O00000000000O0
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=Yy 7 ZHREDODER 3 FED V-

RIEKE /THEBE

F=Y oy ) BRENSEASOHALLESE, FORERaFxETVv—% FEE-THE BRI
ERT < GHER, HEHHREABRRTTH Y, FEREOTHBAETH 5. HHEO
e, BEREC LoFRED F—Y v /EHREGECHEBEERES 5.

BN rOHBZMENICE>TRERKE b —5 2% Ty = N@zC" = (C°)y & L & &,
CLo =Y 78RELI, CLOERRMEBREXNTE > T, Ty RENITIEAL, L
bTyEE2MBEE L TEL b DO TH S, — ki (26) BB) ik L hif, X = Ty emb(A) &
HAERNKERTES, CCRARNCRTIFLEEENEI b OTHY, Np:=N@zR
HOoOHBRMMEHE#OERRETH-T,0 € AR S0 DT RTOEDAILE T, £/
0, d EARSCHBREGINIBoBLIUVIDHATHRLIBVEDOTH 5.

—BICCDIIBRXRBBRAREED, XVIRRTHILELEAODER TR TE 5.
PIAE, ABRERNTH A LLE, X B BABHRALIBLABWICLLIEMETHS. —
B REEREXPSBRLBSQAIWEBFZM A = X" By 7 bTHBEILL
ABERTHE L, THDOBADE |A| = Uyea oS N K—BKT 52 & EDEMETS 3.
XBHENTHID, 20V TI4 v THILELLADEETERT I LMBTES.

BrEMXoaxec y-B H(X,C), H(X,C) i}, X BIHEE, b5V ELBHHESA
DA EFHSBARELHL, —BRRBVWIREe P—-LREBESRWV. 20T, Goresky-
MacPherson ic & > TH¥ A &t Deligne i< & » TKIGicH & & h /< (middle perversity %4
5% %) BX 3+ ¥ o J— B (Goresky-MacPherson[15), [17], [16], Deligne [11], Beilinson-
Bernstein-Deligne [1], Borel et al. [4], Brylinski [6], Kirwan [24] £ )

IH(X,C) ®*v¥ IH,(X,C)

2ZRTHOPBEYUTH 3. XBFABARBERALIFLRVWBECEIEEOI €0 Y~
Bie—X1v 5.
A OBERROBOTH 5.

o IH'(X,C), IH(X,C) £ BA%ffi- THA L RNICIERT 2



o XXa+xEn V-HOBANKEE%., b~V v 7 2REDCESICHIFTNICIIHET 5.
o B, XBTT74vELRBENL—-Y . sEHETH I L&
IMEHE S IH(X,C) =0

THHIEEMENCHPST 2. RAERMOIER R, (1) HRAHEB & U decomposi-
tion theorem % 5 2, & 3 Wi (ii) HRE LD Weil FH8%{ER 4 5. Denef-Loeser
[12], Fieseler [13] 8% o #l T & 5. (Joshua [22], [23] 4 B H#H.)

o LEOBESBRETENL, HALH~OGASEETE 3. fli i BENNSE
FoEmOEEICEYT 2 McMullen [25] @ “g-F#8” O LEH EILH ¢ 5 KR Stanley
[33] BEALASEL k=Y » 7 BT OH Lefschets EEMSHEN T TE 5
&I a ([27), 28] BH). bo &b, oMK L TR, BE Kalai 28, &b —#%
ODHRACZHERITNOBACHAKEMEFRLAIVERESALZHTHS. L,
Stanley [34] it L hif, BANERBO R VWAL HEOHAST X THEA TS 5 &
& FRCHIELTHRCBONAHEN I~V » 7 ZBAEOKR I+ 20 V-HO
RTH, FOLEEED “h-vector” DERELTHEHLLVWESITHD, COFAT
OREEMFHESOEEMRSKDONAZRTIRA V. &, McMullen ®F 3 D + 434
¢ Billera-Lee [2], [3] = & » THIRF & nfc i, REHEM & REBEFRO &L > TH 5.

o FA-Gelfand BEFABZH~OIEH S HF L.

