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[FZ )L — 7 FEICDOWT
n W (LN kR)

B =
HHEDOEMEDD &, AN — 7EEeoEHEMOFER Y =121, Z20ZE
TWL—7H, Tate DAy 7FE Vo EEEN TV, ZN61F—HER-
RERIC > TEAINSD, MEFRERY —ONEEZEL T, H—Nk
ERELGZDZENTES, I TCRALINTEOWKE, 2oL —TH%
& L72BHZ N T %,

1. 8A
MAHZERIO a v v Y —ITITHRICEEDSA 2, RIck>TEFrERY =12
BENEEIND I ED3H B, Lielt H 22M7k EEMARIEMEEZRO L X1, b
AAZNBHRERY —ITHEET 5 Pontryagin l2SA D, M E D) 6 L7 BAS R I
LTRIRERXEZHEZSH LN TE S, Chas & Sulliavan 28 [6] THRL72DIE, M
D SN KRIE LoV =T D TEEDFERY =, V—T7RE XN S EE
WEIRD &ETHEPBREMEEPADZ L) I ETHDE, ZOREFEEIIBRICHLIC
PREINTWAS[7,9, 10, 14, 26] 5%, 22 TlEd - & BHRNLIL— TR ZRL > T
9 5o

REARZER X ISR LT, P S 20 6 0GB 2§ ZE R Map(S*, X) I2a ¥ 237 b BIfE
WE5Z7-b0%, X EOHHBLV— 722 Evn LX EFH L, kR, FEuf & 22
XTI LT, ERZRDIV— 7 D% 3220 Map* (S, X) 13 QX £F#H <, BERffEr—
7ML, WETHEMATL—T 2200 EAbE 25 LI FEIEICE Y H 2R OME%
HOWL, ZOFERY—ICOHEIFEEINDS, —F, HHLV—7EMIZEML XL
ClIEME % Fi7- 72>, Chas-Sullivan DfEHR %2321 T, B4 222/ Eo HL — 7%
MoreER Y —ICEE2EDLIMENPRINTE L, TIRENZDLDZ 3O
kif5:

(i) X = M PWHEAHAZKREDO S S

(ii) X = BG "AREED L CIFARIOGERS A G O H2E R O %6
Hk<LBG) X Hl(LBG) — Hk+l+dim(G) (LBG) [8, 17, 20]

(iii) X 2% HuHfS Gorenstein ZZ[H] DY
Hk<LX> X HZ<LX) — Hk+l—dim(X)(LX) [13, 21, 24]
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7272 L, (i) & (il) 22V TIRERREDLEICDOAER I LT %, Gorenstein Z2[H &
VW) DIFREMNCER I NHMETH 523, BRI IE Poincaré B % i 72 3 22[H 52
a v %7 b Lie oo M2 EBE 5, BIEASHAE M @ Gorenstein Z4[H]
ELTOXILIFEdim(M) I L, BGDZHUE —dim(G) TH DT, (i) & (i),(ii)
DRBDT 7 b EWMILL T35, FHEE, HITERINIRHL, FFezlReT—%7 5,
AHEHOHMWIZ, (1) & (i) 2UB TV —THE2ERT L HEEZMNMTAIL
ZhH b, TITIFEWNZ (i) LI3RAED, FEPE—mO7 7 —F 25, 21
C&oT, HAHEEOHWHEHEICZ2->7 ), FURMHA TR 22 ERT S
ENTEELE 2% E W) RN H B, FrlZ, ()FEALAHTHSL 2L, ¥4 LBG
DNV—THE BGD Tate DAy 7REE V) B> MHDO S O B#ET 2 2 L 2 H 5,
2 2T NEIE H. Tene & OAEFIBIZE [18] 12D <, ARCHCIE [18] D% HT~
DEWMEMTLL TH DT, fELIFZE L Z2SHINL L,

