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(The small Cartan complex for equivariant cohomology

and model categories)
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1 BU®Iic

GzavnyrTBERZLeH, g 22D Liefll, ZLT M % G 23EH
TEEREBLTE. QM) 2 M OBOIHR2BET2EE, CatanBEE 1T
N5EE ((Sg* @ UM ))iny,dg) EEEIFEUS —% 52 %, Goresky-Kottwitz-
MacPherson [2] ¥ Cartan #EA3 L D D" ((Sg* iy @ QUM )iy, dg) & §ER
BITH B EERL /2. Maszczyk-Weber [5] 25Z DEHICX vy 72 L 7223, 1F
&7z ¢ LT Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] & & D IEL WEEBAME 2 517z, 727 L Koszul
BRI BT ¢ Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson @ /5 ¥ & Alekseev-Meinrenken O
FEIIRESCRL S, BKFTIE Lefevre I2 & W 5 2 517 Koszul XD HAE %
A>T, Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson D HKICIEWT 70 —F 2% 2 5.

%7z dg 13/ Cartan #ED BR 2 BICBI L T derivation 113 &7\, 2D 7-
% Alekseev-Meinrenken 3% L Wi © 2 EAL, ZOMICBIL T d, 2% derivation
KRBZcRRLE Ll 0 BEANTIRRY. 2ETE 4, 0 KEROK:
MZT, /b Cartan B LI A-Hiilizk 5% 5.

2 /NCartan &
ZOEMOFEMICOWTIX (1] 28,

2.1 EBRE |
BUTTid g 2RE80 DK F _ED reductive Lie R E T 5.
EE 2.1 gWMOEMLBRBMAERT PAUE M L2008 M, 2 L TER
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B
» LM Mg — End(M),
DETHD, UTOERHEE2ZH-TIDETS

— feg T T LM, M) DXREUTZENE N 0, -1,
= [aM, M(E)] = LM(¢),
= [LM(€),M(€)] = M([€, €N,),

~ [M(€), M) =0. | O
EE 22 M %2 gHBOEMETEILEERDIIICED S :

M = ﬂker LM(§

£€g

Mhm' = ﬂ ker LM(£)7

£eg

Mbasic = Minv N Mhor-

g DEE% {e,}, ZONNEBEZ {¢v) LF5. 2L THUFTR
y*=e* € Alg*. 12 =e%€ S'g*
LB LT B, £ Sgt OREUL |
(Sg*)* = S'g", (Sg")**:=0 (i>0)
EED D,
EE 23 M % gHHyEELTELEE
Cy(M) := (Sg" ® M)y, dgi=1®d" =Y 12 ® M(es)

% Cartan A L LU, Z2DaFrERY—%2 M OAKaFER Y — (D Cartan €
T) & L&, , O

(AB)inv, (AG")iny P primitive ZJCREH» S 2 ZRBUT EWIZERMEZNLEN P,
Pl B PR P ORNERELZDT, {¢;} B P OERK, {J} 2ZONN

HEETS,
% 7c “Chevalley’s transgression theorem” IZ & b ¢/ ICHIET 570% p’ € (Sg )mv

YEOZEICTE,
2L T g— End(M) BREA & REOWHAE LT

t: Ag — End(M)
EERICHET 3. |
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EE 24 M 2 gHOIERETSH L E,

| éQ(M) = (Sg*)inv ® My, ag =1Q® dM - ij 0% LM(Cj)
J

% /1N Cartan €& & L 5. O

Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson [2] & Cy(M) & Cy(M) PSEERE E ERL 7z,
ETHESBED X H I LT Cartan HEZ BOF 72 D% B,

2.2 RAZEIREOY—& Koszul MIE

Mod™ (Sg")inv % FICEF 7 DG(Differential Graded) (Sg*)in-MHDZTHEE L
T, D(Mod*(Sg")inv) 2 Z DEXKE L T 5.
[E’——J*i‘: LT M0d+(/\g)mv, D(M0d+(/\g)mv) %E%?—é C‘:y g%

h: D(M°d+(59‘)inV) - D(M°d+(/\9)inV)> X — X ® (Ag")inv,
) t: D(M0d+(/\g)inv) - D(M0d+(Sg*)inv)7 Y — (Sg*)inv & Y

i3, ECHSNTY S K IC, Koszul WAL Lidh 2 BRME
D(Mod*(Sg")inv) = D(Mod™(Ag)iny) (1)
¥52 5. |

g BORBE IRBAEEERK A THD, o BIEROBEEZLS, oI
dA, LA(E), u(6)A B3 A DREICEAL T derivation 17226 D &Y 5. EERHALL
T Well REEWg = Sg* Q Ag* 23H 5.

