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Rigid syntomic cohomology & p-i# polylogarithm
RAREI A — (Kenichi Bannai)

¥ 4 72 cohomology BENHT, HERWICEELRTTZ BANICHO X AHITEET
»%. Beilinson ® polylogarithm DL, & %R S 72 cohomology B
2%+ L T, cohomology BEDOHICHFRMNICEE L BN AT 2 MR TAFERTHAS.

ZOXETIE, B X rigid syntomic cohomology & I 5 p-# [ 7% cohomol-
ogy BEREMAL, Ihds, FEPE Beilinson DA FTET HDICHEL TV 51R#Lz
525, BOOBETIIMEOTERL polylogarithm DA AT 5. THR (F
H2) o TlRb., 2ETIE, ¥} X rigid syntomic cohomology % #8413
5. Z® cohomology t¥, Hodge ¥ Beilinson-Deligne cohomology @ p-%H{M.
ELTEERIND., BRIEOETIIHREAT % rigid syntomic cohomology DM % 51
2¥5h.

1. POLYLOGARITHM D&%

1.1 B8. X 2R¥4% F LOIEBELRBEREL T4, Z O Beilinson i3
regulator % & MHI N 5 5t

Ty : Hf//(X, Q@) — H;(X’R(j))

YERLA. 22T H(X,Q(j)) i motivic cohomology & FHIN 5 Q-X7 F )L
ZEET, EFRIIBEHTH S, HL(X,R(j)) i Beilinson-Deligne cohomology & I
NBHDT, X #EFEBE T THREIEKL, Hodge Bix AV A2EIL Lo TESH
- INAB RN MVEBTHAS. Regulator BENTEELZHHEL L T, Beilinson F
BOBRICLETHAFNHITON S,

F18 (Beilinson F#8 [Beil]). X 24 F LORMIERRLHEEREL T 5.
COK, X O L-BEOHRME (=B HTOMHE) X, regulator B2 HWT, B
RICRE S 5.

X 2L Tid L-EBEMPIN SBEFERE SN, FHICRVWEHEZM/A L T
HBbhTwas, 56, BEGTIE, COBBOBKENEGHNICEEREY
ERLCVwBEELBNTYA, SHUCHEL T, BSD FA8% Deligne FH7%i Y,
4 DOFAEHTIRNE S /2. Beilinson FAEIEX, Th 6 OFHROEKE, Thbb,
NOEDOFRETXTELTFETH L. FROFEMII [Sch) THRAMSIH TS,

pEEBEL, pX FOp ilhrZEBETAH. 72, K & F © p TOEHIL,
Ok # K DEHIRETH. $72, X % Ok L smooth T finite type 2 AEERK L
3 5. ZTOKE, Amnon Besser [Bes| &, regulator 5{£® p-#HLLL L T syntomic
regulator 5%

e+ Hig(2,Q0)) = H (%, K(5))
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rEFL 72, T THMBIZ X O rigid syntomic cohomology & FHEN 5 H DT, %
FIIRDETHRR S,

Beilinson FAHD p-EHLLE LT, UTOFBEIKY VO %2 EZTHDL. ZOFIE
(%, Beilinson FHEDOBELRL D, BEBEEIER LI TV RWOT, “F4” L
nﬂ?’

FH  (p-if Beilinson “FH”). X 2 RBE F LOEWIIFRREEREL T 5.
F72, X A p T good reduction ZFH, XX O O LD model £ T4, TD
Re, X O p-itt L-FAEDOFFEMEIL, syntomic regulator B4 % FV T, BARAYIZECaR
SNnb.

SO FEORMOEELRIE LT, Cros BEOKRENHD. d>2% p &
FLER, F=Qpa CK=Qua) £ 95. BHj>1L1DEME TR w I

X3 L T, Beilinson I¥ cyclotomic element & FHIN %70
C7(w) € HYy(Ok,Q(j))
ZHEL 72, Gros L BEUL, DFTOELFEHL 7-.
EHE 1 (Gros-EE [GK], Gros [G]).
rem(C] () = 67 ().