2. L—71&

2.1. Umkehr Bf§

AR DELICA BRI, HRN— 7EOAEI 2SS & 7% % umkehr BARIC DT
HUZfidt 3, umkehr GAR & X, W &R S ISHEE I NS EUROBITH b, WRILUTIE
U T wrong-way map, Gysin map, transfer, shriek map, push-forward 7 ERE4 2 44 HIT
I s 2 Ebd 2 [2, HEDOBOERf: X - YVIZHLT, H2540b L (a)kE
nY— L, RBOT 7 b EMEIEHR S H(Y) = Hog(X) S fi: H(X) — H4Y)
PFEING, KRHETHIZE 5T, umkehr map PEFEI NS RIIZIERD DD F A
T03H %

(a) ZIRIEDDHRFRRICDIDIAA DL
(b) BRZIL7 7 A N—%FKfDO 7 7 A N—HDOEH

() DI A 7ELTHo L bffifad DI, ARASKREDOROEOIAR f: N - M
IZHF L T Poincaré B2 W TRDOERK TER I N 5!

flo Ho(M) ~ H™OD= (A1) 2y gamOD=+(N') ~ H, g —aimn (V).

Ko B IS EDO NGB A - M — M x M IZHIGT % umkehr BRI 7 0 A f&E%
HRL 720 DIFRENFE

Hy (M) @ Hy(M) = Hiyo(M x M) 25 Heyigimony (M) (1)

REDD, LrL, V=727 E%2TH I121E 2D umkehr R TIEA+H2TH %,
(18, §22] ClEa 774 7V —>yav f N MtartEuy—Hac H(M,M\N)
DFLUIZX LT umkehr BARZHER L T %, BHSHREDIEDIARIIH L Tt o ZIER
DA E T ICHRUR, J8D Poincaré POz W/ E#RE —HT 5, ZOBITHEL T
B W7z umkehr BRI pullback 120 L CHRICIR 2 8\, L— 7HEOREKIC ) £ <
“d 5,

(b) D& A 7°& L TiZ Grothendieck bundle transfer 233E% 12581 TH 523, [5] LAt
ISRz HF D BT RwoT, TITERICOMNTES, av 87t LefG %



OGRS OTEHRG - B — BIZRLTC, BAGEMRIEEF 27 74 N— L T 2 FAMER
F—ELB%%22, ZORMERETIICASEEREZ LD B EORZ PNV R
Nu:U— BIZ77AN=Z2REOOMOAL I LN TE, Z2OHERZr LT3 L,
Pontryagin-Thom ##&IZ & ) Thom 22 DB DEHR B — E” ¥MFoins, ZIT,
TF%FDPEHRELT, X7 bVKH(f): E'xqTF — E'xqF(= E)%2#%% %, t(f) 3 f
DT 7 A NI R EEENZ DT, f*(u) ~ vdt(f) EVINRELEZ D,
D53fED>S Thom A7 + 7 LADMOEMR B — BN EF 206, —t(f) Dl EfF
I35 2 61U Thom [AALC X O3S % umkehr 545 f' 2 Ho(B) = H.iqim(r)(E)
DERIND,

umkehr BENEREINE OO IZZofic bzt LH D, HOSCERTIEH 208
BlIICRSEFEDENT VS,

2.2. ZERIEDIN—TR
Chas & Sullivan [6] I, Goldman [15] & Turaev [31] 6DEAL 7z, PAkE Lo —7
IZHE F % Lie WAERES & 12 & 1 % £3 C string topology Z Al L7z, ¥ 3 Chas-Sullivan
DIV—T7FE (81 (i) DERZHENT 5,

M ZHIASKREE T2, S'ZR/Z EH—EL T, FfiE &K ev, : LM — M %
evo(y) = v(0) EED B &, KD pullback K\ 3EZ 5 5:

LM X3 LM —= LM (2)

LM —= > M
FHl G BRDENEL VDDV —T132F ) 8DF SIS DIEE LIzv—7"Th %0
5, 77 AN=BELM xp LM (& Map(S'v S, M) LH—#HIN 3, 512 LORRK
R DFfEZ pullback KX ICEEH#Z 511 5:

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

ZZTAAER, AZZOBERLTHY, ZN5ITIF§2.1 (a) DY A 7D umkehr
BRPEREIND, ZOH, L—TRIEIRDERTEILLNS:
HW(LM) ® Hy(LM) % Hyp(LM x LM) =5 Hyyr-gimon(Map(S* V S, M)
=5 Hyot1—dim(ar) (LM).

