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F1E BX

WA ONTIL, B P LEAZTHRINTVRIT LD LT,
BAMZHLNTWRNWZ EBFZLBINTVE L3 ICEbNS. K,
£& DV VIIER] symplectic HEED X 5 REAMATERD LB E 5B THEED
KPR FE, BRIRE V2 T4 EHOMRRIIEEYERD I T —3FRED:
LOMFELRVEEZFDL, ETETEOEEENELTWS. ZOMXT
R LTBDIE. ZDX D RO TED b - BTHEEDER DR
BEThD. SRk X DR TX OF—VB% GL(TX) = UpexGL(TLX)
LTBE, A e X DLORBERRIZLY. F—IUB GL(TX) O
R NT*X ~DER p BB LN 3, symplectic BERE, B DH
ABEIIZ O —PHO—DDBBEIZA-TNS, Z0Z Ehb, EF
XS —CHEO—2OBERZENIE, TOREOPIZHSAMOTERL L
T, —DOOEMBEREED LW, TAT 72/ Zhid, »2RVR
W2 E X FTIEH 20, symplectic BEE2 A, BICEMABEOER
RMIVREREFEZ ZBRICHEZEENICIEZ P LEFREEL, &
L LT, MBEOEEIZEMT20TIIRVA, LBbILS. ML
[7] IZBNWTEFRE L, T HEMEEOENERLBRLE. ZOILA
ELT, BHeERe ) I—HE2E  8MHIE. Calabi-Yau, 5 —7—,
G2 £ LT Spin(7) BEEHREV 2 T4 ERE2H—HITEBRTES LD
ZRRole, Thbid, R, V—< 3B, BREENOIEZI DTV
B, HOIMBIZA> TWIHAMITHBRD U AT LDED DHEIHEESE L
TRBPZLENEETHoT-.

ST, ZORMEBEZEITIH»RY —RPL2LOT, BRAKEIIGERRSR
JI—BEEROSMTEELBMCBA TSI LR, HifEns.

EED H 5 RER 2 S AIBEDOH 22T 5 - DICITRTHEENLE
% % cohomology #IZOWTDIEBRPMET, REERHoT=DEH, ERY
symplectic HBEIZOWT, BEIOEENRHE 2 DHESLE. BLIVREET b
VYBRIFEBRPKNT S ZHERGR»RY, BABRICR-EOT, Zh#%E
BWE L2V, T, HEESLSHE LOER] symplectic EDHAITZ



DHIEREEZEZ LTWD. BESHRELIERAT ) —HLHEHRT
%5 7z compact ZAEED Z L 2\ 5. BREFEER ERRBL2FTSH
7. EIREEE LM s & DOEFIZITER 7 symplectic BB FET
% (d-colsed RIERILHESH 2 KER). ZD0RE, BRBEOREIEEZ
ton3, EHI% symplectic BEDERDOEENRHE L TV D LI REH
I -TW5. BERBERET— T —2FERDIE, BRI—T R L
BB LEBRELNTWARD, ZNitnon-Kihler THY 2B O, BED
a2 T4 ERANEERIZRIERENHBTHS. 8T, $H&, —
i1z = /%2 FIER| symplectic ZEREDERDEFIIHA TWVLDON?

LWIHRIENREZ LD, ZORBIEERFBESFEEE-TEZ
BCLMNTES. |

T OERIEBITE . ERI symplectic i & FNIZONWTD ER| La-
grangian ZREDORT OEENCEATHZ L BARETH Y. 8% coho-
mology BEIZOWTDHBEMRERGE2ELD L, HEKDHZ L L
%%.

1.1 IEB| symplectic #i&

V & dn REDESRZ PVEREL, J, 2V LOBEREE L THII,
V LOBEREER AV C X (p, q) BERICHET S,

AV*QC =, NP1

V E® J, I29WTOER] symplectic & ¢, &1k, FFBILRER (2,0)
BERATHDHLTD. DXV,

2n
w2 =Wy, A Awy# 0.

S(V,J,) & V k. J, 122V TER| symplectic #ELEDEE LT 5.
J(V) & V LOBFEELEOESL L, P(V) 2V EOER] symplectic
BELERBEORTOER LTS, THhbb,

PV) = { (v, J) | v € SV, ), Jy € T(V)}.

P(V) OE—BRE~DOHEE p1: P(V) > A2V*®@C &L, HE p OB
n(P(V)) 2 A(V) £33,

A(V) == p;(P(V)).
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AV) IXER 2R T, HHBEFEHEE J, 122V TERI symplectic ##
EERDLDEETHDIND, ¢y DEERZL LT, J, 20T (1,0
R AL DEE {61}, BEFEEL.

