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Department of Applied Mathematics,
Okayama University of Science

1 #3E

AR 2025 £ RIMS FL[FRFSE [ZBEEROH L WER TOEENEICE STV,
AT, EEOIEEHB TH 2 BAREKREREE (FILFERRY) & RIS OWTHEN
T3,

FLcix, b— 5 AVERZ R b HLE 2RI M Z HR T FFA § 5 28 & LT T-pseudomanifold
AL, F—=VU v 7 bRB Y121, Davis & Januszkiewicz 1T & » TEA X4t b —
V7% ﬁﬁi(‘:ﬂﬁiﬂé P IAMBD. THEn KT —F ADERT % 2n RITDZHEK
T, PUEZEEPBEMMNZEAR L 2230 THS. b —V v 7 ZHEERORZRMERNZ, FEn
N HHEERIT R — N5 T2 Z RSN TWS . AREICBIT 2 TEHIR,
BLEZEE D MZEAR & 72 % T-pseudomanifold 123 LT, Z OXNGEAGRE —RIL L7z DT
H%.

B BHORERZE5 2 TS o MEANOFMHILKRF D)1 FE A & #LEE o A
R AEIEH R L RIT %5, £/, AR OHELZ L TL 12X o 558 H B oM ILFREK
FOEANERMCEEH AL LT LS. b, AW, SERFHICHE S 2 EFEHFF]
A - AR T & 2 BRI O SR 2 21T TH RS

2 |E—VyIZHEIF
Z DETIE, Davis & Januszkiewicz 3 [DJI1] TEA L b=V v 7 ZRIKICOWTHE

N5 5. =V v 7 ZRREREN XN 2 SRR & — XIS s 2 Z e
Mo THBY, ZOXMEHERICONTIENS.

2.1 BE@OZEE

ET DI, MBI T 2 HEE 2T 2. MBI OWTIE, [Ziedt]) F2SM. O
LA, Euclid ZEANOFERMED S {ay, ..., a,} DIHEAE

P = Conv(ay,...,a,)

* r24nms3ac@ous. jp



L LTERSIND. 22T, Conv(ay,...,a,) & ay,...,a, ZBUCRNDNOMEETHS. ™%
HERDORITIE, MESE LTORILTDH 5. n KUWZHIEKE P BGEZ ol %2 774 V&
PUCKoTPCR"&EFTH5ZeTES. MU, n ZLHZHKE R OFTEEL LTHE
Z%. n RILMMZHK P C R® OXFBFERER & &, R O FH H TRD 2 &M%z 5 b
DEND:

e PEHICk-oTRYISNZBEMDS L, b bh—HICAENS;
e PNH#0, PNH #P.
n ZOCIMZER Pl LT, H 28 FHEE T3 & %,
F=PnH

ZPOEEWVS. H FRBENNZEEKTHZ. FOXTHO0, 1, n—10DL %X zhZNIESR
77y R WS ROEFRIE N —V v 7 ZREKERRZ 72D ETH 5.

E&E 2.1. n ZULMZHE P B TH2 213, FHEADR B x> nflo 7 72y MZEZE
NBE3HDEND.

BRI BRI AN 2 2R L AE 5 2 LIRS V. BRI, B2 HEDH]
&, 25 TRABWHIZRLTHEL.

Bl 2.2. 3X5TD 5 D IEZEAD 5 5, BMMZHATSH 2 D3, IEMUEER, [EANEE, E
T oA TH 2 (FTORICBET 2 E=HoMZHE). RIS, FTHADSS x5 ¥ 3
D77y (2XTH) KEEATWS. —4T, E/\HEAE L EZTEHEEEMTER .
FARAAROEERZ4HO 7 72y MZEEN, EZTHEROSTEAZ S @O 7 742y b2
BENBDTH .

