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M#%ZavX7 M Lie# G 2MEMT 5 Lie®, g 2 G O Lie WL
T53. {e} Z g DEEE, v € Sg* % DWNEEINIGT 2 R
£ROTE T 5L E, Cartan 6

(Sg* @ UM))imv, 1®d-— Z”a ® t(ea)

B M ORAEIFEVS—-2EZZI LR I(AGNTVS, {¢} 2
(A@)inv D primitive 2&ERRTT, {p’} 2 % DI Chevalley’s trans-
gression theorem T X > THIET 3 (Sg*)inv PERILE T3 &, Goresky-
Kottwitz-MacPherson [2] iZXZEBL 7=,

ER L Lh “hB Bk

(86")inv ® UMy, 10d—Y_ p/ ®(c;)
J

DiCartan MELMARTH 2, O ) ZOMEIZ M OREaIRETD—
252 5. a

BoNRLEDE i LTZOEREREL 02 BVHT. 7: P— B
2FE G-HLTBLE, Chevalley & Koszul itk b, ¥k

Q(B) ® (Ag*)inv, d®1+ ZP’ ® LA(CJ')’
J

X P DAELRRITERIC X 28 Q(P)iny LBRARTHZ T LWREN
T3, Gozfesky-Kottvritz'-MacPherson [2] XX BERL 7.



R 2. TIKE % DG(differential graded) (Ag)iny-MMEED MBIz BT,
EOERIZERD I,

Z L TTIRERZ DG (Sg*)inv-MBEL (AQ)inv-TIREDO B DIITE b 32D
Koszul 32 AV, FR 22 0FR 1 BEINBZ L2 01XR
LU 7. 772 L Maszczyk-Weber [6] 25 [2] DF5R 2 DFHHICX vy 7itH
5 ELEEML, FKEHEZE X, L L Alekseev-Meinrenken [1]
KE>THLWIERICO X vy 723% 2 Z L 2 M2, HoizER1
KHFziHE2EZ, D YNE W BER/ Cartan @i L BT 72, [1]
BT3RO 2LI1ZRE D, Koszul TER BT ICEEER 1
BRLIOED, ROZKATENTWS, TR 1 2EERTCIIRL,
FEPE—-FAEEITRLTVEIDTHS. XRi< G MEAT 2 5REOR
AHARDEMO—BL L LT g-MILEMEERL T, £RD g-BOEM
RNULTER1 2R L% ORI TRERR g-BOoLMTHh 205,
BREEEN LD TH B, BlEEFE LB L Alekseev-Meinrenken Hi7R
L7 EiERTH B,

X 3 (1, Theorem 4.2]). fFRD g-RHOZEM M T LT, M D/
Cartan 8% (Sg*)iny ® Miny & M @ Cartan 8 (Sg* ® M)iv &, DG
(Sg*")inv-IBOMIc BT, FEFE—FHETH 3.

—75 Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] i35 2 O—RILTHERDER 4 %
B, R 3I L 40 Koszul WK L DBERT 2L 2RLE. Wg =
Sg*@Ag® & Weil Rk : T 5. ¥ G-% P— B ik LT Q(P) i, Chern-
Weil Ba§IC X D, We-lBicR3Z td5, QP) D—B{LE LT g
o Wehn#rE22, 2L TERD g-B We-INBEN WL T, 85
Y, £ 3

Noasic ® (A" )inv, d®1+ D P ® u(cy),
i

%M A L Chevalley-Koszul #{k & BEA 72,

ZER 4 ([1, Theorem 5.5])). f£XD g- D Wg-IMFEN KWL T, N
? Chevalley-Koszul ##{£1X Nipy &, DG (Ag)inv-TIREOMIZ BT, &
EFE—FETDH 3. :