(11) ¢V — 91 A 02 o 02n—1 A 927;,,

LRBEIND. Z0Z ehb, ERERE GL(V) = GL#An,R) 1T A(V) IZ
HWBRIZIER L. isotorpy BiX Sp(2n,C) & 25D T. A(V) IT%EZER
GL(4n,R)/Sp(2nC) LR—M&Nn3. Fiz AV) X GL(V) DR 2K
FERA~DIEROBIE & 72> TV 5.

T 1.1 8LE A(V) 2 V EOERI symplectic BEDBIE L VD Z &IZ
T5.

TIT.RBREEZRD, Thbb, MOEX ¢, 2. HFEHED ”canon-
ical” IZRESTLED ZLIZERT B,

8 1.2 ¢, ZIERI symplectic & L T DERWEILLL—D, TH2.
DED, BT o, ITEREEL J;, ZED., Jy, IOWT, ¢y IFE
Al symplectic &L 725,

R v eV D, ~ONEE 6, ICE Y, BRELLEM B %
E3, :='{i,,¢v|v eV}.

L5, ¢, OFER (1-1) ERNIT, VR CIX By, L EOBERER B},
DEFUISBLTNDZ L Boh5,

V*®C=Ej &EJ .

$XIZ, By, % (1,0) BpX, #R#& EY % (0,1) BEXL¥+5V £
-DEFREE J,, BHE—D, BEY. ¢y 1T Jy ITOWTER| symplecticth
EERB. ged Zhdb, ER| symplectic MIEDEE A(V) P oBER
BESEOES J(V) ~OBERB ¢, — Jy, 1LV, EED,

my: A(V) = T(V).
ZDE~DEH 1 1L fibre bundle 252 TV, EEHEMZHE->TEITIL,
AV) SN J(V)

GL(V)/Sp(2n,C) —— GL(V)/GL(2n,C)
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WIZEEE X LTEZDZ LITT 5. £8:22H T, X L TERI symplectic
WEOELE AT, X) 2%, 2TDze X ZoVnTofz i, X L
® fibre R A(X) —» X HHFo15,

AX) = AT=X) = X.

reX

ZIT, AX) i X Lo 2RBEREKEDOEF OB O EEEL LT,
MHEBBRIZABZZLIZRB. £(X) % fibre R A(X) D C™-sections D
- REODRELTD, |

E(X) = C=(X, A(X)).

— 5 section ¢ € £(X) FBIUE. THITER 2 KR THEEM T,X
TLIHE 12 LV, BREBEZEDDIOT, X LOBERERE J; B
BED.

M 1.3 LY. ¢ € £X) BEMATRR DT, HELTED SBHER
g J, IIERTRETH Y. J, IOV, @ IZIERIZR d-closed symplectic
form £72%. ‘ .

SR ¢ 1X A(X) D section THDENH, Jy IZ2WT, (1,0) BEXDORF
FEE (0, ,6™) 85V, ¢ i

p=6"AN*+--- + 6L NG,

TEZDONS. dp=07RDT, dif € N2OQAM LB LBTNB.
Wz 2. Newlander-Nirenberg DEIEFRBEDE S FIREMEIC B3 5 EE
5, Js RENTRETHEILEBSNE. ged Thdb, ¢ € M(X)
% X TERI symplectic HEE V5 Z LITF 3. KIZ M(X) % d-closed 72
E(X) O section EEDERE LT D,

CMX)={¢€EX)|dp=0}.

X OIS FHERSED 28 Diff(X) it M(X) IKBIERELIZX D {E
ALTW3. Diffy(X) # Diff(X) DB T2 ELERERTE L. X £D
TEH| symplectic HiEDE Y= T A ZZM M(X) & M(X) ® Difly(X) iz
XAmEEME LTERT D,

M(X) = M(X)/Diffo(X).



35 &, IEAI symplectic #iE ¢ @ de Rham cohomology class [¢] €
HY(X,C) 252 L2k Y, B P: M(X) — HX(X,C) BEE 3,

P: M(X) — H*(X,C).
DB/ P EZRAMEREND ZLIZT 5.