Y

B 2.3. LTFORNTRTE T I vy FIZEMMZBEATIEZRW. FBE 73y FZ3Xotom
ZHERTH D, cone vertex ¥ 4 DDEIZEHFEN TV,

4

4
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cone vertex

22 |-V Y IZKREDESR

COETIX, TN =V v VZBRERDEREITS. ZDDIZ, locally standard fEH % EF#
5. ZOHDONEIL, [BP12] 25E LT,

MElEE UQ)={z€C||z| =1} 235. T2 U)" i n XT+—F A TH 5. Rl
DECHRVRD, T 2B T TRIT 2T 5. UL EXRDLSICLTC IMEHT %:

(t1y .o otn) - (2150 20) = (t12n, - tazn)  ((t1,...tn) €U, (21,...2,) €C").
Thbb, ERT T DFEICEXZ1EHTH 5. ZDIEA% standard 1EF & FES.

E&E 2.4. M % 2n ZLOAI WD A TH O 2R T 2R > D35, M L
D T" fEFA M locally standard TH 2 21X, o € M 2L, 2 O T" FNERHES
UCM™ThHoT,H2 T FERMAEEGV Cc C" CHHAZERMETH 2D D0EN S L &%
WS, 22T,V ko T fERIZ standard TH 5.

AR 2.5. M* E@ T fEFDY locally standard T 2 & & #5EZEH M* /T $AME2
FRIKDOREEZ B .

EE 2.6 (Fb—V v 7 ZHIK). T" D M* EADIERD locally standard TH b, #1587
[ M2 /T DS faft & ZRkfA e L CHRMMB A P2 Y AHETH 2 2 &, M %2 P Lo
NEUDMEZ: 3008

23 BEXICEBZNE

ARETTUE, B b=V v 7 ZRREDRHEN & REN 2 AR — 6 —Ici 3 2 2
L R E LA Z B 2 EICANR S . REIDONAIZ [DII] ITED VT WS,

P % n ZOtHAIZHIAE L, PP D7 72y b ((n— 1) XotH) 0%&% {F, ..., F,}
ERLTEL. M %2 P Lo =V vy 72K L, 7 M>" — P ZHEHP L 5.
Fie ProiRaHe$%. F'CF OMENATERT LT 3. HED v € 1 (F)
KRLT, 2 kBIBZ7A4Y rab—Ha#ike OBECHICEST, FFOATRES. Xo
T, 2hE T TRYT. 778y b F IR LT, Ty, EFER L 725, L3> T, Kk
7R bV € ZMICEDIRES NS (FEERVWT—EIZHRES). ZDX51ILT,
{F\,...F,} 5 7" DIFEARN N2 " ANOBE p 35N 5. 2 OB

wii{F,...F,} = 7"
% M? OYFHERIE L PR,



FEBRUIEROEICHIET 2 74 Y ¥ —HMa#HEzET 5. EIE, F2R/RXT L D
M35 (1<k<n) PridBfMTH200, kD7 7ty bEHNT

F=F,N---NF,

ERTIEDTED. 2O XT3 u(Fy),. .., u(F;,) PiR2EDZEEIHET 274V b
nE—aEE (=7 X)) TH 2. Lidio T, MERBEL To&FZiL T en
D%
(*) F=F, N NE, BRATC Lk OETH 2 L&, u(F,), ..., w(F,) & 2" OEEDO—E
21T

BAIMZEAE PIic LT, ZO&MR TR u & OXt (P, u) 241X & PR,
HMMZEE P &M (x) iz s P LoRMEE» Gz ohe & -V v o %

BERZERL ST 2 Z e A TE 2 GERIZ AR S 2).

FE&E 2.7 (canonical model). Fxf (P, u) B52 6Nzt 35, & pe PIILT, F(p)

Tp ZAURNOEZERT. P x T FIZRD & 5 L FEHERFREED 5:

(p,t1) ~ (. t2) == 'ty € p(F(p)).
CTT, p(F(p) & F(p) CHIET 5 b — 5 AR R RS, - ORMIIRIC X 5 fiZeis
M(P.p) = P x T"/~

TH L, canonical model ¥ FER. B, M(P,u) EO T EHIE T ~NOENTHED 6 #FE
ENE2HDLEDS.