ZZT,

#o- ¥ &

k>1,(k,p)=1

1Z Coleman [Col] IZ X > TEFE SN p-i polylog BEcTHLH. T/, ZEEHFE
syn(OK7 K(]))

LT rn(CPW)) & K OTLERELTWA. pi polylog BIEK £7(t) 13 AMR
H-Leopoldt @ p-it L-BARE HHELBRICHHBXAONTWEDT, LitEHE,
p-1 Beilinson “F18” OBMIZHB-72d5DTH 5.

p-# Beilinson “FH” ORZUBLRIET A 5121F, X)L L OFIT, syntomic
regulator B&IZ X %5 motivic cohomology NDTCDE % ETET A ULENH S, L L
Z%H 5, motivic cohomology D TEFASIEHIZHEMEZL A, motivic cohomology D HHIZ
BARM R T2 T A 3138 L. Beilinson F18% p-i Beilinson “F48” % WEE
TH5ETOHEL SIE, TIICHRTS.

1.2. Polylogarithm DI5%. & 2T, Beilinson @ polylogarithm DX FEASIHN 5
[Bei2]. Z#i, motivic cohomology @FPGJT"—'CB'J?;?%T(%L L o THMBBIZKEIC
TR THAFRTH 5.

U % SpecOklt,t™", (t —1)7'| =P\ {0,1,00} £ 5. Polylogarithm & i3,

pol € H', (U, Log)

DILTHA. TIZT H,(U,Log) 1T U LDH % simplicial scheme ? motivic coho-
mology & L TE#ET 5. b LAREUTE motivic cohomology DIRFHATIF RIS S h
nE, Thid Log EIHIN 5 U LD motive i242E% F#2 U @ motivic cohomology
ERIENC 2 5.
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Polylogarithm OEEMIL, 3 &MIC, Beilinson ® cyclotomic element % #Hl]
LTWwaE, ki, FRICHELEEOTERH->TWAEE, OD2HTHAS. &)
HLLIHBETLL, DToO®ENTH A,

1w O 2 U % t— w TEEINLGET A, C‘.O)H#, Log DHEEMD S

(1.1) inLog = [ [ K(j)
j=1
- EOBRT A, BIZRLIC K 5485
H',(U, Log) % H',(Ox,i5Log) ‘= [[ HYy(Ox, K
ji>1

2 & % pol DRI, cyclotomic element (CP (w)); TH2 5N 5. BB, pol id cyclo-
tomic element % #fL TV 5bIFTH 5.

Z O pol IHFEFEICHELREMMT 2 Ho>Tw5. HY (U, Log) 5, {1} T residue
LI 5 5%

Res : HY, (U, Log) —— H%(Ok,Q(0)) = Q

NEZIN, ChHPRIBTH HHEIFMSN T 5, Polylogarithm 1%, Z D&HZ X
5 {1} € Q D%

pol = Res™!({1})
LEFEIND.

1.3. & 8. Polylogarithm O 6 OWEE HWAEIZ X > T, Gros-EEREDOEHER
ReBHLFLER D, TDOAIT, [Banl] TIZFREST X rigid syntomic cohomology
Himz Bl , B

Res iy, .
Q ~ H, (U, Log) —— ;51 H3(Ok, Q)

(1.2) l w{

Resp

Q 2 B (U, Log) —20 [T, H(Os K()
PERRIIBONSHERL -
Motivic cohomology D& & A#kIZ, p-## polylogarithm pol, %
pol, = Res; ' ({1})
TEHTH. ThICELT, UTOBRELHL.
3% 2 ([Banl] Corollary 6.7). SLH X RIBOMEY &35, O,

Z:)(pOI e(P) (w H syn OKa
j>1
pol, DIERUL, simplicial scheme # AV 5 FIZ X > T S M724)ll [Som] 2 X 5
HERK % 2%+ & syntomic cohomology % FiV» 5 ZHiZ X - T sheaf faAIICIT o720
DTH5. 3{‘3%5‘39: , FR¥AT % rigid syntomic cohomology % syntomic regulator @
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Himdt L D BB ShIUE, o2 00BBORESED —BmL VEBHSNLIITT
H5,

B (1.2) KR L L THRTH 5%, RICTIRTH 2 BH IR s 52
B2l 1 OJIFEE 52 282 5. BRAERshE, B (1.2) O
MR L) IETTH S, [Som] TIHEBIZER 1OJEIEL SR TWVWS, &
DEIRTI [Som] DIERD AT E . '

FR¥AY & rigid syntomic cohomology % FIV -k % 2 2 HOERIT, -0
cohomology Hamd* IEHICEIEL LT VPN H 5. FH 213, I X rigid syntomic
cohomology & V> THERL S 172 p- polylogarithm 7%, [Som] D ETHER Sh7:
p-1# polylogarithm &, %45 M TIFACE*MAHEL FELTVD. Jhid, B
f#& rigid syntomic cohomology NIERFHAT RS DT, p-i# polylogarithm DEHE %
TTIDILHEL TWEHEBDLN LV L ODORIMTH .