1.2 IEBI symplectic {BEDE IR

¢ % X EOER| symplectic i L L, XL TRE S ERMIEE Jy
T3, ¢ D EX) DRTOERIE ¢ €End(TX) 12V LT, F—VH
e® eGL(TX) DYERIZL Y,

pe“¢7

TEZ2 b5, (ZZ T, d-closedness IXTEZREL TWRWVWI LITHER.)
5=V GL(TX) @Y —3it End(TX) THY, End(TX) OHEA
% p T, M(X) ® ¢ TOHEZER T,M(X) IX

TyM(X) = { fat| @ € End(TX) },

2B, ET, ¢ DEBIL - TEELRERBEEBEKLLD. X LOX
7 PIVIR E°(= E9(X)) &ML - T,

E°:={i,p|lveTX},
3%, E' b, AT X LAERIN RO EMNEE (graded module) 2
E(X) = &, E*

&T5. ZIZT,

(1.2) E!' =Span{f Ai, |0 e T*X,v € TX}
(1.3) =Span{ j,¢|a € End(TX) },

(1.4) E? =Span{a Ai,¢|a € N*T*X,v e TX }.

ThHY, B =TyM(X) L72oTW053. 72 §1 TRAEL T E® = AW
THBHDT, EF X
Er= P A

p21,420
p+a=k+1
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LRoTWA. Z0ki, B(X) IAMSERR JICLVARETHD. W
TR #,

(#) 00— B %, p 2, g2 2,

RBOND. MO cohomology BE HE(#,) L5,

_ {a€T(E*)|da=0}
Hk(#:ﬁ) = {dk—lb l be F(kEk—l)}

XT, BV=2 5420 M(X) ORRAMREZEMEE 2 L 5. Diffp(X) ©
M(X) ~DERD ¢ TOBEEMIZY — M2 b BT, Lig (veTX)D
FOMATERLETELBND. ¢ X dclosed DT, L,p=diyp &2
D, E9={i,plv e TX} ThIHb, WIEHE #, 12BN T, dI'(E°)
2 Diffy(X) ® M(X) ~DEFD ¢ TOBEMERD. ZOT b,

B 1.4 BOBED 1RD cohomology BE HY(#4) 13 TV 274 ZEM
M(X) D ¢ TOFKRRBEERMERD.

THOrE, ROFBENBRICRATS S :

FER 2-2 = O EZEM HY(#,) OTIIEERC ERI symplectic
& o DEREPEZZDTHASIN? ERELS2DDIT, MPEELS
BDIEADMN?

s, EROBEOMBETHD. 2%,

8% 1.5 LLb, 2T Hi(#,) OEREZVWLT, ED0REFT o B IE
Rl symplectic i ¢ PEE {¢,} BEBL TV L E, ¢ OEBEOEE
IEZ TV GERES) LS. TRbL,

a= %¢t|t=o, (p= ¢0)-

¢ DEBDEDITIIROFERREBEI FRAEERE X LR Z LI
2B,

(1.5) dpesiryd =0,

2T, a(t) €End(TX) TH 0. B HEX (7?) 2L L= HmEX
13V — End(TX) OERIZE Y,

(1.6) | dpat =0
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ZIT, alF p
ZUt=0 =0

TEZNTWA LT3, B &h HER (1.6) DRI RAVLHEZEH
THY., QX ERDOEEDNKE L 1T, ML LR OBRIIND, b
L ORI HER (1.5) DEEERT D0, LWHELZ-oTNS. T
ik, BRBEEOLRIER (/) Y-Spencer Hig) IZRBITHERDEED
FELALE ST, —fRICIZE CTHLELWBBETH 28, BxDHAI,
WATMREED ZLicE V. RO 5 PR LEEOFEEOHERN
NELND.

¢ DB #4 1X de Rham #K (dR) OHLSEK L 2> TN S,

0 , B %, gt 2, g2 L TN
AN 4 a1 4 a2 4 824,

P XIZ, #4 D cohomology B H*(#4) 25, de Rham cohomology #
H*(X,C) ~DE#

v HY(#) —» H*(X, C)
HEBLND. TOLE,

EE 1.6 5 p2 BBSROIE. ERI symplectic & ¢ DETNIFEESE
BThHd.

¥, T2 T LERORAYER P: M(X) - HA(X C) HRETRICE
HThbHLE, V24 %M de Rham cohomology B2 XV, BHR
REZEERFOZ LIRS, ZoZtE, REF MV RERNRIUTD L
WHZ iz B,

EE 1.7 5 pl L pl BNEFLRLIE. AHER P id ¢ OISR
BFTHERERS. |
EHE16 & 1.7 2BbED L, KBRITS,

BE 1.8 5 pl,p2 BEICHRRLIE, TEV2TAER M(X) D ¢ D
ITEEIT H(#,4) OBRESLRE L2, BAHESR P13 ¢ OB THY
L5,



N 5D Theorem 1.6, 1.7 IXFNEIFHRIL [7] D Theorem 1.7, 1.10 Z ER!
symplectic #EDHEIZHEA L THLND. ¢ DEBIEIK #, IX de Rham
BK (dR) OEHSBEETH Y. BEEKIT FAR—BEE NS = (AO,0) &
2o TWBDT, E5ELF,