ZZTe: LM xpy LM — LM 3V — 70O Th 5, TOERIE, KM (14) &L V—
T DOHFEIC X D fibrewise ZEEZBIAL TW2 X HICRZ 2, EEE[11] TIE QM —
LM — M IZHBET % Serre A7 b )LZRFDY multiplicative TH 5 Z & D3R I 41T
w3,

£7, evip iy y(1/2) 2NV — 7O EAEZ G X 558 L5 L, pullback K3

Map(S' v S', M) -2~ LM (4)
i (evo,evy /2)
M 2 . Mx M,




BEOSNDD, TSN —TREPRDOERTEE S:
HA(LM) 25 H,_gimary(Map(SV Y, M) 25 H,_gunary (LM x LM).

ZITARGB) ENZ LD EFL T, FESTUS - STV S 2FEET B ER, Tk
ODLIDFIN—T% DDV —TIZ3T 3 EVWIHIERTH 3B,

RO LA, MPERSHEETH B L0 &ML, V=7 (&) BEOEHRICE LT,
umkehr EARDIERRIET 5 72 DICDAFHLN TS, HIZFE Z1F, umkehr G X
ZMRTEUR, M7 7 ADZEMICHHE LR TN — 7HEEZERTE 52 LItk 5,

2.3. PEERDIL—T&

G2 AREES U ILHFS AR L 75, 2822 BG 3AERXILTH VDT, NAE
%A : BG — BG x BGIZXET % umkehr BN EZRTE T, §22 DM % BGIZZ
DEFESHZTH H(LBG) IV =72 ERT A LIFTE RV, NATHRAZ
ZNEFREFE—[fEZE 7 74 N—H

(G =)E(G x G)/A(G) L B(G x Q) (5)

ERRTIET, §2.1 (b) DF A 7D umkehr EEIER IS, &£\ DD Chataur
& Menichi [8] D7 A 77T %, Chataur-Menichi D)V — 71 (§1 (ii)) IX, RDEK
ThHZb6N%:

Ho(LBG) ® H(LBG) 5 Hy(LBG x LBG) %5 Hyrpyaim(e) (Map(S* v 51, BG))
= Hiyrraim(c) (LBG).

ZZTplEpDEIZERLTHD, RIFNEGZ 7 7AN—ILFO7 7AN—HTHE05
umkehr GEPIEFRETE S, £/ 4) LD V—7TREDFARRICEE 5:

H,(LBG) — H,\aqimc)(LBG x LBG).

3. 77 M N—RBIcHIT ZRENBE

Chas-Sullivan & Chataur-Menichi D)V — ZTEIZIER ISR Z D, 2o 22—
B 9 L) DIFERGIET, EER(L, 3, 13, 23] 13 ZNZ N > 72 30E Tl
FrAET AERZHRA TS, AETIITETH 2RZIBEORR 252, K&
TZNZHOT oD —7TEPH—Nckbh s 22 R5,

DI HIC, Giday 37 b Lieffe L, ZNHH D Lie BENDOHAEH A & %
RO2Z L EZIRET 5,

GEE Z R > THREEBAZSRE M ~MEH L TV 2 RNEZ 22, WEGHZ EG —
BG & LT, M®GIEMIZEAY % Borel BEEK (£ € F ¥ —04) 13,

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

LERINLZDTHoT, W¥ Mg — BGIEM%Z7 7 A N—ICRf>7 74 7L —> a3
Y THD, MD (Borel DERD)GRZE R TR Y — HE(M) & 1%, BT Borel B D &
TRV — H,(Mg) DHIELTH 5,

2 Z3UIHI % umkehr GARDVER S 112 DICRLE L EMETH 273, G 3G RYEE T HIULHBIYIC
itz 35,




ZODT AT —=vavfi X = Mg, g:Y — MgW52 607K, % pullback
B{E=Y
—X (6)

P
Y — Mg
ZEZBD3, SITP=Xxp, YIZflgD77AN—FTH %, ZD pullback KX
ICHLT, FAZSMER
p: Hy(X) @ Hi(Y) = Hypigdim(c)—dim(an) (P)
ZEFRT LY, 9, MXQ)23B)IcEHESHZ S 7D LFHRIC, (6) 3R D pullback
MAICHSHZ 5N 5.
P—2-XxY (7)
l lfxg
MG AH- MG X Mg.

