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K Mo Bott A e BREFR—AMRONNV T 2y IXIEDEK L2 DRIFEREZ 52 5.
Bott FHIMEIC O W TIZAEAZ BLEZER L N o1F, Z DRBICREGRMNIZ BT % Quot scheme %
iz, o 2y ORIBICOWTIRERN2D & Y UIENRiEHE 5 2 72

D? :={z€C||z| <1}, B2:=D*\0D? S':=9D? £ ¥ 3.

1 a1>raO80>3>

K ¥ Bott A DAL ERZH AR DB SN TWS. £3F, Bott 12X D 1959 FIZ
Morse B % fifi o THID TR E N7z [Both9]. Z DIk, Atiyah—Bott 1 & b #15EHI7LFEH [AB64] 3
5z 50, Atiyah 12 X D EDIEEE [ 5 725EHH [Ati68] 2352 H 417, i d, Atiyah-Singer ®
Kuiper OEM % {# 5 7z3EHH [AS69], MacDuff @ quasifibration % {# - 7zEBH [Mac77], Harris O
=R VATHIDZART MR Y group completion theorem % {# - 7= iR 72 FFHH [Har80] 2 ¥ 535 % .

Atiyah-Bott 1Z & % FEHH [AB64], Atiyah 12 X 2 FERH [Ati68] & Fi 4 DFEHD K 2R 5. =
b, Bott B8 Bx: K(X) — K(X x (D%, SY)) oWix#sT 22 0wW5 H#HTH3. Atiyah-Bott
W2 X BHERLTIE, S?2 EDORZ RV clutching function % Laurent ZIER TR L 721%, ZIEAUC
EL, —XUTEL, &&IC Bloch REH SR TRYZ PAREETWS. X LT, AL DIEHATIZZ
HADL HEERZ PAREZETOT, —XADOHFEICHIRT 2 & 2 DO —E L TW5. Atiyah
12 & 2HEA T clutching function @ Toeplitz operator ZH( D, Z DERDIEZH - T K #Dtx
B CW3%. Atiyah IX Atiyah-Bott OFEH L Atiyah OFERHD LR Z 1T > T\ 3 [Ati68]. Z Z Tl
WE OO & 2 21 e LT, ZIHAKX% C[z]-homomorphism ¥ A7 L, Z® cokernel ZH %
MR R BT T W5, BRAIXZ DR sheaf homomorphism ¥ L THREL, X5 ICZEA2 SN
MLV ZS 2B EORTERE © LT, 2K 5T MVERT 7 T SN E OB Z 15 % Bk
(Section 4) 23% % Z & ZBAMEIZ L7z. K-homology theory & \72 b LZERIT Z LI E 7Bl
Z2fE & OBfRIZ Segal IZK DAL ITETNT WS [Seg?7]. FAIIANZ PAVZEMT Z LRI Sz
BLiE 24 & Bott FHATEDREHZ 2, Z DFRIZ Quot scheme % F W 72 AREGR AT B B2 FH
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L7.

B E T A — AR Klitzing-Dorda—Pepper 12 & - T 1980 ¥ TEBRINCH R X iz
[KDP80]. »\L 2 5% Thouless-Kohmoto-Nightingale-den-Nijs 12 & - T#— Chern £ (TKNN
Bremdnsg) & LTEASIN [TKNANS2|. BB ET R—AZRD L7 Ty 0 Hatsugai
2 & D 1993 #£iT Riemann [ Z H W THID T/RE N [Hat93]. Z D1k, Kellendonk-Richter—
Schulz-Baldes 12 & o T C* ]RD K Hamz W TEBEERNCEED G 2 517 [KRSB02]. Graf-Porta
BHBHDNZ PR, DF D, FFEDHANIBD T o NIVt =7 > D% 7T MLVHZR
L, ZHEFHWT LT Ty I REFEA L7 [GP13]. Hayashi &2 D07 MVviE K HigHE
BHEROBLED SFAX, D I RNV T 4 ALARZENZHWT VT Ty OtinZaEA L7z [Hay17)].
X LT, F41d, Hayashi LR CRED D & T & D EENOUFRRITIET VT Ty IR %EE
HAL 7-.

