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M%ZavRy B8 Lie # G 0MEMAT % Lie#t, g 2 G @ Lie UKL
5. {e} & g DEIE, 12 € Sg* £ Z DRWEEIINIGT 3 NHRAED
ERILL TS L E, Cartan HiF

(59" ® UM))iny, 1®d— D 1" ® (eq)

M OAEaFRERY—2E5EZB3ZLRBICASNTVS, {¢} 2
(AQ)inv P primitive ZZAERRTT, {p’} % % DBNEEIC Chevalley’s trans-
gression theorem IZ & > THIET 3 (Sg*)iny PEBRILE T3 &, Goresky-
Kottwitz-MacPherson [2] X% EEL /-,

FER 1 LD DI EHE

(Sg*)inv ® Q(M)inv, 1®@d- zp? ® L(Cj)
J

M Cartan BB L BETTH 3, 2FH Z0BEFEII M ODEEaFEURY —
252 %. O

BoNBEDEHIXLTIDEREZRAL AP ZRCHT. 7: P> B
2F G-HE T3 LE, Chevalley &£ Koszul ic &k b, #%

QO(B) ® (Ag")imv, d®1+ Y P @ (¢y),
J

¥ P ORELMOTERIC L 286 QP ERARTH B LN
T 3. Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson [2] 3R %2 ERL 7z,



Fi® 2. FTIZER% DG(differential graded) (Ag)in-TNHFFDBEICE VT,
EROEXArY A ACS

ZLTTIRAEREZDG (Sg")imy-TIEE L (AQ)iny-INRED B DMIZER D 32D
Koszul 32 AT, FR206FR 1 BVEIPND T LE2HESIZR
L 7. 7272 L Maszczyk-Weber [6] 4% [2] DEIR 2 DFEBFIC¥ vy 7935
B LEERL, Fi-ciBA®RE5 27, L L Alekseev-Meinrenken (1]
RE>TH LIRS X vy 7235 5 T L2 BRI N, HoRRER1
wHREAE S, 0 YNE W EiE R/ Cartan i & AT 72, (1]
BT BHEBRIO= D LIZRR D, Koszul BOMER AW ICEREER 1
BRLEDED, ROZEATENTVS, $TER1 ZRERATTRERL,
FEFE—RAEEFTRLTVREDOTHS. RiZ G BEAT 3EREDH
BHRDOEEDO— e LT g-MayEME2ERL T, £8D g-HoEMH
L TER1ERLE, BOWREITRERR g-BOZEMTH 505,
BREEEZNLI-DOTH S, HUE% T LB L Alekseev-Meinrenken 257
L7=ZLiZRTH 5.

33| 3 ([1, Theorem 4.2]). £ED g-MYEH M ITHL T, M D
Cartan B (Sg*)iny ® Minv (& M @ Cartan B (Sg* ® M)inv &, DG
(Sg*)inv-TIEEDOEICE VT, FEFE—FAETHS.

—7 Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] iZFR 2 D—BLTHIRDER 4 %
R, FEB3 L 422 Koszul FUNEIC E WBART B Z L 2R L. Wy =
Sg*@Ag* & Weil R¥k LT3, £ G-HR P — Bl TQP) i3, Chern-
Weil BERIC & b, We-MBICR2 5, QP) O—BLEL LT g-#
2 Weo-tiB2E2 2, 2L TERD g- T We-thBE N IZHL T, K5
(R 173 _

Nbasic ® (/\g*)inv’ d®1+ ZPJ ® L<cj)’
J
%M A L Chevalley-Koszul 8 & FEA 72,

¥’ 4 ([1, Theorem 5.5]). fEED g-#T Wo-ti#E N 2L T, N
® Chevalley-Koszul 8% My &, DG (Ag)iny-THEDBEICE T, &
EFE—FAETH 3.