AF—RICERARZICTOAEBRICT7 7 A4 N—2F2oDITTH VDT, umkehr G
MEZRTER WV, ZITCADRDNIREEEZ 5

Mg 2% (M x M) 2 Mg x Mg.
EEL,

o Aq ZRAIENAGEHRTHY, (TM)g — Mg & HRICHAMARENY P 2FFOR
RIL dim (M) DL IA A

o pg l (B) DY Mg x Mg — BG x BG IZ¥y—> 7z pullback T, 7 74 /3—
G~ (G x Q)/A(G), HEEHEG x G 2> 7 7 4 N—H

EoTED, Z2NZF N umkehr RV ERTE 5, D bE D, HENEEZXDA
RCEHET 5:

A!Goﬁ!G

o Hy(X) @ H(Y) = He(X < Y) =% Hyydim(@)—diman (P).

Z DN D HRILUL ETIZHHTH 5 2 L3025,
B 8 ([18, Theorem 3.2]). A X — Mg — BGDO7 7 A N—DFREBY —03n + 1
XY ETIHHEATWSET2E, pldk>n—dim(G)DEEHHATH S,

IHIERY - Mg = BGD7 7 AN—DFERY—bm+ 1 XU ETHZTW
%H%,
EIE 9 ([18, Theorem 4.6]). k > n — dim(G),l > m — dim(G) IZA LT, (—#ITIFIE
H7Z) 1

I Hy(X) @ Hi(Y) = Hiqisdim(e)—dim(vn+1(P)

DEREIND,

SPATN D& f, g7 74 7L — a v TrwkEd, HH D pullback # homotopy pullback IZE &
faz DB T 3,
GEL A E AT RO b &, pld multiplicative &R TR Y — RICHFERICER I NS,




REDOT7 b3 & nTLE) MIHERIN, ZOnlE, pdHA5RHIERI N
DT, ZRELIRRE EMER LI 5, ERIEAE P E—HTiH A homotopy
join (c.f. [12]) &\ 9 kEkz Hv>TZ4 415, homotopy join 3EHED—MILTH D,
ZIDORITHERMLIDOY 7 PHBITL 5, #ELWERIIEDEIMITHD 2 D TR
v, Z2ofRb ) ICHRASGO BENGEEZ2ZOBIITTED HIT S,

4. it
4.1. )L—71&

A CE R S N FASRR 1 2 umkehr BERORHE LT, (3) TM % Mg ICEE
Pz MRS L2 bic, V—T7H

Hy(L(Mg)) ® Hi(L(Mg)) = Hititdim(@)—dim(an) (L(Mg))
3, F7(4) 6 1EV— TR
H.(L(Mg)) = Hitdim(G)—dim(n) (L(Ma) x L(Mg))

BRFOND, RBDY 7 +%&FREL THL(L(Mg)) == Hotdim(m)—dim(c) (L(Mg)) &<
L, V=7REICE D HL(L(Mg)) ERBMNEB IR 2, ZOERDP SR LI,
G 23HBH7Z ;L Chas-Sullivan OFEIC—E L, M 35— DKk Chataur-Menichi D
I—%7 55,

FAMNRREZH W2 2 LDV ESDRRIE, 2 22 6IRET 2RO 2MZIFH
HIZHED 2 & TH B, BIAIRL, THI X DEBLITRIRED,
% 10 ([18, Example 3.4], c.f. [28]). Chataur-Menichi @)L — 7851% 0 XLASF Tl EH A
Thb, IO, KEEELT U S'Hh6 1L SPADHBIRLT 4 R LITH
Jt3 9 % Chataur-Menichi @ stringy operation

