Z LIX Z AR T L-space THBHZ L LFAMETH S

*35 QHS? IZH U, £D Spin® HEIIHLTHINDT V7ML TH 1 THDHZ 21X Z T L-space TH5H Z L LFAMTH S

*36 (341) AARNT 1+ ZLED object & L TIEMEIEA I 3 IRt MhkDAEE 2 5. £7-, H121%, homology orientation ®F— X % 53 5 h,
THERKIE LI HFEEZBROTUD IRV T « ALGEHHPEF S0\, M EHEN Z[U] EEOBIZT 5. £7-, B 4 RGE2 RO SW AL &% 8
T2, 5 -D0ARLVT 4 RLEMHE HM(W) 22 RBELRD 5.

*37 10(2(Y, 5)) 121& Z/div(c1(s)) ¥ free 52D transitive IZ/EAT 5. I T, div(ci(s) € Z i ci(s) : Hao(Y) = Z DETH 5.

*38 TEfifE1Z1& HM 1 Tl& balanced perturbation % & %.

*39 2L, ARVT 1 ALELDOERAN Z BB TIREAH S W TR,



X 512, Ozsvath-Szabd & NDOEMEAE~DHLIE L U T, link Floer FE R Y —
HFL(Y,K), HFK~(Y,L)

AL [130]. YV = 83 D& EiTid, HFK( ) 1% Alexander ZHAZBELL, HFL(K) 13%%4% Alexander %IHA %
8553 5. Heegaard knot Floer 5 E T Y — Dt % DEZHIZIE, HEAdhAR ERE Cauchy-Riemann HFEN) Off#F»3H
b TWD, 83 NOFEHIZH L Tk, Manolescu-Ozsvath—Sarkar[113] (2 & 0, grid diagram % F\\ 72§l b 1
ARG Z 57z, Zhik grid homology & KiEh 3.

Juhdsz 12 & 0 A X 17z, Heegaard sutured Floer 78€ 1 ¥ — [70] i, balanced sutured 3-manifold (M, ) *49 1zt L
T, I SHE(M,v) %5 % % Heegaard Floer ZER Y —HOLRETHS. M =Y — Int(D3) 12 v = (F/8) C OM = S?
% suture & UTH 2% & B 3L EkD HEF(Y) %4855 U, knot exterior M =Y — Int(Ng) IZA VT« 7 v & Tk
TS LTHEEFIZULAESD v = pll —p % suture & LTH X3 & Heegaard HFK(Y,K) 253 %. Zhs5o0 3
VOCTORFN (§2bbREn Y —HPHORAEEE UTZI TR, ZOMDH /) =V RARHN %2 5 2 72) 1220 T,
Juhész—Thurston—Zemke [75] THESL S N7z

HF, HF~ HFt HF> :3Man, — Fy[U]-Mod
SFH : Sutpy — Fo-Vect
HFL,HFL™ : Link, — F3[U]-Mod

7272 HF, HFL ® Fo[U] MEEFIEEATH 2. 3Man, 1$E:5M8 EH10M 3 TS MK % object & U, B %
EROMOFEMESE & T 5B TH Y, Sutpa 1 balanced sutured 3-manifold % object & L, T DD L7 2 R E [ & % %
OWMAoEMES & T 2B THS. Link, 1, object % 83 D based link, T72b5, HEHS/ITH & D5 E—DDHE L&D
&AHTH D, morphism 25, AHB X ORENEE DL RAEHEOMAFAMTHIETHS. kT 5a0 %27 P
Legendre/transverse knot 7t 2% A % & &, Floer FE0 Y — 2 IHFOREEEL UTHS O TIE, ik up to HERETL
PEESBRVDIZRL, ZOXSIZ3RETOEFMZRLTHITIE, TARKEZRTILILREZ LW BEKRTEETHS.
balanced sutured 3-manifold DD sutured IRV F 4 ZLIZRT 3 aRNVTF + XLEHIZET BTN, 8 LUOT DR
& LT link Floer ZEB Y —& UTOBEFMIZDOWTIE Juhdsz D [72] % A K.

Kronheimer-Mrowka (& Heegaard sutured Floer FEQ Y —DE/R—)b, 1 VARV M URELT, €/ K= /1 v
AR v kv sutured Floer 5 ER Y — SHM(M,~), SHI(M,~) %L, Z ORI £ LT knot exterior %% 5
ZeT, B/ K=/ VARV N knot Floer Z"ERY— KHM(Y, K)(Z RE), KHI(Y, K)(C 2280 ZH#R L 7= [95].
ZOVRE B A RIRFEE g DA Seifert B X C Y A5 2 605 & MM RED Y -8 [3] 1T U 720

HFK(Y,K) = é HFK(Y,K,[S],i), KHM(Y,K) = é KHM(Y,K,[S),i), KHI(Y,K) = é KHI(Y, K,[S],i),

i=—g i=—g i=—g

NEED, FHZY =S OBAZOMRE D ICLS5RVDT, (V,X) 2K 1N S5EIET 5. 2D i % Alexander I & &3
%UﬁKCS?’ 2R LT, IRBPHT STV S
1. Alexander ?kiﬁ(ﬂ:@b\f‘{ﬁ(@iﬂﬂ“\‘[ﬁ (conjugation symmetry) 2% %

HEK4(K,i) =2 HFK q_9;(K,—i), KHM(K,i)~ KHM(K,—i), KHI(K,i)~ KHI(K,—i)

2. KD E LT, Heegaard/E / K— ) /4 > A X ¥ k¥ knot Floer & € 1 ¥ — (& Seifert M % detect T 5:
max{i|HFK(K,i) # 0} = max{i| K HM (K,i) # 0} = max{i| KHI(K,i)} = g3(K)

o, LOBIHEADES L, FEARRAS LR/ Alexander IEUE £gs(K) 125U <, g3(K) = 0 TH 5
CHIZ unknot ZHThH o705, K £ U ML TH, HEK(K), KHM(K), KHI(K) $5 22 2 W ETh 3 (—
Ji T, unknot KM LTIV 2 1 THD).

3. XD FEE T, Heegaard/E / H— /A4 VAKXV k¥ knot Floer ZEB Y —1&7 74 N—§EH % detect 2
HFK(K,g3(K) 2 ZTH5ZEE K BT 7 A A—KVHTHSH Z L L AETHS. KHM, KHI 29V TH
BRIZ Alexander IREUREE DT V27 1 THEI L7 7AN—FEVHTH S Z LW FAETH 5. (Heegaard Tli,
Ni[121] %% sutured manifold 5 % {#H > THEHH LU, Juhdsz|71] i sutured Floer & W= JIGEHEZ 5.2 7-. €/ K—
/A VAR Y b TOREH X Kronheimer— Mrowka 95] IZ& b B2 o0, DI Juhdsz D D L IZIFE T U
TW3):

*40 balanced sutured manifold (M,v) &%, closed component % 7z 2V & 3 2087 MNE[R 3 IRTTE KR M IIRDF— X% 52726 DT

H5:

1. AW 1R Ltk v C OM (ie. M DELF LD disjoint ZAMMAADEE D). Th% suture £\ 5.

2. v OEWRERE A(y) COM. R(y) :=0M — A(y) TH 5.
EHITINOHIRDEM 2T I L 2EFET 5.

1. R(7) i& closed component % £7z72\).

2. R(y) ITi&, & Wi7= 3 W & (canonical orientation) 252 %: R(y) WEFICHEET M EE, v DM E L —HT 5.

3. R(y) DEAERD EDIZZDIZHhF 5. R(y) = Ry (y) UR_(y), 22T, R4 (y)(resp. R_(7) ) & caonical orientation #° M D& & —

MUTWVWD (resp. HTHZ) HADEED. ZDLE, x(R+(7)) =x(R-(7)) THEZ L 2EHT 2

728, sutured manifold IZ76% Gabai ICX WV EAIN~ZHLDTH Y, Floer FEH Y —HEFHI N T3 balanced sutured 3-manifold (&% 1
XOPNTFTATHB.