L L (1 DER 4 DERAIIE X vy 72355 2 L bo7, FETE
FRACFLOVIHEESE LS, ZOFERE Koszul BOEZEZIE, T
HRY g2 M ot LT, M D/ Cartan #F & Cartan BEH5HE
FAETH2 LS. 727 L Koszul R -2 itk D, F%€
FE— BT 3L BREGENEDLNTVE I LML S5, TNREH
T30, AMTIIERRGEEZRED Lefevre [5) DBREZ A3,
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DG (Sg*)inv-IEEDE Mod(Sg*)iny SETFNVEICRD Z LIS HISN
T3, 7 /)VEIE, fibration, cofibration, £ L CTIFEHE & FEITN 3505
R3O0 IR EB DI EERVHT L, FIZIE Mod(Sg* )iy I
BT, FEAMEDZ 7R L LTHRAR»G%257 7 A 2EE T LW,
& 51T Lefevre [5] 1& cocomplete DG (Ag*)inv-RIMFED B Come(Ag*)iny
BETNVEICEZZLE2RLE, CEETNVELTSLE, ZOFREIE—
B Ho(C) L XBRMED Y 7 A TCORFLLEET 5. Lefevre 5] ¥, €
TNVEBDOMARBEERYTEAVT, Mod(Sg*)mvy & Comc(Ag*)iny DHE
FE—BBAEETHEIEERLE, D%,

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

PO, T TCDGEMETIARTHIILEREL TRV
EEERLTEL,
FHETIIREZRT,

ER 5. f£ED g-differential Wg-module N i L T, cocomplete DG
(AG")iny-RIMBEDBIZE T, FFAME Moasic ® (A )iny — Ninv VFFE
T35,

Z LT Lefevre iIC X > THon-BRMEICELD, FR3 &L 5BRT3C
EERT, Bz, EERS5 & Lefevre DEIRMEZ 21T, oMo M (T
WCHERTHBZLERELEZV) ITNLT, M D/ Cartan #fE L Cartan
HEIRRBTH S Z LBHL B,

2 g-RRZEM
(8,[]g) ZBBMODEF Lo Lie ¥ LT3,
E 2.1. g-2M &2 DG M (M,dM), 2 L TREER
LM, Mg — End(M),
DETHY, UTORBGZALTHDET S :
— £egicRLT LM(E), M(€) DREIFENEN 0, -1,
— [aM, M(©)] = LM(©), |
= [LM(&), M(EN] = M([€, €5),
= [ME©), M) =0. |
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EH2.2. M % gBOERMET D EE, Miny := ey ker LM(E), Mpor :=
Neeg ker M (€), £ LT Mpasic := Miny N Mpor 8K, 0O
Ag* % gt DABRREKE LT, ZORKE
(Ag")' = A'g",
LEDD, ¥ Sg* % gt ONHAREKL LT, ZOXREE
(Sg*)% := Sig*, (Sg*)%‘” =0
LEDD. {e) B g DEE, {°)} 220ORNEELT 3. UTFoR
y*i=e® € N'g, vt i=e® € S'g”
ERTLIT B,

#2.3. (a) G2 LieB#, g 2G DLie ¥, Z2L T M % G MEAT 2%
BfE L 43, g-BOEMORBFIZ M LOMIHERL S % 52H Q(M)
TH3, 727 L %D Lie 87 L contraction i G DFEA D infinitesimal
generator I 3bNDET 3,

(b) S ERE Ag* IZRBERERIR L, contraction M (€), £ L THZ

& = %;yawea)
2EZBIEICEY g HMOERICED, - a
b g 2 LieRBEKRET 3. g OABRE Ag DREIZ
(Ag)~ =AYy, (Ag)i:=0  (i2>0)

LED S, Ag & Ag* DEIDIEBRIL % pairing (-,-) ZAWT, D0 :
Ag — Ng &

@ X, YY) = (X,8Y), X €Ag', Y € Ag.
k> TEET S, AMRIC contraction ¢* : g — End(Ag) %
(E-X,Y) = (X, (€)Y), X€eAg', YEAng.

TEET S, [, ]ag Z Schouten FEMETHLE, W3 0 & [,]ag 2%
ZHUE (Ag TIE%2 ) (Ag)[1] #9DG Lie REIC2 5 Z L 2 ERLTEL.
Z 2T (Ag)[1] 1 (Ag)[1)f:= (Ng)' Tt B BRBEMNEEMET S,



(A9)inv 2 Ng DREFERBRICK 2AEFTEME T 5. g 1285 Lie R
BTHD956, Ag & Ag* DD pairing 1 (Ag)inv & (AgH)iny DEIDIE
IRML7 pairing ICHIB I NG, ZhE D (Ag*)my DD (AQ)iny DRE A
Z2E <. 7€ (Ag)iny P% primitive TH 3 & I