2 Bott EHAMEDRIGEA (FFER 1)
Z DFITIX Bott JAAMED FiR 21BN, %D Section 3, 4 ZFHWTHIGFHZ 5.2 5.

Definition 2.1. (X, A) Za > %7 b D X RNV T2/ e ZDPAGR =R O T 5. X FoRY
MV E, F, X7 PUVROFR o: E|, — F|, O#l (E,F,a) OFBE2AOEEE L(X,A) &
FLOK(X,A) LoRERER ~ 2 TOBEFR2SERSN DT 5.

(1) (E,F,a),(E,F,a') € K(X,A) IKH LT, E|, — F|, "ABTHZ I % HE>Ta & o A
RENEY 2 THELE, (B, Fa)~ (B, Fd)ThHs.

(2) (E,F,a) € K(X,A) £ X EORZ MK G I LT (B, Fa) ~ (E®G, F&G,adid) T
5%,

22Xt (X, A) D K 8 (K-group) % K(X,A) = K(X,A)/~ £ED 3. (E,F,a) D K(X,A) X8
RS B, F o] LT, £ X O K 8% K(X) = K(X,0) LED 3. X O MUK
EWRNLT, [E] =[E,0,0 € K(X) & #<.

DY %=, Bott A FRIIRD XS ICEIT .
Theorem 2.2 ([AB64], [Ati68]). X Za ¥ X7 bATRAFILT72EMET 2. ZDL Z, Bott 5B
Bx: K(X) = K(X x (D?,8")); [E] = [E]K[C,C,27"] = [projx £, projx B, 2]
BHETHZ. 22T 213 S o, [C,C,2 1 e K(D? S, K37 > Y AETH 5.
Section 3, 4 % FWCAEIIC B E IR ML &2 IR 5 .

Construction 2.3. V 2 HRIITHEENRY PAVZER, | ZIFABKRr 35, £0<j <L THE
MEBR aj: X — Ende(V) 526N T 5. §5L, Ende(V) FREBOZIEA O M %



HELNE. FEOx e X, 2€ ST I LT, Hy(z) € GLe(V) EIRET 3. 7z, det(H,) ® B?
WNORDEBE DML 2 € X ITKSTER r ZEIRET 5.

{Hu(2)}rex 3UE X D Definition 4.1 TEH S5 Polyy, ZHVWTHENER H: X — Poly|'s
ZEH 5. Theorem 4.6 kD, Hi% configpge : Polyl"/fs1 — ConfY, g» 13T D, Proposition 3.2
&b, Confy o EDONT PR EY g2 — Confy g DIFAET 5. UEOEHIIED, X Lo~xT
RV Buny (V, H) = config(H)*Ey, o — X #5605, 2 Z°T, config(H) & config(H) =
configp> o H: X — Confy, g & L7z

Bunx (V, H) V. B2
l ] l
l,r T
9
X —>H POlyV751 COTng> COI].fV7B2

Proof of Theorem 2.2. £3, ax: K(X x (D?,8') - K(X) #E®»%. K(X x (D?S")) @
TERETLE LT, BRRITCEERT PAVEM V L EEESR H: X x ST — GLe(V) ZHWT
V,V,H] € K(X x (D?,8Y)) w5 THhIZ. X512, HiZx € X H LT, Laurent ZIH
R H.(z) = Z;:_kaj(az)zj WO OEELTWSRELTEW. 22T, FED 2z € X HLT,
aj: X — Endc(V) Z#EBEHRTH 3. X 5522, ZHRAOE (2FH).(2) = Zf:é aj_r(x)z’
¥ #%. Construction 2.3 Z#H T2 &, X LOXZ MH Buny (E,2"H) 2860 %. 22T,
ax([E, F,H]) = ax([proj% E,proj% E, H]) == [E®*] — [Bunx (E,z*H)] € K(X) £ E®» 3. Zh
% well-defined TH 5.

ax: K(X x (D% SY) = K(X) % Bx: K(X) = K(X x (D?,8) OMEHETH 3 2 ¥ 2R
TeDIWELATD 3 DD5M%ZLTWS Z e 2R TIUI T TH % [Ati68]. T Z TIFFEHHIZA
5 2.

(Al) ax i X L THEFHNTH 5.
(A2) ax & K(X)-module homomorphism T# %.
(A3) ax([C,C,271) =[C].