4. HFK(K) & Maslov 8 (A€ 1 V7V IRE) & Alexander D~ 2D Z W HFK(K) = ®(4.ezxzHF K a(K, i)
25, Alexander ZIHAZ2ME{LT 5. KHM(K), KHI(K) &%/ =7V Zy ¥ & Alexander ¥RED D DRI
KHM(K) = @(d,i)ezngKHMd(Kai), KHI(K) = @(d,i)ez2szHId(K,i) %f:li%%, Alexander %Iﬁiﬁ%‘i’ﬂﬁj—
5. M g mbh,

Z Y(HEK(K))t = Z Y(KHM (K, i)t = Z Y(KHI(K,i)t' = Ag(t)

A3 D LD [125][95](93].
sutured Floer €1 Y — DM D [EEL

SFH(M,~) = SHM(M,~) =c SHI(M,~)

(2 B C2FVYLTZEAMOMEE) BLUZORMNESEGL LT, HF(Y) 2 HM(Y) = I#(Y) ® HFK(K) =
KHM(K) =c KHI(K) " FRENT VD, Kk TH 5.

M 1.44 DIKWED Floer FEAY—
FEOE R 2 RV T ¢ XL O IEHE I, #Y)72 (FZ)Floer Haw 2 @A LT, #iCHSER Y —Mink 2 2 LW TE 5.
Heegaaard Floer &€ 1 ¥ — Ozsvath-Szabé [129] 1& HF (S5(K); Fy) Z#A, 27 1 > 5625]%, reduced Khovanov 7
ERY—=D5DARY MVRF|ZEER L 72. Manolescu-Owens [112] (& ZHE R IE#E So(K) O Heegaard Floer d AZ &
(Froyshov A28 &80 HF xFe)) 2F, Jabuka [68] I3 A Z RO KR IEME Xpn (K) (p: FE) ICHRL 2. ZHh ol
3y aA—Ry AKEFEL §pn : C — Z %5 2 5. Hendricks—Lipshitz—Sarker [60][61] (& Lie # G {22\ TH4 % Lagrangian
intersection Floer #ii % B U, #12 Z [FZ Heegaard Floer M % — B/ ME Yo (K) (EMA LD HF; (S2(K))
BNz

#3839 % Baraglia—Hekmati, EHF-R DML I NS DHIRD SW IR E LA Z N TEZ2EDTH B, BT
HF 1 N & 0 L HEERERM, FHEIEA T IR0 H 5. F72, DA D involution %, SW configuration (204> 72 FF
B EFATY 7 b UfEHZHWS real SW BEi e WS HERA S BRSNS OHAER Y —Himz R L0 LT, 5
A [82](83] 2’ 5.

MN145 BHEAVRYIV MY Floer FEAY—

Donaldson AZEOHGETH, 1 > A X Y b VKD adjunction A5 X, K2, Kronheimer-Mrowka 12 & % Milnor F4HD
P DFEHTIE, B 4 IRIGE IR E 2T S DIAE NI DO RT (X, ) 1235 /3— 2 > D Donaldson R 8D E %L
NEETH -7, T, > THEEZE> A VARV Py OBZ EFICE b EZI N, 2ho TQFT b LT,
Kronheimer-Mrowka &, knot (25 > THBEVE 2 R D8 2 (0, FiE A > A& > b ¥ Floer hE0 Y — I#(Y, K), I'(Y, K)
ZEAL 91]. Zhid, HERBTA Y AX Y MY knot Floer A ER Y — L HEl L 725 Z L WGEH S 17z [90]. 7z, St
FIZRRRE R A >V AR > bV Floer € B ¥ — 28 Daemi-Scaduto (2 & 0 A X #1172 [30].

1.5 3% 7 k& transverse/Legendrian knot 7t

WL DONOD Floer ZFER Y — 2@ T2HEE LT, lavy &2 b 3 ML (V,€) LT, —Y @ Floer
EUV—ICMEEROIV R FEAEHES NS, HIZIE, monopole Floer 3 ¥ & 2 b3t eyn(§) € HMg(—Y,s¢)/ +
1, HMg(~Y,5¢)/ + 1 [84], Heegaard Floer 3> X 2 k3¢, cpp(€) € HFT(=Y,s¢)/ £ 1, HF(~Y,s¢)/ +1 [128] , ECH
AVRY Mot ecpen(§) € ECH(Y) 3% DH#ITH 5. HondaKazez—Mati¢[63] 1& cyp(E) DRIEEEZ 5 2 7. Zh b,
Taubes OFA# HM — ECH([146] % 58 % 2 5 fi0#37), Colin-Ghiggini-Honda OFH ECH = HF (23] 5% %
—HEDIHX) DRTEDEHS ZEHIAHINTNS.

¥ 7z, Honda—Kazez—Mati¢, [62], Baldwin-Sivek [4][5] 1%, convex RIER 2 FOHERA O E a3 v X 7 b 3 KL FRIK
(sutured contact 3-manifold)(M,~,£)(Z Z T suturey & dividing set £ 9 %) {28 U TE £ % sutured Heegaard/E /
K= /A VARV Y Floer REBY—Dii% 5 272

7z, VX2 MO naturality & KIENZEERHSNTWSE., TR LLREREISFSADY YTV IF 4w 73R
NWT A ZLIHUT, TOaAXVT 4 ALEHRIE, ~fHOBROAYRZ hiks S —HOBERDI LR buicGEd e
WSEDTHB. HlZIX, €/ F—)V Floer B Tld, strong symplectic cobordism (W, w) : (Yo, &) — (Y7,&) XL,
WY, = Yy &ARULETT, HM(W,s,)(c(&)) = c(&) DD 22, Zhid Mrowka-Rollin[118] A% Kronheimer—
Mrowka A28 & (SW AZR D, HIUZa v &2 7 MEEZ R D 4 IOGE RIS 5 40) (283 % naturality & 239 BRIZH
Wiz Ta—2 DIk OFiEEZMHWT, Echeverria[32] 12X D R E 7z, MOBGRD 2 > & 2 F LD naturality (22W T
Echeverria[32] IZE 2N T\ 5 k& S .

WL DPDFECHKBED Y —I2B W TIX, Legendrian, transverse knot 123U, ZTDFECHFER Y —HOGHTEE 5 L
WHHEDOWENH L. THF ER L7237 MiDfEOHRE ReE 5. transverse link O A2 & TdH o> T trasnverse
TAYV FE—DTFTTAZZLE DL Legendrian link DARZ & TdH - T negative stabilization & Legendrian 7 YV b ¥ —0D
TTAREREDLFEMTH o722 2B VHZS. ZITHATHIAZRERIIVINEZTDLSREDTH S DT, transverse
link FEBDHZAEDAZH I ZLIZT 5.

MLV 2RV N Y[R B—VTIERRER YN ZIREEETT 5 HERMSNTORVD, $525AKEQ VNI Zy KE7Z1) T Euler BUTEHT
5.



e Plamenevskaya 23E Xk U 7z Khovanov FE B Y — Dt & U TD transverse knot A2 & [133] & Wu[l155] IZ & 5%
@ sl, Khovanov—Rozansky ~®D—f&At ¢, (T) € KhR, (m(T)). Khovanov &€ b & =72 & DL & FRIT DWW

odd Khovanov FE B Y —fiZ#E U 7z. Hayden—Sundberg [55] Tld, Plamenevskaya A& D, [ED ascending 3
RIVT 4 X LDFETOD naturality HFEIH X 4, £ 7z, 4-ball ND exotic surface % #H L 7=.

e Heegaard knot Floer mFE BT Y — Dt & UTE F % Legendrian, transverse knot A% &1 1%, zsvath-Szabo—
Thurston[131] (2 & % Grid RE & (7272U (53,€ua) DA) & KIEN S grid diagram % W % & XMk, Lisca—
Ozsvath-Stipsicz—Szabd (2 & 5, LOSS AZ & [106] &\ 5 ZDDERLLH - 7258, Baldwin—Vela-Vick—Vértesi
(& Braid AZ& [9) WD £/ —20ERILE G2, 51205 3 20ERMMLOEMMEZRLEZ. 5D L 5, LOSS
Ak, Braid £AERIIE HFK(-Y, L) KlER>60 L HFK(-Y, L) S H2600 2 X4 Thib 2 (727
U HFK(~Y,L) £ HFK(~Y, —L) ZAMTE5H3).