Alz)=z@1+1Qz

ZWirz3 T L LT B, (AgH)inv KBWT b primitive 2RICE FRRICERT
5. P, P* 2ZNEN (A9)inv, (A*)iny P primitive TG & 72 5 Fsr2E
Med3E, X<HOENTVRE LI, (AQinv & (AgH)iny PEID pairing
iEP & P* DHED pairing IHIRI N Z,. LoT P* i3 P OB IC
23NDT, {¢;} 2 P DEE, {} 2ZORNEEL T3,

L&) I3RBEMEEREE Sg* DX 0 D derivation ITIER L 7-b D &
LT, ZDOAREHITEMZ (Sg*)iny £FT. Chevalley’s transgression
theorem IZ & 2T o/ IKMIEY 5 (Sg*)imvy PTLZE P ERT BRI 1] 8
). degp’ =degc! +1 THB Z L E2ERL TEL.

3 Chevalley-Koszul

g RE L IRBEMAEREARK A THY, o-BOEMOMERZFD d,
L(&) 2L T 1(¢) 3% DBITBAL T derivation I3 b D ET 3, gy
A-MBEL 13 g- OB N THD, gHOBHMOERARER AN - N
Z2H2bDLTB,

B 3.1. Weil ¥ Wg:= Sg* @ Ag* ITBWT, Lie#are LTLY(E) =
L3(6) ® 1+ 1® LN (£), contraction & LT 1® N (¢), ELTHOELT

¥ =S (10" (e) - 1@d + Y v° ® " (ea)
a a

ZEONIL g-WoRE L2 3. O
'O g-# Wo-InifE N X L T, horizontal projection

Byor = H LN(ea)y“ N — Nhor

DR TE S, THEDS Poor 13 Sg* DFEAE LV (€) LTHRTH 3. dpor =
BoodVN £ 3L, dyor i derivative TH D, FEED z € Npor IS L
T, dhorz = (d — 3, ¥2 LY (€0))x € Npor SR DILDZ & R ERL THLS.
(7 N @ Ag* EDXE 0 D EHEERANER

o= Z LN(ea) Ry*, pB:= Zy"‘ ® " (eq)
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BEDD. o, B idnilpotent TH B0 5 e, & IZFRME % 5,
[1] 1231F % Proposition 5.3 I[ZiZ¥ vy 7"23H B DT, RD & ) ITEIE
T5,

R 3.2. N % g#5 WoMBEET 5. Moo ® Ag™ %

10d" +dhr ®1 =) v* @ (ea) = D (1®y*)L(ea)y (1)
RBALTEDCERMEEZS, ZITLE) =IVNE)®1+1)LA¢).
toLE

e 0™ Ny ®AG* = N, z®n > (—1)eHDy g
12 DG EMOANERIC % 5. O
B ¥ T
Ad(E)1 @A) =18 /) + [0 18 A + 5[ [ 1@ AE] + ..
=N ®1+18ME).

L= ;
CAdEP) (MO e =NE) @1+1 M (E).

&£2T
-8 -
N @ NAg* —— NOAg* —— N @ Ag*

LA/
N | ndel [REXG
N ® Ag* — N@Ag* — N ®Ag*
e e«

DBHTH S Z L0 B, N ker(1@N(§) =N ®F = N ITHEKT
3L 200RBER

Nior ® Ag* < (N ® Ag*)hor s N
283, (N®g)ho KBVT, e =TI, (1 - N (ea) ®92) &

1® H(l — 4% MNe)) =1® H NMea)y* = 1@ Ph,
a a

L—BF 5. chdbeoeP(z@n) = (~1)M=Hy. ¢ THB 2 ks
b B, 0

KQ(N) = (Nhor ® AQ*)inv
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LE3, dg BB (1) D KW) ~OHIRETS. D% b

dg = 1®dA+dﬁor®1—Zv“®LA(ea).
KyWN) 3% dg, (Ag)im-MNEHEER (1)1 @ M) &5 DG
(AQ)iny-TIBEEEZ B, 22T M g —» EndM) 2REDEABRES
Ming - End(M) IKIRBRL TR, —HAN % g We-In#EL Th
iZ, Niny 12 DG (AQ)iny-TNBEIC 3. 7272 L (Ag)iny-IIEHEEIZ N (c) &
T5. 0 B L) LAETHEDS, e, e b L(¢) LAMRTHS. ko
T e *o0e™? D KyN) ~DOHIRI DG (Ag)inv-MHEDPRAEERKTH 3
Ebns, DFEheoe P DHIBLALCEESTHEHL &,

Noe®oeP=e%cePo dg | (2)
)5 AV RVASH

T 3.3. N % g-yr We-IBEL 33, N O Chevalley-Koszul i L
& DG (Ag)iny-THEE .