LoL (1] DFER 4 OFHICIE X vy 793 5 Z L Wbbo . KFTIX
FR4HFLVIERRZ2E52 5, ZOFRE Koszul TFERME 21E, Tic
AR% g-BOEM M 2L T, M O/ Cartan Bk L Cartan HEH %
FMRTHZZ EHES. %77 L Koszul iR H-7Z itk b, F%
FE— BT 2R L ERRENRDNTVRE Z Lthd 3, 2N 2Rl
T3S, FMTREREEZAD Lefevre 5] OMFEMEZ A 3,



DG (Sg*)inv-TIEBED B Mod(Sg*)iny DIETFNVBMICZ B I LIZECAIGN
T3, ©F)VEE, fibration, cofibration, # U CHIEME L BT 25805
%3R3 ODISABL O LRBVHTE, X Mod(Sg* )iy I
BV, BEMED 2 SR L LCERAR» 237 7 A2EBTII LW,
X 512 Lefévre [5] 1 cocomplete DG (Ag*)iny-RINEE D M Comc(Ag*)inv
DEFNBMIcR B LR LY, CR2EFVELETEE, ZOFEIE-
B Ho(C) L 3XBEMED 2 S A TORAMLEEET 5. Lefevre [5] iE, €
FLROBAL BRI TR2AVT, Mod(Sg*)inv & Comc(Ag*)iny DFE
FE—EPEETCHB L RRLE DD,

Ho(Mod(Sg*)inv) =~ Ho(Comc(Ag* )inv)-

BRY IO, = CDGEMIETIERTH S LEREL TRV
LRERLTE .
AR TCIEIRERT.

F; 5. {£K D g-differential Wg-module N iZ5f LT, cocomplete DG
(Ag*)in"'ﬁz’u#@‘: BT, BEME Masic ® (/\E*)inv — Ninv biﬁE
T3,

ZLCLefevre it k> TASh-MFAMEICE D, FR3 L 5BRTZC
LERT. iz, EB5 L Lefevre DMAERZ M 21T, o-BoZEM M (T
RERTHZ Z ERERELAV) KL T, M D/ Cartan Bk L Cartan
BERANTHEZ LBbIB I L2ERLTELC.

X T Alekseev-Meinrenken 1= X 2 £} 3 DI B W TROBRVE
EhRAL ¥ P TH o7 ([1, Theorem 3.6]). KD Maurer-Cartan ZEER

87 + 31 Mg+ Y0 @ea=3 P @
a J

RO DM f € (Sg* @ (Ng) Jiv BFET S, BB IOMEALT
¥B 3 OXEFE—AEEHREIMERAL 7=, FARICER4, 5 OEBICB
THhZOMBAVSNS, X5 g-BT We-TBEN THL T, Niw P
(AG")inv-RMBOMBEEEDZ L EICH, ZOMMBBRICE S, LKL
Alekseev-Meinrenken 13 2 DD R 22 W TR I N2 EMRII T L
F—AETHZZLRRLTWS, AT INH>T, EED g
4 We-IMBN IKHLT, My E200R22\B2HTHREINSR
MBOMELEZI-LE, ZO2200NBENIE I E—FHETHEILR
~T.



2 g-tMOEM
(6, ]s) 2HKO DB F ED Lie RECE T 5.
W 2.1. B 212 DG AM (M, dM), 2 L ORISR
LM, M : g — End(M),
OETHY, UTOREEZLTDETS :
— £ €g iAW LT LM(E), M(¢) DXRBUZZENFN 0, —1,
- [@M M) = IM(9),
= [LM(), M€ = M([&,€,),
= [ME), M) =0. O
T 2.2, M % g BOBMET B L E, My = ey ker LM(E), Mior

ngeg ker"M@)r % LT Mpasic := Miny NMpor EES. o

Agh % g* DABRBE LT, TOKEE
(Ag*)" = A'g?,
&.E&)Z. 7 Sg* 2 g* ONHABKE LT, 2OXER
(5¢")% = 5", (Sg")**! =0
LED B, (e} % g DEE, {7} 2ZORMNEEL 5. MTFCR
Jim et e Algh, 1® = et e Slg*
ERTZLIZT B,