FOrid(y, ¢ K) = FLOSS(y, ¢, K) = §Braid(y, ¢ K) € HFK(-Y, L)
Ferid—(y ¢ K)=TLOSS~(v ¢, K) = 384~ (v, ¢, K) e HFK~(-Y, L)
TEY 6, K) = TPUY ¢, K) € HFK (=Y, L)

TE(Y, 6 K) = T2PUY 6 K) e HFK(—Y, L)

BT, 2hox T, T, 9,3, T° 2B ZLI2d 5. %72, Braid FERIZ, K27 7 1 A—#AHTH Y, B
MERIZDVWT T LA RTHB L E, S(BUK) # 0 &5 EMIEB % [ [147). Juhdsz Miller Zemke [74] T
1% Braid REEDH 5 7 5 AD ascending IRV T 4 XL DT T naturality BFEH S N, T2 A WT 4-ball N
® exotic surface Z Mt U7z (Khovanov & O 256 5D H 072 7208, #illdH7e5). 2022 4£D Binns-Day|[16] Tl
Braid A& &% — %% & U THWT knot Floer ZERY—DF > 77 8 LARDIEAH DN 2 S Nz,

e £/ K—)l knot Floer i iZ % Legendrian, transverse knot A2 &. Ty (K) € KHI(-Y,K,p) WdHd. Tl
Baldwin-Sivek[6] (Z & b fk & 17z,

o VA& Y knot Floer HiiiZ % Legendrian, transverse knot A4 & T;(K) € KHI(-Y,K) % 5%. Zhb
Baldwin-Sivek[8] ( & » i & 11, Khovanoh €10 ¥ — 2R =#fEOH % detect 35 Z & OFEICfHibinrz.

o Kang[76] »& XAk L 7z, 7345 D Hendrics Lipshitz—Sarkar Zy A% Heegaard Floer IR E W Y —I(ZfH % FFD
pointed transverse knot p € T C (3, £4q) DAL R,

c(ér) = e(S2(T),€) € HF3, (S2(T), p)

Z3E T @ transverse based isotopy IO ALEETH 5 Z L BRI N7z,

1.6 HEUBKREOYV—DBEDELXDARY MLRT

e reduced Khovanov RET Y —h 5 2 EHWHED HF ~DARZ bVRF] (Fy (F5R).
By = RR(m(K)) = HF(S,(K)

I, Ozsvith-Szabd[120] IC& 55 DTH L. AR MVRIIOMEIL, 2 B BHE D HF @ skein exact
triangle DM DIGHTHS. DHIT, HM(X2(K)) ZH W= ZDART FIVRFIO SW K IEHIAY Bloom[17] 1IZ& D
EAfEI Nz, £/, H2FD Bar-Natan FEH Y — Fy = ETVi*(m(L)) 6 2 BAIEHE D involutive monopole

Floer A€ 1Y — HMI(S(L)) Ik E 3 2<2 FURFIH F.Lin 2 & DRk E 7= [104].
e reduced Khovanov A€ 1Y —% 5 reduced F#E A > A& > k> Floer RE QY — [ ADARZ MLVRF (Z 75K)

Ey = Kh(m(K)) = I*(K).

Z i, Kronheimer-Mrowka [90] 12 & %6 DT, E® Ozsvéth-Szabé (2 &% 2 BN IGHEED HE ~D A2 b L%
HOTAT 4 TIMFEINZEDTHE. ZOART MLVRFIDNEKE L U T, reduced Khovanov ZERY—D T v 7
B IEDT Y I EThHD L Lhbhs. Zhk, IH(K) A1 Y AZY b Y kot Floer k&0 Y— SHI(K) & Q LR
MTHdZ L, knot Floer RER Y — SHI(K) A1 XIGTdH % D3 unknot IZBR Y, £ DMID knot TIX 2 Kot L
ThdZeeMlAEbLET, Kronheimer-Mrowka (& [(reduced) Khovanov /5€ B ¥ — %% unknot % detect 33 |
EWSHE/BKERER U, M2 ZOART MVRS] (+a) %AW T, Khovanov &€ B Y =2 Z DD < DA Dk
U H% detect $5Z&$HRIN7. %7z, Kronheimer-Mrowka 1% Bar-Natan BighKD A <2 MVRFTHFERK L 7=
[92].

*42 728, (reduced T72\V)Khovanov A€ 1 Y —% unknot % detect T2 Z L HZDZ A 545 . LB rankKh(U) = 2 TH Y, rankKh(K) > 2
ThdLd 5L, exact triangle L L
— Kh(K) - Kh(K) - Kh(K) —

&, 2rankKh(K) > rankKh(K) > 2 &9 rankKh(K) > 1 £ %505 Th 5. > THUHE K C S® 123U rankKh(K) =2 & K = U
BEETH 3.



e Baston-Seed link splitting A2 LRSI [13] L WS HDHHB. Zhid, #HAHD Khovanov FEBT Y —
5, TDEKD D disjoint union @ Khovanov mE BT Y —IZIUET 2 AT VRSIT, ZHh %, Khovanov &€
T ¥ — A unknot % detect 9% &£\ 5 Kronheimer-Mrowka D#ER & #& A H D Khovanov homology 1% A; =
Fo[X1,..., X))/(X3,...,X?) MEHEE X TR (I &AHDOEASE) &, | B4 unknot % detect 5 &5
Hedden-Ni DO fEH [58] LifflaGHE s Z & T, Khovanov FE B Y —7% unlink % detect 325 Z & Z Ml U 7=
Hedden—Ni QDR > b Ozsvath-Szabd A2 MVRF [129] 24KD% A, IEEEE 2> Z L TH 5.

e Dowlin A2 FLRF] [31]. ZH i reduced Khovanov REH Y —H0 5 § IREA] & Heegaard knot Floer &€ &
V=D QBB LEDART NVRS. X

Fy = Kh(K) = HFK (m(K))

AT rank Kh(K) > rank HFK(K) T® 4 £\ 5 Rasmussen ® P48 [135] 2L TW5. X 5122k
T Khovanov &€ B ¥ =% unknot 2 &\ < DD knot % detect 5 & WO FEROH MG X 517z,
o Lee AT MILRF

Ey = Kh(K) = Khpee(K)

1%, Rasmussen RERDTGX DERIZHNONTZ. #AH L DRDEH |L| THDHLE, Lee RERY—D T U7
AL TH Y HOHDEE 2 THD. ZOARY MLRHID By HIEHIZIE Q RETIX, 5 s(K) € 2Z 125t L,
B = Qo s(r)-1 D Qos(k)+1 WO LMY, 2D s(K) »* Rasmussen FERTH 5.

Gornik, Lewark, Lobb, Wu( [108][109][156][157] [100]) &, Lee A2 h LRI D s, Khovanov-Rozansky &€ 1
V= A"D— AL ERD LS ITER MUz AT Vv Y vl w € Clz] ¥ n KD monic ZIHAD & | sl, Khovanov-
Rozansky REQ Y —DLEFE KhRy, WEHBSINDIDTHo72. X6, BT V¥ v )b Ow Mol (separable), 372
DL, n EHOMRELLRER>L &,

By = KhR,(K) = gr' KhR,(K)

EWSART PVRAIDBEFEEL, D gri KhRL (K) &7 > 27 n THH, ZTDERTORBUL (i,7) =
(0,71(K)), -+ ,(0,jun(K)) WO THBZL%2RUTEZ. n =2 05480 Lee AT MVRAITH D, Fiz,
Lewark-Lobb @ [100] TI%, 0w O a & — DR RZT LI KhRoy,a VWO REBY —DPEHEI N, THIXHEIZ 1R
JLT,
Ey = KhR,” = gr'KhRy,

WS reduced IRD A2 MLRFIBEN LI N2, ZHEFAWVWT Rasmussen AEED—RIELTHE AT A A- b —
5Z$E% Sow,a - C— ﬁz ﬁiﬁ%éﬂé

e Rasmussen 3L U 7z, reduced HOMFLY-PT H €1 Y —% 5 reduced sl, Khovanov-Rozansky HmEH Y —~D A
R MIVRS [136]

By = KhRoo(K) = KhRy(K).