1 sgw—&mk

NeZ M+ s EREACHETSC LD b—Y » 7 BHAEE X = Tyemb(A) &
5. MBEED =X\TyR XO Well BFTd %2 Cartier AF LRSIV, NORX Z
m#% M :=Homgz(N,Z) & L, WHRHBREELE( , ):MxN-Z 45 MIRY
HIr—5 2 ThOHERTHE. Bme MG+ 21EEBE ™ . Ty -C HELEEL
M®C LOBRE CM] = @neyCt™ LB —871 5. - T Ty = Spec(C[M]) T5 3.

BneNIZXHLTCM]OC LOWMSRSBE,(™) = (mnptmick>TRED, TyD ) —
= SO ki)

C®z N — Lie(Ty), 1®@nw— 6,

BESH, Bic OxAR Ox @z N = Ox(~logD) B8 5h 5. L, A0 Weil BF
Ditit > THENBER B~/ VOB TH 5. 2o 0(logD) i@ Dicid » THHK
HEER-SIEAXOBTH D, OxAE

Ox ®z M =+ Q(log D), 1®@mw dt™/t™

2185, ARENNE, OxEE Ox @z A M - Qy(log D) I+ 5. HEADHKS d
CXIET 2 ETDARR, pERIOmM A AmE (p+1) BRI OmAmA---Am,
2B 7 ([26, Chap. 3] B H).
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BB 1 Ty»S b~y 7 ZREX~OHEDABERE j& L, WICT 2B EMOMRIE
BRABE N (Ty)™ = X &40,

Rj"Crype = (U (log D)™ (RER)

THh, BEi .
H ((Ty)*™,C) =H'(X,Qx(log D)) =C®z A\ M

bR T 5. 2L, H(X,Qx(log D)) 3 Ox B oHGOoO@aI+ 2o V—HThH 5.

TR oBHEARE, FBFREXLOEREX 2B >ETF DicB¥ 3 Deligne [8, 1, §3, §6] o4
BObr—~Y 9y 9 BHE~D-RILTHE. XBT774 OB HFELTCEHSTZ. ZOH
Rk, GEREORELALETOB It Ea Yy —LOENEFRLONE. C0E2
TEe YV -BRENECERINALLOTH20 0, TWHRENERT 3. - T, HiEE
meMicRTIBFEMOENMICIRT 5. m#Ol:i]‘@‘%ﬁJZﬁ}ﬁO'C'asé &, BLU

m=0HT RN COAMTH 5 LBERNEB N3 (BROFEE6B LUE
HTOHMHEAZHE) REALBGALORIERIBRAOER H (Th)™Z) =N M» 5 ¥ 5.

wic, @B 1% X = Tyemb(A) OZ TyBEEHATS. XOTyHREOESG LALLM
Mliedind s EBMonNTWS. s e ARG 3 TyBaE
orb(g) = Spec(C[M N U'L]) = Tnjz(Nno)

Th5. Bilorh(o) ® Xicbi3 5BE% V(o) &35 &, N/Z(NNo) ¥ 2 BUNE
KRG LA b~ » 7 BHREGEERZIE AN TVWS. D(o) := V(o) \ orb(o) & V(o)
Oto Well BF T&H 5. #ic, {0} € Aicxt L Tit, orb({0}) =Ty, D{0}) = D 8LV

V{ol))=XTs 5.
B0<g<ricHLTA(g):={c€A | dimo=g} & 5. B p gicXL
Ly = D %2\ (log D(o = P Ove®z /\p—q(Mﬂal)

c€A(q) c€A(q)