0 — #4 —— (dR) — A — 0
73%%63’%. T5&. RE2S
.o —— HZMX) —— HM(#4) — H**Y(X,C) — -+,
Ly, |

M 1.9 p BB THDZ LI, coboundary TR & BPEFERTHDHZ
LLRMEL 2D,

EE 1.10 ERI symplectic BEDHREIZOWVTIE, BV 20 DORER
BEBNTWD. (X,Jy) BIr—T—%&EIRLIE,. Bogomorov-Tian -
Todorov DEHR LV, BENIFEEENTH Y., RBET bV Y BEBEIKIT
%, ZHZOWTIX Twistor BRgEE-ERA L H D . T OFERIL Hodge
to de Rham spectral sequence 2%  Ej-term TiB{bThiE. BRIIFEE
BWTHO., BT P VI REBRBRILTE, LWVWIHIBIZ—bshb.

EE 1.11 e —5—RER symplectyic % b HOERBEEDERSE
EOERZOWTIE, [11] BHB. LI L., ER symplectyic EDER
LIx—RRIZ—B L2V, E72. non-compact BBEE D THERMWRE
BEBROFEobDL LT [15] BdH5.

EH 1.8 1% Hodge to de Rham spectral sequence DEETRHETIHZ &
WTED. FPAN*(=F)) %

FPar = @ A,

r2p,s20

15 AMESERR dITEYD, d: FPA* —» FPNTL L2 BT Lvb,
FPA* 1 de Rham BADERREIE L7220, filterd complex,

A =FA*DF'A" D F’A* DD Fentlyy = {0},

10



BELND. BT, FIA* HSIER] symplectic #EDERDEREHE #, TH
5. 335 L. filterd complex { FPA*}2"+1 A spectral sequence { EP9, dgr.a }

p=0
NELNBD. O spectral sequence @ Ey-term 13
(1.7) E'P,q FP /\P+q /FP-H /\P+q ~ Ap,q
(1.8) dg, = 0: NPT — APATL

WwzIZ, E-term X F/VAHR — cohomology # THZ LD,
qu ~ HP ‘I(X)
Z @ spectral sequence % Ep? =GrPHP+(X, C) k]&ﬂj LT Y, Hodge

to de Rham spectral sequence &5 . ET, EMpLzAiEBELLY.

. 0.q l,q
dEg.q . El lad El .

MR 1.12 58 p5: H*#,) - HM(X,C) B"EBERTHD L L dQEg,k
(Vr > 1) BEBEBRTHDZ LIIFETHS.

aERA dEf"‘ =0 ThdZ it dae FINL Lp B £TDac€ FOAk |z
WL T, bW e FIN BfEFEL.

(1.9) da = —db® (mod F2A¥+1)

LBz i, FMETHD. FERRIC, d EOk—Olida,EFr/\kH Ehrre
TDae FOA 2720 LT, b" e FIAK L

(1.10) da = —db (modF’"*l/\kH)

LIRBZLLRAETHD. ph=0 LI EMIZa € A* 28 da € FINKH!
272572013, da=—~db 72D be F'NF BNFEETZZL L, RETH
2. WRIT, (1.9), (1.10) b, pf =0 72D, dgox =0 & 725, #
(T dgox =0, (Vr 2 1) &55&, da € FINF 2T, (1.9) b
dla+bM)=0 (mod F2A*+Y) L7235 b BHFEETSH. (1.10) ’i’ﬁ%&
USRMIRIIZEE D &, FRPIARL = {0} THE M b,
k+2
d(a+2b(i)) =0
i=1
— 200 EFNIZ, da=db (b FIAF)THY, ph=0 L7235
ge.d. ZOFEIZL Y, Hodge to de Rhan spectral sequence 2% E; T
DB L T2 TH, EY (r > 1) TBfELTWRIE, ERI symplectic
ZREDOETIIFEREICRY, RNV HEBRRRITHZ L E2RL
T3,

11



1.3 HBEESZHEAFLOIEEH symplectic &
DEH

BREFIHFE X LT, ERY) - G 2HEHOM D TE-THDL
NHEEREFEE GIT DT T35, X =G/T IZER stmplectic #83E ¢
BhHdEE, ¢ ORBIZONT, ROEFEMPRILT D,

EE 1.13 a7 MEREFERE X = G/T LOIER] symplectic 1%
% ¢ OEBTHICHEENTHY . BICEHER P: M(X) — H(X,C)
iX¢ OEHFTHSFLRD (RET MLV BERBHRIZLTVD).