CHIZEDWT, [Ban3] Tid, BREA X rigid syntomic cohomology # VT, #§
FIEEARIC 0L TEFE SN 5 polylogarithm @ p-EMRZ HEBLL , X & 1K MYt Q
LEgEIN, PORBRELROHAITIZ, p-EHEM polylogarithm D4 HTD
HIERAS, b & OEMMBD 1 % pitt L-BABOS®REY 52 TWAHEEIFHL 7.
s, Q bERIN - BHBFELFOBMHMBOEEITD, p-# Beilinson “FA8”
DM o7 HERE B DIITH B,

2. R¥ft % syNTOMIC coHOMOLOGY DHIES

COETIE, REAFZ rigid syntomic cohomology % 3T 2 DIz PB4 HE2%
WD, BEMICEE 2O, rigid syntomic cohomology % Beilinson-Deligne co-
homology @ p-#E#PE L THL X 5ZLTH5H. Z DB, Beilinson-Deligne coho-
mology D¥Fwe HWL &A%5, FATL T rigid syntomic cohomology D4 % H 5
3" %. Beilinson-Deligne cohomology & [BZ] TEL (A STV 3,

2.1. BE Hodge #8:5&. BiET, Beilinson-Deligne cohomology i3 Hodge 3% % i
WTERT S L7z, Hodge B THARL 2 5MDiE, {BRE Hodge BiETH 3.
EFE 2.1. {RA Hodge #E LT, # (Mo, W,,F*) T, UTFTOUE*H-TLDT
H5.

(i) Mo IZHRKRIT R-XZ bV 22

(ii) We I3 weight filtration & I % My @ ascending filtration.

(ii) F** i3 Hodge filtration & I4IN % M = My ® C @ descending filtration.

(iv) Gry/ (M) = Gr) (M) ® C i< Hodge D52 bh 5. Blb, BBEH nilx

LT

Gry (M) = @ FPGrY (M) NF* Gl (M)
p+g=n
ERT .
{RE Hodge M E&HN L2 TEIZI 7 —~<VETHA. ZOES MHS Liikd 5.,
K % piffk, Ko 2 KNQY, 0 & Ko O Frobenius 5% & ¥ 5. E4& Hodge

WE 2 H 72 3B MHS O pf3ffle LT, Fontaine @ weakly admissible filtered
Frobenius module DB MF) % #32 5.
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E 2.2. B MF) OMRIX, #l (Mo, 0, F) T, UTOMEEHLTHOTH2.

(i) Mo i3ABRKIC Ko-X7 b VZER,
(ii) ¢ I3 Frobenius & I 5 My @ o-linear % automorphism. Bl 5,

plam) = a’p(m) a € Ko,m € M

W7y My O HCREER.
(iii) F* iX Hodge filtration & FHIN 5 M = My ® K @ descending filtration.
(iv) S HIZH (Mo, p, F*) 13 weakly admissible ([Fonl] 4.1.4).
RBO&MHE, RE Hodge HEDHE D Hodge S RO, B MFL 37 —
NVEELRLZEERIAETHEDTHS.

2.2. #{afY cohomology ¥ik. C LEZRIN/-AEBEHEME X 123 L T, RE Hodge
BENEESNZESLONTWA. ST, Thi X OBTH cohomology &
AZ &2 5. 2O cohomology B p- UL EZ 5. 20k, FFHRMY
cohomology DEFRZEET 5.
EOZBIC X % C L smooth ZREMEHKAL T H. ZDK, de Rham DEH
o,
Hyr (X/C) = Hp(X(C),R) @ C

BHOLN TS, 22 TEBIE X OfEH de Rham cohomology, 383 X(C)
? Betti cohomology @C T#H 5. Hy(X(C),R) iZid weight filtration W, 2°AY,
Hin(X/C) IZi% Hodge filtration F* DS ABHE MO TWwA., F7-, M

(Hp(X(C),R), W,, F*)
S MHS OFt( 52 T A HEIZAMOhTn5,
EE 2.3. X OHEIMH cohomology #f
H'(X) € MHS
%, M (H5(X(C),R),W,,F*) ICX>oTH5x 5N %{RAE Hodge HiEL BHT 5.