O

Section 3 T, ALEZEM Confy, g. & £ D EOKIBMYIWIR £y 5, — Confy, g ML, Quot
scheme & OPBERZ NS, Section 4 T, BLEEAS configg. : Polyl"/’rs1 — Confy, g ZEEL, £
DEEEE TS . fTHRBOZEAD S B? LORB 1§ 2 Z ORLEESIT 4 D Bott EHATED
AEHICBWTHE R 254 TH 5.

3 ECEZERDIBRK

3.1 ECEZEM & KIEYIER DB

Definition 3.1. V 2 HRATEEERY ML, U 2 EETH C OMES, r 2IFEBKL $ 3.
75 A € M,(C) L&5IG o V — C DROZIEERBETLE, (A,) % U LOB r 0 V-EE



(V-configuration) & 5.

o ADEHMOES oc(A) XU ICEENS.

r—1
o Y AL VY 5 CTIERHTHS.
i=0
U LOBE r © V-iB2KO 2 TEE% Confy,, ¥ # <. Confy,, 12i& M,(C) x Home(V,C")
D2 e LTOMNMEMPEE 5. GL,.(C) ® M, (C) ~DHE/EH £ Home(V,C") ND post-
composition 12 X 21EHICE D, C/J(;;f:/ﬂ 121 GL,.(C) OE/ERMNEE 5.

Proposition 3.2. Z/fH GL,.(C) ~ Ga/rlf:/y \X free 23D proper TH % . FHZ, BAE 6(;/nf:/7U —
GL,(C)\Confy, ;; 133 GL,(C) HTH b, Bl Cont}, ;; = GL,(C)\Confy,y, 1& r-dime V X704

EERETH D, X510, AFERY LTHEr O~2 MK EY,, = Confy,y XL () C" — Conff,
PEBND.

Confy,; % U LD r © V-ECEZER (V-configuration space), £y, — Confy,;; & Confy,
L OXIFUIHIR (global section bundle) W 5. (4,:) € 6(;/nf:/7U DFMER% [A, ] € Confy ;&

=<

3.2 Quot scheme & MLLE
Z DHEITE, Confy, o & AEER(THIZH T % Quot scheme DI ZATS.

Definition 3.3. Schc % SpecC _E® locally noetherian schemes O3B L 53, r ZIEEREE
35, E% AL LoEEEr 5. KEBEF QuotEAé: Sch® — Set ZLL D XS ITED 5.
T — SpecCIZX LT, ft (F,q) THoTUATNZHMiLTHDE T TNFAZAIETNI- E DED
& (family of quotients of E parametrized by T') ¥ FE3.

(1) F i AL E® coherent sheaf TH - T, F ¥ H— I T L proper THH, Fid T | flat
Th5.
(2) ¢: Br — F & surjective Oy -linear homomorphism T#%. I I°T, Er & E D4R
AL 5 ALICEZEIERLTH 5.
(3) FERD t € TITHLT, Fy = Flyy,, @ Hilbert ZIHAZER r TH5.
Quotyy 1 (T) & T TRIA T4 XSO E OBOBROFEIADBTRALED B,
Fact 3.4 ([Nit05]). BT Quot’, AL IRBATETH 5.
BF Quoth’A(é DERIVIRE Quoty 4 &HES.

Proposition 3.5 ([Ricl7]). V 2 {RITTERNT PLVERE T 5. Quoty | gy a1 P analytifica-
tion ¥ Conf}, ¢ IXFMITH 5. )



4 BEEBROWRE & EE
41 FEBEBRODER

V % d RoTEZRNRY FOVER, Lr € Lo £ T 5. %7z, v 2 C NOHMPARER, D, 2 C\ v D 2
DDOHERER T DS bHABTT T 5.

Definition 4.1. Endc (V) #8501 XZHERESEDESE % Poly,, ¥ #< . Poly}, 1213 Ende (V) * U+
25 BIRCAIHAE S 5. | ROGEAANTH 2 7LD T Poly', DERs %% Polyl‘}mv LELE
7z, f(2) € Polyl, TH-T, VA€, f(A) € GLe(V)) 2iliZ=TdDD 55, det f(2) D D, ITH
FNBBADNMOMD r THSbDDRT Poly, OifiFI%M % Poly|! L&,

Bl 5% confige: Polyl™ — Conf“i/{c ELUTTEDS. f(2) € Polyt™ v 53, Oc(V) %
C Lo VIclEER2Z FAIBBORTEE T2, f: Oc(V) = Oc(—V) %, C OBES U &Ik
s € Oc(U; V) I LT f(U)(s)(2) = f(2)s(z) CEDEDB. 22, fIZHETHS. koT, ML
TOEZEEINBIELNS.