S 2.8. M(P, ) 3R F— ) v 7 SRUEO R 2150,

ROEHITE D, FE b —V v 7 ZHREDFZRMRIZRENC & o> THREE NS Z L2397
5.

EIE 2.9 ([DJI1, Proposition 1.8]). M?" % Bl ZH{k P" LOKE b —V v 7 ZHAL L,
ik M OFEBEBE 5. 2O &, M?™ ¥ canonical model M(P™, ;i) W& FZFIMHT
»H3.

3 BEZEMHIOMZEAK L 7S T-pseudomanifold

ZDEDERNEEFTRA ORI KK IEo <. i oFRRIE, EH 2.9 2HuE2E
M2 Z A L 72 5 T-pseudomanifold NE IR L72dDTH 5. P* % n RITHZiHifK
5. COEDOHMZ, #HR b—F AERAZED | BuBZEf Pt v b KO RZEME LT
T-pseudomanifold ZEA L, Z 22 HEFKRT = 27 R MEMN 12 & - T T-pseudomanifold D[]
ZRRSREEINE Z e ZRNE 2 TH 5.

LURTiN 3 open cone 1% T-pseudomanifold DEFRICH WSS,

E& 3.1 ([Mal9, Definition 2.1.1]). L Z 2 > »¢Z I Hausdorff Z¢f1 & 3 5. L ® open
cone Z XD X HITEFRT 5:

&(L) = L x [0,1)/(L x {0}).

TbbB, (L) 13 L x[0,1) OFZEMTHY, #72EM L x {0} Z—RICBETZItkoT
Bohd. £/, ¢0) 3—RTHbF5. K [,0] € (L) DI L% cone vertex L IEA.
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3.1 T-pseudomanifold DEHE

e X RS A ENE R /-3 3 > o8 b Hausdorff 22l 3 5. i TH 2 Z L IFE
BLAWI LICHERIN W, X512, ZER X 3 mIXIT b —F AT BMEHLTWS &
T5. L, m>neT 3 (22TDn3MEHEK P OXItEEKRLTWVS).

0<i<nITNUT, Xogismn) = Xoismn) & (i + (m —n)) ZTTUATOHEDES &
T3 %72,i=—-10L&F X1 =Xnno=02ETE. 2O E T fEHIEX
D7 4N b= a vy EFEET 5

XX =X0in D Xogn2D Xonpnatn—i) O+ D Xpon D 0. (3.1)
E#& 3.2 ([KK]). (X,X) 2% (m + n) XJT topological stratified T-pseudomanifold
with locally split condition (% 7z/3#Z T-pseudomanifold) TH % & 13, n BT %
R K DRD X S ITERSNLS:
en=0DrE XIZWOHLDmAILr—FADIEZMTH 2. (X Dar 7 ME
kb, BRED T™ ORIk 3.)

en>0DLE UFD 3 &HEEET:
1. Xort (o) \ X1y (mny DFEERENE (20 + (m — n)) RITEOHATSRENE

2. Xm+n \ Xm+7L—2 Ci X VG*EJ%%,

3. ERDz € X2i+(mfn) \X2(i71)+(m7n) b":;ﬁl—/‘fv =il A (Uza Lza 9%) 7Z7§ﬁﬁb7 BUR

DS ERMZ T

(a) U, C X &z DT ARERFEHE,

(b) L& (2n —2i — 1) XoTda v o2 bz T, (& T %)-pseudomanifold. Z 2T, T,
Fx D74 Y ba -,

(@) ¢z : Uy = (Ux UL)™ ™) x ¢(L,) BHAEFAME®RTHZ. 22T, QC (C)
FUQ) RERBEHIES. =72 T™ & (Qx U(1)™™") x é(L,) EICRDF
%@L CERT %:

T =TT, x T, = U(1)*0m x T
22T UQ)FE Q x U1 FIcEERREIc X > TERL (3hbb, H
HRIEATH %), T, & (b) TED SNAFRIC K o Té(L,) = L, x[0,1]/L, x {0}
D L, 5 FICHERT 2. X512, ¢, EROHIBREBRICH LT b AL FRMEEE L
25

SD-T‘anXQiJr(m—n)Jerrl U N X2i+(m*”)+j+1 - (Q X U(l)min) X é((Lﬁv)j)
ZIT, —1<j<2m—2i—1.
(c) %M % locally split condition ¥ FER. EFRIZK D, ¢(L,)/T, = ¢((Ly)/Ty,) D3 Y
LD,
T-pseudomanifold IZ[FZFMHTARETH 5. TRDB, RO ILD.

R 3.3 (KK]). X BXU X' 28 -n[H4 3> %2 b Hausdorff ZEf 2 L, Zhzhic
T DL TVW2 235, ZNZHOZEMIH LT, MEOXRITTICEI D EE D 7 4
LN —=2ayik X, X 235, (X,X) D (m+n) Xt T-pseudomanifold TH 2 & RKEF
5. 20t % X v X' BRZFRMETHIUL, (X', X) b £/ T-pseudomanifold TH 5.



3.2 AZEE LD T-pseudomanifold

(X, %) Z (m + n) XJT T-pseudomanifold £ 32%. 74/ L =23 ¥ (3.1) 1L T,
B Xoit(mn) BZEDOEEIDTH 200 T AETH L. LichioT, HulZEf X/T 137 1
L —rav

X)T: X)T = Xpnin)T D Xpnin2/T D+ Xonim o(n1y/T D+ D Xpn /T D 0.

ZHRD. ZorE (X/T,X/T) i3 topological stratified pseudomanifold O i % $F D
([KK]). topological stratified pseudomanifold {22\ Tk [Fri20] 2B X7z, F72,n
RITZHE P IHEOXRTICET 274 L b L —a >

B: P> U F'oen | Fioen Y {20

Fr=l1377€v b Fud i Xt v IXTEM

2RO, ZD7 40 L= a I LT, (P,P) 1& topological stratified pseudomanifold
DB ZFD (ZHUTTF A= ML o TEMED2D LIy, [KK] TIETEITRL
7). (X/T,X/T) & (P,R) %7 topological stratified pseudomanifold ¥ UTIF#tH, T72b%5
stratified homeomorphic TH % & %, X Z4Z@EE P LD T-pseudomanifold & 3.

33 FEHE

FEMEPIRND 720, =V v 7 ZRIEORFERIEE KK L 72 T-pseudomanifold DFF
HEFEERTS. M=V v 7ZRATE, PUEEREOMZHEEPEMTHZ Ik D,
77y MIWHIET 274 Y buE—E98r OEEOEIINIET 574 Y bu b —Ea#
PRETE. L L, ~OMZHEHE LD T-pseudomanifold TIE Z DRENARARET H
57, FHIIHNLTTA Y ba—anfzlslctsE ST 208 )R H 5. heiddd 3
722, IMZHRD face category 205 b —F AT D2 TEADEF U THIERF %
ERT L. FHICTAY b2z McEE2 8 WS EARNLR T 4 7 7 3R e
FHETH 5.

EE 3.4 (MZHAED face category). MZHIK P OHOESZAZEMRIC X o THIEFSE
BERT. ZOFIEFEEICX > TEE 2B % face category LML, F(P) TXRT. 7

PUF, FMEBIFIC oW T RGEH 2 A S iR R 5.