EL,d LY~ LR B e Alg) KT AAMBOBERE TS, —F, dyp : LB — LB
RROLICERTS. 0€A(g), 7€ A(g+1) @ LT,dud (0,7) BB, & FoMrd
EHTHWEEO LTS, bloromThhid, b2FEBITne NS NNRoxEELT
M—>®RD, 7+ (—0)=Ryn+Ro&tFR¥Z. CCTRo=0+(—0) i}, Nt To%
SUB/NORBA/ZEMTHES. MNrtRr MNotDcorank 1 OWL Z MNP LKL B, oD
& dp? (0,7) 533, HIRER Ovo) = OvinEnitL 2AMBEDOT vV VRTH 5.
TRbb, [DoKs D

t"@mp AmaA--- Amy_g, meMnot, mi€Mnat, mg,..,,mp_quﬁrl
OFELATE, bLmEgMNrtR2s0icEn, a2t hid,

" ® (my,n)yma A Amy_g

- 150 —



KE3%. dpidE it Poincaré 0 @¥EBTH 3.

diodi=0T55 I EREWETH Y, dyody =0 iR EGH[20, Lemma 1.4, Prop. 1.6] ic &
DRah7z. diodp+dpodi=0TH 2 EBERPOSBRECHIOT, OxNBO_EHE
BLy:2[B2. chtt—Y /2B B XONKN_ERGEFR LIt 3. Thicft
Bid 3 OxME D (—F) HHNWEL Ly cHFL RT3,

WHEl%E Koec ARMWT 2EHABER j, corb(o) » XicBATHIEROEREE 5.

%2 grBETULILL &,

([';{q)anz @ R(]‘a):ncorb(a)[—q].

c€A(g)

HBEOLY, fIBOLI X =X"EEL LT 3.
EE 3 BmAVREH TS OE, HEE Cy = (Ly)"HRILT 3.

M XBT774 vOBEGREETHETSTH, EETIHLELBENETE TH 3 ¥, R0
3L T—HOo XTHiEHT £ 5.

X +o Zariski AFRO OxHEQ EERT 2. XORBREHDOWELAS % j
U— X&Thid,

Qy 1= 7.0
& %. Danilov @ Poincaré lemma (7] (£ H (21, Prop. 2.1] $ EH) it &L hif, FEDOFEA
i3t L
Cr = (y)™ (RAR)

ThHd —FK AVBRENE TS L&, ZpicdLT
0 =LY (EER)
MBI T % ([26, Thm. 3.6] B ).
BMEAERIBS RN V—ROEE ROLINBNEIEBRIT B.

FHE 4 (GH) BENERBORVWEROBACK LT, (Lx)™[2r] & Verdier ® &k TD
RKEMAIRERELE O AT CrHE D, L BRETH 3.

d RENAD S BERZOxMBEXRSETIHERLI-TERTELIENRAILEST
EETH2. BUOHERE LT, LY [r] BREMHICERLSH AT Ox Bk BF/E T
552 & bAM[20, Thm. 3.3) &5 [21, Thm. 5.4] K & » TEH S k.
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2 EBErcEiszEgEHoOoakEo Y-

A% N2ZoRELIEE FiIBIEEAKRIKEI<Sg< ricxlLTA(g) :={oc €A |
dimo=q} &¥5. BRO<p<rictiL, GHOZMKC (A, A) 2RO L5 KEHT 5.

Ci(A,AP) @/\quﬂa 0<q¢g<p

s€A(q)
anyg v FY—-ER

5:00 A= P N Moty — o)== @ N T nh

s€(q) r€0(q+1)

D (o,7) AR, oTDETHWEED, $-b LA THNIE, d5FBTn e NS NNRo %
BELTHE—DROr+(—0)=Ryn+RoERED. (0,7) RAROn L IHBETS
5.3 bB meMNot BEUmy,...,mpy E MNTTTH B &L 3B myAmaA---Am,_,
2 (my,ndma A Amp_q BT, 606=0Td 5 EBESIHEY ([20, Prop. 1.6) BH),
C(AN) BZHIkERS Toakeo v—E H(AN) LEE GHOI X Eov—
BLWRC Litd 5.