H.(LBG;K)®? — H,(LBG;K)®

1%, ORI TIIFEE 0D p = 1 DIRLISHIAWTH 2,

L, AT —ICBVTELBGOLV—7HEPHH T WH S TFET 5,
MR 11 ([18, Example 3.6]). Feff & RL7 4 X4 Q7 (LBSY) D —7HIZIEHHT
b5,

X651, Ml evy: LBG — BGD7 7 A N—0G L HFEPE—[HETHD Z &
WKHEELT, V—=7REoERTuOROYICaZHVE &, k1> 0L TR —
7

H,(LBG) ® H(LBG) = Hyy14dimc)+1(LBG) (12)
DERINS, ZORNV—THEIE, GOPHAREDOEEIC Tate DAy 7HEEBHEHT 3
ZERBRICH S,

5 Mg 1% Gorenstein 24 TH D, Z DRIl dim(M) — dim(G) TH %, HFRETIZ Z DL — 7L
Félix-Thomas [13] Db DICA A 7 —fF&FROT T 3,



4.2. AZREAQAY —DHNERE

YUMEBIZZNDDS, p & uDN—7RUNDIEH BN L 7v, GIEHZF>22H
K & L ® Borel & $15 K — BG, L — BG D727 pullback X2

(K X L)GHKG

L

L¢ BG

ZH 25 E, plEBorel AIZHREDT Y — I/
H (K) @ Hf (L) — Hl?+l+din1(G)(K x L)

XED D, BHDO 7 v AT HE(K) ® HE (L) - HESO(K x L) D2 LTwW5 Ik
RSN, £, nid, k> din(K) — dim(GQ), [ > dim(L) — dim(G) DIKFIC

Hy (K) @ Hf (L) — HkG+z+dim(G)+1(K x L)
ZED D,

4.3. EXEE Tate DAY THE

(&mgwfx Y =Mg & LT, TXRUEEGHTHERS 117z pullback KAz #H 2
5L, plIFZERE SR

H (M) ®@ H (M) — H1§+l+dim(G)fdim(M)<M) (13)
ZED D, Fleulik,l>dim(M) — dim(G) D & & RFAZEL X
HIS<M) & HZG(M) - H1€G+l+din1(G)—dim(M)+1 (M) (14)

ZED D, $HBH T M. Kreck 12 & > T stratifold O [19] 2 > TRMAVICER I 1
TRIC—ET 2 2 EDRE 5, SHICEVHRREETM 3—KDKHZ, Tene DR [30]
LAbEBIET, GO Tate aRET Y — H(G) L OBENRENS, AREEGD
Tate AaFERY — [29]1F, HAERY —LarERY =2 0L T LDIC LR TH
D, ML LTERDFERID D 5:

(Hi(BG) (i
. 7)|G|Z (i
(i
(i

1

| \/

| |
\_/

(@) =4

| H_i_1(BG)

)
—2).

~.
| |

1

| /\

H(G) &y 7TROMEZFES, Fichtn Y — hick
Hk<BG) X HZ(BG) — Hk+l+1(BG) (k’,l > 0)

ZED D, TiUddim(G) = dim(M) = 0 DIRFIZ (14) BED 2 EFUIEZ L Tw 5

B 15 ([18, Corollary 7.2]). G AHREET M 23— DK, (14) XA H/(G) ~
H_Z_l(BG) ’EﬁL’CTate 0)7\7 V4 70%&_‘?;(@450