(Chandeler-Gorsky, [22] $2M.) Rasmussen WhH <, TDARZ MVRFX, & 5 EIE Lee D A2 MVRFID—
BbTh B, £z, TOART MLVRIIDIFEL LT, HHEOCH K C S22, +oRELRETD nizxfL,

KRy (K)= @ KRl (k)

itnj=I,
(k—3)/2=17

MO DZ %R LU

1.7 RS54 R-b—FRATEE

ZZECTHHERAECHSE Y- H 5 2 R0, 22006, IEFXEFRIVI-—RVALELENFELSNTY
5. ZOHTH 4-ball FHODO TH % 5 2, 72D Bennequin BAER, fECH OHEAERNNIZ DWTOIMEER E oL@ MEE %
723, ATGA AP —FARERLIENDZ I FTADA VIRV ARLRBIIBL YV TINVRI TATHDIEEZONS.
AT A AN —F ARER L WS BRI Livingstone[107] 124€ - T Lewark [99] (2 k> THEA I N7z,

E#E 1.6. RfEay1—X VAR EE
y:C—>R

ThHhoT, ROFM%HT-TEDEATA A- N —F ALERL LI
1. (A1 A%M)
y(K) < g4(K)

2. (b= 2%fMF) p,q > 0 coprime (23 F 3 b —F AFECHIZH LT y(T), ) = 2=Ua=D
3. (k)
y(Ko# K1) = y(Ko) + y(K1)

BT DTHS.



b —F A%, slice-Bennequin A5 X
S(T) < 29(K) —1

WEEMZTEEMTHS. 22T, T C (53, E4q) 1& knot type 53 K TH B{LED transverse knot TH 5. Z DI & DFE
BHIZ1E trasnverse Markov L% I % (72 & 21X Lewark @ phD thesis [98] & &.). 7z, knot type »* K TH 2L
® Legendrian knotL C (53, &q) Xt L

th(L) + [rot(L)| < 2y(K) — 1

MR D LD Z 2k, Bl D transverse knot @ slice-Bennequin A5\ & trasnverse push—off 12 & D EHIZHES.
ZZETHTERWLOPDORER 2L DD L

sT)+1 th(L)+ |rot(L)] +1
2 2

L%, ZIZT, T, L C (53 Eqq) ETNZ N knot type 73 K TH B{LED transverse knot, Legendrian knot TH 5. *43
BHEHSNTWEIATA A M—F ARELEDH & LT,
e Heegaard knot Floer ZE T Y =9 SR E 115 Ozsvath-Szabo DAEE 7 € Z. ZNABMAICRON 272271 A
N—=FAREETHS. 5L4 % Heegaard knot Floer F = 1 VKD Alexander 7 1 )V & h L — 3 Y OEHZ AW
TE#ZI N7z, [131] D Appendix A 1T &5 &

< (VATA AR =T ARER)(K) < g4(K) < g3(K),u(K)

7(K) = —max{i|3e € HFK~ (=8 K,i)s.t.U’z # 0¥j > 0}

EVWISRO DD B,

e Rasmussen A4 & (D¥47)s/2 € Z. Rasmussen A2 # L Khovanov FET Y =05 Lee FER Y —ADARY
MLVRFIEZFAWTHEIR X NS D7 572, Rasmussen 232 DA &% E AL, i FIE% AW\ Moilnor FAHD
FEMAAE 527220, e =Y a FUVBRHRETH 572, 75, Rasmussen 1& 7 = s/2 2 FRU 7205, 512 KM
NEZoN. TOXIBEHDOED L LT, Hedden-Ording [59] IZ& D, WS D0 D (n,t) XL, b—F A&k
U'H T 2n4+1 @D t-twisted positive Whitehead double Dy (Th 2n41,t) 1&, s/2 =1 # 0 =7 Ziii/=3 I LAREIN
2. T =82 BEOMDHETHD I T AENWAEWEH 0, Flz I, L5E 10 RO 2 TR H X, quasipositive
knott = s/2 = *LH | alternating knotr = 5/2 = —# BREBFESITHB ([H9] A K) L —fkiZ, squeezed
knot [38] £\ D5 7 T ADFECHIZH L TIE, AT AP —FALLEDMHEIILT T EILVRINTVS.

e Lewark-Lobb @ [100] T—ffb T THA I N7z, sl(n)Khovanov-Rozansky FEB Y — k¥ n TE=Y 7
DoTHER (BRA R THLE) AR TV Y vy VB 0w € Clr] L ZD—D DR a » SHEK T 115 Rasmussen BN 2 &
Sn,0w € ﬁZ.

e Z.Li[101] ik, €/ K= /A VAR > F ¥ knot Floer FEQRY—DIYAF ATV —N"— KHM , KHI™ %8 AL,
TNEHAVTAT A A-b—F ARER 1), 71 WK U7z, —7, Baldwin-Sivek [7] 1&Bf 3 IRITZFRIKD Floer &€ B
Y— I# HM % Dehn FHUHEHA L 25 D2 HNT, 254 A= h—F 2AF% 8 77 77 &R L7 (£ K- VO
KR IEE 2N T W WA Ghosh-Z.Li-Wong [47] DWW 5 K5 IZEKTH 5). TH 5122\ TIE, Ghosh-Z.Li-Wong
[47] TliE 7 = T}#, T = 7 = Tﬁ; PRENT.

e Daemi-Imori-Sato-Scaduto-Taniguchi [28] BE LKA Y AKX Y MU FREV Y = oMK L ALE 5. BRI
Kronheimer-Mrowka 238« > 2 & > | ¥ Floer i I# (B L OFZhic#Efio R0 /) I — DR % Ff - 72 R
BOBHEMNGLEZHD) ZHWT, s 2W0WHAVI—KVAREREZEAL, 1A Rasmussen A4 &R s & —
B2 e ERUZA, IS0 AEO2 0, Gong[50] 1& s 1FEAEFN N T 2 JIIEMEA L O L7272 Wil & o
(o> T s# FATA AP —FARERTIER), £/ b= AEPEICHN T2 s LIFRRDEIEERLUEZ. %
D% Daemi-Imori-Sato-Scaduto-Taniguchi 2VE A L7z 5 13 AT A A- b —=FARERTH Y, s LDHEIZDNT
25(K) — s(K) € {—1,0,1} 2{ili7=3 Z LARINTVW5.

o ¥y [143] 1%, Rasmussen A28 %, PID & ZDFEILDM (R, ) IZ—MIL L= ARLE 55, ML U7z, KT
K 28D Rasmussen A2 &% (R,c) = (K[h],h) DEHEELTEATWVS.

e ZLT, ZOFHMDOEBTH S [IT2] THEE-ABLM Zy [FZ Seiberg—Witten Floer I FREB Y =& HWTEHAL AR
% qum € 7,

A5 N T W3, Baldwin-Sivek [7], Daemi-Tmori-Sato-Scaduto-Taniguchi [28] i2& 2 & 77 =7 BE U 7 = § M P
NTWBH, RS NT N,

AN17.1 ZOBOIEY Y

WOHREO Y -0 oI NEARIEATA AN —F AR AV AKXV ARER Y vyvT,eRER, TOAVI—-K Y
ARZET BIGHR E BN LUz o 7208, MIE O S EEWT 5. £72, D* L ZOBERELTOD S 2 L0 —BOBIRN
x4 ‘;kfc%’?*%fzt"@ 3MILERRIRIZ LG DEE, Hil 21X, H-FEROFHI72 & & Bl A TH 205 EIEH £ OO EiFk
o7z,

0 HE SO [67] DEMR: Z, FIZ SWFloer BHhABALAH L MECEREQS —

[67] THEH-ABIE Zy FZ Seiberg-Witten Floer #lmz FAWT, HrLUWKETHFER Y —#, 8L, HrLWLWAT 1 A-
F—J ARER ¢ ZEAL T

*43 Z DMt Bennequin MA%R & LT HOMFLY-PT £ %5 D, HOMFLY-PT AEnY—%ffi> $ D, Kauffman ZIHKX %25 £ D,
Khovanov FEB Y =253 DR ENH 5. Ng D [120] IZE& £oTW5.



2.1 SW Floer ZEHE ME—BE ZDRZEIR

%7, Manolescu[110] A3 A U 7z, Seiberg-Witten Floer Z&E &€ b € —RIDOALEA 1F & FH L 72\, Seiberg—Witten A
EEIIT 2 13 4 IRTCERRADBBIEAREL R TH - 72, Floer VA U 7z, HERIRICIK Morse mER Y —, §7224 5, Floer
FEBR Y —DRAAIZEWT, Seiberg-Witten RZED (3+1) TQFT {k & LT, Seiberg-Witten € / ;K —)L Floer € 1
VDR E .