0 —— Oc(5V) L Oc(»V) — Cokerf% 0

Lemma 4.2. Coker f D% £ — MIBRESTH D, £ED ) € C i3t LT, dime Coker fy < 0o

Ths. 51, dime H(Coker f) =dl TH 3.

Lemma 4.3. HRREE Oc(— V) — Coker f 28 HO 12358 24 m: Oc(C; V) — HO(Coker f)
BEHTHS.

Lemma 4.3 X DI FORINIFELTH D, Lemma 4.2 & H HO(Coker f) 2 C¥ TH 3. FH% 1

DEE LT ¢: HY(Coker f) — C¥ ¥ 5X<.

0 —— 0c(C; V) 1 oc(C; V) —F HO(Coker f) —— 0

Oc(C;V) EOBMIEEHEE 2 12oWT, f &2z BAHBEDT 2: 0c(C;V) = Oc(C; V) &

zZ: H%(Coker f) — HY(Coker f) ##%E T 5. A(f) = pozop !t € M.(C) LED 3. EHEH
¥w B35 const.: V — Oc(C; V) ZHWT, o(f) == ¢pomoconst.: V— C¥ g 3.

Definition 4.4. BEEEE{R (configuration map) config: Polyl"/mv — Confc‘l/l’(C % confige(f(2)) =
[A(f), (I ICEDEDS.

7o, BEEER configp_: Polyl";:7 — Confy,p % confige RO FIRTED 5. 772U,
Oc(= V) ofb Y i Op, (V) = Oc(— V)|DW ZHW5.
42 MEEGROESE

BLEBBIZOWTLLRD 2 DOMEDE D T D.



Theorem 4.5. FilfEE % confige: Poly)™ — Conf{ ¢ 13#EFTH 5.

Theorem 4.6. v % C NOHAiFA#RE 32, oL &, RESH configp_ - Polyi’,,r7 — Confy, p_
FHEHTH 5.

Theorem 4.5 DFFFAD T EHIDOWTHRNZ. FF, Polyy" ICHIET 2 2 ¥ — L 2 UE(HT 2.

Definition 4.7. A P} % P} = C{XP }1<ijcancie, T)/(T - det(X)) — 1) L ED 2.

SpecP! @ analytification & Poly(lc’im EFEMETH 3.

L ROFIDTITH 2 Ma(Ph) B REER F(2) % F(2) = (X)) 4+ (X004
(Xi(;-))) YEDD. F(2) I3EOUERM F: 0, —» 04 ZED?. F 1 injective 72 DT, cokernel
pl Pl

£ T, 5227 ' '
0 —— (’)f{ll SN (’)gll —% Coker F —— 0
Pa Pa

»Eohs.

Proposition 4.8. [Coker F, ] € Quotéldl 41 (SpecPl) TH 3.
AL

Proof of Theorem 4.5. Proposition 4.8 X D, scheme @ 4t SpecP] — (Quot‘gd1 Al MEF 5.
AL’

analytification ZH{ 2 Z ¥ 12 & D # i 5% Polyfc’im — Confg;ld,@ DEED, XD Zhik

confige: Polyféim — Conffs o £ —HF 5. O

5 NILIIyvIHNRDRE LIEBDESR

X ZRENITONEOE n RTHAZHIK, E%2 X FOBB d 0BEZEXRZ AT 5. &
x € X WO L THRIEERE

H,: ZQ(Z; Em) — ZQ(Z; Ez)

DEZONTVWE LT3, Hi={H, eex £EL. Hy i3 v € X KRS k1 € Zsg ZHWVT
Hy =Y _,a;(2)S7 e REBUET S, T, 80 12(Z; Ey) — 12(Z; Ep) B S((03):) = (vim1)i
i35y 7 MERARL 35, £/, —k <j <1&HLT, aj 3EFENZ PR End(E) — X O
WU a;: X — End(F) TH3rT%. X512, C NOHMEA v TH > T, (EED z € X I1H
LCo(H,) % Hy DARZ M2 LIz BIZ, o(H,) Ny =0 ZilizTd0R52 60 TW53 2 RE
95.