T OEBOIERICIE. ROFBICL S, 2230 MEREESERE X =
G/T @ RV — cohomology BDFERZ VB,

EE 1.14 (RB) ¢ 2V —# G OEFRERRERR~NS MRL2ED
BRTV—BLL, V-8R g™ DU —BD k RD cohomology B % H*(g%')
E55. ar Ry MNERBEELRIE X = G/T @ KR — cohomology &
% HOM(X) LS, HY@OY) 7b. HYH(X) ~0 B AR BRIZFART
H5. Bz, H(X) 12

HR(X) = HY(g™) ® (A"g™%)
&b, Fxohd.

A [EE 113 O] FR 1.6 BLTV, A 1.9 X V. coboundary B
Ok H-g-’k(X) — HF(#4) 23 BEERTHDZ LEZTRERLV. EF 1.1
b, HMX) O%7 7 ADRETL LT, EFRER (0,k) MOBK o
NBeND. 0a=0 THBHN, BRIER g FEAIRRMOIBRTHI0 0,
Oa=0,2%Y da=0 &72%. coboundary map o Ix

8x([a]) = [da] = 0 € H*(#,),

Ry, BERTHD. ged ZOEHAFERIROLS 72, — DN
7 M IERN symplectic ZHREICH, HATE S,

FHE 1.15 X a0 b REBFkEL L. ¢ 2 X EOIER] symplectic
WEL T 5. ERBE J, KBLT, dm AN (X) =125, ¢ OEH
ITHFEERNTHS.

10
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RER EFR 1.6 LU WRE 1.90 0, 6 BEERTHDZ LETEIEX
V. (@] #£ 0 £V, HP(X) i [¢] KE-TERSATWS. ZOL X,

coboundary map 6, 1X

52[¢) = [dg] = 0 € H*(#),
XV, EEBRLRD. qed.

11
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H2E —Bechf-Re@EEL
T HER

2.1 —RIEShE=-BAEABEIZOLTOFX

n(= 2m) RTEDOESHKE X LOBERBEL T, BRLT-1¢R2
3 End(TX) DFEDZ L THY. THLITHREFE GL(TX) @ adjoint 1F
RICETA8EZRZ LTS, BIEREEICHORM (Nienhuis tensor
=0)ZBLEZbLON, HEBETHD, X LDOE symplectic & L I3,
d-closed 723EIBIL 2 REHPTERTH D, E symplectic #E&EDH GL(TX) D
2 RIMASTERA~DERIZET 28uE.2 2 L TE Y., d-closed FiFIIET %
BB LNTE B, EFEEE, £ symplectic BELSNTH, £<
DEELRBMEEIT GL(TX) O7 v Y VER~OERICET 28EHL
BEoTND, BB ~OERIZET HHEDE D 5 BATHRE L
L T. Calabi-Yau, hyperKahler, G; & LT Spin(7) #iER £ 2 %2 b,
ZOREANDL, b ORTHEEDERR. moduli space DIERLAHS FIEE
722 TNV5%,
LA L7eds 6. B Hitchin, Gualtieri 72 &, [T X D EA XN 72 general-
ized complex structure <> geberalized Kahler ##i#&iX GL(TX) &2 &ate &
DICKRERERBELRAVTRMBELEENTHTEEEZTRL TV
[O,[10],[13] « HER T :=TX & ARER T = T"X EZREITHED LV 537
Bickb, TNODEMT T 2825, Te T IZHEHHFEH (n,n) D
NEE(,) DY, EXEOT oT), REEXRK SOT o T*) NEESH
%, X L@ almost generalized complex structure J ZBER LT ~1&72
380(TeT) Ore L., J B’H2BOEIFML AT L X, general-
ized complex structure & V>, Generalized complex structures 2@ 38
O(TeT*) ® End(To T*) ~DIERIZETS BUEE RoTW5, J &
#®wD X FoBERBEEL L, J 2 T LoBEREEL $T5 L. generalized

12
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complex structure J; BZRDITFNZ LV EE S -

J 0
Jr= (o -—J*)

E72. w & X kO symplectic #i& L 3% &, generalized complex struc-

ture J,, A%
0 —w™?!
(0 )

WY, BED, (T2 Cw:T—-Twl:T* T L HETVAHRZL
IZER.) 2%V, HEEEL symplectic WEIXZETNEH., generalized
complex structures 5%, TNHIZO0T & T*) DEHRTEY HoTH
B,