ZDEWT, SRALZIIE (14) 1%, Tate DAy 7Bz LL T3, £, @
DERMD S =XV — 71 (12) & DESEDME S,
iRl 16 ([18, Proposition 6.6). E G4 : BG — LBG D#FET 5544, : H.(BG) —
H.(LBG) %, H,(BG)D “RWAEZX% H,(LBG) D "R\ —7HICH) DT,
EREGG i 1% evy : LBG — BGOWIHITH 5756, H.(BG)X H, (LBG) Xz k>
THOAEN TV 2, K, H.(BG) D _RAZELZXE»IEHNZ 51X H,(LBG) D
TV—7BHIEHHTH 5, EBZROHIT, H.(BG)D_RFAZLZXENIEAHTD
2H5D%HH), ARTIEZREDERZ B TRV, % 5L ZDHKDFFIS
HEDTED S LI ICEHHERZED FiF 3,

Example 17 ([18, Example 6.1, Proposition 7.7]). G = S* £ %, BS' ~ CP*T®
2006, ZOFEOY—IFEERIC-DTOEBILZ D OHBENEETH 5, 20 RD4
JRIG% 1; : CP' — CPMRET P A 7 iz e ), Iz [CPEELZEICT 3,
Z D, [CP* L [CP D RIAZEAKEIE, KK

P CP!

CpPt——= BS!

ZHWT, ¢[B]) EEERSN S, 2L, SMIDIESEIZ homotopy pullback T, /L
DVUIZIE homotopy pushout TZNZFINERE I 1, ¢lF whisker BRTH %, CP' ~
SPH/SITH BT EITHERET 5L, P o (S x S JA(SY), B o S8 /g1
CPHIL TdH 25 2 Edbh %, Y bE b a([CPY, [CPY) = [CPFH LEE 3,
AR 3 HZEME & N BS? = BSU(2) 122w T b AkDEMmIC X hEtE T
%, —71, GOWEED 2L ETh BI1%, H,.(BG) D _RAERXFEIZR L IUtICE%
D EDRIND (cf. 25, %4.7)).
M P—RTHEVLEEDEEG S H 1P TE L,
Example 18. S' D CP' ~OIE %% 2 %, HY (CPY) X TRESNZH A 7
MK D BRI N2 HEMEFTH %

g :S* M x g pt — ES' xq CPY (1 >0)
Boira :8% T x 1 CPY — ES' x g1 CP! (i >0).

~.

Z W, @ HY (CPY) ® HS' (CP') — H5' (CPY) I3

A agg, ag) =0
ﬁ(&Qku 52l+2) = Q9(k+1+1)

1(Bakr2, Baire) = Bo(krit1)+2

LEIHR I NS,



5.

Bbobic

BREBIZW L DODRICHZ > T AREZ T L CAREZ K Z 720,

1. HE(M) D - RAZEZXIEE [16] 12 & ) —fiLI N7z Tate aREQT —D A v
7t & o

2. H.(BG) O = RIAZAEXIE T G DFEED 2 DL Lo IZHAD (cf. [4])
3. ZEHEANORHEH ORI 2 “RBEDIGH] (cf. [27])

4. GOZNHE~OEREH%Z %2 5% £, € b E—Fli LBG ~ EG x¢ GIZ X
D, FZELRXHE (13) 1% Hy(LBG) ® H(LBG) — Hy(LBG) ZED 523, 1
EPESIC X DIEOXRBTIEHHTH 5, WIind 2 “RELLZ NI (14)

ZHBD,
5. — 7LD K stringy operation DRI (c.f. [25])

6. lBEITEDWMES, FFIC Eilenberg-Moore A X7 b )LRA bar K & DBEIR, (2)
FERI—F RV —va v EoBF

BEZ R T D HATO T 2306 5 L2 ULFE O TH 5,
SE R

1]

[9]

A. Angel, E. Backelin, and B. Uribe, Hochschild cohomology and string topology of global
quotient orbifolds, Journal of Topology 5 (2012), 593-638.

J. C. Becker and D. H. Gottlieb, A history of duality in algebraic topology, In History of
topology, 725-745. North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1999.

K. Behrend, G. Ginot, B. Noohi, and P. Xu, String topology for stacks, Astérisque 343
(2012).

D. Benson and J. Carlson, Products in negative cohomology, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 82
(1992), no. 2, 107-129.

