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H % BERVGER] 2% Hilbert 2 &3 5.

FTREMEAFEEZEXS. 8% H LOBRERRDOZERET 5. BF 2HR Fredholm fEFIRDZER & L
T, B A FERECHBEAROERET 5. 3512, BF™ 26RECHH Fredholm /RO ZER LT 5.



72, UEI=YIVEHROEMET S, (ERAF I VLZE || |op £T 5. L, EFMERARL S D29 2EMIC
/) VLEZEZ 5.

RIFAFEAZRZEX%. C 2 H LOWBICERSNHAEAROZERET S, CF 2RBICERSI N
B Fredholm {ERRDZEME LT, C* 2IFERHCHBRIEAROZER LT 5. &5612, CF™ 2IEREC
H#1% Fredholm fEHZE DM E T 5. IEEFRMERAR S D% TZEBOMHEICBRBEDOLDOHFH 2D TIE%L,
HEICKDFEWFTRIZZ SRV, ThD5Z0EVWFIT2HHHT 5.

BF* cr™
2 Atiyah-Janich & Atiyah-Singer DT HAYHER
M Atiyah-Janich DFEE HH Fredholm fERRDZER BF IZId /) VAIMEPEZ 5N TWiz, 2DOLEE, BF
3 KOBEFOREEMTH - T, AF FE—FEQBF ~ BF RO, iz, HE
index: mo(BF) — Z

PEANLZRANBG 25X 5. EAX, B, Atiyah OEFE (1] © Appendix % 7 &.

MAtiyah-Singer DFEE A5 HCH1% Fredholm fERIROZER 85 18 J VAMEPEZ STz, AR
Fredholm fEFI % 4% essentially positive/negative &\ 5 D%, 2237 MEAFEZIELE L7z Calkin ROHT
positive/negative &\ 5 Z &2 o7z, BF OEFZEM BFY %

A e BFT < A isessentially positive.

A € BF? <= A is essentially negative.
EE®D, BF = BF™\ (BFYUBF?) LdhE, COERKD,
BF = BF U BF U BFH
TH->T, BFY BAMETHD. COLE, 361, BFY R K HFOFHEERTH - T,
BFF - QBF, A ([0,1] 51 (cosnt + Asinnt) € BF)
BZAEPE—RAEBRTHS. £z, ART PR
st: m(BF:,idy) > Z

PWEANZRARESRE 52 5. FEAIE Atiyah-Singer [2] ® Theorem B # R k. F7z, AT MUROERIC
DWTIE, APS I [B] @ pp.93-94 & Phillips [[11] @ Proposition 2 Z& k. APS DERIZEBNTHOR? D %
9 <, Phillips DERIIBRETH 5.



ERE 2.1, ChHDfRERIZ, ROELD LHREH,SZEBRNICEHAS»THS. ARBECHRE Fredholm ERH#
Z, AR MDRIZE->T, EREOHPEHEELR—HT 2. Iabs5, BRI, E#HLOBEARME
RMOEATHA. Fredholm HiZ, REPINLTWT, ZOEAPERTHHIEELEEVBRZISGNS. ZD&
&, ARECHK Fredholm (EARDEEZEX 5 &1d, TNOHDOROBHE2EI A Licmsm . 22T
ERIREIE, Fredholm DR E LT, FRZERY 2 ENFSIN2DRIIEBRHIIIAERBEOA L NS
Z&THhA. T, essentially positive % essentially negative &1, B4 BIRMEZRV -2 TOEDPREOH
BIPERNCH B ETHHT, CNONAFELZDBHSPTHAS. £z, BFFP BT S EI1E, EROAMH
CHAERAICOEREORA S 2L NS ZETHH> T, AT MURERBFERZEBT 2RO LT TH5.

3 IFEFRBCHER Fredholm {ERZEDZEREDAIE

BRePEICEKRY 52 0RREMEARZZOT, FEFREARZRDODRAIZ SRV, FIZ, IFERECHRK
Fredholm fERIROZER DA ZE X 72\, LA L, HLVFIOZ 2R, FEFRERRZRD U, 1EH
FRINVLBERICZZZELHHDT, JVAHIIEZ RV, TORDY LB ZREMEPNODH 5.