&T. ZOETIZ, LIFT [7) THR L. GL(T) OBGEH bRE S

AHADED DZRABEE Z DO L 2—lb SN BTRELZ ST
ET B LERB B, OB, To T o Clifford A% CL(T & T*)
PO RDERICBRIZEALTVWRZ LR, BEETHD, (ZDE
AiX Spin RAEZDHDTHB.) Clifford REDPFITIiTiFEL 42 U —FEM
5D, HIT conformal pin group Cpin(=Cpin(V @ V*)) Z&F BT 3.
Spin REDHIRIZL Y, Cpin(V @ V*) bHMEEROEMIZERA LT
5. ZIZ Tk, MOEROZER AT @ Spin BOBLEZ —SRDHBTL
W2 ST 58T ENEBED LELDEIZTE, Zhbrx—kE
NIcBTHEEL VD Z 21273 [8], (Spin H TR FHEEROERD
b & TAREITR DRV =¥HIT, conformal pin group 2145, (2.2.2) &S
) GLo(TX) # GL(TX) DBz aLERERI L T2L. GEER
GLo(T) c Coin(T @ T*) £ V. Cpin(T & T*) BLiEIZ GLy(T) BLEZ S A
TW%, §5 &, Calabi-Yau, hyperihler 72 &', GLo(T) ODEUENLEE
HBE OEIEEL Spin(T o T*) BuE2HE—oED., 3T 25 — ks
17z Calabi-Yau, hyperKihler &R Y NEZRINDHZ LIThD, BT,
I, —RIESh =R TREOERBREM/A L. BHOEEDMRE.
BEF VU BREBRIZOWT, LTV, 8b LAV LI, GL|(T) Bt
BOLED, FENBRICEATET, FIXiE. RO LI RBERIEL
s,

EHE 2.7 —f&{L I 7= Calabi-Yau (metrical) #ENERICESIZHZ T
BY, RAT MV BRIEENRIL TS,

§1 TiX. BEH (n,n) DHEITHA TS Clifford %%, Spin # conformal

13
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pin BEZp BIzoWTCHERRT B, 2-form B R0, 2-vector 8 B DRI
T B, HBWVIL P OERDN Spin HEOTTH D Z LIREND, (TN
HOVEAIT forms @ degree #R/Z2VNZ LIZHEER.) §2. TIHX. conformal
pin BOBEDED ZRIHELEAL, TOXHERELHEIULT 5. §3.
TI3 generalized SL,(C) #&. generalized Calabi-Yau & 72 ¥ Z&A
L. INH0OKMEEDERIZONT, wLd.

2.2 RKREBEVEE

2.2.1 Clifford algebra and Spin group

V % om REDE~Y FLEM, V' EV ORHEMET S, V &
V* DEfM VeV IZAREEHE (,) ZROLIICEDD T &IZT D :
E=v+n F=w+feVaV*IZiZWLT,

1 1
(2.1) (B, F) = gn(w) + 5¢€(v),
T v weV,néeVr L,V & V* DB coupling ZENE
nw), ) & LTWB, (&2 |E|? = (E,E) £¥3.) Vo V* & 4m
RIEDNRY MR LR T, VoV DEROT VY NVEREZ (Ve V)
L. TUvYyNMERE

(2.2) e(VeV):= f: *(V e V)
k=0

¥ B, 2T, VeV =R LLTVWRZLIZEE, £8 {E®
E-||E|?1|EeVeV*} »bAERSNIFEAUATTN I IZX5EA
# % Clifford &5

(2.3) CL(V @ V*) :=a(V & V*)/T.

Clifford R¥kic 31T 55E% Clifford & VW, -6 (o, B € CL(V @ V™))
ERTZLTB, $HEE,FeEV VT IZRRWLT,

(2.4) E-F+F-E=(E,F)1

BRI T B, WA T 7T S degree 2 DD LERINTND T &H
5. Clifford REUTEEE L CEFED degree DERIITHHET S -

CL(V & V*) := CL™*(V & V*) & CL°¥(V @ V*).

14



Clifford fREIZiZ = ® involution 3 V. KEILREEZE LS, —DIX
Clifford f‘%ﬁ@fﬁﬁ‘@%ﬁjﬂ% L. aeCLV @V IZ7=W\WL T,

) +a, (a = CLeven),
= odd
—a, (o€ CL%)

LLT. EESND, b5 —2ita=FE -E - -E e CLV & V*) O
BRI L TR LEZLDTHS :

(25) 0'(0!)2=Ek"'E2'E1, (E,;EV@V*,?:=1,"',]C).

