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Quillen equivalences)
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1 BUHIC

GZavN"JrCHEELZ LR, g 220 LiefRE, 2LT M % G M#EH
THEBREETE, QM) 2 M OBDTHURLEBLET 2L R, Cartan Sk L X
03 ((Sg* © AM))iny,dg) RAE IR ERY ~%5X 3, Goresky-Kottwitz-
MacPherson [2] 1 Cartan &L D YUNE V" ((5g%)iny ® Q(M)iny,dg) & HER
BICtH2 L ERL 7. Maszczyk-Weber [5] 2% DEEBBIC ¥ vy 7% 81K L 72 25,
1 &7 { LT Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] i2 &k D IEL WEEBANE X shte, K7L
Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson @5 & Alekseev-Meinrenken D 5 kiE A Z ¢ B
2%, FWTIE Lefevre 12 & h 5 % 57 Koszul B DHAAR% FV>T, Goresky-
Kottwitz-MacPherson DA EICE VW FIEEHZ 5 2 3,

2 I\Cartan 8k
COHOFMICOWTRERX (1], bLLZ [6) 28,
BUF i g 2B 0 D& F £ reductive Lie % & 13,

EH 2.1 g BMOBML ZRBMAERZ LB M L 208 M, 2 LTHRE
Ef%

LM, M : g — End(M),
DETHY, UTORBERETLOLT S :
— g LT LM(E), M(E) DRBIRZNTHR 0, -1,
= [dM, M(E)] = LM(¢),



= [LM(), M(€N] = M([€, €),

- [1(€), M) =0. O

E¥ 22 M % g HMAEML LR
Miny = [\ ker LM(€)

§Ep

Mg 1= ﬂ ker JM(¢)
{€g

Mbasic = Minv N Mhor

EBL, O

g DEEZE {e,}, TOWMEEL (e} £73, 2 LTUTTR
y* =€ € Alg*, 1% :=¢® € Slg*
LECZERT B, ¥ Sgr ORBU
(Sg")% = S'g", (8¢")**':=0 (i >0)
EED B,
¥ 23 M % g HAEML T L B

Co(M) := (Sg" ® M)y, dyi=10dM -1 @ M(e,)

%2 Cartan ¥kt XU, 2D akERY—% M OAEIRED S — (@ Cartan €&
TI) k&, O

(/\g)inv & (Ag*)inv @Fﬂ‘: ‘i;'ﬁgﬂ/i& pa'iring bi#ﬁ‘?‘%@'@’ (/\g)inv» (Ag‘)inv
DEIZZNEFN (AG* )iy, (AD)iy PEREEL, ZDLE 2 ¢ (AQ)inv 2% primitive
THBLIX, A% (Agy PRELTZL

Az)=2@1+1®z

2T IELT R, (Ag)um PBALARIZLT, (AQ)invs (AG*)inv P primitive
RILEED 62 B RPN EMIEME ETNENP, P* LT3, Kz P, P* Ol
b IFBIL72 pairing FEEL, P* I3 P OWNLEM L 4 3, {c;} 2 P DEE, (¢}
ZEDRNEEL T3,

%7 “Chevalley’s transgression theorem” I2 & Y ¢/ IZ 55T 3 76% 7 € (Sg")iny
EECT LT,

2L Ti:g— EndM) 2REM EREOERERL LT
¢ : Ag — End(M)
L ERICHERT 3. |
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EE 24 M 2 gHOERET S L E,
Cy(M) := (SE;')inv ® Miny, dgi=1@dM - Zp’ ® M(c;)

J

%/ Cartan & & X 5. o

Ag DRE %
(Ag)~F:=Ng, (Ag):=0 (i20)

LED B L E, Alekseev-Meinrenken[l] i

| . _
3f+-2-{f,f]/\g+za:v“®ea=;p’®cj (1)

BAITREODT f € (Sg* Q@ (Ag) )iy DEETHI LEZARL, THEAVTX

2@,

EH 2.5 ([1, Theorem 4.2]). g ® reductive Lie R, M % g-WIEML T 3.
HBRR (1) OEBOE f € (Sg* @ (Ag) iy KWL T

e"(f)