P % n ZonivZHiik e L, O face category % F(P) ¥ $%. ¥72, X % P LD (m+n)
XKt T-pseudomanifold ¥ LU, #iES %2 1: X - P32 b—V v 7ZRAor gL
FERRIC, H FIZHIGT 274 Y ba—8ofH3E F ICOAMREFEST 2720, Tr £ RLT 5.
Ml F, Fy € F(P)IZMLT, Fy CF,BoIE Ty D Te, DD EAREN, ZOXE
BEFEEED S, LEhoT,

A: F(P) — Ter
w w
F — TF

% T-pseudomanfiold X OFFHEREF LR, 22T, TP X T™ O b —F ZAEEED 72§ HE
T ORETH 2. FEEFIEILITO&EEZHM T LRI 5:

(+%) RTD (n — i) KTEE F I LT, N(F) C T™ 13 i KT b — 5 R ThH 3.
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MZER PICHNLT, ZO&REZIEZTET N F(P) —» T® tOxf (P )) 2%
LN

BN —V v 7 ZREDOEGE e 2 FERRICLT, BN (P )) 285 2 57z L % canonical
model X (P, \) = PxT™/~ ZWKT 25D TE%. Fxid, T canonical model 1Z4f
LTRERLT:

2 3.5 ([KK]). X (P, \) i& T-pseuodomanifold DA% 0.
% 3.6. T-pseudomanifold 13# b —V v 7 ZRIKDILRD 7 7 A TH 5.

FERR. M Z#E b=V v 7 2R 35, EH 291K D, M X canonical model M (P, ) &
FZEFHETH L. 22T, Pld M OWLEZEM OB ZHAKT, pid M OFEREETH 5.
il 3.5 12k b, M(P,p) 1& T-pseudomanifold TH 2. L7 > T, miE3.3 kb, M(P,pu)
CRIZFEMETH S M b T-pseudomanifold TH 3. O

BRI B R RS, 2 OFEBOIINCIE [Ayz18| 07 4 F7 R RN,

EE 3.7 ([KK]). X ZWZHk P _E® T-pseudomanifold & L, A % X OFREREF L 3 5.
ZD¥r %, X ¥ canonical model X (P,\) IZFRZEFRMETH 3.

N4l

T, ¥7 3 v F_ED T-pseudomanifold @E{Zi{ﬁll%ﬁ/\% fl231cHs L5112,
EZ 3y FIFEMMZEATIERY. L ->T, ¥7 3 v K ED T-pseudomanifold biﬁk’
b=V v 7 ZRETIIRWHITH 5.

Hirzebruch B (93 x $3)/T? = CP(C&~**) LOBEREMRHK (S x S?) x72 C ® Thom
X 2EZS. ZZTCIREARERERRERL, 18 13 CP' LOBHEERRK v
DEkMTYIIVETHS. Thbh, X = Xg = (S x 93) xp2 D?/(S? x S3) xp2 S?
TH2. 22T, (xS xC LEOT*FHERD LS ICED Z: ERED (t1,t2) € T?,

<(“””1> , (yl) ,z> € (xS xC LT,
o) Y2
T n o a1 1 azb
e ((22) () 2) = (o () () ).

2T, k,a,b€Z TH%. Thom ZE[ (S° x S?) x 72 D?/(S° x S3) x 12 ST _ED T3 fERIEK
@;j&:iﬁ@é (Sl,SQ,Sg)ETB |:< 1) ( :| 53X53 XT2D2/(53XSS) XTzsl

R, (81,52,83>'[<x1) ( ) ] [<51x2> (52y2> 834'

41 AFmZERDHD
ERHICEZ2 740 L= a v ik d. BRUICTESNOES Xy 2RKDE. we S =
OD*Dr %, X DEFICLD, [@1) , @1) w} BHEICTFEETH . HnT, oRE) &
2 2

4

-
\_.

i

%ﬂlﬁ



ERDES. ThROB ALED (s1,80,83) € TP WX LT, REWALT (4,t2) € T? DFET
5 X9 w1, 29, y1, Y0 DEMEERD B!

