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HZaFrEa Y —D/Cartan & T WVITDNWT
(On the small Cartan model of
equivariant cohomology)

RIRZERSEGE BEPER 1L K (Keita YAMASAKI)

Graduate School of Science, Osaka University

1 EU&HIC

G#aayv)y bCEER Lief, g 22D LieflE, 2L T M % G MEAT
LERARET S, UM) % M OUDTHAREELET S L E, CatanBiEE JIZN
% ((Sg" @QUM))iny,dg) ERE2FERY —% 525, Alekseev-Meinrenken (3R
EDOTFLTU Y R [ IEBNT, D DI ((Sg)my @ (UM))iny, dg) HIEZE
AREUY—RERBIEETL, ZNBAD Cartan BB L XAK, 22T 1
/I Cartan A D BRI L T derivation 1213 7% 6 %\, ZD 728 Alekseev-
Meinrenken I3 L Vi © ZBAL, ZORICEL T d, 2% derivation 1IK4 5 2 &
BRLT. REL O BEAWTIRRY, AHTR 4, © KEROBEZMAT, h
Cartan 84 Bz A &2 52 5,

2 g-HAEMEZOREIREOI—

g ZEBODETF LD LiefRE LT 5.
EE 2.1, g B BREMNERY PVER M L 2O M, L TRE
B

M Mg — End(M),

OTHY, UTDEREZALTIDET S :

—fegltRLT IME), ME) DREBZNEN O, —1,

— [dM, M(E)] = LM(e),

— [LM(E), MEN = M(€,€s),
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- M), M) =0. =
T 2.2. M & gMOEMET B L E
Miny = [ Yker LM(€)

37|

EEL.
g DEER {e,}, TOMMEEEL {7} LT5. ZLTUTTR
Y% =€ € Alg, v i=e® € S'gt
EELZEIZT B,
23 (a) G%Lie#t, g2 GOLiefRE, ZLT M % G WMEAT S

HeTs, ZDLE M EOHIERALE QM) 3G DEHD infinitesimal
generator M Lie f{%r, contraction &2 5 Z LIC X D gfrZMici 5,

(b) Ag* IZBWT, N€) % contraction, LN¢E) & RIEMERE, 2L %
1
SUBES 5 Za:y“l}’\(ea)
TR, Agt i g-oERIE RS, 0
g D g ~ORMEHEREE Sg* @ derivation & L THEL DR L) L LT,
(Sg® ® Miny = ker(L5(€) @ 1+ 1 ® LM(€))

£eg

&35,
EE 24 M 2 gHMOERET B,

Co(M) == (8" @ M)y, dg:=1@d" - Z'v“ ® M(eq)

& Cortam BHEE KU, 20035505~ H(M) 1= H(Cy(M), dg) & M DT
AFREVY—D Cartan €TV E L8, 0

ER 2.5. G 2av Ay FNTE R Le®, M % G WMERT 24K LET S, &
DELE G OLefR¥ZE g M LOBITHREEZ QM) LT3 8, HQM)) &
WOWLIFEEaFERY -t HBIC:S, DFD EGxgM 2FREFE—FLET
5k

H(EG x¢ M;R) = Hy(Q(M))

B 20 (1712 [3] 2 BH),



3 /N\CartantE{F
BIF g i% reductive Lie fAE & ¢ 5.
9 Ag DREE
(ng)"i=Ag, (Ag):=0 (120
EEDD, £
@X,Y)=(X,8Y), XcAg', YecAg

WXk d:Ag— Ag ZEDS, 2L T (Ag TIZE L) (Ag)[1] i2BY>T Schouten
FEIL [, ag BEABZEIED, (Ag)[L],0, [ rg) EREAM S5 Lie REU 2
5, 7270 (Ag)[1]F = (ng)tt E§ 5,

Ay & (AG )iy PIICIZIEBRILZ: pairing BEET 5 DT, (Ainy, (AF )iny
DREIEZNZ I (AG) iy, (AD)iw DRIEZEL, %7 L (Aghy & g DEERERID
AEWOEMRET S, TDLE 26 (Ag)iny Piprimitive TH B & 13, A Z (AQ)iny
DEELETHE

Alz)=z®1+10x

BHRTIEETE, (Ag ) PEAEDEIRIZL T, (AB)iy, (AF*)iny D primitive
RILERP SR IRBMNEFTTEMEZNEFNP, P T4, EiZ P, P* DREIC
HIBRIL pairing BFEL, Pk P ORWREL L5, {¢;} 2 P DEE, {d}
ZZOWNEEELT 5,

7 Sg* DXREZ
(Sg*)% = Sig*, (Sg*>2i+1 =0 (Z Z O)

EED, (S¢%)mv = Neegker L5(£) £ . “Chevalley’s transgression theorem”
kD IEHIET BT0% P € (Sg%)my EBL LT B (LI 1] 2H).