Ey(N) 1= Moasic ® (Mg )inv, dg:=dV @1+ Zp’ ® (cj),
J

THB., HEL (N -TIEFHEEI1R . Nc) LED S, O

K (N) & Ky(N) Z&EUMT 578, Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] {2
T, &% Maurer-Cartan-BIFBREEZX 3. (Ag)” :=PsoN'g ET 3
L ¥, Alekseev-Meinrenken 13X % 7R L 7z ([1, Theorem 3.6] Z/H):

1 ,
Of +5lf\ flag+)_v*®ea=3 P ®c (3)
a i
1E KRB0 D canonical 28 f € (Sg* ® (Ag) )inv DEET S, Z ¢ Ag
28T 5857 0, Schouten B [, |ag 2
dp®y):=p®0y, [Py, ®YIrg =20 ®[1,¥]ng

LEBETBILITED (Sg* @ (Ag) v LICHRERT B, HUT TR (3) D
fRfe(Sg*®(Ng) iy BOEDBIELTEL, ¥f=3,fi0fl€
(Sg* ® (/\g)—)inv X LT, (Nhor ® Ag*)inv ki l’(f) Z

UPaem =3 flze (.

TEHET S, f i nilpotent THBD 5, e 1 (Myor ® Ag*)inv — Kg(WN)
BEBRMNTHAI LEERLTEL.
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KL(N) = (Nhor ® Ag )iy 1EHE, (A@)inv-TIEEREER, ZhZh
dg := e~ o dgoe, (=11 ® . e)).
EEDT DG (AQ)in-INF L EZ B,
I
—u(f) Ao = 10 dh — l | w0y P\ TA
e Do (1@d")oel) = 1@d" ~uBf +51f, flag) + D (" (e*) )L (ea)

7% (1, Lemma 2.2] 28). (3) D& f HVIIT
e_L(f)O(].@dA)oe"(f) = 1®dA“L(ZPj®Cj"ZUa®€a)+Z L(L*(ea)f)LA(ea).
i a a ‘

THY, KyN) DBIHdg=10d"+dper @1 =3, v* ® 1 (es), TH o
=z &72/%”3Hjﬁtf,

e~ o dgo e = dg - L(Zp’ ®cj— Zva ®eq) + Z L(*(e®) F)L N (eq)
j a a
=10d" +dnr ®1-D P RN() + > L(e*(e%) )L (ea)
(4)

j
DR DILDO T LddbHh B,

RDEMR
i KyN) = K4(N) z@ne (-)Mz@n.
REHTD. 2 € Mpsic SN LTddyorz =dVNz TH 3 2 LicEETIUS

djoi=10d, (5)

Bbohd, koTildaFzA VERTHS, 512112 DG (Ag)iny-1l
BORAMNERTHLZ LDM S,
EHED S e 1 K{(N) » KyN) X DG (Ag)imy-MBEDAREHTH
226, B Y 2RDOAR
e(f) 8

Kg(N) 5 Ky(N) = Kg(N) S5 N, |
LY, Uidad =4 VERTHE, EE, (2 & 5) KkoT

\I!oag=e_"‘oe"ﬁoe‘(f)o§oag
=e"°‘oe’ﬁoe‘(f)od’go§
=e‘°‘oe_'6odgoe‘(f)o:i
=N oe ®oePoelNoi=dNow.



BS2IC T & DG (Ag)inv-MMBOERBERTHZ. ¥ iF 2010 %
(=1l (eNn). 2 Iz 52T DT, ¥id [1] TEESNLDDELTVS,
LDL, DI ODDEROERBZDIEDBZEDI LD 2 ORI 19D,
N6 2DRRZBIEERERLTEL.

