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Variatioral Torelli problem for varietijes

defined by Sections of vecter bundles
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* 1. AL 4 RV S 0B EF LY LTI AED Y -

el

BETUErN T30 TCRALETo, 220, 2 5%

anl

XtndAXAEQY ~-TEIE T, 1ot io<rn

AET>» ViXLtotio~N7kLEY T,

@



#RgE 5.2,
H}(X, S"EaV") | if m>0
HE Y, Mot V) ~ 0 if =r<m<o

HE T (X, ST TE¥e detE e V) if ms-r
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HEBS.3. Rox 550 0k SR HY,Q el en'V)
(17E8 T 3
@) HRY, Qe A E e V)8 WP ) 20 g
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86. Generic Torelli for complete intersecticns
MBI ToRBEERMOTIFoRIAILIENT 5, X =P
E=§DEOX(d,~> t 5,180, diid® 1 2L aotEfk, It
il % L H B,
LoFdi dra e () du = i ).
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W "noEEL, r=2.d-d. -2, T WAL
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/Tﬁ
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TIE6.2 R %A T I A NIT. nRatflésie, ZEn
» (dy, -, dr)-% 2 complete intersections 1241 L T
Generic Torelli WAL T 2. (25rsn-2)

() 2d =271 -2 2 dypgy
. 2n -r i 2 ol n & iy =

21 -1 + | otherwise

#16.3, roFiBa%ktsiht-74d,~,d £ n-r=2.3a0cr

* 2t Fy,

n-r ey, -, dr) dizdiz o z2ds

2 (4, 3)
(6,3). (5,4) , (4. 4); (6,2,2), (5,.3.2), (4,4,2)

3 (4,.3,3), (3,3,3). (5,2,2,2), (4,3,2,2),
(4.2,2,2), (3,3,3,2),(3,3.2,2)] (4,2,2,2.2)
(3,3,2.2,2),(3,2,2,2,2).(2.2,2,2.2)
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