i EHELLHOABLOIK 0<qg<pUATIR HI(AA)=0TH5. GH[20) 53
Wi C(Q;p) &5 [26,83.2) LDREBEDCEVKEREI AL,

Rl cs 2L, BERBORVWEENSZE#ESE [[& L& 1 Kov# O marking
oW Th, o REHEC(I,G,) YEXRTEL. Lo LAY BOBEDO LD KT
NEBAZshTWRWES FREAOZEM#ESEINC LTI}, 2 & L marking 54T
banNg v F Y —EBNIF{TFERETERVWILLEESFETSH5. LT}, 0, TOF
Kichbbbp 2, r+(-0)=Ryon+Roe W BFIETn e N NNRoZEE L L TH~
SDRBEIEBRENT S 3.

FHoa 2o 9-tM{TIROERELELEMT 5.

f#8 5 ([26, Lemma 3.7) & U [27, Proposition 3.5) 3H) HE&NEEZHHErOFHR24D
BEIBL,BLUVTRTOO0Lp<ricL, RO EBRLIAID. £EL Mg = M®zQ
TH 5.

AP (Mg N t) g=0

0 q#0.

BACKIET B b — Y » 7 BHl X = Tyemb(A) OXME Ox Mk Ly0@akea
vomE H (X, Ly) &<

Hi(T, A?)®z Q= {

EH 6 TR L HEEFENLIBONVAEROREA, BLUKILHL, RO I LEMSBES
FET 3.
H(X,Ly)= P HY(AA)®z C.

p+g=l
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M HotreO-BH(X, L)), 77+ vBEBERBU ={U, | 0 € A} B3 3Cech
—_EHE
C' U, L)

K Li:—BHED DIz T P—BHE—HT B3B8 TWS.
0'0,0'1...,0'qu lCﬁLT U‘.,-0 ﬂU,l ﬂ-~ﬂU,q = ocoNa1N-oy

brkir9 5.
C'(U,Ly) it TyREVIEAL, EEme McB+ 2 BHEEHS K

CULy)= D CULy)m, #-T HXLy)= D HX Ly)n

meM meM

B3 EmeMic LT=Z&EHE®:
C.m=CU,LY)m CPa .= CY(U, L3 m

EEHT S L p BT s, thEh, Cech 289 v 5 Y —=§ © m KRB,
BLULy OWHHOELNE DD MK (di)m, (di))m ThH 5.

m#A0DEE FBDL gL, (d)m» > EPNBFICHABTELTE S &, (di)m
BABMA THEIEPOHMTES. f-T, m#F085C I fth L —BHEC,,
DaFxrav-—FH(C,)=0ER3ILBESIHD, BF

H(X, Ly) = H'(X, Lx)o,

bbb H (X, Ly) RTyREL 3.

—B,m=00& & BEhi(d)=0Td 205, C" 1, &p it s EBEEC,” O
BEfiER 3.

AT, o r—VU oy I BHREVLEOTERFDO 2+ E o ¥ ~8id Demazure-Danilov ®%
HickvitET & 5 (B, [26, Thm. 2.6]) B38). ToRBJLBE L LT, HAXLTLERE
DaxTo-BHOTNARERSCHEL

C =0

H‘(V,OV)():{O 140

BRI, LB Oy OO RBOEN TS 2,5, &picitl, CEHECT I TREL
t—EBHEO I x e v—BI, HA(X LY )o=C(AAP)@zC oatEn vy —HE—X
TEHEIEIRD, RE->T,RkKH25 H(X,Ly)olt, H(AA)®zC D EMENL S,

FHT7T ZTHEEEIBOLVEENRGA BLXUK L, RPKILT 3.
H'(x,C)=H'(X,(Lx)") =H'(X,Ly)= D H (A, A")®zC.

pt+q=l
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i Hodge-Atiyah [19] ¥ & ¥ Grothendieck [18] iz & 3 de Rham kDB & D FH%
HETTS.