3.1 Riesz & F v v 48

F IRV AL, Riesz Bt
p:R—-[-1,1],

t
Vi+e2
& Cayley Z#ft

k: R — U(1), > —
r+1

S Z & THAS. Borel functional calculus I2&k D, p: C* — B%2 & «k: C* - U PFEINB.

p(1)

MRiesz i Riesz B#i p: C* — B2 FHFTHB. £ T, p WEREDRAAIC LD LD LHEHEEZ
£9.
B 3.1. IEERE % Fredholm fEFR D22/ C* O Riesz BB dyies, %, EBD T1,To € C* IR LT

driesz(Tl’T2) = ”,D(Tl) _p(TQ)”op

EEDS. Riesz EEREDFEET % C* OfIMHZ Riesz fiifH & FEA.
HE 3.2. Riesz MAHOBIORFETIFICDOWTIE, Nicolaescu [10] @ Proposition 1.4 % R XK.
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Riesz ZH#DIRIZ,
p(C™) = {T € B | [Tllop < 1 A Ker(T £ idy) = {0}

EEZoND. BADOEFEDIERICIE, p OMEMTHECHREARPBONL I LZRIRENDHY, %
MISBERIT OBERERER C T Z 245, # L <& (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [5] @ Proposition 1.5 % &,
. 18 p(C™) 1Z B OHAIFIROFTHTHLHTD 2. /2, Riesz Z#iZ Fredholm 2 RS> DT,

p(CF™*) :={T € BF* | |ITllop < 1 AKer(T +idp) = {0}
2185,
G 3.3, WEEGA: (8%, ||[lop) > (C. dries,) RHEFETH 5.

FERALE, 121X, Nicolaescu [10] @ Corollary 1.5 %R XK.

IR 3.4. FEREHCHBRERARDERM C D Riesz itz HRE CHZEAROZEM 85 ICHIR Lz DI
JIVLRAHER U727, Riesz BEEEDHIRATED 2 —FREBIMEHR /) VADED 2 —HREEL 3R LS. fl
R, B2 IMEAFE ) VLADED 5 —HEE TIIFTEMZZH, Riesz BEEEOED 2 —HEE T C* OFTHE
127 %. Lesch [9] @ Proposition 4.1 & & &.

Riesz fiiHZEZ L, ARERFRO L ZDEME ZOEEMIET 5 ENTEZ 5. HSHRAE LOBHATRIERR
DEFEOEBENIC L B HEERD & ZITIE Riesz IHEZZNETRA LI EPZNESS.

@il 3.5. (BF™)" & (CF™)" TENTNOMMITOLEERT. 0L, AEER

(BF™, (BF™)") = ((CTF™, (CF™)"), driesz)
BFRENE-RETHS. £-T, IFERECHE Fredholm (EHFEDZEM CF* X Riesz (D R T K!
HFONHEMTH 5.

FEBAIE Lesch [9] @ Theorem 5.10 & Corollary 5.12 =& X&.

L» L, Riesz (UHDOBRADEHRIZ, HRN & SRECHSHRA LOBAMERROBEIPBANICEZ 5N
£&, Tho D Riesz (IHTOEGEZRT O LIXUIXEEZ WS ZEIXH 5.

R 3.6. Floer R ET Y —DXRTD Riesz it D EEEM 7 ] E K IZ DWW TIE, Nicolaescu [[10] @
Proposition 1.7 & Proposition 2.1 Z R XK.

B+ vy 8 Cayley Bt k: C* — B bHHFTH L. £ T, « WEREOARIIL S KD 2 i
#E2 XS, IEER Fredhom fEFHZEDOZER CF IR LUTF vy v THUHOEEZ#D T L FAXZD
Cordes-Labrousse [6] 5 LW5, FAIARRTH 5.

B 3.7. IFARHEZHRE Fredholm fEFHZE D ZERM C** @ Cayley FEBE dyies, %, HEED T1,T, € C* I
LT
deayley (T1, T2) == ||k(T1) — k(T2)lop

EEDS. Cayley FEBEOFHET 5 C* DAMEZEF v v THifH LIS,



Cayley BEBEICIZ, WL DDPOEENHS. T1,T, € C* £T 5.