RIC g5y AL 1T g- MO ZERN THY, AMBEOBERZLDL, T6IC%
DER AN - N 28 g EHORERBICLZZbDET 3,

2] =¥ V¥>T Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson (3R % ER L 7z,

“EE”. g % reductive Lie fRE, N 2TICERL oWy We-lIFELT B L Z,
Mod* (Ag)iny I8 V>T Chevalley-Koszul B & X iFN 5 (Mpasic ®(AF" )inv Ng
1+ 3,0 @ M) LK (M. dV) BERETS S, 0

i Koszul WML D, Mod™ (S8 )iny IS8V T

(Sg*)inv ® Nbasic ® (Ag*)iuv =~ h"(Nbasic &® (/\Q“F )inv)
% h(Maw) = (S8%)iny ® Niny
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285, ThEALT

CoM) = (88" iy ® Miny
~ (S8 )inv ® (Wg @ M)iny
= h(Wg & M)inv
~ h((Wg ® M)basic ® (A8 )inv)
= ht(Wg ® M)pasic
~ (Wg ® M)pasic
>~ (Sg" ® M)iny = Cg(M)

THBIEBODPSE, ZITRITD ~ 1d Wg Dacyclic THBZ L, BRED ~ i
ERE (1) 2585,

BEIED, CyM) LEMETH B8E Co(M) 2HOFBIEMNTEBDN
hS, (2] ICBVF B BB DIEHIE, Maszczyk-Weber [5] (2 X b ¥ vy 72IEH
N, 5T Bl IKBVTH L WIEBAR 5 2 7238, Alekseev-Meinrenken (1]
LT ZDIBIB X vy 783H 5 2 tdibhoik,

% Z T Alekseev-Meinrenken (3 Cy(M) & Cy(M) BERBEITHEZ E2UTD
L HITRL 7,

Ng DRE %
(Ag) ™= A'g, (Ag) =0 (i >0)

EED B E E, Alekseev-Meinrenken &
. 1 . a . -
Of + 511 Nlna + Y " ®ea=D ¥ 0¢ (2)
a 7
2 BITREO DT f € (Sg*® (Ag)- o BEET B EETL, THEAGTR
2/ 7L (Ag) = Di(ng)t ET B,

EHE 2.5 ([1, Theorem 4.2)). g % reductive LiefR¥, M % g-BOoZERL T 3.
FEK (2) DEBDOR f € (Sg* R (Ag) im WKWRLT

etltf)

Cy(M) = Cy(M) == Cy(M)
ST (SgH)in-MNBEE LTDRE PE—ABEERTDH 3. O

Itk h CyM) & Cy(M) IZBERIBIDHES .
XoIlEsidRZRL -,

FIHE 2.6 ([1, Theorem 5.5]). g % reductive Lie fR¥&, N % g-#> Wg-I,
ZLTfe(Sp®(Ag) )iy ZHER (2) DERDMELET B L E, KM IO,



156

(a)
U Moasic ® (A )iy — Moy, 2@ 7 (=1)12H(e" Ny )
‘if‘i&i} (/\g)mv"ﬂnﬁo)ﬁﬁg—g?% 5.
(b) | _
T: -A[inv ‘—"Nbasic b2 (/\g*)inw z (Phor b2y l) Q e—o. e—-v’” U)z ® 1)
BT (AQ)in-TIBFEDERBTHS, ZZTa= Z ((‘]) g ¢ € End(Npy ®
(Ag*)inv) & T 5.
(c) To W ZEEEHTH D, \po'rc;tm%é;'&tmfbtmfﬁa O

[1] ICISEEE 2.6 & 2.5 i Koszul WHEIC X W BEOFron s Lt ETw3, L
> LEE 2.6 2REL TH Koszul IE» B OB Z Lk, TICERL g-#S
ER M IHLTC(M) & CyM) BSIRRAE DA TH S, EHE 253X DMH%R
CEERFRELTWBEDT, ITNTIEAHIES,

% 2 TRETTIX Lefevre 12 & % Koszul 3OHHEDHR > EE T 5.