EHICRZ2R/BD, DRI [1]) D Theorem 4.2 DA EXF L VT
b5,

EIE 3.4. g 2 Lie RE, N % gD Wo-lBEL T3, ZDLE
¥ By(N) = N, 2@7 > (—1)1114L () - 2
X DG (AQ)iny-MEEE LTHE FE—RAEERTH S, - a

B, ) . KyN) = KgN) & e@ oe P Ky(N) — Nipy 1ZEBEER
TH305, 1: KyN) - KjN) »35 € E—REERTHZZ LER
BiZ &V, D% H 7 D homotopy inverse K(N) — Kg(N) ZHER i
L\, |

g 3K Lie RBTH 255, g LKAERZAR B 2D 3. B I
FoTEE2ABER%E Bl : g* - g £ LT, Ag* D Casimir fEFAFE
Cas) % Casy := 3, L"N(B*(e?)) o LN(ea). LEET 3. LM TW
% & 912 Ag* = ker(Cas}) @ im(Cas}), ker(Casy) = (Ag*)imv TH S, &
512 Lo % 1® Casy € End(NMyor ® Ag*) D Ky(N) ~DOHIRE TS &
Ky(N) = ker(Lo) @ im(Lo), ker(Lo) = Ky(N) = Npasic ® (Ag*)iav TH
3. Ilp % im(Lo) I 7% KL(N) 28 Ky(N) ~DHE, Go & Lo ITB
33 GreenfEAF LT 3. DF h Gyollp = 0, Lo0Gp = GooLy = 1—iolly.
TITi:KyWN) > K{(N) BERLZEEERET 5.

KyN) kT

h:= Z 1® N (B*(e2)) o L (eq)

REXD. ZLT Li=[d},h] &8, HAGHI LZaF=A VERT
$H%, EoilkerL=kerLy THBILMPRDEHITHSB: (Ag*)j) &
Ng DETDTED contraction TO IR BTN 6RO BHEET S &,
filtration :

0= (Ag")(0) C (Ag")() C -+~ C (Ag")(@img+1) = AG”

283, oI LME((Ag*)y)) € (AgH)) THH96 KQ(N)(J-) := (Npor®
(Ag*)(j))inv 1% well-defined. & o T filtration

0=KyN) € KgN)pyc---C K,’,(N)(dimg+1) = Ky(N)

21



283, (4) &b LIizBWT 14N R S0 THOIEIL filtration DX
Bediatdb1oTFsI dbhrsd. K(N)IZB»T

[1@d", hl = 18 L"(B*(e*)L" (&) = 1 ® Cas} = Lo,

THBIDS L=Lo+R ERTZEMNTES, 7277L R I fltration DR
BETITR, hoiollpg=0%56 Loiollp=0 2832, X5HIZ

L= Lo(1~-1i0lly)
=Loo (1 —iollp)+ Ro (1 ~ioTlp)
=Lo+RoGyo Ly
= (14 RoGp) o Lo.

DR Y L. Ro Go i3 filtration DREETIFBDT, 1+ Ro Go XA
#, koT ker(L) = ker(Lo) = KgW). MEDZ &tk Ki(N) =
ker(L) @ im(L), ker(L) = K4(N) 28 3.

G % L IZBT 3 Green fEAIFE, ie., Goioll =0,GoL = LoG = 1—ioll
L%, 22T R Im(L) Ko KyN) 226 Ky(N) ~DHEBLT
5. GldaF A vERTHEPS, Hi=hoG ¥ [d},Hl=1-icll %
W, XoTI: K{WV) - K,W) %

(2 ® ) := (-1)"TI(z ® )

LEBETNZ 1 -Toll=1—ioll=[d,, H] B L>. WA IT 23
HLERMUERTH S, O

4 /\Cartan &
4.1 /M Cartan #lF

EM 4.1 M % gBOEMLETS. M D Cartan HEE L 13 DG (Sg*)inv-
yjjif:=3

Cg(M) := (59" @ M)iny, dg =1®dM - Z’Ua ® M (€a) -

Thh, 2NAFRERY — Hy(M) i= H(Cy(M),dS) B M DEEaF
EF0 Y —0 Cartan EFI)N LT 5, O

FWMa42. F=R ¢33, G %2av,37 i Lieq, g 2 G D LiefR
B ELTM%Z2GHBEALTVRSRGELTS. 20L& HANRER
£ LT Hy(QM)) & M ORIZE (Borel) 2ah vy —tABETHS. 0O
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TEH 4.3. M % g- ML 32, M D/ Cartan BfE L 12 DG (Sg%)inyv-
hngE

Co(M) = (Sg")inv ® Miny, d§ :=1®d" - sz ® M(cy),
J

THD, ZaFERS— Hy(M) := H(Cy(M),dS) BHEa TR —
D/ Cartan € 7TV EFEIN S, O

Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson [2] 1& Cy(M) & Cy(M) VSRR TH
% L FBR L 7. Maszczyk-Weber [6] 12 & D [2] K& 3 Z DFHFICIZT X vy
TR E N 7-D3, Alekseev-Meinrenken [1] IFRZ2R L 7.