EEc L, BEAM Cyr= (L) M55 H-T, BatEad—icMT3—MBHRick
D, BIFMIC R =27 b A7

BPS = HY(X, (L)) = BPH(X, (L)) = B7*(¥, C)
/5. —F REMIC b2 <7 b T

EPY = HY(X, L) = HP(X, L))

185,

HABERRH (X, Ly) — H (X, (Ly)™) MEETS 3 L&RTRHIE, XBT 7 4
VTHBEFRELTO—MMELEELT V. UEN S, FR6OEFET O R~ED, €3 *
EOV—, 774 BB U:={U, | 0 €A} ichl¥ 5Cech ZEWKC (U, Ly) i< T
Lic—BHE, BXUTOBFNELY, 02x oV ~—BELTHETEI»5TH 5.

774 v TX=U,:=Spec(C[MNnY]) DF% L TW2 &%, Danilov [7, Lemma 12.3]
&

H?(X,C)=Coz N(Mnrt).
—%, 50BaA=T,T&sshso GESCKD, CORXDOHEDI HO(AAP)®zC EFL
< ¥Rg#0us H(AN)@C=0Th%. T, ER6I LV EHNRT T 5.

R B IS S 0 RS (5 89 5 01 1 Danilov [7] % & ¥ [26, Thm. 3.11] 1= %
5.

B A% BHEHNLEABSHVWERORE LA E &, Verdier ONMEBB LUV EHOERE
dickn, TNToBHlHLT

H'(X,(L£)*) = Homg(H>~!(X,C),C)
TH3 L, GBERI v s P REERF 2050 V—HoWHC ~7 rAvZERTSH
5. —F%, EE6IcL b, BHIDHE

H(X,Ly)= @ HYAAN)®zC
pte=l
BEETS. bLBEMERBSAVWIRHEL, A=T,R-TX=U,:R377 4+ v0Dif
B, BALGEMS R
Homg(HZ((U,)*, C),C) = P HY(Tr,A*)®zC
pta=l
DEESTENE, EETHEROE, BLUR LT
Homg(H¥~(X,C),C) = HY(X,(Ly)™) = H'(X, L) = P HY(L,A")®zC

p+g=l



EnHFEi—EbTED  &ici b,

TRy, FHO I 20 V-—HOHENBELHPE LAY, 2hicMMLTRA&EES
PHhic, RO L bH-TWV2, FFp=roBscl KOFHEOELIFTREEORE
BRELL B,

¥ 8 (£ H (20, Prop. 2.3] & XU [26, p. 120, Remark] £#) p = ro & &, & qizxfL
T, HYA,N) &, B (Vi \ {0})/Ro0 0B ES (A\ {0})/Ry00difs 3 5% 0 7~ B8
HY (AN {0})/R50),Z) & —E ¥ 3. 2L, Ry REDEROR T RERTSH 5.

FIp=r0tE FEOEMEBABLVTATOqg#rictt L, HYA,A") =0 B H 7
2.

% 10 (/H [20, Prop. 2.3). [26, Lemma 3.8] 4 £H) FERNFHH1OFTL2E DR TH
AT, &40, p=rici L, g= 05> = {0} DBABAE @ BT, A7) =0 T 5.

— D 0<p<rDBE BENRSROE S CEANNUBERERT I ENBTE .

EH 11 (HEEE) THEIBRSTEVEANFSAOE Al B rRTTH D2 > OFH#ET
HhiL,

qF#Fpis HYAAN)®7zQ =0,
BRATE. -7, X=X, X =Tyemb(A) kXL T

HI/Z(A’ Al/z) ®7z C I B%

i —
H(X’C)’{o | HH.