3 Leféevrelc &3 Koszul D ILE
ZOEOFEMICOVLTIE [4], (3] 2EH.

A % augmented DG &, € % cocomplete augmented DG &IV ET 3. 2
LT r:C — A % twisting cochain, 2% hX¥ 1 DERELKT

=4

dor+70d’+pto(r®@7)0 A =0, oT0e’ =0

EMLTOOLT S ITAA AT BRENETNA, C O, ut i A OB, AC
2 C ORME, 2L T € l3ZNFN A, C D augmentation &F 3,

LZDGAMBEETEE, LRCITIQAC 2RBLETZC-RMEEICR S, £7-
T XX -X'®X, 20z — (-1 gz
T
Ae1+10d°+(Wre1)o(T®1No(1®7®1)0 (1R AY)

DI E, THILTTELDCC-/MERLZ LR, C EBLZEICT S,

RKiZ ModA % DG A-MED % THE, ComcC % cocomplete DG C-R#ED 7
TEELT ¢o:L>L ZModADHETBEE, ¢61:L®,.C— L ®.Cli
Comc C DE LR 3,

BREDES3ICLTTESBF%

70, C : Mod 4 — Comc(C
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L&
RREIC M % cocomplete DG C-RMEEL T3 EE, AN AQM ILBVT
“g1+1gd"+ (' ®1)o(l®r®1)o(1®T)o (18 AM)
WETIc D, T3 LTTES DG A-MEEZE A®TM LEE, BF%
AR,?: ComcC — Mod A

LR -
IDEE(Q,C AR,T) SREMEFOM L 5 ([4, Lemme 2.2.1.2] ).

BT Tk 7:C — Aldacyclic, 2% HERED DG A M IHL T, adjunc-
tion morphism 4 ®, (M ®, C) — M BEEABTH 3 LRET 5.

ModA IZ&\>T weak equivalence & L THEMZE, fibration & L TSR &
THEEFNVBICREZ I EBMENT V558, Lefevre lFRZRL 7.

EE 3.1 ([4, Théorem 2.2.2.2]). (a) ComcC I EV>T weak equivalence & L T
B f T AQ, f MEERARNIC 2 BB D, cofibration & L THHEREIE LTS LEET
NWEIZT2 5,

(b) (? @, C, A®,?) IZ Quillen FHEIZ 72 5. 0

I hp5 ModA, Come(? % weak equivalence @ 7 7 A TRFfLL B2 Eh £
L Ho(ModA), Ho(Come(?) & T &icT B &, '

Ho(ModA) ~ Ho(ComcC)
DD OT EDhh 5,
ZIT A= (Sg*)in\ra C= (/\g*)inVa £LT
T (Ag )iy AP — P* — SP* = (58" )inv
LTB. 2EL AP — P SERREE, P =P [-1], FLTP - SP* i
transgression £ 95, ZDE E 713 acyclic twisting cochain 725,
Ko TEEERL D BRE
Ho(Mod(Sg*)inyv) =~ Ho(Comc(Ag" )inv) (3)

8%, RETRINEAGT C(M) & Cy(M) PR ERT.
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4 CyM) ECy(M) DERIR TR
EED gty Wg-IndE N 125 L T horizontal projection

'th- = H LN‘(ea.)ya . N - an

MEBTES, it Sg* DEH, V() LRTHaTHI2 I L 2ERBLTEL.