ZLTe:g— EndM) 2REN ERBOERMEHRE LT
¢ Ag — End(M)
EERICIRT 5,
EE 3L M B g MaEEETS,
Co(M) = (S8 )iy ® Miny, dg=1®dM = p @ M(¢;)
7

%/ Cartam B & XU, 2o akEay— H (M) = H(Ci(M),dy) % M OF
ZarEa Y — D/ Cartan TV E K&, O
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Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson [2] 1& Cy(M) & Co(M) PHEREITH 3 L ER
L7d, ZOHBAICIET vy 703H 5 L PbhroT0 35,

INERTEDIIE CyM) & CyM) DI F =4 VERTHY, ake
nY—DEMEELDEBRIT T L DR, BRZEEELR . C,(M) —
CoM) 2EZ 5L ,

CoM) —— Cy(M)

@l Eg
CoM) —— CyM)
FAMHRIC R S B,
f=H®f€(Sg*®(Ag) )y KNLT

U p®y) = fin®Nfa)y
EEDBIEITED 1(f) 1 CoM) — CeM) A B, VT, % fc
(Sg" @ (Ag) )i K& D Cy(M) ET“Vlan T

e

Cy(M) — Cy{M) = Cy(M)

d l le-t(nodg oetth ldg

Cy(M) . Cy(M) —— Ce{M)

e"(f)

PHHRIZ RS X H Il 7z,
2T Cy(M) BT, |f] BB 52,

1
e UH) Odgoe‘(f) =1®dM— L(af-i- §[f,f]/\g+ Zva ®€a)

EhB0T, B

6f+%UJW®+2;U“®€w=2;P“®% (1)

BHRIZT f € (Sg Q@ (Ag) )iy PHETNUT LI EBOND, 7710 Ag D 9,
['7']/\9 z -
Np®y):=p®0dy, PpPOYY @Ylrg:=00 @[y, ¥ rs
LT (Sg" ® (Ag) iy HITHRER L 72,

BEDZ iz D, Alekseev-Meinrenken i3 [1] ICBWTRD I ERRL %,

EHE 3.2 ([1,Theorem 3.8]). (¢,0) #XRBAFWY Lie RETH Y, i< 0 E7
Bi>0 R0 E=0THAHDETE, t OFL 3 OFDER 1 THY, REH
TeTODPEETHERET S ¢
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- EEO X el 2L T HX =0,
_ EAER [ ¢ SRR,
coLE,
(8) FERED X € jouen KH LT OX =0 251, 7R
0f +31f, fle= X mod !
B RITHE f by, BT B,
(b)
81 +51f fle- X €
3 Fik sk, O
COEHEL D

é = @ E% Sg ® /\1 Zg)mv;

<0

[ = @ [Z i Sg inv & (/\1 Zg)mva

<0
X = —Zv“(};ea
T2 EHER (1) O f OFENDD 2. I TEDREDMITHFICLY, |f]
BERTHLZEEEBELTEL.

£ 3.3 ([1,Theorem 4.2}). g % reductive Lie V¥, M % g-WIyEH & T3,
AR (1) DEBORE f € (Sg* ® (Ag) iy WKRLT

e

Co(M) = Cy(M) = Cy(M)
D (Sg ) IBEE LTORE F E—RAEEHRTH 2.