M, GHEARKIC IO, 53D LEHE2EHTH LLOHBTEENKIL T 5.

% 12 ([26, Thm. 3.11], [27, Thm. 4.1] BH) BEND» OE/BLEBAB LT+ <XT0 0 <
p<ricxtl T,
g#phs5  HIAAN)RzQ=0

BT B, -7, X = X*, X:=Tyemb(A) BXLT

H?(A AP @zC | B8

1 —
H(X’C)‘{o | Em

#  [27, Theorem 4.3] DA HOEREES &, BECRO I L bRES. n2BEN LIRS

ROrkTEERNEEK L T2 0HSEHEUAOEAREKDO L TEEA =T, \ {r} &
T3 6L OABBRENTEIE,

Hq(AyAP)®ZQ:01 q#p-l,p.
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3 xXHk

CLto—fxo rREEHRMERE X3 B+ 2WEABNEMbAIROEY A 1= X0
B/ ERT B HBEOLD, Cxy LoRXXBEEOA»EERT 5. BEARKIXHE Goresky-
MacPherson[15], [17], [16], Deligne [11], Beilinson-Bernstein-Deligne [1], Borel et al. [4],
Brylinski [6], Kirwan [24] FC8E S £ 5 &5 T& %45, O O T middle perversity i 3t Itx
THERXCyMEIC, LLT, Z0oarERY—FHN

—2r<i<oTnrhiE  H(ICy) =0
AL TOOEREIERTE. BT, A0RX 2+ Y—HRIBIrED S —TLb
IH (X,C) := H'(X,IC,[-2r))

LEE 5.

zero perversity XG4 2R XEE 1} Cy[2r] EHEIZE TS 0, —7F top perversity 5%t
54 52Xk, Verdier &bk T O KM ic EH/L & h e Wik Cr ik Dy icHRFET
THHIELBHONTVWS.

FE3C LD, RO¥ 2. B4BRBREALIPBABVEREDRES Hodge BEMSFERRL
BEEABNICE LTS % & T % Steenbrink [35] DHEROKRBIBETH 5.

#* 13 BASBEENTS 1L,
Cal2r) = ICx =Dy = (O) " [2r] = (Lx)" [2r]  (WEAR)
BRI T 5. $5ic, H(X,C)=IH (X,C)=Homc(H¥ (X, C),C).

FECHBETARMNEROxMBERI LT IHETICL,ERRTEZ LR LAILE
TEETH 5.

4 WUFBBERSOKNTRED Y-

BENTRVWROMHERESEER 5.

T2 Np T RNO rRAEBERONEEL TH- T, rHHERBENTRBVWATOES
BEUADIRTOHERIBBENTH L ERETS. CO& & ob(r) R—H &R, Uy =
Spec(CIMN7V]) DBEHREATHUAVWHAIBRETH 5.

TOBMNIBENBILIEFAZVOL->BUEESTS. §1b 5,

(i) ARBENE.

(i) |a) = .

(i) THEUADTrOER T XTAIRET 5.

(iv) o' € A'BroREP & X b NiE dimo’ > r/2.
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Gelfand-Kapranov-Zelevinskij 53 £ B4 % & R 0 BIEY ([29) B8) < 2 hiE, (i), (ii), (i)
i LER

(v) Ao 1 REEOLEA (1) Brd 1 RITEDPLEL,(1) & —H. (¥72bb, rORME
Xbbo' €ANitdime > 1)
EEITHAABLTEFEL, L s (PR ELEHENL OB ETNIE) HER 2
bORERED flop DEAKTEWVWIED 52 EMBH->TWE. TRS5DONT, (iv) it
TLOBEETILED, BLUFELETHLEDZThSOMOMEE, K>WTiREDECA
RETH 5. ‘

(i), (i), (iii), (v) 2@\ T HIA KHLT 2EEENER

p: X' :=Tyemb(A") — U,

BW/PMEREEEBR TS 5 (Goresky-MacPherson [17, §6.2]) BH). 34 b5, H orb(7) £
Do D7 74—
dimg ¢~ (orb(7)) < %

L, —F U, \{oth(n)} Lcirp REEITH 3.