. x7
T

1—1 To—i 1 2i 1 2i 9 1 1
L " = - — - = -9 —
T, +i o +i T, +i Ts +i T +i s +i

1 1

T, +i T +1i

k(Th) = k(T2) =

ICERT NI,
dcayley(Tl’ T2) =2

op

Wbhhb. HLTEE ST Cayley FiliE [ U—HEEE2H5T 5.
o 51, 1/(T+i) DRDODIZ /(T —i) = E%=HE-> THEMZED TS Cayley FEBEE R U — k&= 5
M5, I BHIC, Cayley FEEEIL IV IUNY bOEHZR I VL% EZHZLERLUTHS.
e MILHEDOEWZLEN, T (T+i) PEFICZLI2EFOMMEISF v v THHTH 5.
¢ ¥, NELDTFITANDHXHDHTOERNEE 1 &y ELIEE,
dgap(T1,T2) = ||71 = m2llop

EEONIR, doayley & dgap 1R C—HEEE 2558 5. FEBAIL (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [5] @
Proposition 1.1 (b) # R&. 542AI, |n1 —mllop & T ET, DTTTD [Frvv S| 2#RLTWVS.
IREBRCAEDBEEROERIE [8] O IV E5 2 HiH IV EHE 6 Hi0 Theorem 2.23 22D &.

Cayley ZH DRI,
k(C**) ={U € U | Ker(U - idp) = {0}

EEZ N5, BAOREMEOERICIE, « DERRTHCHIMFARPRONS Z L 2RI RBENFDHD, Th
X BUENT OIFHERFERR T T Z 5, 7 L <13 (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [5] @ Proposition 1.2 % & &.

ERE 3.8, O CERKTIZYUBIIOLTEEHTHL. Kuiper DEBE D U AR TH Y, Bott I
LD U(oo) :=limUn) 1& K BFOPHEEMTHS. 5T,

Uy = U € U | Kex(U — idpy) = {0})
Uy ={U e U | (U -idg) is compact.}
FU = {U € U | -1 ¢ specess(U)}

FUnj = (FU) N (Uin)

£9%. ZDEE, U(w) > Ug = gURKENE—FMETH 5. 72, k(C**) = Uinj 1D k(CF™*) = ¢ Uin;
TH5b. 7Unj — #U \SFEZHN, RV T2 TRV, (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [4] @ 179
— & (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [5] ® Example 2.14 R &. 7272L, #Upn; — U HHRE FE—FH
T % Z &id Joachim [7] TRENz (&572).

A 3.9. WEFRId: (B |llop) = (C, deayiey) FHEFETH 5.

FERAE, 1AL, Nicolaescu [10] @ Corollary 1.5 %R &.



EE 3.10. IFERECHBAERRZOZER C* OF v v FHZ2ERECHAERZOZEM 85 ICHIRLZS
DIE ) VLAAHER U72A5, Cayley BEBEOHIRATE D 2 — BB IIMEAR /) VLADED 52— & L 3R %
5. Bz, B85 \IMERFR ILLDED 5 — S TII5EMZA, Cayley EEEDED 2 —REH#E TlX ¢ 0

HCH% 27 5. (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [5] @ Proposition 1.6 & Lesch [9] @ Proposition 4.1 %
R&.

BENICEZ 5 NIBHEWERFEOKRICOWVWT, Zh560OF v v FHH TOEREME %2 RT Z &1d Riesz fHHD
EEXDBEFLIEEBZV. LIL, —fREmeHLT 5 LS ICPPHEI S< k5.

BFuglede DBERIRHI Riesz AP F v v FTAHE D BEISRNZ E 2RI FINH 5.

B 3.11. Hilbert Z2f H OIEREREIEZ {eg, e1,e9,...} £T 5. D(T) = {Sarex | X k3|lar|? < oo} &
LT, MIBIERRT %,

T: D(T) > H, Zakek — Z kaypey
k=0 k=0

EEONE, TIZECSHETHS. /2, £n=0,1,2,... LT, HEP, %,

kery ifk=n

P,.H—>H, e
" k {0 otherwise

EEONE, P, FERPOHEHBETHS. D&%, HERBRIERAFZEON (1), 1,1z, ...} %,

T,:=T-2P,: D(T) > H

- 5 o . 5
- . - spec(Ty)
EREDDB. ZDEZX, b5,
o Fy v FUMHIZONT, T, X TIZINELTWVS :
1 1 1 1 4n
a T,T =2 T " = - = - =
deaytey (T, T) Tu+i  T+il, -n+i n+i| n?2+1 0
o L»L, Riesz piAHIZOWTIX, T, X T IZPEER LW ¢
- 2
driesz(Tm T) = ‘ - L = ‘ 2
Vi+(-n)2 Vi+n?| V1+n?

bbb, BEEICKTTWE -n & nid, Cayley BHTIE 1 € U(L) IS B2, Riesz BHATIIM

Wi +1 125 ER-PNTLES.

il 21 (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [5] ® Example 2.14 & Nicolaescu [[10] ® Remark 1.6 & & XK.