KK, Ko, 0 “RIFIDO@ENICL, O # K OBEIR, k% Ox OF&KKET
5. 72, X % Ok L smooth T finite type % scheme T, projective smooth 72
a8y b X D, complement D ¥ Ok L relative 7 strict normal crossing
divisor THbHELRET H.

Z OFf, Baldassarri-Chiarellotto [BC] DFFRIC L Y, FE

Hip(Xk/K) = H}, (Xk/Ko) @k, K

185, TITEBIT Xk = ¥ K @ de Rham cohomology #, Alid X, = X®k
® rigid cohomology #T& 5.

Rigid cohomology H},(Xx/Ko) & 1%, k L finite type ZfUEE K X, 14
LTERIND Ko-\7 PNVEBTHS. F#IC X, A% proper T smooth ZIFEIC
¥, X ? cristalline cohomology & [A#¥Z7% 5. Rigid cohomology 13, cristalline
cohomology & 13£7% 1, proper LIRS %2\ smooth ZREEHKIIH L TH R
\» cohomology &l 7% > T 5. Rigid cohomology D —#kimid [Berl] THfrdh
TWwW5,
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Rigid cohomology 1213 cristalline cohomology & [E)%%, Frobenius Bfg & i
% o-linear 7% B C.[E

¢+ Hyo(Xi/Ko) — Hyo(%4/Ko)

rig
REFEENDL, 72, Xk D de Rham cohomology Hip(¥x/K) 213, C LDOBEAE
& [AARIC Hodge filtration F* S A%. Zh &V, #l (HL (Xx/Ko), ¢, F*) 13 filtered
Frobenius module T& 5.

EFE 2.4. L7 X 1L T, Ml (Hj, (Xk/Ko), o, F*) %% weakly admissible % & %,
p-ER{THY cohomology

Hi(X) € MF
%, M (Hj(Xx/Ko), @, F*) I2 £ 5 TH 2 515 weakly admissible filtered Frobenius
module & T 5.
Remark 2.5. Cristalline TS VIESIN/-FH» 5, X 5% projective smooth 7 k¥
X, THIZTHIET 5 (Mo, p, F*) i weakly admissible T 5.

2.3. Admissible variation #®& Hodge #:&. *kiZ, Beilinson-Deligne cohomol-
ogy DREE LT, RBEHKMAELICIRA Hodge #iE D admissible 22 &, Bl ad-
missible variation of mixed Hodge structures * £ 2 AL E) H 5. I X % C L
? smooth ZREERIEKL T 5.

EE 2.6. X LD admissible variation {84 Hodge Hi& L i,

(i) Mo i X(C) LD R-X7 FVZER D local system, M iX X E® integrable
connection f§ & coherent module ¢ Riemann-Hilbert x}it% L T My®C &
ol Twa, Bib,

MY=% = M, ® C.

(if) W, id weight filtration & FHIN 5 My @ ascending filtration.

(i) F** i3 Hodge filtration & FHIN 5 M @ descending filtration.
25 7% 5 (Mo, Ws), (M, F*)) T, “BWHEZH/TdNDTHAS. Variation i
& Hodge &2 2 $E% VMHS(X) LidT 5.

M, 13 Betti cohomology Z k& L Tz 7:b D, M iZ de Rham cohomology %
EEL TEZLDTH Y, Riemann-Hilbert Xz & - TREITh TWwW A, Thic
W, % F* 2 X OISR A Y, ZOHT “Bu 0 b VMHS(X) DFETHS.