P23, (a) G R LieBt, g G DLie R, 2L T M % G IMEAT 2%
REL T 5. g-MIBMOMA I M LORSHBRD S % 221 QM)

TH3, 7L %D Lie 9 & contraction 1 G DEH D infinitesimal
generator ICX 33 DL T 3,

(b) SHBRREL Ag* X RBEFEFRIR LA, contraction A (€), 2 L TS
1
d = 3 Y v*LM(ea)

2#ZBILITXY o-BOEMiIck B, O
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ZIh5 g 2R Lie RBLKRET 3. g DA Ag DREZ
(Ag)~*:==A'g, (Ag)':=0 (:20)

LEDB, Ag & Ag* DMDIEBRILE pairing () BAWT, #T0:
Ng— Ag %

(@*X,Y) = (X,8Y), X eAg*, Y &Ag.
KXo TE®/T 5. FRRIC contraction ¢* : g — End(Ag) %2
(€-X,Y)=(X,*()Y), XeAng', Yeng.

TEBT B, [,]ag 2 Schouten FEIML T AL X, WD 0 L [, ]rg 2
ZIUE (Ag T ) (Ag)[1] 2 DG Lie &I B = & 2IEMLTHS,
22T (Ag)[1] & (Ag)[I]F = (Ag)+! T BREBAFEZM L T3,

(A8)inv % Ag DREFERRIC X BFEMAEME 3. g I3M# Lie R
BTh205, Ag & Ag* DMID pairing 1Z (Ag)iny & (AG*)inv PHDFE
Bl pairing IKHIRENS, THX D (Ag )iy OWD (Ag)inv DRI A
W<, z € (Ag)inv P! primitive TH 5 & i

Alz)=z®1+1®«z

PWRTILET A, (AGH)iny KBTS primitive BT FRRICERT
3. P, P* 2 FNFN (Ag)inv, (Ag*)inv D primitive Z2ITH & 72 2| L
MEdzi, X{AGNTVBEEIK, (Agmv & (Ag*)iny PMD pairing
TP & P* DM pairing IKFIRE N 2, X-T P* ik P ORNEMIC
2BDT, {c;} 2 P OEE, {J/} 2ZONNEEL TS,

LS(&) BARFEAEREE Sg* DX 0 D derivation ICHRL b DL
LT, #DAERIEME (Sg*)inv £ RT. Chevalley’s transgression
theorem IZ X 2T ¢/ iKHWHET 3 (Sg*)iny PILE PP ERT BIZIT 1] #
). degp? =degdd +1 THBZ L 2EML THL.

3 Chevalley-Koszul #i{&

g RB L ERBEMAERARB A THY, o-BOBMOMEL R d,
L(&) # LT 4(¢) 2% DWZBIL T derivation I 2b DL T3, g-W
A-TBEL 13 g-BOEMN TH D, ¢-BOEMOMHRER AN - N
Z2b2b0LT 3,

B 3.1. Weil R Wg = Sg* @ Ag* KB, LieE LTLY(¢) =
L3(8) ® 14+ 1® LN(¢), contraction £ LT 1@ M(€), ZLTHWOIELT

d¥ =3 (1@ 1*) LY (es) —1®d" + Y _ v* ® 1 (ea)
a a
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2EDONL g-BRE L B, O
D g- B We-I#E N Ik LT, horizontal projection

By = II LN(ea)ya N — Nhor

DR TE B, EED S By 13 Sg* DAL LN (¢) LTATH 3. dpoy =
BiorodV 253, dyo i3 derivative TH Y, F£BD z € Moy AL
T, dport = (d = 3, 2LV (€a))2 € Myor DR DO LR BEMLTEL.
Eh NRAg LOXE 0 DB CHRARNES

a= Z Nea)®1y%, Bi= Zya ® (ea)