R-module & LTORE: A*(Vo V) CL(VoV*) b, CL(Ve V™)
CIXERLRHENEEY,

- {eB)=(1, 0(e)-B), (a,8eCLVOVY)
ZW7=3, Clifford norm %
lall :={a,a) = (1, o(a) - @)

EESI LTS, TV Eop kRO TEME APV L. S
%
S =@ NP V"

1%, VoV ® S ~DERZATHRKLARHEEZANT,
E-¢:=ip+nN¢, (E=v+n, ¢E€SI)
35, NERR L SMERICEET H1ESES !
i) A d+nNiyp = ||E|*s

0. VeV S ~OEMIE CLV @ V*) KiItEEND, Ok
RAEINARBELEND, CLY(VaV*) 2 CLV o V*) KBV TAI¥TS
BORTHE TS, AI#RT g e CLX(V @ V") 2720 LT, MBEER
Ad,: CL(V @ V*) = CL(V ® V*) %

Ady(a)=§'ag, (aeCLVaV*)),

ELTEDSD, &T, —fRICIZAd, BV & V* 2ESLIRBL RV,
H’oL O g e CLX(V @ V*) 2&D7 T8 L LT, conformal pin
group CPin(V o V*) %

CPin(V & V*) :={g € CLX (Ve V*)|Ad,(Ve V") c Ve V*}

15
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15, Tninb, 25
] — R* —— CPin(VoV*) — O(VaV*) — 1

NEBND, ZIT, O(VeV*) ik VeV » EA# L5, CPin(VeV™)
DT g lXEE, ROLIREREZHD:

(2.6) - g=E--E, (IE]#0, Vi)

(2.6) I2& V. g €CPin(V ® V*) O Clifford norm i ||g]| = o(g) - g Ic &

D, 5x6h%, CPin(V @ V*) OEH# Pin(V © V*) & Spin(V & V*)
¥ ENTN,

(27) Pin(VeV*):={geCPin(VeV")||gl==£1},
(2.8)  Spin(V @ V*):= {g € CPin(V & V*) N CLe"*® | [lg|| = 1}

¢T3, ZoLE, xS
1 — Z; — Spin(VeV*) — SOVeV*) — 1

NEBBNB, Spin(V @ V*) DM TEOERERS % Sping(V & V*) &3
5L,
Sping(V @ V*) = {g € Spin(V & V") |o(g) - g =1}

THEx b3, Spin(VeV*) DEFEMZITZ2OTHY, Clifford norm +
TR EN D, Sping(Ve V*) DEXITZ, L2>TW5, (O(VeV*)
? maximal subgroup I O(V) x O(V*) THHZ L LV, HBEDERK
SEFo, BEUTZEINEERS SOV e V) DEXRIIZ, 0Z, T
Hb, )

2.2.2 Spin ¥ Spin(V o V*) OFRBRIZDINT
SO(V @ V*) @Y —8& so(V @ V*) IZRDOHEE DD
so(Ve V) eg(V)oANVe AV 1-2-1

T DHRIZa €so(V @ V) BRDL S /ML TR :

_(4
= (0 %)
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19

Z 2T, A€End(V), b€ A2V*, B € A2V, A* €End(V*) 11
A*(n)(v) == n(A(v))

Po/ond, O: VoV, B3V -V ERTVWRZLIZEE, )V —
BOBIE. GL(V) 3 SOV & V*) kD & 5 K BbAFATNS :

g O |
(29) (0 (g*)"l)

Elz. be AV, B e NV Tz LT,
(2.10) eb=1+b+%b2+'“,
(2.11) eﬁ=1+,3+—2-17ﬁ2+“-,

XENEN., Spin(VeV*) DLLied, GLy(V) 2 GL(V) DBt e
LEAERST. SOo(V & V*), Sping(V @ V*) b ENFNOBEDBA TOE
TR LT B, 2.9 DEDIARE ¢: GLo(V) — SOo(Ve V*) 55 &,
g 1¥ Sping(V @ V*) ~DE& p: GLy(V) — Spiny(V & V*) IZ lift 5 :
p: GLo(V) —— Spiny(V & V*) |
| |
g: GLo(V) —— SOu(V & V*)
Clifford 4% Spin REDOHIFRA S/ L3 Sping(VeV*) D § = A*V*
~DORBRE |
Pspin : SPing(V & V*) — GL(S)
LL. GLy(V) ® 5 ORERRY pyy, &I,
Pspin © 4 = (det V*)3 ® (pisy) ™
BEIZL TS, ZIT, (detV*)3 1x V* O determinant RID L T
H5,

2.3 —ML S hi-SEHE - EHER

2.3.1 —tShi-#8MEnAA
n R MAERV EOSRBROLTER A*V* O BOE

ltimes
A

AT =NV - ® AV

17



~® Cpin HOERZ &' pcp £ T 5. Oy = (¢1,-, 1) € & A*T"
2Ly, &, iES Cpin HOBEZ B(V) & L. LT, BET S, %
7z, GLy(V) @ &y 2E38EE AV) &ThiE, 222ETOEEE
#% p: GLo(V) — Spin(V & V*) — Cpin(V & V*) L9, GLo(V - LA
Cpin-BLEDHHES L 2D ¢

(2.12) A(V) = B(V).