XieiGt+ 2 AR ERME XY = (X')E+hid A'BBEENTHEEh S, TES
&b REER

ICy = Cupl2r] = (Ly.)" [27]

15 5.

© BH/NTH 3 < &» 5, Beilinson-Bernstein-Deligne-Gabber @ decomposition theorem
([1], [16], [17], [24] FEBB) c & > T, BER

Iy, = RO IC, = Rp2"Coof2r] = Rot™ (Li0) ™ [2r] = (R L) ™ [2r]

H55. BROFER IR, BIEE Ro. &IER Rp, it 22~ b 7], BLUBEEERp i
M4 % GAGA o EEH» S¥ 3. #ic, IH((U,)*,C)=H (X',C) T& 3.
Deligne = & % ICy o @B 84T iz L D &R D (1), (2), (3), (4) BERILT 5.

(1) (RpuLy)™ RIERIT AR &, BUNTBENBAA OBTH I & SR,

(2) (Ur\{orb(m)})** ETid (Rpu Ly )" B Cr EBEARTH 5. ¢ 8 U, \ orb(r) LEET
555 NRPASLTH 3.

(3) (R(P.Lxl)an {iﬁaﬂﬁ, ‘3‘&1’)5 RHOm-C(U*)m((R(,D,.,C;(,)anfzr]’ D(‘U,)‘“) &ﬁlﬁ]ﬂf&
3. Chit, BES&e o T 5 Verdier DRNHEEA SJRTEWHTE 3. HH [2L,
Prop. 2.5] 1%, COFED & » LEENMEHER R T I ENTE 3.

(4) (RpLy)"Da+xEov—F

an

B Cor = R (€)™ = 1 (Reutie)”) = (R i)™ =78 ((6-L50) )
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11

OEICELT
(>015 dimg supp (R‘zp.ﬁl\u)m <r-I

BEILT B, i, [ > 5 Rl Ly, =0Tk 5.

tiEo () moBgEOFE IR, ROoWHEICL 3.
W 14 (FH[21, Cor. 3.3) BA'SNBAOHATH LT 5. o € AMicdiEd 32 X' o#
BoRAAE V(e ¢+hid, o2 E&UB/NOce Al LT, BER
Rp.Oviory = Ov(o)
BRILT 5.
BL2DODSGOBE A=T,TH0, - T,

- o IWBrORFLEEDL SRV
Tl INTORTERD B

(4) k&0 @)
p2r/215 H? (A, AP)®zC =0
LEIETH B, K 27 b F]
Byt = HY((U,)™, R'p¥Cyp) = H*'(X', C)
RELT, o"Cr = H(pLy)*™) = Cpyy= TH 3. RER I bt = {0} TH 3 » 5,
B U Danilov [7, Lemma 12.3] it & 0, k > 0 72 5 EY® = H*((U,)*,Cry,ym) = 0 &2 5.
~F51>075, Ro. Ly it Uy \orb(m) ETO0 &2, # - T supp(R'p.Ly) B—A8E
{orb(n)} K& EN BT ERBD, k>0,1>0%5 B =0 kot |d|=rkiErTa
CERE IIZAERTNE,
Hl/z(Ar AI/2)® C B
0,1 0 an ! _an { ’ 3 Z
v = U,r ,R - : :H X, =
B! = 10" R = 8, 0) = { | iy
B (43 BATHIROERE SEMETH 3.

HY((U, \ {orb(m)})*,C) l<r

W-T, rOBUNIBENBIA OETE, (1) ¥ L9 (4) 23R T & hid, decomposition
theorem ZEA I (V)" ORXX B SRR TE, XTI+ T a0 VP
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