REDB. a, 13nilpotent TH 255 2, f XEBRML %L 2,
[1] I=& 1T % Proposition 5.3 IZIEX¥ vy 743H 2 DT, XD X 5 IKHE
T3,

M 3.2 N % gD WellRET 5. Ny ®Ag* %

104" +duor ®1 = 3 v* @ Mea) - (1839 L(ea), (1)

BRALTADGEMEEZ S, 2T L) =IN(@E) 0 1+1Q LA¢).
Inre |

e ™0 e P : Myor ® Ag* - N, z@nm (~1)l=tDy. 4
X DG EMORBERICE 3, - -
ifH. 27

AM*M1®¢@D=1®f@%H%1®w@H+%hﬂm1®w@m+~-
=NE)®1+1® ).
IR
Ad(eP)(N(©)e1) =N @1+ 18M9).
_ o< _
N @A = N @A — 0 N ® Ag*
N A
N (€)®1l l +1§2%}) | llm ®
N @ Ag* "'—:;"* N ® Ag* — N ® Ag*

e



DARCHEZ LBDDD. (gher(191/(0) =N @F =N ISR
3L, 2200 ARER

Nhor ® /\Q* i—“p" (N ® /\B*)hor ﬂ* N
2185, (N® 9*)hor ‘:}3“)1 e %= Ha(l - LN(ea) ® ya) 24
1@ ]J1 -v*Nea)) =10 H Mea)y® =18 P,

L—BTs, chibs e®oeP(z®n) = (=1)lllel+)y .z TH B Z Lot
b3, 0

KgWN) := (Mor ® A" )inv
E9 5, dg 2B (1) D KgWN) ~D#lllRET 3. 2% D

dg=1®d"+dhar ®1 — »_ v* @ (ea).
.G

KyN) B85 % dg, (Ag)inv-MBHEER (—1)FI(1 @ Nc)) T3 DG
(AQ)inv-INBEEEZ 2, ZZTM: g — EndM) 2REDKRARER
M :Ag — End(M) IKIBBRLTEL, —HN 2 g- B Wo-lnt Th
/&, Niny 13 DG (Ag)imy-MBEICE 2, %7 L (Ag)iny-MBHHEIZ N () &
T5. X L(E) LAMTHEN5, e, ef b L(¢) LtAMTHS. ko
T e 0eP D Kg(N) ~DOHlRI DG (Ag)n-MBORBMERTH 2 =
Lbhs, DEbheoef DHIBLALCESTEL L,

Noe®oeP=e0ePod, (2)

o) AV RYASN
B& 3.3. V® gD Weg-l#L +3. N D Chevalley-Koszul 86 &
iX DG (AQ)inv-INBE
KQ(N) = Nbasic ® (Ag*)inw ag = dN ®1l+ zpj ® LA(%’):
J
THB, L (Ag)nv- BRI 10 N(c) LED 3. O

KgN) & Ky(N) 2RUMHT 2729, Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] (>
T, &% Maurer-Cartan-BIABREEZ 5, (Ag)” = PisoN'g T3
¢ ¥, Alekseev-Meinrenken 13X#% 7R L 7 ([1, Theorem 3.6] #R):

of +31f flng+ T 0* @ ea=Y P ®¢; ®)
a J
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XKL 0 D canonical M f € (Sg* ® (Ag) inv VFET S, TI T Ag
S8BT BB 8, Schouten FEI [, g 2
O(p®y):=p®Jy, [Py, @YIrg:=00 ®[y,¥]ng

LEBTHILICLY (Sg* @ (Ag) )inv LICHKIRT 2, BT T (3) @
B fe(Sg*®(ng) v BVEDHERELTE, Ef=Y,fl@f€
(Sg* ® (AE)—)inv Kﬁ‘.ﬂ,‘f, (Nhor ® AB*)inv Lic L(f) %

() (z®n) = Z flz @ Nfim.
TEET S, f iXnilpotent TH 205, e . ). (Mhor ® Ag*)inv — K E(N)

RHEBRRITHE L 2ERL TEL,
g(N ) M (Nhor @ AQ*)inv ‘iﬁﬁa (/\g)mv-llllﬁﬁiﬁ’&, £heh

dj == e PNodgoet, (=1)l(1@ ().