Noasic ® (AB*)iny 13 (Ag* )iy DR A ZAVT 1@ A IZ & DD (A )inv-RH0
ORI Z b D,
—H N 1R %

an ':r'" Nbasic ® (Ag*)inv ILA" Nbasjc & (/\g*)inv ® (/\g*)irw m an &® (/\Q*)inv
b Th‘f&ﬁ (/\Q*)inv'%bﬂﬁc: 7:C 5.
TDEEERER 2655 U, T 3D (A )imy-RIMBEDOERHRNICZ 2252 2 28
b BD, T 5IZ weak equivalence ICZ B Z EMYUTD LI Icbd 5,

£9C = P, ;(Ng)m & +5L, (Ag*)inv 1& C° = F % ¥/ 7 exhaustive
filtration
F=¢C" C ! cC.-..C C(Iimg —_ (/\.g*)inv

b,
KIZ Moasic ® (AB )iny KBV T NP DETNHDILOD contraction 250 TH 3705
BB oEME FI ET5E, FC=0 %’ $ exhaustive filtration

0= F° C F!'c C FdimP+1 =Nbasic® (/\g*)inv

2O Lbd B,
FARIC LT Mv ® (F)° =0 %727 exhaustive filtration {(F')'} #&>. =
DEEFEHE 26 DU, T i filtration ZROBFAETH 2 Z L b 35,

#2RE 4.1 ([4, Lemme 2.2.2.5]). cocomplete augmented DG R C »5C° =F
"T& 3 exhaustive filtration {C'} b2 LT 5. 22D cocomplete DG C-RKMEE
M, M" 320 F0 FO =0 TH 3 exhaustive filtration {F?'} 2b2% 61, M &
M’ DR filtration 2R OEERE L weak equivalence iZ72 3, O

C DR L D U 13 weak equivalence IC7 5 2 &2 5. XoT, Mod (Sg*)iny
B VTR

(Sg")inv @ ¥ : (Sg‘)inv ® NMoasic & (/\gt)inv - (Sg*)inv ® My

285 IITCREBHEOLD Q, 2 Q LEL..
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M, M DPRABTHEEE M~ M LELZEILTRE, EFED g-HoM

MoZxt L T,
OQ(M) = (Sg*)inv X Minv
‘ ~ (Sg*)inv ® (W'Q ® M)inv
~ (Sg*)inv & (VVQ & M)basic &® (Ag*)inv
= (Sg*)in\' K (Sg* ® M)inv Y (/\g*)inv
~ (Sg" X M)im,
= CB(M)

DBEDIUDZ Db B, I TRIAD ~ i Wg dacyclic TH5BZ &, BRED
~ 1% (3) DHHHET.
EE 4.2. g % reductive Lie RE L $3L &, £BD g-MOEM M LT
Co(M) & Cy(M) 3BRAEITH 5 0

Alekseev-Meinrenken (Z X DV FIE, o MBFEFEY 7"(“:‘5 5ZEERL
7. FEEOFETIDHROIEEZRTCLBSBOBEERRETCH S, 22T
TTid [4], 3] DEREZEF L 2ds, SHEOBEE BEKISRR 2,

C €7 )VHE, C; % fibrant-cofibrant ZJLIC L > T TESHMIE L T5 L &,
Ho(C) ~ C.;/homotopy
DR DD, THEBERE (3) &b

Ho(Mod(Sg* )inv) Ho(Comc(Ag*)inv)
| ! i
(Mod( S8 )inv)es/homotopy =~ (Comc(Ag* )iny)cs/homotopy

285, SETREOTOBIMTELTERD, FEFE—FAEETHS4D
CRTOTOBRETEIZLENHLLEBbNE. 201D (Mod(S8")inv)es
(Comc(AG* Yiny)ey ZEEL S FARZITIUIE R S 20,

R

fibrant-cofibrant ZJCIC L > TTE ZEOBEIZOWTIE, RO EMBAENT
V5,

Alg % augmented DG fREDE, Cog % cocomplete augmented DG R D
ET 3L, IhSiFETLVEICKD, Ho(Alg) ~ Ho(Cog) MDD, ZL T
Alg,, % augmented A -FREDE L T % & Alg,, ~ Cog,; LD L.

REEEDBE, »

| Alg  2thL Al
Tl !