DFD Hy(M) = Hy(M) DD LD, O
B d;:=e“‘(f)0dgoe‘(f LB, £
ZLS M(B*e*)

ICED h:CyM) = CyM) ED S, 7KL g EORTE Bk hEX 3R
BigrSg kL,

IDLELoi=[d,h] ETBLker L =Cy(M) THD I Enbd5,

FSIT I Cy(M) = Cy(M) 25, G % L O Green EAIRE LT, H:=hG
LB LA, H] =1 YLD, | |
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4 INCartanfBEED A -EE
g M BIREAERETHH 2L E, 4, WEEOMICEL T R
derivation TiZ7\>, # 2T Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] 3 L Wi © 2B AL 7,
RTEDTEH DD, (S¢)mv ® (Ag® Agliny ICE W THER

Bu-+ 5luulneen = Yo7 @ (A(6) - 9(c)

REZD, TELg—ogdg E— (8 SVEIPNLIEREZ ¢:Ng— NgDg) =

Ag®Ag & LTz,
EH32 &b
t=PF, = P (o) (Va0 N,
i<0 sHt=1—1
= @ {i, [z = @ (SQ*)inv 2y {(/\Sg>inv ® (/\tg)inv} 3
<0 stt=1—12

X = ij ® (Aley) — o(c4))

ETHIE, Bue (Sg)im @ (Ag® N, DHEDDNS,
&b, MOBEEZ py MMM ELT

ey 0@ ey) =010 pue P oyey)

EFLOBEEERT 3.
Z D & & Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] &, #4 (Sg*)um-MEE & LT OERBES
H: Cy(M) ® Cy(M) — Cy(M) THD

ez @a’) — (eWz) - (D) = dH (z,2') + H(dgz, &) + (-1)¥ H(z, d o)

ZARITOSDPHFETHI LR LT,
INEDEBLI d; #30 KL Tderivation TH 5 Z &dtbhd s, Lhl ok
FEEHTIERY |

T Tk dy, © KEROBEMZ T CyM) kiz A BEZEZ 5.

EE 4.1 A MRBELE, REMNERT FVER V 220 TP reduced 7V Y b
TV = > V[1]¥

>1

ERBL D coderivation b: TV = TV[l] Thob=0%&7THLDDELT 3,



157

A REIZD TR, BRI 4 S22,
reduced 7 ¥ YV VR

TCyM)[1] = P Co(M)[1]®

i>1

DR L D coderivation b 25 A BT 21F, KK 1DERY : C(M)1® —
CoM)I] D252 5 2L LEMETHD, {b} ZUTOLIICED S :

bi(z) :

((Ela 'TQ) :

bs(ml, T2, ~"03)

(_.1);"5|agx,

(= 1) Dlesl [[e=D by (21, 2,), 24)

+ (1) w2l D o= [ (21| by (29, 73))

+ (_1)lﬂ?ll(l$2!+1msl+1)+!m2!|m3!+|w3lX

e W Mle™ N H (21, 25) - € g
—(—1)llePg, eb{f)He“bmH(xz,xg))},

64 ('7;17 2,23, 3:4) = (_1)(i$11+giﬂ2|+|$3|)l$4|He—b(f)H(b3(xl’ Za, $3)5 Q(’I4)
+ (_1)(3$15+1)(3$2!+I$31+1w4|)He—b(f)H(xh bs(xa, T3, %4))
+ (—1)l=lleal+HaslHoal 1) +ez (jes | Haa ) Hasl(leal+1) o

He‘o(f){(_1)Iw1I+Iwzleb(f)He—b(f)H(x1’ zg) - Ve ™D H (g, z,)},
ZLTi25 poHHDE &

bi(z, ..., @) = (_1)(&9@1|+..‘+lwi_1i+1)lwilﬁe—b(f)H(bi_1 (z1,..., 1), %3)
+ (=)l D el O~ D () by (2o, ..., z:)),

BRIz i> 6 oERDL X

(s, ... a;) = (—1) b HeDlelqe= O rn, (2.0 2 1), 2)
+ (=)= kel =l e B (g by (zs, . .., 22)).

LD b} BT RTD n>1 XHLT
Y (1% ®he1%) =0

n=r+si-t,
u=r+1+4+3

EHLTIEE, {b)} &DRE1D coderivation
b TOM)] — TOM1]
Hunique IKEE B Z L5, RIPWD LD,
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EE 4.2, FEDOIIICOEEDB L bob=0 DD, DD (TC(M)[1],b)
i3 A -REUCR S, o

EE 43 M. Franz ARED C 2 FE LTV B (1) 28, FEMEEEE O

SE R
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