LEDT DG (AG)inv-IBLEHZ 3,
It

D o (1@dM o et = 1@d"—1(8f + %[ £, Flag) + 3 e (€))L ea)
%3 (1, Lemma 2.2] B). (3) DM F 2EVIUL
e No(18d")oe' D = 1@d (Y | P/@c;—) | v*®ea)+ Y u(i*(e*) )L (ea).
J a a
THY, KgWN) OBDYd;=10d" +dper @1 -3, 12 Q1 (ea), TH
Izt eRLHSE, .
e~ o dgo ) = dg — L(Zp’ ®cj— Z v ® ea) + ZL(L”(e“)f)LA(ea)
J a a
=1Qd" +drr ® 1= Y _ 1/ @ 1 Ncs) + Y 4(t*(e%)£) L (ea)
j a

(4)

BEDIZOZ Lbtbhr s,
RDEMR
i: KgN) — K;N) z@n+— (-2 @ .
2EMT S, € Masic CHLTCiddpo,z=dNz TH3 2 LickB®ThIE

djoi=iod, 5)
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o s, koTikaFzl VERTHS, 5107 13 DG (Ag)iny-IN
ROMAEERTHS I Libd 3,

ERD S ) : K{(N) — Ky(N) 13 DG (Ag)inv-MBORABERTH
296, B ¥ 2ROER

By 2 KYN) £2 Ky(N) 2255 Ny,
TR, YiZaF A VvERTHE, KB (2) & (5) itkoT

\Iloagz'e‘“‘oe“ﬁoe‘(f)oZo&,

=e—°‘oe_ﬁoe‘(f)od'goz

I

e %oe P odgoe“(f) Y

=dVoe%0cePoeNoi=dVo V.

S IC ¥ i DG (Ag)inv- MO MRARER TH 3.
E5ICREM/BY, ZDOFERAI [1) D Theorem 4.2 DFEHH L 5L AT
H20oEMT S,

ER 3.4. g M8 Lie fREL, N % g-BD Wo-lBEL T3, DL 2
V- ka(N) — Ny, 2Qn— (_1)lnllz|(ea(i),7) .z

X DG (Ag)inv-MNBEE L THE Y —RBESERTH 3. u}

4 /\Cartan ik
4.1 i/ Cartan #it6

ER 4.1 M 2 g-BIEWET 3, M @ Cartan #4 & 13 DG (S¢*)inv-
b

Cy(M) = (Sg* ® M)ny, df :=1@dM - Z v® @ M(es),
a

THY, FOIFEQI— Hy(M) = H(Cy(M),dS) 23 M ORZEI S
£V Y —D Cartan EF)NV EMRITNS, a

AR 42.F=R LT3, G2av 7 ¥ Le#, g% G DLiefR
B ELTME2GHMEALCW2SRMELTS. oL SHRNZER
E LT Hy(QUM)) i& M OFZE (Borel) axEuy—rABTH 3., O



EW 4.3. M 2 g-BHPEMET 3, M D/ Cartan#F & 12 DG (Sg*)inyv-
pijif <3

éﬂ(M) = (Sg*)inv ® Minv; ag =1Q dM - ZPJ ® LM(cj),
J

THh, 2DarERL— Hy(M) = H(Cy(M),dS) R HER -
D/ Cartan 7NV L BRI S, 0

Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson [2] & Cg(M) & Cg(M) DIERARTH
% L ¥R L 2. Maszczyk-Weber [6] 12 & D [2] I8} 3 2 DIEBHICIZF %y
THHEME N7 D3, Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] 1EXRZ2R L 7.