51 NILIEBOESR

Fourier Z412 X b H, (W63 2 Hy: L2(SY Ey) — L2(SL E,) %% 253, S OFEER 2 b F
By, Hy =", a;(@)2) THE. EHENY MK projx E — X x S' OEAH By 2D & 5



WEDDS. FreX,ze S T2 (projsE)s.. = B, FOG

L (A-id — Hy(2)) " 'dA

2mi J,
%%i, ZDBOED B proj}E @%Bﬁﬁ%’f FEyuak &9 5. Eoux D x € X, z e St ZBIF37 71
N—iE y NN EEND H,(2) OEBFEICHIET 2 KEEEZEMOERN Y 8§ 5.

Definition 5.1. {H,},ex ®/NLZ$E8 (bulk index) ind*(E, H) %

ind"(E, H) = — /Xx51 ch([Evui])

EEDD.

5.2 ITviEHMOES

Pz[)i 12(Z,Ex) — l2(ZEO§Em) %%ﬁ?’éﬂgﬁﬁik 3_5 PZO @%ﬁfﬁzﬁﬁi P;O: ZQ(ZEO;EQU) —
1*(Z; E,) &
0 i<0Dtx

PZo((v4)i) = (wy)s, h i =
So((vi)i) = (wi)s,  where w {Ui i>0Dt %

THEZbN3. Sre X, NeyITNLT,

(Hy — N = Poo(Hy — N Pig: P(Zs0; Ey) = P (Zs0; Es)
CEDD.
Lemma 5.2. {(H, — \)#}, \ \& Fredholm {EFIROEHRiHETH 5.

Proof. z € X, A € y T LT, H, — X\ FA[HZRDTHIZ Fredholm TH 5. (H, — \) — (P>o(H, —
AN PLo® P<o(Hy—\)PZ) i finite rank operator 72 D THHZ (Pso(Hy —A) PLo® Po(Hy —A) PZg)
& Fredholm T 1, (H, — \# = Pso(H, — \)P%, (&2 OERKEFROT Fredholm TH 5. [

Definition 5.3. indH# = ind({(H, — \)#}sexaey) € K(X x7) £3%. {H,}oex DTV IHE
# (edge index) ind®(E, H) %
ind®(E, H) = / ch(ind H?)
X X~y

EEDD.

6 NILIIvINICDRIEERR (EFER 2)
Theorem 6.1. Section 5XBIFZHREDD & T,
ind’(E, H) = —ind®(E, H)

TH5.



Proof. D, % C\ vy D 2 DOMEHERSTD S BEHRZIL v OFMEEL T 3.

Br: K(X x Sl) — K(X x St x (Dify,’Y))
Ba: K(X x ) = K(X x (D?8") x7)

% Zhzh Bott 5% (Section 2) &3 5. WERIEHRT (D,,v) % (D?,SY) KEEMATEZSZ
LICED, B EES. FreX, 2€8, NeqITHLT Hy(2) — A€ GLe(E,) ThH 3. ko<,

[projy B, proj B, {Hu(2) = Ala.za] € K(X x ST x (D5, 7))
[proj B, projk B, {Hu(2) = Az 2 p] € K(X x (D?,8") x 7)
TH5H. e u, v kB [AB64], [Ati6S] kb, ThEh

By (u) = —[Epund € K(X x S*)
Byt (v) = indH* € K(X x 7)

S

THb. £oT,

ind*(E, H) +ind°(E, H) = — /X > ch([Bou]) + / ch(ind H#)

X Xy

- [ ([ b+ [ aniezon)
[ ([ e [ o00)

¥7%. T :=5"xDyUgiy, D?* x v =9(D?* x D) £BL ¥k, K(X x 5" x (D,7)) ® K(X x
(D2,5%) x7) = K(X x (T, S x7)) TH%. (u,v) € K(X x5 x (D5,7)) & K(X x (D2, 5) x~)
IS 3 DU [proj B, projs B, {Hy(2) — A}a2n] € K(X x (T, sl X)) TH%. LizhioT,

/X </51 /chh(U)ﬂL/W/D2 ch(v)> :/X/Tch([proj}E,proj}E{ﬁw(z) — Aaaal)

— [ [ chllproiicB) - fprox E) =0
X JT
&b, ind"(E,H) = —ind*(E, H) »¢5. 2 2HOHESTUROIHRRZ AW,

K(X x (T,58" xv)) =5 H>(X x (T, 5" x v);R)

! |

K(XxT) ——<  H*(X xT;R)

BE
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