Cog ———— (o
g fully faithful Eer

o8]
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x5,

RETFEL S BRB 2, EED oMM M IS L T Cartan B1E Cy(M)
DG R 2B EIERS 2, ZITEBRAZBVE LTAMRBUC S E W
FIEBEZOND, RETIEZOMBEICHO>OWTEET 3,

5 /NCartan@BELD A -BE

gMOEE M BREMERETLHH L E, d, IEFEOHICEL T—HRIC
derivation Tix7% V>, % I T Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] Z¥T L\ 2-i © #EA L 7,

KT HTlxd 5D, Alekseev-Meinrenken (X HFFE

Bu + %[u, Wn (o = }_j P ® (A(G) - 9()

H3BE u € (Sg%)inv ® (A ® Ap);,, b 2T L &AL 7 ([1, Proposition 6.1] ).
L g—g®g, E— (£,8) IDBELNDIERE ¢: Ag > A(gPg) X AgRAg &
L7,
FLTCIOEACT, MOBRGBZ ppy - MOIM - M ETBEE, FIL
WiK%®
PeYCEeY) =018 e m oyey)

LEBL .
oIS IE, KE1D (Sg )i BT
H : Cy(M) ® Cy(M) — Cg(M) (4)
THDh

ez o) - (V) (eV2) = dH(x, ') + H(dgz, ') + (-1)° H(z, dgz")

EBTTOOVNEET B LRT L. |
CHNEDEDBIC dy 230 IKBL T derivation TH B Z Eb»5, L L o
BENTIZRY ]
BUTFTI dg, & IKHRDOBEMZ T Cy(M) ki A -#ilit 525,

E® 5.1 A MNBER, RBENEXIIPAEM A THD, n>1IKHLT, X

B1DES
by - A[1]®" — A[1]

MEZSNTHOTREH‘AZTHDLETE (FEDOn>1 KWL T,

Z biyrpo (19 ® b; ® ¥ = 0. (5) |

i+j+l=n
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A REUZ DWW TR [3] 2B K.
/I Cartan B Cy(M) I8V T |
by : Co(M)[1]E" — Cy(M)[1]
ELUTDOEIICEDS

bi(z) = (~1)Fd,z,
by(1,22) i= (—1)1 0= g, @ g,
b3y, T2, 23) i= (,_1)(111[+1x3l+1)lxslne “”H(bg(xl,xz), 3)
+ (_1)(IxxI+1)(lmzl+!zsl+1)He—b(f)H(xl, ba(x2, T3))
+ (_1)111I(Ixz|+‘a:3|+1)+lzzllzsl+lxslX
—(—1)=letNg, . e NTTe D H (xy, 13) },
b4(1l71 , X9, X3, :64) = (_1)(,1:}l+tl’2l+|$dl)'$4lﬂe_b(.{)H(bs(xl7 Tg., 1‘3)‘ I4) ‘
+ (_1)(imxI+1)(Ixz|+lxsl+'lw4l)ne—n(f)H(xl. bs(x2. T3, T4))

+ (_.1)'5‘1l(|172|+{13f+|14f)+|12l(h?3|+lx4|+1)+|$3N|2N|+1) %

He“(f){e"(f)l'le“‘(f) H(zy,zy) - e!IMe™ NV H (23, 24)},

ZLTu>500BHDEE

bn(I], L 7'7711) = (_1)(|1‘1‘+~.v+|urn—ll+l)|:lrnlﬂe—f_.(f) [{(bn—l(mh o 7:77”—1)7 -Tn_)
+ (=1) (Db tlen E D= F (14 by (T2, ... Ts)),

BEIIn>6OoBHBDEE

a1, .. 20) = (‘1.)(l$‘|+"'+|1”' Dzl le Y H (b1 (@1, - - - s Tno1)s Tn)
+ (—1)(mHl)('“H"'H‘”“”He_"(f)H(x; ybn1(xa, ..., Tn)).

ZIT [ E(Sg® (Ag) i BHBR (2) DB, TI: Cy(M) — Cy(M) i projec-
tion, H I3EB (4), 2L T |u| & C,(M) KBITEREET 5.
g®&§¢«T®n>1kﬂLT X G)EARLTIEBDDS

Eﬂsz_t%®;5mn21tﬂkfbnﬁﬁmaauZM@Jmﬂaimvﬁﬁ
kB, : O

ER 5.3. M. Franz DSARDO Z £ 2 ERL T 528 ([1] 28H) , Spam )y Fe g
|
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