Co(M) = Cy(M) == Cy(M)
135y (Sg*)in-MBEE LTOHRE Y —RAEESRTH 3. m]
Ik GM) &t Cy(M) BEIERTHZ Z &3S,

3 Leféevre Ic & % Koszul BUSHEDIRR
T OEDOFMICOWTIE [4], [3] 22,

A % augmented DG (Differential Graded) fR#, C % cocomplete augmented
DG #MR& LT3, 2L T 7:C — A% twisting cochain, D% hR¥ 1 DHBE
&

d4oT+70d’+puto(r®7)0A® =0, €?oT0e®=0

EWMETOOLT S, CoTd, d° RENZHA C OIS, 4t iz A DR, AC

i3 C DORM, ZLTel, € BENEFNA, C D augmentation & T3,

LZDCGAMBLTAE, LECIZ1QAC 2 &ML T2 C-fMBIck s, ¥/

T:X@X'-X'®X, zQz — (-1)"s®z
&ELT

df®1+19d°+(r®1)o(T®1)o(1®7®1) 0 (1® A%)
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B3, THLTTES DG C-RN#ER L, C EHBLZLicT 3,

RIZ Mod A % DG A-MNBED 7% 3 H, Comc C % cocomplete DG C-RIMEED 72
TEELT, ¢:LoL ZMod ADHLTBLE, 991:L®,.C— L'®,C Ik
Comc C D& L2 3,

BEnkSicLTczs0FE2

7®,C :Mod A — ComcC

3 X

FHERIC M % cocomplete DG C-RMBEEE THLE, AMBAQM ITBWVT
d#®1+1®d"+(u*®1) o (1®7®1)0(18T) o (1® AM)
REIFICRY, THLTTES DG AL A, M L BE, HE%:
A®,?: ComcC — Mod A
ERT.
DEE(?7Q,C AR, 7) RFEHBIFOM L 25 ([4, Lemme 2.2.1.2)).

BUFTld 7: C — A ldacyclic, 2% D EED DG A-ti#E M 12X LT, adjunc-
tion morphism A ®, (M ®,C) - M DBRARTH 3 LRET 3.

Mod A IZ¥8 V> T weak equivalence & L THERA, fibration & L TAH¥EER L
THEETFTNVEBIRZZ LBASNT B, Lefevre ZRZRL 7=,

EHE 3.1 ([4, Théorem 2.2.2.2]). (a) Comc C IZBV>T weak equivalence & L
TH f T AQ, f BRABICZ 2 DD, cofibration & L THHAMER L T2 LE
FRBIZiR B,

“(b) (?®, C, A7) i2 Quillen &I 3, | 0

ZhH» 5 Mod A, Come C 2 weak equivalence D7 5 A CRF{LL - E2 2h
FND(A), D(C) LB ZLikT B, |

D(A4) = D(C)

VYIS b3,

2T A=(5¢")inv: C = (Ag")invs LT

T (A )iy 2 AP* = P* — SP* = (5g")iny

5B, RIEL AP - P RERLEE, P =P -1, 2LTP - 5P ik
transgression & 33,

ot EREEL D BRE

D((Sg")imv) = D((Ag")inv) (2)

285,

RATIRINEAOT Cy(M) & Cy(M) MHRARITH 3 = L ERY,
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4 CyM) ECyM) BERETH S T & DI

gHORB L BRBAEHEEGREK A THD, ¢ BOoEMOBERLL, X5iC
a4, LA(E), o(6)* »% A ORICEIL T derivation it 2 b D & T3, EELHIL L
T Weil RE Wg := Sg* ® Ag* 55 3,