xy hn Z1 Y agb
, ,832 = |t 1t Stz .
(o) (o) e = [ () e () ]

o BT DHEICID,

<x1>—t1 ($1> — 1 = tixy . 1 =0Fk&Et, =1
51T T2 S$1T9 = 1129 =0 FRlT s =1
(xl,ZL’g) c s3 VC%%)ZP%, (xl,.fL'g) 7é (0,0) iz b, X1, Lo 7é 095 K, ZfFix

£oT,
(1'1 =0DD s = tl) EJA S (tl =102 xy = 0)

z213%.
o BN DHEICE D,

<s§;z) :tQ (t’?zllz) = {z;y;fi;t’fyg - {Z Zg igi Z;;t’f
W DR & FIRRIC, SRR T2 28T
(y1 =0 22D sy = toth) F721Z (ta =1 2D yo = 0)
z2155%.
o =T DLBITKD,
s3z = tthy = (s3 =5t} 721k 2 =0).

TZT sy =t OBARRILBRVWILERES. WHEEH VWD, $4bb
s3 =14 CARET B, BIOHEMICK D, LRD 4 DDEGEDEZ b 5!

1. s1 =1 no to = ].,

2. 81 =1 no ty = SQS;k;

3. t1:175>’)t2:1,

4. t1 = 1 > Sog = to.
BHEIZBWVT, s3 ZRD XD ITEHHET 5:

- 1. @i%/a\, S3 = S?;

— 2. DA, 53 = s(s25,")";

- 3. 0)1737/5!\, S3 = 1;

— 4. DHE, 55 = 5.
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éf@i}%é\&:j‘o’b\f, S3 =4 S1 s So biioffﬂ%ﬁéﬁ, (51,82,53) %{f%ﬁb:%/\vé W
SREWCFETS. LIzDo>T,2=0TH53.

L7203 T, REIRIELIRD 5 fiTH %:

=[5 (1)) wem
=66 - [0)-6) o= [0)- Q) 2 [0 0]
INODAHREPHRLHEEE X) b RTILIZTD.

42 XK 1 UATTHZHEZKDSB

RITH VAT TH 2WHD S5 2 HE X, 13, RO 8D 1 RITHGED & 72 % 5 & D
R DT 572 %

o X 112813 ED:

{6 () e
e[ (e
SAD—{:((1)>,<(1’> - |zeD2}\X0,
SAE:{(}))(?)Z zEDZ}\XO.




43 REDB2UTTHB3HEZKDSB

RITH 2 U TH 258D S 2HE Xy 1%, RO 5D 2 KITHE D & 72 2 45 D
R DB 572 %

o[ ()9 () ) <o e
Supc = { (2) €S ze DZ} \ Xy, (HiTH)
(

|
_<
sor={[(2) ()
<
<

i)
swo={(0)-(2) ] 1 (#) esg,zem}\x% e
seo={[()-() 1) esserfin e
A
D
B C

X1 Hirzebruch B _EDOERERREKD Thom Z2[H]

22 X ZRD 7 40 kL= a YIZ k5T 6 Rit T3-pseudomanifold ¥ 72 % (EERIC
T-pseudomanifold OfEEZ RO Z L IZFEE 4.1 22 H):

%ZX:X62X4DXQDX02®.