—H, BloAHEDREE LT, &l 10/8 REXDFEHDEIZE A L 72 Seiberg-Witten J7 2R D A BRI ITIEBL D Fi
% [43] 12 & D, Seiberg-Witten REE D FE b ALK L U T, Bauer-Furuta A2 & [14] 2R T E 5. Zhid,
bi(X) =0"4TdH 5 Spin® Bl 4 WL Rk (X, 5x) 12X L

2 (sx)—a(X)
8

BF(X,sx): (RM-V"(X) g N+

LW, HAE STRARERE N -ERTHS.

LIFLIE, +HRERBE M, N 240U T BF(X,sx) : (R X g C P S0 pkSi#ECZ iz 3.
St fEM X Seiberg-Witten GREROFHF O =V MIMED S HED, b x5 & S B2 H 2T — VEBICHEKT 5.

Seiberg—Witten Z&H € b =X, Z DA OD Seiberg—Witten AL EDRED NI EDLEIZY 225D TH 5.
T2 5, Seiberg-Witten ZE R E b ¥ —HIiZ, £/ K—)l Floer REQ Y —DKRE MEAVBHEEILTH D, HFHIZ,
Bauer-Furuta A2 & D (3+1) TQFT /L TH 5. 74— WIZHB R3S &, Seiberg-Witten L& HE b ¥ —H{X, Spin®
HHAEOY—KE%Z object ¥ L, ZDMD Spin® IRNLVTF 4 AL 2HET534+1 aRLTF 1 XLEBH»S, ST AZE
Spanier-Whitehead BA~DE / 1 KVHAFE L5 2 5. *“BTh b, ZNIFRHZ, Spin® AHEAED Y -8Rk (Y,s) x5t
U, Z® Seiberg-Witten Floer Z/E+HE M —M & XiZn s [2EM ] (& b EfMICIEERMNE ST RE M E—HL0 formal
desuspension)SW F(Y,s) 52, Spin® ARV T « X (W, sw) : (Yo, 80) — (Y1,81) 12X U TIE, #X Bauer—Furuta A
ZEE JENDH A E ST RARERE Y-

=R eCM)*, M,N>>1

2 (sx)—o(X)
8

2 (sy)—o (W)

_pt
BE(W,sy) : $® 705 G p(Yy, s0) — SWE(Yh,81)

H52%. ZZTHREDMHLITIE A REREBER M, N 1239 5 idgy ideny KEBYF ARV Y a VPKRYIEH B0, HiF
¥ ®D Bauer-Furuta FZEED LS ICZDEXHTIRENEEBIKL T WS, *40

#12, Lidman-Manolescu[103] IZ& 0, L3R & (S'AZ) REBWY—%2 52 & TE/ H—) Floer KERY—%F
BT BRI niz. M7

HS' (SWF(Y,s)) = HM,(Y,s), HS B (SWF(Y,s)) = HM.(Y,s), HS "“¢(SWF(Y,s)) = HM,(Y,s),

H,(SWF(Y,s)) = HM,(Y,s)

Floer xE MY —E SWF(Y,s) ORflL, KEK DU TIRD 4 AT Y Th ok b
1. Y EiZ Riemann #F& & Spin® i % &% U, Chern-Simons-Dirac JLEIED negative gradient flow HfER=R x Y
£ ® Seiberg-Witten 2R 2 AR TTELT 5 2 & T, BRRTEHAE LD ST AERNFR%255.
2. S % Conley HEHRAIC & D, ZDONERM S, Hitht & 51 4% N =BT, (V,s,9) 2185, ik, —BIC I,
BIRRGTEPIOREE 2 R TERE/ ST A —& X B XU Riemann FHEICEETS. LHL, 2Tho6DTF— X 28T
&, TN (Y,8,9) DAV ST EFAAT, R & C DMELDY ARV Y a v 37EIFTHS.
3. BRRIKGGEBIDNEE 2 RTELME T A — X N ~NDOKIFMEZ T 5 & 51T, formal desuspension 2175 Z & T, %
M SWF(Y,s,g) #185.
4. Riemann FHEANOMRIFM % T % £ 512, & 51T formal desuspension 2175 Z & T, %] SWF(Y,s) #185%. Z
ZT® formal desuspension X """ 13, (V,s) ZIBFUZRD Aot a v X7 b Spint K (X,sx) 202 D&
0, TNOWYIRAFIARZE R & Dirac fEAZED Atiyah-Patodi-Singer D EIZ LDV 5 X 615,
Z 2T, %M X @ formal desuspension & \Wo 7zl & EX 20D IE XRECT X 0 X 5 7 suspension DEIRETH B
B, 2D Dm0 R AT 5D TREL, (Xom,n) &S EHEEOMD L Th s, LEETBETTH
%. ZZT®h S [MZ Spanier—Whitehead (%% D & 5 7ffl% object L T2EDL LTEHIND. ZD XS BHMOFE
0OY—%, Ho(X,mn) = Hepmion(X) DESITEHET S, ZhiE, $ARY Y a3 VAR A (SRX) =2 H, (X) 508
LT (X,myn) DX D —m —2nBIOYARY Y a vy THEINPDEIIREES LOEHELTVWEIDTHS.

2.2 #HUHIKEOQOY

Manolescu 12 & % Seiberg-Witten Floer ZE+F € b ¥ —BIORHIL, /NS REEZIRE, Spin© BHARER Y -3 (Y, 5)
23V T DIEADH2GEICABITTS I ENTE L. ZNUDWHRTH L ZLIEBEL 5L DEMRIFFHML T
W2 Th A DD, BITI N0 EIL T v, Baraglia-Hekmati [12) 12 & 5. HERETREZ L & U TRO ZHAHZEY
Lhb.

*4 p) (X) > 0 DA D Baver-Furuta FZEIE, Picard b—35 2 T01(X) Loy UTEAMLENE AT I TRHERDED b (X) =0 & L.

5 EREARILT 4 X4 [0,1] x Y] 12 [0,1] HHEIZARZ % Spin® Hid& % 5 2 7= $ 02X 3 5% Bauer-Furuta FEBEAMESEGIC ST AALERE
MY ThHDZ X, BS S RIHTH - 7278, Sasahira—Stoffregen DRFERD KT 7 MIBWTHIHEINZZ AT F U VARSI N, EE5-A1
X Z DR ZE %> TWiz 72\,

*46 by > 0 ~DHLER & U Tld, Kronheimer-Manolescu[96], Khandhawit—J.Lin-Sasahira[77][?KLS18°], Sasahira—Stoffregen [144] 2 Eh3% 5.

T IRV T 4 RLEROMIEE E LI TN TR,



1. BIZEFHIL 7z Floer FE b E—H SWEF(Y,s) DRED 4 DHDO AT v FI2BWT, (Y,s) ZBEFITEED 4 kot
AV RT b Spin® LK (X,sx) 20 DB WVWS 2 a2 LN, TART FHAATITZSN2IIIHFEHATS
5. ZoOMEE T 5720, FHRMEFD Floer mE M E—8 SWF(Y,s,9) 2K 212D, TOIAFER
V—REHTDEEI, MOV T M EFAKRICEZ, AEEIEZOAFRERY—IZHULTETRT. W2 5L,
Spanier—Whitehead B ® object & UT (Y,s) ODEBIZIMKEFELRALEEZENT S I L IFEHO 5.

2. (Y,s) i2a v X7 NEET OEHADD 254, SW HAfRRNICHET 2 ST EM L, ZHEAD T fEHD, SW HER0
configuration (25 LIS A EC TRE 5T ] , Seiberg-Witten Floer ZEH € b ¥ —HII—f%iT i

158 5T, =»T —1

EWVDBHEHDER Ty ~NDIEHPEE 2L WS L THS.
HANZORT =27, DFBETHD. ZI T, p 3FEBTH L. EIZZ0GE, FOMERIIEIEHHTH L ZEARES. T
bbb, s 2 S xZ, TH5.
Baraglia—Hekmati 23 EIZHEEL7zDIE, S x Z, HAIREBY—

HE 20D (SWR(Y, 5,9); Fy)
THhb. ETHERLUEZEIIZ, TREICHEFRFZ Floer € MY 2EHTHI LB RINTVRVDTHEN, H
b ZDEI%BBD S xZy, A~ SWF(Y,s) B 200 L5 K2 HOWTHRADOEZNIZBRVWDOTESTLHI LT
5. ZDZELEBEEZLET, (V,s) = (8p(K),50) D& E, ZOAFRERY %

Hiyz, (SWE(Y,5))

* 1 . F2[U7 Q]
H (B(S X ZP)JFP) {FP[U, S, R]/R2
EOMBECTH B, L, FEAFED 3L IA L UTEHANZO, #5OH K C SP 12ih>7- Z, 7 BHE $,(K) ThH 5.

