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(1) 52 bNIHFERIZIOWT, FEHECAPHRESOI LA ELELHFET 5.
(2) RIZZEDELAEESDID “heteroclinic orbit™® #RET 5.

¥ D heteroclinic orbit DRE %, AiE THFE SN MIAEESOF M 2EE I
X oTH%B S L) DO Conley Index DEFHTH 5.

MIAEEENFHRRONLHEICEFH A Index ZEFRL, TNENEROERS L
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DIFEL RS T L id Poincaré RIiTR b TnDE I ETH 5.

Conley Index, 512 Connection Matrix NI, TOHRLAZIMLED TAREEEDED het-
eroclinic orbit DFFIER S Ik Difsn * MM L BHRICE D (REBLERICL > TIT R HIEKRRT
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Oy % R 55 Rt (i Zh 56 201 ) ~OBBREAZLL, 8 % R 5 R (ZL 75
Zy ) ~NDEHEHRL LT
H,(M) := Ker 0,/Im 0y41

EFEOD. Hy(M) & M O (BEAERD) n KIT Homology B & X 5.

1EEIIOH=0LLLTEE l:f:{) M % Homology B & LU, EED 8 T HVTED 5N b Homology B
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BWIZZDBDPO5HDH LI, M D n+ 1l XRTREOERICEZ > Twiew n XTKEZED
i, Ho(M) 320X ) 2FAOKZT R 2E0.

Wi, Ho(M) R 2 &8GR0, M EKES & kEECLZELTRY. (BIZE)TH2
RTIE VD)

3 N7 bMIFZICLB8EEAEl & Floer Homology

COEFTIE M % compact 2EHEE L, X 2 M LEOXRY MU, X ¥ M EIZFFET 2 flow
% ¢t LT 5.

RE

(1) X OFERIZET hyperbolic. BlL, p P EHHETHNIT X D p TOMHEL DX (p) 135
BOrZOEBFEE R\,
(2) M LOE m PSEEE TR T
. 4 _ s t —
Jim ¢'(m) =p,  lim ¢'(m) =g

BV E p, g HTET 5.

(3) HEBEDZODFE p, ¢ ICDOWT, p DRRESHE Wi(p) & ¢ DRESIRME Wi(q) 1&
(Fb 2% 6 1F) BT b S, B, We(p) W (g) dm E¥5E m 2B 25 Wi(p)
DIFZEFE Wi(q) DBEEB OIS M OELER %ESL.
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S O Index pair & XY, L/N @ Homology % CH,.(S)® &#H\T S @ ( Homology ) Conley
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