ROGTEIZIZIZHS P TH S5

G 3.12. THEBE(R id: (C, driess) — (C, deayley) 1HEFHTH 5.

GBI, BIRIE, ERO e RISHLT

1 1 t ,( t f .
— = +1 —1
T+ V1+22V1+¢2 V1 + 12

MR DZ E&RFEZIEL V. Nicolaescu [[10] ® Lemma 1.2 & Lesch [9] @ Proposition 2.2 % R X.

3.2 Lesch Of48

FEAERZOERBEOEEI O X512, ERBSLEBEOEERIERBZOREERS & Z121%, Lesch FEEEd 5 5.
BHRAEYICIE, Lesch [9] @ Definition 2.1 TEASNh-EEbNZ (P, XEZBELZDITTIEEWL).

TecC® 2ERACHBRMEHAZBLELT, W=D 2ZDEHRHETS. WOTIZEBTST7HME (-, )r

X, FED u,ve WIZHLT
(u, V)1 := (u,v)g + (Du, Dv)y

EEESNZ. ZOEE, WIRTTIT7AMEICE > T Hilbert ZETH D, HICHEFEICHDAENS.
SER 3.13. T EHBOERBMEFROIFEA B CHBMEAROEM %

C®(T,W) :={S € C*? | D(S) =W}
E9B. ZDEE, CNT,W) ODEM diesen, 2, EED S1,82 € CHT, W) IZRLT

S1 - 82

dlesch(Sls SZ) = ”Sl - SQ||W—>H = ‘
V1+T72

H—H

EEDD.

FEOEREBCHBEARZ A B2 IIHLT, T+A€CHNT,W) TH5D. ROGEDIZITHASNTHAS.

g 3.14. BAZEAEEHR DY
sa sa B sa sa
(B s ”'Hop) — (C (T’ W)’ dlcsch) > (C s dricsz) — (C 5 dgap)

B2 THEFETH S.

B DEFMEDHPPLIEEHTH 505, ZOFHEIAE Lesch [9] @ Proposition 2.2 OFEFHD (3) # R X.

3.3 Wahl OfItH

Wahl i3, LYY MSEELT, Fv v TAHELD BFWHEZEA L. FL <3 Wahl [12] 2R K.



4 BICFvwvIAHEICDONT

WCF™ OEE BFMERAFREO & &0 Atiyah-Singer DIEREDOREZE L LTWBOBROIERTH 5.

airl 4.1. JEA R B CH1% Fredholm (RO ZEMIZF v v 7UHO T TEFETH 5.

AEBAIX (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [5] @ Theorem 1.10 (a) R &.
W 4.2. COMBLEBNICIBSATHS. Cayley ZHICE 2 CF™ DRI,
K(C?jsa) = {U € U | -1 # specess(U) A Ker(U —idy) = {0}}

E5EZ6NS. §hbb, ART MUAFRRICL > T2y VIEAZE U(1) LOoEAMIEROEAEZFA—HT S
EE, K(CF*™) OtlE, 1 e U(l) BT LTOWTEANERTH D, 1€ U(l) REREICK>TVWS. 20
EE, k(CF™™) DIEBDITIZ i &0 ENTES. Z20712HI2IE, U(1) OFEDICH 2 HOBEPERY
TIRPICE S TED -1 PED +1 2B-o>Ti FTREBH S ENIE L. (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [5]
D234 R—VORER K.

MK WFOHFEZE ¥ v v PAHHTD Atiyah-Singer OFER EFRED Z &AL D ILD.

il 4.3. IEH R ECH% Fredholm fEFZROZEMIEY v v FUMHO R T K MFOSHEMTH 5.

FEBAIZ Joachim [7]] @ Theorem 3.5 (ii) Z R &. Z1id (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [5] @ 238 R—IT
EFEE L TIRARENT WA, Joachim (7] 2SR L 7=,

BT MUk IEERBE % Fredholm fERZEOZER CF2 12X v+ v MUtz 521 L DAY ML
DEFITOWVTIE, (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [5] @ Definition 2.2 & Definition 2.12 & Proposition
217 2R K. £/, BHOEIELE LT, (Booss-Bavnbek)-Lesch-Phillips [4] & R k.
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