ZOEBEEBERTHI LI, IP(K) 2\WH OV aA—R U AREROKK [10] B & U % W72 Milnor FADHFE
MH [11] e S 7z, 7272 L, Baraglia-Hekmati IZ & 25, FIZARZ MVRS| & HE=HM(Heegaard Floer xFEH Y —
EWVS, B/ R-FERY - DBV SNTWS RO Floer FEBR Y —) 28T 25D T, LLKLHNE Lo
ERoTWEIEHME-T, PREHTH 3.

—J,[67) TEHESICEVRHINAZZ LI, SLEAEZENT Z HAIREO Y —2FZX 5L TEHRAVEVS 22T
HERH, HILWATA A N—=FARERNPEHTE, Milnor PHAHIAMHT LI N TES. FETREZ 2L T, AR
27 MVRFIP HF=HM %25 RHODIZ, RO Y v 72 HW5.

1. Freedman—Quinn (2 & % 4 IRIGEFREITIZDA ENHEOFE M-SR Z H\W 5 21, Kronheimer X
Daemi-Scaduto 1Z& 0, KA V2 X2 b VRO XRTHWS T W=,
2. AR MEE, YT VI Ty IMERHAVS. X0 BEIIZIE, [66) TEE-AOPRELZFE NV
VAR N ARERDREZEKE UT, transverse knot AEEEZE AL, Tz HW5.
ZTNTE, HFLWHECHIAER Y —HE2EAL LS. KC S 2U0HET 5.

H; (SWF(K)) = Hy 20209 (G (5, (K), 50, 9): F2)

CEETD. ZIT, Ly NIEWE So(X) ED Zy REZ Spin® MEED FHBIHDES Spin(Ta2(K))22 1k 1 A THY, %
DIE% 50 LE W, ZoaRERY—RIL, BB

H*(BZQ;FQ) = FQ[Q]

Lo THB. e, ZOMRIE Heegaard Floer #GfIZ 8 1F % Hendricks—Lipshitz—Sarker O HEa [60][61] © SW HLimHY
Mg e Z ehTES.

221 V91 EBEBEZOHEH )
T, HLWKOHIFER Y -3 Hy (SWF(K)) OEARKREEL UT, {EEOFRUH K C SPI2HLT, 2OaKE
BY—HE Q] AL LTI 1 THE I L2t 5. JOMEET V7 TRMLERILIZLES.

EIE 2.1. [EEOMEOH K C S3 izl T
rankg, (g Hz, (SWF(K)) = 1

NS ARVAS
ZOEEOIIE, H U< AT BRER ¢y (K) O IRVT 4 ZLREROFE & FIHZITS .



2.3 RTM1AR-F—FZAFEE qu
AEE qu(K) DEZRIZRTHSB. AT41 A-b— 5 AMOFHIZHERT 2.
T 2.2. #E0H K C S3izxL,
an(K) = minfilz € H3,(SWF(~K)),Q"z £0, Vn e Z2%) - %;(K)
ERERTD.

$RDb, Ly [MZ Floer AFERY—ff Hy (SWF(-K))® [Q 27 —D—%FF] OIAFEDY—KEE, #THN S
WEDMIELZSDM gy THD. ZOEHRTH, K TEBELZDIVI—KX VAW —K(HBWEZ D IRED Y —FIXH
FEOBRVWDOTK ODIFT—IZLTHERAULTHS) D Floer IRERY—FHE2MoTWE I LITHERTE. IV &7 b, ¥
VTV TF 4y VREIR I DEBOHETIRELHANTWRNY, VR IZ M, YTV IF 4y 2RERAVEDIE N —5 2
FOH (KVIEL, YTV 2T 1 v 7 OBFRIZ4 > T W5 transverse knot) IZH U TCZDOALRDOMHEERET S L Z
ATH5.

& 2.3.1 ffl: quasi-alternating knot
AR %2817 5. Sa(K) 5 Fo £23(T L-space TH 5 & 5 A& H, KT, quasi-alternating knot (25 U T, Floer I K€
0Y—% o(K) 213 THRRTRET 5 Z LA TE S. quasi-alternating knot (231 U T, Zo 2 IE#HE Yo (K) A L-space T
HBEVIRERIE [129] 12 X 5. [129]quasi-alternating knot DEFEZEH L THL.
EZE 2.3. quasi-alternating & AHDES Q 1%, AT R/INDEAHDELETH 5.

o HIFFEUHIZ Q XET 5.

o MEAH L PN D Tho> TiREZT R M c 222 61X, LIXQITET 5.

1. ¢ D /5D smoothing Ly LV Lo X Q IZET 5.
2.

det(L) = det(Lg) + det(Loo)
&
EAD T —iRHBE2FOFHEIED Y — 3 BRE L L-space THEHZ DM ENTWB DT, A NDOEII, Ik E
Yo(K) HIEA K T — i HKGH & % D obstruction 25X T2 & R5Z &AM TE 5. Rolfsen table D% 5 9 LA R OAET
H 85 DS 5, 3 %KW TE2TH quasi-alternating TH B DT, HlIFBEETHEE VWA LS.
EHE 2.4. K C 8% % $5(K) »* L-space TH 5 & 5 &fEi’H & % (quasi-alternating knot 1& Z 1 & {7z 9). ZDL &,
H;,(SWF(K)) = F2[Q] st

THY (ZZTHTOEIE 1 eFo[Q) D QkEZERT), Kz,

TH5.

FIERR.
Yo (K) H L-space TH 5 Z & 13, FEFAZ 7% reduced AaRET Y =2 1K, T74bb, H(SWF(K)) =Fy THB LD
ELFAMETHB I EHHONT WS, GEHDKRA Y MEZy 774 T L= a Yy

Zo — SWE(K) A (EZs)s — SWE(K) Az, (EZs)+
1Z5x§9 % Thom-Gysin 5525

= Hy N (SWF(K)) 2 B (SWF(K)) — H* (SWF(K)) — - --
& Baraglia-Hekmati D% [12] % 6.3 £ 0 H*(SWF(K)) =Fy ® g 3 o(K) 2fioTHIFEZ L ThH 5. 0O

EE 2.5, gy WEBUEAS A A-N—FAREEBTHS. TRDOHIRMBED LD,

MEEOREUH K C SPicxtU, qu(K) IR TH 5.

(VA=K AREN) ZO08UCH K,K' Cc S32ava—&y b ebiE, qu(K) = qu(K') D0 LD,
(AT 14 2% FREOFCH K C S3 12U, qu(K) < gao(K) DD 3.

(F—=5 2%M) pg # EVIZEREQBBETZ L E, b—F AFCH Ty, XU qar(Ty,) = E=20=0 3
3D,

() EEO=DOFOH K, K C S3 2 U qu(K#K') = qu(K') + qu(K') 2350 3.

SEER. BBMETH L Z L RREBNSBDICHEND oD, NIEMDFEFIZANET 5 (Sasahira—Stoffregen 12 & b i FEHH
N7z SW Floer A€ b ¥ —HOEHFI AR SWE(Y#Y' s#s') = SWE(Y,5) N\SWE(Y',s') D Zy AZERREZ 25 Z
ERFA VRO -DTHS). K ORRRKE TR, IYI— XV AREE AT 1 ARME, RED IRV T 1 XLF
EROFNEGEAETHD. b — T AFLMITXE D adjunction FRORHNRGETH O, ZOFEHTI VX I N, Y v T LD
TAvIMEERVS. O

E.

s

ot



2.4 ARILT4 XLFRER, BICOAYA—F Y AREME gy DTH DD

EHE 2.6. Ko, K, C S #fECHE L, S % [0,1] x S & normally immersed surface 3RV T + AL Ky — Ky TH o
T, f g, sy HDIED immersed points, s_ HDOE O immersed points ZF2EDE T L. ZDE X,

am (K1) < qu(Ko) + g+ sy
AN RRVASH
FEBA. FEMHIZ 4 DDRAT Yy I oD, TORPTTI Vo 1 EHAEPET S, Z O, Daemi-Scaduto [29] A*
Kronheimer[85], Freedman-Quinn[40] OF5RICED ERER A VAX Y M VR TIT o725 DDHEUYUTH 5.