EE 4.4 ([1, Theorem 4.2)). g Zflify Lie W&, M % g-BoEML
3. AER (3) DEROE f € (Sg* ® (Ag) v KA LT, SREM

e

Cy(M) = Cg(M) = Cy(M)

X DG (Sg")in-MBEL LTHRE FE—-FAEEHTH S, K, ZhiZ@
BER Hy(M) S Hg(M) 28 L, O

[2], 6], 2 LT [1] KB THEMEIN TV B LI i, ZOEEE Koszul
Wt 212, TICERS o8 WelBE N KL T, K;WV) &
Nipy DSRAERTH 2 2 Lasbd 3, #Hic, EHE 3.4 & Koszul PUHE % fE
ZiE, FICBRY o-BOEE M It LT, Cy(M) & Cg(M) 2HERE
THBZILEBb®S, kb, Koszul BONEZEZIX, FEFE—D
HREBARGEZER) LB D, TDOEMTIE, Lefevre [5] IT
IotRoNEREHZRAOERMELZHAV5.

4.2 Lefevre OMEE{E

ZOETIE Lefevre [5] K&k o> TRONER2EFT 3. 4 KRV
FiHBH L EERLTEL.

A % augmented DGR¥}E L, d4 28, pt A4 - A W, %
LTeA: A—F % augmentation £ T%, C % cocomplete augmented
DG &R L, d° 284, AC:C - CRC 2 KRM®, 2L Te“:F-C
% augmentation & T 5. & 2 TRAE C 2% cocomplete TH 3 & 1%, C
A3

C — C® — (C/F)®", n>2,

D kernel DFIEA L —HT B2 L LT3, ELBHOERIRKEEZ n
EROBELbD, BREOEKIIEENLHE LTS, 1:C - A %
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twisting cochain &£ § %, DX D XE 1D F-REE®HRTHY,
dAor+70d =t o(r®7)0 A%, etor0ef =0

2HM-THDET S, DG H A-MBE L ITHL T, 10 AC 247K,
Al®14+10d°+W®1)o(1®7®1) 0 (1® A°).

2o &35 cocomplete DG E C-RIMFE LRC ZHWEL, L. C ¢
RTZIELILTS, ZDLE, Mod A 2 DG A A-MEEDOE, Comc C %
cocomplete DG & C-RIMBOE L T3¢, BF

7®,C : Mod A — ComcC

2B3Z L3bh B, ARRIZL T, cocomplete DG & C-&MEE M Xt
LT,

AMe1+10d4-(1@ut)o(ler®1)o(AM e 1).

AW ETE5DCHANMBEMQA BEHTE, M, AELRT, 0
L EBF
?7®r A: ComcC — Mod A.

283, Lefevre 12 (?7®,C,?7®, A) BPEHBEFOMETHE L ZRLE
([5, Lemme 2.2.1.2] ).

T r7:C — AlZacyclicTH3E{RKETS. 2% b adjunction

morphism (A®,C)®, A — A PHRAMERTH S LT3, L<{HNT
W3 X IHIZ, Mod A RBEEBEGR*FEME, £HERBEMS?% fibration
EEDB EETFIEICR S, Lefevre iZ3RETL 7=,

EHE 4.5 ([5, Théorém 2.2.2.2]). (a) ComcC T f @, A PHERE L
258 f 2I3MEME, BFERREMRE cofibration L ED % L ETFIIEIC
%5,

(b) BAF 7 ®, C, 7 ®, A iZ quasi-inverse equivalence

Ho(ModA) 2 Ho(ComcC),

2, ZZTEFVECIZNLT, FE Y- Ho(C) LIZFHRAMED
7R BREALET B, O

= (89")iav, C = (Ag")inv £ T 5. ESHOGNFKERZ 2 >EFY
%, %79 (Ag)inv WK BIT 3 primitive 2T6H 5 %2 2RI EM P* XL T,
(Ag*)iny = AP* DR D ILD, RIT P* := P*[—1] % transgression I &
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(Sg" )iy DEHEMER—BRT S L, (Sg*)my = SP* B Y IO, Bk
SRR LT,

T (/\g*)inv AP - P* — Sf)* = (Sg*)inv
LEBET B, ZITAP* - P* ZEHRAREE, P* — SP* i3 transgression