B3 4.4 ([1, Theorem 4.2]). g ZM# Lie ¥, M % g-WoEML
T35, FBRA (3) DERMOM f € (Sg* ® (Ag) )mv KN LT, AREMR

Ca(M) = Co(M) £ Cy(M)
2 DG (5g")inv-INBEE LTHE PE-RAEERTH 3. FiC, ThizA
RER Hy(M) S Hy(M) 2K<, O

[2],[6), ZELT [1] KBVTHBINTWB LI, ZDEHEL Koszul
P2 EZIE, TIRERE g-BD Wo-BE N cHLT, K,WNV) &
Nipy DEAETH 2 Z L03bd 5. iz, FH 3.4 & Koszul B 4
ZIE, TIWERZ g-WMOEM M KL T, Cy(M) & Cy(M) DIERIR
THBZILEbhB, IhiD, Koszul WHERMEZLIE, s -0

WREEAREERI LD B, 2ORDEMTIE, Lefevre [5] iC
ot/ FRFAZA O ERAMER2H 3,

4.2 Lefevre OEEM

C OffiTIE Lefevre [5] IC k> TR ONREREZMET 3. [4) KBVLWR
Bloth 5z LREMLTRL, |

A % augmented DGREL L, d4 2WD, p2 : AQA - A &M, 2
LT e : A—F % augmentation £ § %, C % cocomplete augmented
DGRABEL, d° 28D, AC: C - CRC 2K&M, 2L TC :F-C
% augmentation £ T 5. T 2 TRAM C 3% cocomplete TH 3 L i3, C
oL

C — C® - (C/F)®*, n>2,

D kernel DRRE L —HT 2Lt T3, AELBOOERIILWE n
E#EDEL7bd D, BRBOERITMENZHELTE, 71:C - A %
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twisting cochain 2§ 3, 2E VX1 D F-RAEEKRTH D,
dtor+70d% =pto(r®@7)0 A, gloT0e® =0

ZWMATHDLET S, DGAH AMB L KHLT, 10 AC 21K,
de1+18d° + (1 e1)o(1878®1)0 (10 A°).

2#4r L ¥ 3 cocomplete DG £ C-RIMB LQC 2R, L, C L
BIZLicT3, TOLE, Mod A % DG A A-MBOM, Come C %
cocomplete DG £ C-RMFEOML T2, BF

7®-C : Mod A — ComecC

2R3 b3, FRRIZL T, cocomplete DG & C-RINBE M ic i
LT,

dMe1+18d4-(10ut)e(1®7®1)0 (AMR1).

PHILTIDGHAMBMOADMRTE, MR, ALBT. -0
LERFE
7®+ A: ComcC — Mod A.

285, Lefevie i (7®,C,7R, A) VMM FOMTH AL 2R
(15, Lemme 2.2.1.2] ).

BUFTIX 7:C > At acyclic TH 3 LRETS. D% D adjunction
morphism (A®,C)®- A — A PHARERTHZ LT3, X{ALNT
VW3 X9HIZ, Mod A RIRARER>BFEE, LHEMARER% fibration
EEDBEETFIVEMIZR B, Lefevre ZRZ2RL 7.

it 4..5 ([5, Théorém 2.2.2.2]). (a) ComcC i} f®, A DHEEE L

B5H f 2RAME BRHEMARNERSE cofibration L ED 3 L EFIVEIK
23,

(b) B8F 7®, C, 7 ®, A X quasi-inverse equivalence
Ho(ModA) & Ho(ComcC),

2¥, ZZTEFVEC IKNLT, SEME—HE Ho(C) L RRTRAMED
IRk BRALE T 5. o m|

A= (58", C= (Ag*)mv ET 5. XASNRERSE 2OWET
5. 7 (Ag*)inv K BIT B primitive TG S & 3 Ho%M P+ oL T,
(Ag*)inv X AP* DIBLD LD, XKiT P* := P*[-1] % transgression I X D
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(Sg*)inv @gﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ k Fﬂ"‘ﬁ‘?’% &, (Sg*)inv e Sjs* ﬁiﬁz D SZO_ m_[‘_‘,
WWHERLT,