M. J. Boardman, Stable homotopy theory (mimeographed), University of Warwick, 1966.
(available at http://math.ucr.edu/~res/inprogress/Boardman-V.pdf)

M. Chas and D. Sullivan, String Topology, preprint, arxiv:math.GT/9911159.

M. Chas and D. Sullivan, Closed string operators in topology leading to Lie bialgebras
and higher string algebra, In The legacy of Niels Henrik Abel, 771-784, Springer, Berlin,
2004.

D. Chataur and L. Menichi, String topology of classifying spaces, J. Reine Angew. Math.
669 (2012), 1-45.

R. L. Cohen, V. Godin, A polarized view of string topology, In Topology, geometry and
quantum field theory, 127-154, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser. 308, Cambridge
Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2004.

[10] R. L. Cohen and J. D. S. Jones, A homotopy theoretic realization of string topology,

Math. Ann. 324 (2002), no. 4, 773-798.

[11] R. L. Cohen, J. D. S. Jones, and J. Yan, The loop homology algebra of spheres and

projective spaces, In Categorical decomposition techniques in algebraic topology (Isle of
Skye, 2001), Progr. Math. 215, 77-92, Birkhauser, Basel, 2004.



[12] J. P. Doeraene, Homotopy pull backs, homotopy push outs and joins, Bull. of the Belg.
Math. Soc. Simon Stevin 5-1 (1998), 15-37.

[13] Y. Félix and J. -C. Thomas, String topology on Gorenstein spaces, Math. Ann. 345
(2009), no. 2, 417-452.

[14] V. Godin, Higher string topology operations, preprint, arXiv:math.AT/0711.4859.

[15] W. M. Goldman, Invariant functions on Lie groups and Hamiltonian flows of surface
group representations, Invent. Math. 85 (1986), no. 2, 263-302.

[16] J. P. C. Greenlees and J. P. May, Generalized Tate cohomology, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.
113 (1995), no. 543.

[17] R. Hepworth and A. Lahtinen, On string topology of classifying spaces, Advances in
Mathematics 281 (2015), pp. 394-507.

[18] S. Kaji and H. Tene, Products in equivariant homology, preprint, arXiv:1506.00441.

[19] M. Kreck, Differential Algebraic Topology: From Stratifolds to Exotic Spheres, Graduate
Studies in Mathematics, Vol. 110 (2010).

[20] K. Kuribayashi and L. Menichi, The BV algebra in String Topology of classifying spaces,
to appear in Canadian Journal of Mathematics.

[21] K. Kuribayashi, L. Menichi, and T. Naito, Derived string topology and the Eilenberg-
Moore spectral sequence, Israel Journal of Mathematics 209 (2015), 745-802.

[22] F. Laudenbach, A note on the Chas-Sullivan product, Enseign. Math. (2) 57 (2011), no.
1-2, 3-21.

[23] E. Lupercio, B. Uribe, and M. A. Xicotencatl, Orbifold string topology, Geom. Topol.
12(4) (2008), 2203-2247.

[24] H. G. Mbiakop, Produit de Chas-Sullivan et actions d’un groupe de Lie connexe, C. R.
Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 353 (2015), no. 5, 459-463.

[25] T. Naito, Sullivan’s coproduct on the reduced loop homology, HAZ #2% 2017 4F LT
waatle - P Re Y —akte - RlEEH

[26] D. Sullivan, String topology background and present state, In Current developments in
mathematics, 2005, 41-88, Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2007

[27] R. G. Swan, A new method in fixed point theory, Comment. Math. Helv. 34 (1960),
1-16.

[28] H. Tamanoi, Stable string operations are trivial. Int. Math. Res. Not. 24 (2009), 4642—
4685.

[29] J. Tate, The higher dimensional cohomology groups of class field theory, Ann. of Math.,
56, no. 2 (1952), 294-297.

[30] H. Tene, On the product in negative Tate cohomology for finite groups, Algebr. Geom.
Topol. 12 (2012), no. 1, 493-509.

[31] V. G. Turaev, Skein quantization of Poisson algebras of loops on surfaces, Ann. Sci.
Ecole Norm. Sup. (4) 24 (1991), no. 6, 635-704.