£9%. TDLE 7 Xacyclic twisting cochain 127 3, K> TEH 4.5(b)
&n, ? ®r (Ag)iav, ? ®~ (S9%)inv i EFE

Ho(Mod(Sg*)inv) =~ Ho(Comc(Ag*)inv) (6)
PHEL L3

4.3 Chevalley-Koszul #{& & DOBR

A % (/\g*)mv @%E <‘:- T% k, Nba.sic ® (AB*)inv 31 & A %%ﬁt —3—
% cocomplete DG (Ag*)iny-RMBEIC 2 5. —7, E& 34 OAEZAV
T, B8 Y : Mw — KyN) 2EBER

Nine S5 Kg(N) S22 Ky(N) B Ko
ELTEET S, TDLEARER

T * A v
an _’Nbasic®(/\g )inv 1® Nbasm®(/\g )mv®(/\g )mv ! an®(/\9 )1nv~

Z Nipy DRBERB I LBOD 5, J: 5T Ny (& cocomplete DG (Ag*)inv-
RMBEIZRS, ToU =1 BEHZHIEIKERTSLE, ¥, T EDG
(AGH)inv-RIMBDYEFRBERICR BT L3O H B, THITEE 34 &Y
U, T HEABTHS Z L BHED. UFTR Y, T 25 Come (Agh)my K E
WTHERETHE I EZ2RT.

filtered C-&RINEE M 5% admissible TH 3 & i, filtration {M*} »Sex-
haustive, 92 M°® =0 273 LT3, Lefevre ZX%ZRL 7,

#M 4.6 ([5, Lemme 2.2.2.5]). cocomplete augmented DG R C
B3 C° = F T& % exhaustive filtration {C*} & $27% 51X, admissible
filtered DG C-RIMBOMOBEATIIFTFTAEICZ 5. O

Ci = @zq(/\ 0% )inv & THUE, (Ag*)inv LIC exhaustive filtration
FZCOCCI C -'°CCdimg=(/\g )1nv

285, P % (Ag)imv D primitive RTTH 5> A ZWABMELT, FI %
NP DETDILD contraction T 0 I BTLh 5 7% 3 Ky(N) DEIZEM
LT3, DL E K (N) LT exhaustive filtration

0=F0c Flc...c FAmP+ _ K (N



285, BERRIC Mpy Ei2d (F) = 0 TH % exhaustive filtration {(F')’}
%2835, £oT, filtered (Ag*)inv-RINEE Ky(N), Moy 3 & 1T admissible.
EE/D S U, T 23 filtration ZIFED I L IZHEH DT, WE 4.6 12X hH RS
5 A RVASH

EHE 4.7. g 20 Lie REL, N % gD Wo-TIBEL T 5, DL E
U: ByN) = Ny, 2810 (1) UDp) . 5
i& cocomplete DG (Ag*)inv-comodules & L TOFFEETH 3. a

INELER 45 (a) 25, EED gy We-lI#E N XL T, DG
(Sg) - MBEE L TOBRARER

T ® (Sg™)inv : Noasic ® (Ag")inv ® (58" )inv — Minv @ (S8 )imv,  (7)

2Bz o, BEOED, @ ORbYIC® LRT.
~ % Mod (Sg")inv KB BBAEZRT I EIKT S L, ERD g
S M T LT

Cg(M) = Miny ® (Sg")inv
~ (Wg ® M)iny ® (Sg")inv
~ (Wg ® M)basic ® (Ag")inv ® (58" )inv
> (§g" ® M)iny ® (Ag")inv ® (58" )inv
~ (Sg* ® M)iny
= CE(M)

DR LD, I I TRED ~ 1F Wg D acyclicity > 5 b, RD ~ i
BERNESG (7) »oBon, 2L TRED ~ ZERE (6) »5bh 5.
Miny LOKBITy = Zj LM(Cj) ®cd ZHWT

Migy = Miny ® F i’ Minv ® (/\Q*)inv,

LEBETNE, BF 20 (59" & My % Miny ® (Sg%)inv €I 2F
b3, ZOWTIE M1 -, M(c))®@p! B I LEERLTER. U
oz ik, £BD o-HOER M I LT (S ITTRERALRRE
RBETIRZ), Cg(M) & Cg(M) BHIRAETH 3 Z Eathr 5. #IiT,
ZOXEIR L ERAME (6) T AVIUIEDL ICER 4.7 4.
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