4.4 FBEICHETZ 7Y ~OE—E9EE
2 RITHED B 72 2EEWHIET 274 Y hu P —S Bz itEd 3.

csene= (). (2) ] ((2)-(2)) < <3

COEEDT ALY b —EOEOCIE L N2 S

(28] ) ()
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J:OT tir=1,8=1,1=1, SQ—IT@D S3 BEBICERZI LD TE S Z 22y
DB, LEdioT, 747k nE—Haki

7(0,0,1) = {(1,1,t) e T | t € S*}
Y125,
DI ATHIET 274 Y - HSFRRICEHET 2 210k o T, ROMIEZGF5:
Spepr (EH) «— T90,0,1),

(eI ) (
Sapc (i) <— T(0,1,0),
Sapp (&) +— T(0,1,b),
Sacp (AH) +— T(1,k,a),

SAEB (EE) — T<1,0,0>

1 RoTHED 572 2 R E (34) L:ﬂﬁﬁ“ﬁ‘%?/f Y buv—EiaRE: EoFE L RO HIETEH
B2iTo8, MG T 274 Y ra—Ho#iE, 20ld%z88 2 DOHEIIMNIGT 57 4
Y itaE— *B DRI X o TEREINS Z 2:75) 1%, EoT, UMFO74 Y bu—#kt
EOXIEDBEFHNS:

o X 1128 5l Lo

Sup +— T((0,1,0),(1,0,0)) = {(t,5,1) | (s,t) € T?},
Sac < T{(0,1,0),(1,k,a)) = {(t, st*, t*) | (s,t) € T?},
Sup +— T{(0,1,b), (1, k,a)) = {(t, st*, s"t*) | (s,t) € T?},
Sap < T{(0,1,b),(1,0,0)) = {(t,s,5") | (s,t) € T?}.
o X 112B1F3EH DT
Spe (HDA) +— T((0,0,1),(0,1,0)) = {(1,t,5) | (s,t) € T?},
Sep (D) < T{(0,0,1), (1,k,a)) = {(t, ", st*) | (s,t) € T?},
Spp (AD3) «— T((0,0,1),(0,1,b)) = {(1,t,st°) | (s,t) € T?},
Spp (FEDB) +— T((0,0,1),(1,0,0)) = {(t,1,s) | (s,t) € T?}.

BRI T2 B L, BT 2y FONEISHIET 2890 X6 12id, BRREDE {1} c T3
XIS 5. Lo T, X OFEN (P N) 2135, 22T, PlEEI Iy FZRL, A\ 3Y
73y FOMEICTA Y bu—Eao#rElD é’:fé%’lﬁﬁéﬁifﬁé.

AR 4.1, FH 3.71CX % &, canonical model X(Q,\) & X = (5% x S%) xp2 D?/(S® x
S3) xpe ST L FAZEFMTH 5. Tz, @i 3.3 &k D, T-pseudomanifold & [FZE[FIAH 72
Z2ff 1% T-pseudomanifold DHEEZ D, X - T, @ 3.5 12 & D, canonical model I
T-pseudomanifold TH 225, X b T-pseudomanifold TH 2 Z ¥ N353

AR 4.2. ZOBNCBWT, [CLSIL, B 12 FE] Itk e, &7 7y b (OEMNAER) G
TEIRADPERT I2BOTEMTHZ & =, X 3HE Ew b=y 7 ERRICIRS. 2L,
FRLDFFSREREIGERZENTES. Thbb,

£(1,0,0), £(0,1,0), £(0,0,1), £(0,1,0), *(1,k,a)



DIRAZBWOTEMTH 2 =, FHEA N —V v 7 ZRRENEOLNE. 22T, HFEDENGIIME
BETh5b.
a=b=00Dr %, (0,0,1) & (0,0,-1)IZINBEDTFTMC K> TEREIN S 7 7 VIZiF
GENBW. L7z2io T, ZOHE IS =1 v 7 2RSS0,
a>0FREb>0DEEX UTOIICHEEENZ L CHEMRBEERD:

—(1,0,0), —(0,1,0), —(0,0,1), (0,1,b), (1,k, a).

F/,a <0 FREb<0DEERIE UTNOIIFELERNZ L TRIERBEIES
na:
—(1,0,0), —(0,1,0), (0,0,1), (0,1,b), (1,k,a).

L7ehioT, X BN =Y v 7 ZRAEL 22D, a #0 £ 0#A0 D ETH 5.

BE Xk
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