1. normally immersed surface cobordism S & [0,1] x S 1%} U, Bauer-Furuta A% & BFs 2##%3 5. Zhid,
CP? MU CRERZMET I LIckDiaEhd.

2. Q THAMtE N7z Floer 248 E 0 Y — i Baver-Furuta AZEE» SFEI NS I RIVT + XL EH BF;’IOC », QF
OHITEEZRVWT, SEZRE N —THOIEBXATHELRETHS Z L ERT. 22 T, Freedmann-Quinn DR DFE R
AW
EE 2.7. (Freedmann-Quinn [40]). =2 ® normally immersed IRV T 1 XL Sy, 51 ¢ [0,1] x S H3, Bift % [#
ELUTCHKRENEY 2 THEEWMETS. ZDEE Sy & S 1, [0,1] x §3 @ ambient 71 Y k ¥—, positive Y 1 A
b =7 negative VA A M L—7 finger A=T DA DDL—=TTH>DODEHD.

+
£oT, 8o & S HING 42D L—TTHKLTWBHAK BFg W2 BFy ThsItEF =y s Tt
HTHY, NI SW HRAOW & HAE b E—RTHPD 5.

3. IV 1EH, $hbb, LR knot K C S3 12X U ranky, (g H;, (SWF(K)) =1 %7 crossing change 12 &

. unknot ~DOFEEK 0 D normally immersed IRV T 4 AL S : K — U DHERTE 3.

~ BF* .
Q '} (SWF(K)) <:>l Q'Hj (SWF(U))
BF;* o¢

EWVWSARNVT 4 ALERPFEIND. ARARLVT AL SU(=S):U - U, (-S)US: K — K I
B0 THBH5 product IRNVT 4 AL [0,1] x U [0,1] x K IZKRMNEY I THZDS, HIOAT Y T &0 EK
BF*°. = BFy'° o BRI, BFLYy = BF™{° o BFS'™° 2 up to QF O IF B THSEHIZ—HKT S (22
T, product 2RV F 4 X LIZK T 5 Bauver-Furuta REEMMEEFGHTH 5 &\ 5 Sasahira-Stoffregen DFEFHD
%R E W), 2T, Hy (SWFU)) & Hy (SWF(K)) ® Fo[Q] LD T v 21x% UL 2 hide 53, §i# s
Fo[Q ICFAMTH S Z & IXEEEPD SNLEDT, 77 1 FEHBHES.

4. ARVF 4 ZAFREREFUBED KT, BF' # 052, Floer I4AE 0 Y= free part Hj (SWF(K))/(Q —
torsion) = Fo[Q] 12 Bauer Furuta RZE&H 5 FE I N5 IRV T 1 XLGM BFT™ 1%

BF;’fTee — QQM(K1)—<1M(K0)+9+S+

THEZOND. LT, AUD Q DREFXEUETHRL TIEARST, aRNVT 1+ XLARERMBRES.

BFY'° # 0 O, MiOATy 7TOBBMRHZNN—Va v EBSIENTES. SU(-S) : U = U ik
[0,1] X U#2,T? EHREREY 27 THY, HDEHR —SUS : K — K 13 [0,1] x K#2,T? L RE MY I THDZ L
LHFEHIAR, BFp: OFEE[HS &, MiO27y TERKIC U THITE 3. BFST™¢ = QuuK)—au (Kol tatss ¢
X, 2R ER Y —ORBE RNEDR 5. O

2.5 adjunction F=X, HFIC N —FRABUVBEICHT ZEHE

T 2.8. S C (DY wea) 2V TV 7Ty ZHEITH-T, T := S C (S93,&a) A transverse knot TH2BHD LT
3. 2oL x,

am(T) = g(5)
NI ARVASR
AEAAIC L, EH-BO 67T D_2DH LWEREZH WS, —2HIE, BY Y IV Ty 7 REOZOHROY YT
F 4y ZHHEIZIR - 2D BB Zo AERFY VTV T 4 v 7 REOWEZ D L WO KR T, 230 20 72 35
Thd. —DHI, Zy HEI YR I NAER (=LEHE N E—RY transverse knot RE &) ZEAL, ZOEARMKME,
ERAIE EEE 2T 522 TH 5.

A 251 DEBBEBLED Zo FELBY Y TLIT 1 v o KBE#EE

(Y,§) Z#av &2 N ZHS3, T C (Y,€ = Ker)\) % transverse #& & H L35 ZOLE, Ly, NiswE 3, (T) LD Z, F4a
VR MEEE=KeaA ThoT, W71 :2,(T) > Y ILXD T OFEBRT ObH2EHEDITADPEIERL ¥ N I2—ET 5
H DAY Gonzalo[51], Plamenevskaya[134] (2 & D T N T W7z, [67] TIEEZF AT S SITIROFEREZR U,

EE 2.9. S C (Dy,wsta) 2¥ TV 2T 1y ZHIEITH T, BiFH T = 09 C (Y,£) ' transverse knot TH2HD LT
5. ZDLE SIEHEE Yo(S) & (Bo(T), Esta) DI >Y TV 7T 1 v 7 FIEOME Ogq 2FED. O



[67) TIX&H —MIZ, D* XD EHEVWT FADHEY Y T LI T 1y 2RBIIH LT, Z, DIEHERECED 5B UH1ER
EHREDTT, AOBEREZRULDBETNIII I TRERZW. FEHORA VM, Vv TV o570 v 2w 25« T
FIERTEZITHE, 77 1(S) DEBETY Y TV I T 4 v ZREEIZR S0 FEBILED LD 727272 785) DT, LB RLZ
NERETEZLTHS.

# 2.5.2 (C =transverse knot A’EE=7, @ZIV 9 NFEELHYEDLELK, IEHREE
[66] TEAINZZEFRE PE—RIV XTI PARERIE, GA5N-a v &7 MFHEKRER Y- (V,€) 2L,

C=C(Y,£): 8° = 0B+ W ER(-Y, 5¢)

EWVWSHRNTE (FEAZL) TERE PE—HDNEE S, LWVWOHDTHo7. TOMEIL, ZHIK [0,00) x Y T, [1,00) X Y
ETiEa = RIZER > TWL % Kihler #ii% 5 2, {0} x YV O TIRHEFRICRS LS ICFEE2IEL, Tk
T Atiyah-Patodi-Singer Bi5t 54 D & T, Seiberg-Witten A DERIXTCELZTI L WS HDTH 7. 7z, B
FUZ T YR MEERGR 5N by = 0 DTV R2 b 4 Wt BB (X,8) Tho>T, 20 LD Spin® Wik s & FM
slox — S¢ 75‘5“%.%“7’”%0) XU T [64] TEENZTNURNHER L Tz, BREOZESE b Y-l O RE&E
U(X,€5) € Thx o 6(S°)/ £1 %, (X,5) D Bauer-Furuta FLREDORT Y Y7L OEET 5. bbb,V =0X &
ERSR ‘(K@‘Hﬁ‘%lf#f)é

S0 £ 2O+ 3 SW (Y, 5¢)

Tx.e,s JBFX“

S—d(X,,9)

d(X,&,5) € ZIEZDFETD SW EY 27 1 2D virtual dimension & KIFN2BHTH L. Z Oal#xRix
([1,00) x 0X) % X & [1,00) x GX tb\5*00)l|363\6_’ﬁﬂk)§3\ 2L EDHEDLERAATH L. £/, X 75)50)5'%'/
T4y I REOEE R OHAICE, d(X,&s) =022 U(X,s5,8) =+id THDZEPEFIZLDRINT V.