T: (Ag*)inv MAP* - P* > Sﬁ* = (Sg*)inv

LEBET D, TITAP* - Pt ZEARLHE, P* — SP* i3 transgression
L5, ZDLE 7T acyclic twisting cochain iZ% %, X o TEH 4.5(b)
&b, 7Q, (Ag*)inv, ?7®r (SQ*)inv 1> MRME

Ho(Mod(Sg*)inv) = Ho(Come(Ag* )iny) (6)

WU T EDHD 3,

4.3 Chevalley-Koszul #itk & OBUISR

A % (Ag*)inv @ﬁﬂk T% &, Nba,sic ® (Ag*)inv 31 ® A %M& T
% cocomplete DG (Ag*)inv-RIMBEICR 2, —F, BH 34 OFFEEZH
T, gﬁT :an — Rg(N) %émgﬁ

—«(f)

Ninw <255 Ky(N) 2 KyN) B Ry(W)

LLTERTS. TOLEARER

v@l
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1A
Jvinv 1’ N buic@(AB*)inv IL* -N'ba.sic®(/\ﬂm)inv®(/\9‘.l )inv R— an@(/\g*)lnv-

& Niny ORWE 25 Z L 3bH 3. Lo T My I3 cocomplete DG (Ag*)iny-

KBS 3,

7c7ZL ¥, T iX Maurer-Cartan 5BR (3) OMEAVTERING

DT, Niv EORMBREEIZ 2 OMOBUFICL 2, KBTI N, KB
WTRZ2BEZAWTERZINT22DORMBIZTE Iy 2 TH2 2L
BART,

ToV=10ROUDZLIERTEE, ¥, TI3IDGC (Ag")in-RINAE
DWMABERITE 2 2 e hbd s, ISICEH34 X0 ¥, T 2RARNT
BB LHH). BITTIXT, T 2% Come (Ag*)ymy KB THRAMTS 2
ZtRRT.

filtered C-RINBE M 2! admissible T&H 5 L I3, filtration {M?*} D¢ ex-
haustive, 2D M% =0 2¥M7% T L T3, Lefevre 3RZRL 7=,

MM 4.6 ([5, Lemme 2.2.2.5]). cocomplete augmented DG %% C
03 C® = F ‘T% % exhaustive filtration {C'} b 2% 512, admissible
filtered DG C-RIMAED MO BFE 12 BFAEIC % 3. O



C7 = @;;(N'8*)iny & THUE, (Ag*)inv EIC exhaustive filtration
F=C’cC'c. - -cC¥i™8 = (Ag")inv

285, P % (Ag)mv D primitive ZTC 5 2 3 HoEME LT, FI 2
NP DETDITED contraction T 0 i 7% BT5d> &% 5 Kg(N) OF2Z%M
LT3, ZDLE K N) LI exhaustive filtration

0=F'C FlC-..c FUmP+l = By(N)

285, FRRIC Ny i (F')0 = 0 T 5 exhaustive Sltration {(F')7}

285, XoT, filtered (Ag*)inv-RONBE Kg(NV), Ninv 1 & b IC admissible.
EB/D» S U, T Hfiltration 2D Z L IXHEH 0T, MM 4.6 L HhRH?
Yo,

EM 4.7. g 2R Lie A%, N 2 o- By Wo-lPEL T3, TDLE

v RQ(N) = Ny, 2@+ (_1)Inllz|(eb(f).,’) %

1% cocomplete DG (Ag*)inv-comodules & LT DOFFFHETH 3. O

CNEEH 45 (a) 205, EED - WD We-lBE N KHL T, DG
(Sg*)mv-MBE L L COIRARNE R

e (Sg*)inv : Nbasic ® (AQ*)inv ® (‘Sﬂ*)inv - an ® (Sgt)inv’ (7)
285, 2T, MOXD, 8, DROHIT® LRT.