Zho p-#EFHLE LT, rigid cohomology % fi& L TE 2 725 DL de Rham co-
homology Z K& L TEX 72D DR L 2D TIRY AbE, I mEE%
M2 D2 EZ HONHKRTHAH. Rigid cohomology L L TEX-bDEL
T, isocrystal DEPERZIN TS, F/2, BRLEF

Coherent Ox,-module
p: | with integrable connection | — (%k o isocrystal 0)%) Rk, K

logarithmic along D.
PAEAET 5.
EFE 2.7. X LD admissible variation {84 Hodge #iE D p-#EELLE L T,
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(i) Mo 1Z X) £ isocrystal, M it Xk F® integrable connection 13 % coherent
module T D _k logarithmic pole ZF2b D& T4, SHLIZ M D pll kb
»b My ® K ~FEES

P(M) = My® K

BHEZH6NTwW5,

(i) Xk £ isocrystal ¢*My %, X D#EX} Frobenius 51§ ¢ : X — X 12X B
My DEIERLEL TEHTA. @ id Frobenius & FHEN B isocrystal DFE
Eig

P (]5*M0 i M(]

TH5b.
(iii) F* i3 Hodge filtration & MHiZIL 5 M @ descending filtration.
o %5 (M, ®),(M,F*)) T, “BWHEZH-TbE2EZLA. Thboits
Py EE SM(X) LT S,

ETrEFSNE 5°9(X) %, admissible variation B & Hodge H&DE D p-E1H
PoEz Rz¥. COBOTLELEEE LT, BT E rigid syntomic cohomology
TERTD.

2.4. (RIfT ZHMTHY cohomology. M € VMHS(X) #¥52 bh7-¢ &, Zhicx
LCTRA Hodge BEFEHEINS. IhE I T, BN X#ME cohomology
EWDY, HY(X,M) L7EF. B M 2SHBAZ% variation BA Hodge Hii% R(0) DR
Wi, ZHUSEETE cohomology HI(X) 1274 5.
ZO pREWEELD. M= (Mo, ), (M, F*)) % S94(X) DL 5. =08,
BF p i, BEig
0 : Hip(Xx/K, M) — H:

(X Ko, Mo) ® K
/. 2T, Hig(Xk/K,M) i3 (M, F*) \2428% 8> X, @ de Rham coho-
mology T Hodge filtration F* 2§D, %72, HE (Xk/Ko, Mo) 13 (Mo, @) I HREK
Z ¥ rigid cohomology T, Frobenius ¢ DEFH %>,

B 524(X) D “BVWOREOHIZ, § BFRTHLEIA-TWSE, Thiy, M
(Hfig(%1/ Ko, Mo), , F*) 13 filtered Frobenius module & 7% 5. M %% “B\ b D

THLHENS, (Hi(Xr/Ko, M), p, F*) 13 weakly admissible T 5.

EF 2.8. LR X L M = (Mo, ®), (M, F*)) VoA LT, HBH % piESTH coho-
mology

Hi(%,M) € MF%

%, (Hig(%k/Ko, M), 0, F*) 12X o TH X 51 2% weakly admissible filtered Frobe-
nius module & L TEHET 5.

B2 M % S*4(X) OBBWLSRROBEE, RICEREL 72 p-ESITE cohomology
E—HT5.
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2.5. Beilinson-Deligne cohomology. B\ sheaf OD¥ &It Grothendieck @ 6
@ functor

f*).f*) f!,f!,@,Hom

THLTWZRIThE RS 2w, LA L, VMHS(X) iZZOWE% ML Twizn,
D%, VMHS(X) 2&H, &5IZ Grothendieck @ 6 2 functor THL Tw 5
mixed Hodge module D MHM(X) S REEEZIC & o TEFHE SN 72 ([Sail], [Sai2]).

¥ MHM(SpecC) = MHS T 5. f: X — SpecC % #ii&§tL L, D°(MHS)
=B MHS DERBL$5HE, M e VMHS(X) IZxL T, Rf.M € D*(MHS) T&
5. M DFRBAT & BT cohomology 13 ,

(2.1) HY(X,M) = H'(Rf.M)

THzbh 5.

EFE 2.9. M % VMHS(X) OTLE T5. M 423 Beilinson-Deligne cohomology %
Hi@(X> M) = EXtiAHM(X)(R(O)a M)

ELTEHTS. TITR(0) 1 X LOHB% variation of mixed Hodge structures
ThH5b.

f1C mixed Hodge module DE D p#EFHMLL MHM,(X) 2SEE SNz L T,
M e S*(X) iZxt L T, 4%} % rigid syntomic cohomology %

Hsiyn (xv M) = EXt;.\/IHMp(x)(K(O)a M)

EEETIUTRV. L2 LBRELH S, 40825, MHM,(X) 3EZRIN TV W,
L2L, b LIRICE MHM,(X) @#Sh Tzt 58, Bt f: % —
SpecOx & L2 &, f* L f, OBEfEMEDS,