J:U) Zo fEHD 2V & ]‘1‘%1\_5 ’*K{%’)Z?%) ZDrE,C @*ﬁﬁk, i E Lo ABIATI ZEMTE, C L 2o AZE
EMY—HHELH R 5. transverse knot K C (Y,¢) 23 LT ¥, Gonzalo[51], Plamenevskaya[134] DRI & D, 43
Yo ( VIE Zy RERIV R D MG E 2 FD. ThEE XS Z LT, C I transverse knot RERE ART I ENTE
512, W(Sa(S), 50) W +id 12 T AELERE Ny 2 ThB I EMRESD. &oT Ly AELEHE b & — AR

\NH

it
N
4/\

e
W

@ﬁﬁ}

L

50 € 2d(O+3 SWF(—K)
+id lBFS
SWF(~U) = 5§
2135, (HiE S 2 AHKCEH? S D surface IRNVT 4 AL S: U - KBLY, S: —K —» U LH—FHLTWVWS.
SWF(—U) = S° BEEMID5NB.) LT,
C*BF:(1) = 1 € Fy[Q)

MEO LD, Z 2T, CH Zy AfRTH D Z L k0 CHIEFL[Q MIETH D06, ZDFERIK, BF;(1) 2%, Q-torsion T7#
<, o, Q THNAEWE ¥ 2 kT 5. Thbb, BF:(1) 13 TQ 27 —o— EF) 2EHLTVS. CHOIREDV—K
"‘ﬁ%:?&bé/bi qu MIREIND L WVWIDIE, g 1F TQ X7 —D—FTF) ODRBEMELZEDTH DL \WVIEHRAN,SH
SHThHD. SR IERD 205 7258 gy (K) = g(S) BRSNS, O

3 BE T EHE-AO[65] DEHR: g EEEDR T R- h—F AREEO
RER qu \FFFDATA AN — T ARERE —KT 5725 5 h? EHEAERE—A 1 [65] DRDAERIL Z DRERIZ
EMNZE Z 7.

EE 3.1. (FEHAEHAEEE- [65]). s % Rasmussen RZE&E, 7 % Ozsvath-Szabd RE&E, sg, %, LEDSEN A T
YUYV Ow, R a iz B NRasmussen & 7% % Baldwin Sevek D1 Y A &X v kv 7 A4 & § % Daemi-Imori-
Sato Scaduto- Tamguchl REEE, S5 ZILE D PID R 8 L UHEIC ¢ 1T 2EHiED Rasmussen BIAZEE L5, Z
DE % FEOH 940 L».j@bf(ﬁ(ﬁ)ﬁk‘ URVASR

m(912) = =1, 7(942) = 7% (942) = §(942) = 5(942) = 5. = S0, (942)
SIERA. qM( 42) =113, Greene[52] DFER KD, 35(942) 1 Fo FREE L-space TH 5 (72721, 942 I quasi-alternating

THRWD %i) S, qu =% THER5NE. 49
T = T# ﬁ@“éumﬁa iII'Zﬁb’Cb\éa)’C T DBEEHPATS. H5DIFRDEETH 5.

*A8 T2k SW Floer ZEARE b ¥ —#] BWALEERMLL TWAP LD THEA, HIND72DIZ1EZ O Floer IHED Y — LO%RZ T H
NWETHTHEOTEDZ LIFHREITA S 7300,

*49 Greene DX Tl& Do (942) 1 Fo fRIE L-space TH 5 Z & DIEWAEME X W T W=D T, [65] T, Ozsvath-Szabd @ HE(o2(K)) I
% skein exact triangle [129] % W72 BIGEE %2 5 2 7=.



1. Ozsvéath-Szabé correction term & &iXi 2 ZH S 12549 2 AL R d(Y) T - THEAERNIN T 2N d(Y#Y') =
dY)+dY"), FiZ d(-Y) =d(Y) 2723 OMRGFEET 5. (22 TIEA(X(2,3,5)) =1 LW B LERAT )
2.Y # ZHS? 95, H2WO0RAVNT AR ARILEMHEK X THoTO(X)=0mD20X =Y THSHD
DEET S T3, ZDE &, Ozsvath-Szabé correction term d(Y) 1% d(Y) > 0 %3729 .([124] % 9.8) *0 Kz
d(=Y)=—dY) &0)Hdar 7 FHAARTENRE X, X_ THoT,bT(X_)=0m22b (Xy) =052
DX, = 0X_ =Y LODET 5L T 5151, dY) = 0 Ths. (BEDLARIE d—Y) = d(Y) THB L\ > HE
EHWD ERIHEDOEENSHED )
3 EEORUHE K C §5 128, 7(K) > 0 2518 d(S3(K)) < 0 20 115, 1, d(SH(K)) = 0% 513 7(K) = 0
Thb.
K =94 2 UTI, Y = S§(K) 12X U, Kirby &5z & 0 BURINIC X, X 2T 5 Z L2 TE, d(S3(K)) =0, fit-
T, 7(K) =025, 7% 51T U TlEA Y A X ¥ b ¥ Froyshov A%kt % Ozsvath-Szabd correction termd O fR# 1 (2
W3 tﬂﬁﬁ’é‘é‘lﬁ,’%fﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂf% D, il EFAKTH 5.

I, §80(942) = 5(942) =0 R (R,c) = (Z[H), H) DHAEIT s5, = 0 Z HEFIRE TR Z N TE, (ERE—EE [143]
DM u;b Dz t#béfwfm)a%®§ﬁ®ﬁ0%@cﬂbfs&_OT%é EWREN, R, 2 TOERBREKT
Rasmussen T CENY O THD I EDbrD

W, EEOHBERNRT V¥ v L dw, R o Lﬂ@'é H}i Rasmussen RN & $gu,0(942) = 0 ZRT. sly DEHIFET
Rasmussen RERI BT 52 L AHSNTH n, BIFEFERLEZDTn >3 2FEZNEEIN. n >3 %25

25 FA v M, (reduced) HOMFLY-PT FEDY— ’5_’% X952 THD. 940 @ reduced HOMFLY-PT FEB Y —
KhRo(942) Z3ETSH L, n >3 LAEZE reduced HOMFLY-PT A€V Y — KhRy(942) & reduced sl, Khovanov—
Rozanski FE B Y — KhR,(942) NDANRT FIVRFITIERBOSEM & 0 BT EET, KhRoo(942) =2 KhR,(942) T
BB LHDIB. (shy, 0w, a) B Lee A<2 b LRA]

KhRn(942) = KhRawﬂ (942)

FRHIDWI T A RBPE O TH S —2DEFTUNADPRTIHA D (FIROMD FIRBOHBTIANTEIRDT, THhk
<i¥reduced 0 w Lee #ii KhRow(942) 7 LIRTTIZ RS TENL). ZDFEE- 72— DDA q REH 0 2O TESED
5 531,,7@(942) =0&7%5.

535 i}f—ié& 9LATFD prime knot*mli@%ﬁ“ﬁ‘ 85 42?) D, [65} Tﬂi%@éfﬂ:j@bf qm %f%’%bf: %[‘%3\, 819, 942, 946 LA
A& quasi-alternating THED 5, g = —F THA LGNS, 819 =T34 TH Y, X(819) = £(2,3,4) I& Milnor DFFRIZ X
5EIEAHN T —RFEERF OO T, TN L-space THD. 949 7' Fy (R E L-space THAZ L IE ETRAZBOTH 5.
$oT, INSIEHUTE gy = —F THEASND. 946 BATA AKEPHTHEH 5, qu(916) = 0 TH B, 728, A
10 BAF @ prime knot (£2H T 250 B D, D5 HHAEEZRETE TRV DIE qar(10132) & qur(10136) PATH 5.

3.1 ¥bWIC
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MBI, IR OBLERIZH & LIAA TS 5 £ 0 5 DI, WA ¥ , KB, R P RO Y —2 13U, TEIERK
%@ﬁ@t%é%iﬁ?%é.:ﬁw?ffA@#6Mﬁ®EA®@$@%éIQFT%,%@;5@@@&@—0%%5.
(3+1,1+1) TQFT £ TH K XREKEVHKER V-, 3, 4 RITTOL AP T D EORMIFEE, F5OH &\ - 72 IR
ZESSE S8 %nﬁ)%’)ﬂﬁlﬁ‘l‘**ﬁfé’}iﬁ%bt, FHRARERMRBIN T — &, AV Ca— R THA S & 5 BHllAaHbEWERIC
e LAD T EERARRICT DA TH b, BIBRE T d AARINIC B e mNTES TQFT Ozt LT\, I £
FRFMOHFERY I, MET 530X AREER transverse/Legendre OB DLET HEED HNE, H
D B 5. B DS DR DM AR L7 2 & 3, MO HICN S 2 A Y o — 505 BRI T 7
O—FADOLEEL, IEIER TQFT RURZE RN ISR L A0 7235 F6 8 LT 2 W 5 D OBl TR O H Bl R 0
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