~ % Mod (Sg*)inv KB 2MAREZRTZLICTSE, ERD g
M M icHLT |

Cg(M) = Miny ® (Sg*inv
~ (Wg® M)inv ® (58" )inv
~ (Wg® Mbasic ® (A" )inv @ (S8 )inv
>~ (Sg* @ M)iny ® (Ag*)inv ® (58" )inv
~ (Sg* ® M)iny
= Cy(M)

RD D, T TRED ~ 1 Wg D acyclicity 2> 5 MWD, RD ~ 1%
MANER (7) bofRoh, ZLTR#ED ~ IZMFAME (6) »5bh 3.
Miny, EORBIE v =T, M(c;) @ BAWT

Miny = Miny @ F _c‘v_) Minv ® (AQ*)inVa
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LEETNE, BFE 70 (Sg*)inv i My 2 My ® (Sg*)im, IZH 27
P, ZOWBRE dMR1-Y,; M(c;)®p? LB ERERLTEL. M
EoZ iy, RO g-HAEB M KHLT (I I TTIRERALKRE
FRBETEE), Cg(M) & Co(M) ZEERRTH 2 Z Litbh 3. Hic,
COFEREBEAME (6) ZHVIUTEDL ICEH 4.7 DIES .

4.4 Ny LORMEEME
g-B (AG")inv-DIEE Nipy 1K LT, My EORINBERE 2

20

an 'T;’ Nbasic®(/\9*)inv % Nbasic®(/\9*)inv®(/\9*)inv “Ilg'l'* an@(/\ﬂ*)inw

LE#LE ZIT
v 3Nbisic ® (Ag*)inv - an; T :an - -A[bualc ® (/\B*)inv

IXEH 34 DFE N —FEERE 3. U, T 5 Maurer-Cartan ZU5 R
A (3) DM f ce (Sg* ® (N) )iy ZRAVTERBINZEDT, ZORMI
fICHET 3, Ld L Alekseev-Meinrenken 12 X - TRIGR I,

M 4.8 ([1, Theorem 4.6]). g 2 MK Lie "B, M % g-BO%M
LT3, HBR (3) OMf € (Sg* ® (A8) v I ¥ > TEBE NI DG
(S¢*)inv-MBE DN R E

& : Cy(M) = Cy(M) 225 c (M)

iZ up to homotopy T f ITHREFEL %>, O

Cf P RABR Q) DBREB200MET S, fRALWCERI AR
B340k E} E—AEESR%E v :Nbasic ® (/\g*)im, —-)an, T : Mpy —
Noasic ® (Ag*)inv &£ LT, BRI f 2EAVTCERI N VD2 2T
v, Y ERYT, EoEEERT

ngH-l-HO(‘.iB:‘I’OT—l
dgo K+Kodyg=¥o7 -1

EMATHE B H, K OFEDDDS, 22TV, T R TR
ZERLICDDR Ny, ¥, T ZAVTRRZERL DO N, L
BIZLiKLTRXRT 2,

T o’ T’ . v
Ninv - MNoasic ® (Ag*)inv B i,nv» M,nv — Mbasic ® (/\B*)inv — Ninv



REZB, Tol=1IEKTSL

(ToX)o (¥ oX)-1=¥oT-1
:ngH—f-Hoag

Lhs, ARIKLT (W oT)o(¥oY)—1=dgoK+Kody %
32, UEDZEIZED WoT, VoY e E—RAEERTHS225
N, M, BFEFEY 2 THBI L3, DFD Ny LORKIE
Maurer-Cartan BABRK (3) DM f DBUAIC up to homotopy THRHF
LazwI tBnEnk,
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