H;yn(x’ M) = EXt’;VIHMp(.’{)(K(O)’ M)
= Extyum,0x)(K(0), Rf. M)

%18%. ¥7:, MHM(SpecC) = MHS & % 2HH 5, MHM,(Ok) = MF, & R
T5E,
H.(%,M) = Extwa{( (K(0), Rf.M)
155,
%M+ & rigid syntomic cohomology % T % &1k, DY(MFL) % MF) 0¥
kEELE

Rf.M € D*(MF%)
DiEE %+ 5 complex ZHHETIUT R, (2.1) DU, S, T complex i
(2.2) | Hi(Rf.M) = Hi(%X, M)

ZW/c I T TH A, BlL, 1R¥MF & rigid syntomic cohomology % EFET 4121,
(2.2) % 7= ¥ DP(MF) @ complex % functorial IZ BT B,
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2.6. Rigid syntomic cohomology. IR#f, rigid syntomic cohomology A E# &
NTVBLDIUTOHBETH 5.

1. [Ban2] Ti, #2% M »° Tate object K(j) DHAEIZ(2.2) i/ complex
Rf.K(j) %%, rigid syntomic cohomology %*

Hyyo (X, K (7)) = Extyey (K(0), REK(5))

ELTE#RLA., 72, TD cohomology ¥ Amnon Besser [Bes| IZ & - T%E
#F SN 7C rigid syntomic cohomology Hi(X,j) & FMENC 2 22 5EHHL, FEKB
GCL@%%ﬁfﬁuﬂE@%%ﬁ%%g M HELZAHL /2.

2. [Banl] T, K =Ky DHBEIZ, —#kD M e S24(X) ITxL T (2.2) 2T
complex Rf.M *%EFHL, uﬂ%}«ﬁ‘/‘“( rigid syntomic cohomology %* %% L
7z, (EBRIZIX, rigid syntomic cohomology % cone % IV TEFEL TV 578,
[Ban2] DAERE A5 &, Ext BERIBIZ 22805 b»5). M = K(j) Dk
22, LoERE—HT 5.

BIEE D polylogarithm D EIL K = Ky DBAETHHTH 5. TH 2 O,

to 2 OEEREHWTITo72.

3. Bt & RIGID SYNTOMIC COHOMOLOGY DMHE

O ERIZ, K = Ky DA, BREA X rigid syntomic cohomology D # A 7 M
HElk~<5., X 3REOMY L T5.
Beilinson-Deligne cohomology & %2, NFOEERFIVHFET 5.

Proposition 3.1 ( = [Banl] Lemma 2.6). M = ((M,, ®),(M, F*)) € S¥(X) &
5. ZOk, LR
— FOHig(Xx /K, M) — H' (X/ K, My) — HEH(X, M) —
PHET 5.
¥ 7z, rigid syntomic cohomology DEZHD 5, LLF®D spectral RFITEPN 5,
Proposition 3.2. M € $*(X) L 5. Z DK, spectral &%
Ey? = Hyy(Ox, H)(X, M) = Hil (%, M)

PHEETS.

MF/ T Ext’ 2% i > 2 THADBENHOLNTVWAEDT, L0 spectral 25l
i3 E, TBRILL, ROZERINEE 2 5.

Corollary 3.3 ( = [Banl] Lemma 2.7). M € S®(%X) L 5. T, Z&RY
0 — Hy, (O, Hy(%, M)) — Hy, (%X, M) — H(Ok, HV' (%, M)) = 0
PHFET 5.
Polylogarithm OFIEIZIIUTOEHISEETH 5.
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IR 3 ( = [Banl] Theorem 1). M € S*4(X) £ § 5. Ok, EENLFR
Hyyn(%, M) = Extig() (K (0), M)

DPEET S, 22T, S(X) 13 (%) 2MO/BEL THODOT, 54(%) & s
TELEH2TFHHIDDTH 5.

COREE HWAHEIZL->T, RIMDED pol, € HL, (U, Log) & S(U) DT LE
Ry bHENFTE B, ERFHHET 5L, K [Sug] ° Faltings DB MFy,, ) 12 &%
L 72 polylogarithm sheaf & {l7-¥2s & 5. EH 2 OFHBHIZ, ZOXRREHW
LHEIZL > TiTbhi:.
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