RIT g7 A-NREE 1T g- M ZERN THD, ANMBOEEEZDL, 3517
DIERARN — N ¥ gp-BOBROERABIC L2 b0 LT 3,

TE 41N 2 gy Wt §5L &

Nba.sic ® (/\gt)inw dN 1+ Zﬂ ® LA(CJ')
i

% Chevalley-Koszul & & X 33, ' O
ERD g-#3> We-IEF N 23 L T horizontal projection

=TT (v : N — Ny

DEETES, Thid Sgr OFFR, LV(¢) LRTAHRTHSC L2 ERLTEL.
Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] IZRZR L %,

EH 4.2 ([1, Theorem 5.5]). g % reductive Lie fR¥, N ® g-#% Wg-Inat,
ZLTfe(Sg® (/\g) Jw ZHER (1) DEBORLT B L E, R DD,
(a)
- wac (/\g Jiny = Nigy, 207+ (_1)Inllzl (eLW(f),7 . 2)
(b)
T : Ny — Nbasic ® (/\g*)inv: 2+ (Byor ® 1) ° e—a(e_LNU)z ® 1)

BB (N)in-MBOMRBTHS, ZZ T a= >,V (c;) ® ¢ € End(Nimy ®
(Ag*iny) £ T 3, .

() ToV MEEERTHD, VoI BEEERLIEINY I TH 3B, O

Noasic ® (Ag*iny 1 (Ag" )iy DR A ZAWVT 1QA I & DB (Ag)imv-R1IN
FomEz b,

—ﬁ an Giﬁﬂ ’E‘

T * * ' .
Ny — Nbasic ® (/\9 )inv M Nba.sic ® (/\9 )inv ® (/\9 )mv “Iﬁi’ Ny ® (/\9 )inv

LTSI (NG )imy-RINBEICTS 3,

CDEE T, T B (Ag*)iny-RIMBEDFRE Y 12 %2 BT Wb BB, 6k
weak equivalence ICZ 2 Z EDBLUTD LI ichn 3
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70 = @ ;(Ng)iv ETBHE, (Ag)iv & C° = F 27 ¥ exhaustive
filtration
F=C'cC'c---cCU8 = (Ag*)inv
2H,
FIZ Mpasic ® (A )iy ICBVT AP DETDIUD contraction D30 TH 2 T6H 5
nBEaEME FI LT 5L, F'=0 Z#/ T exhaustive filtration

0=F'C F* C--- C F¥™P* = Mousic ® (Ag")iny

2L Eb»s,
BIRRIC LT Moy B (F')° = 0 27 7 exhaustive filtration {(F')} b, &
D EFEE42 DV, Y i filtration ZROBRABTH B Z L htbh 5,

#M 4.3 ([4, Lemme 2.2.2.5]). cocomplete augmented DG R C 2 C° =F
T & % exhaustive filtration {C'} b2 & T3, 22D cocomplete DG C-RiNE
M, M’ B3&HOEFH F° =0 ThH 3 exhaustive filtration {F'} 2bo%61F, M &
M' O filtration % FROEEFE X weak equivalence 12723, 0

COMREL D U i3 weak equivalence 1L 3 T Lt 3, XoT, Mod (Sg*)imy
B W THRET ’

(Sg*)inv ® U (Sg*)inv ® Nbasic ® (/\g‘)inv — (Sg*)inv ®Ninv

21585, CICREHEORD @, B Q R,
M, M PEEAUTCHEEEM~ M LEBLZERTRE, £RD g-HOEH
MERLT,

Co(M) = (58" )inv ® Miny -
~ (58 )inv ® (Wg ® M)iny
(S8")inv ® (Wg ® M)basic ® (AG”)iny
(58" )inv ® (58" ® M)iny ® (AG")inv
~ (Sg" ® M)iny
= Cy(M)

BRDIULOZ LbH» 3, TITRED ~ 13 Wg DacyclicTHz &, BHED
~ i (2) O,

SEM 4.4, BETRLIEC LI2 CuM) & (M) SBRBTH S - LOATHD,
Alekseev-Meinrenken i3 & D3RV ER, FE v 7 CHB L E2RLTWwS, E
BOFETIVHRVERZRT I LBSBOBELRRETH 2, O
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