T, X % oriented n RIEERBHFEL L, R T = TX LREK
T* :=T*X OEM%Z ToT* & L. Clifford bundle % CL := CL(T&T*).
Cpin }£% fibre &35 fibre bundle % Cpin(T o T*) £ T35, Rz X

TEZRE AV T X 2EZNI. VeV 2T, XeTiX &2
b, Cpin(V @ V*) 8L B(V) b, Cpin(T. X & T; X) BE B(T, X) 2
Boh3, (212) b, B(TX) HAE h: V - T,X OBV HITKF
9. B(V) # canonical IZEEEINB, ZDLE, X EO fibre bundle
BX)-»X % :

B(X):= | B(T.X) - X

zeX
kv, BH3D, Cpin BOERD isotorpy #% H &‘?‘iﬂi B(X) ix
Cpin(T,X ® T>X)/H % fibre £ ¥ % fibre bundle THY ., B(X)iX #
STHRDEFDEB DRI C® ITEDIAEN TV S, B(X) D C® KK
Dt eH 024+ EMZ

Es(X) = C*(X, B(X))
& L. d-closed 72 KIBEIWT 26 %
Mp(X) :={® € E5(X)|dd =0}
L¥3, |
EM 2.1 & € Mg(X) 28E BV) D LEES X EOSMEEL VS,

moduli space Z X 32X, BEIX X O RHEERLEDRTE#
Diff(X) & 2%, TORMITE &R RS Diffy(X) TRIABELZF
—HTBR, ZZTE, bI—OoDEREZEATS: dy & d-exact BE
QWA LT B, dy % exponetial DFFIZHE, e #ENDL, SHNHET D
ZEIZEY, AT X ~DERRE LN, ZOERL. Difi(X) DA
BICE > THELNBBEE Difly(X) £75 - | |

0 — d(AMT*X) —— Diffp(X) —— Diffp(X) — 1
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T 2.2 Mg(X) % Difly(X) OERICE Y, A—RLxHES
Mp(X) := Mp(X)/Diflo(X)
PHE B(V) BOEED X LORMTEED moduli space &> I,

2.3.2 ZERER

T, deMp(X) 5%, BREEZB-DIZ, & OEHHEKLN
AT 5, X _Eo Clifford bundle CL(X) @ even part £ XU odd part X
degree IZ & ¥, FNE N filtration B A->TWD

(2.13) CLY(X) c CL3(X)c CLYX)C ---,

(2.14) CLY(X) c CL3(X) c CL*(X) C ---.

Nl SR-E-N CLk(X) D P ~DERAP L. vector bundle
EF1(X) := CL¥(X) - & |

BEE Y, ®i5T 3 vector bundle @ filtration BEE S :

(2.15) E}(X) c EN(X) cE}X) C---
(2.16) E°(X) cE¥X)CE4X)C---

ZIZTENX) X enb, £RESNS rank 1 @ vector bundle TH Y,

- (2.17) E)(X)=Span{E-®|E€Ta T},
(2.18) EY(X) = Span{E,-E,-®|E,,E; € T T}

LRoTHEY, £EHX) HMAFROEMOZEM LICEDAEN TN,

il 23 ZoLE, SMULEREK d 2% ENX) ICRIBRTD Z LITX
V., WMaBEK#A = E*(X):

0 — E-1(X) 2% BEO(X) -2, EY(X) —%5 E2(X) — .-

BEOND, (di := d|grx).) BE E*(X) D cohomology #% H*(E*(X))
T, HY(E (X)) i3 $I#iE & OERO infinitesimal tangent space
Li2d,
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LB E*(X) 1 & b, £REN3 CL(X)-module TH B DT, EO(X)
izonWT, dEYX) c EY(X) 278XV, EeTa T Xzl T, d
L DRRWTF% Lg:=dE+ Ed &THid,

dE - ® = Lg®.
E=v+4n, weT,mI*) LT, R\ Lp i
EE = Lv + (dn)/\

Lird, TITT, L, ITBEDY —Wr. GLy(T) — Spin(T & T*) £V,
Mgs(X) iX Dif( X) DEERTRELRBDT, L,2 € BY(X). WXIZ,
dEO(X) C EY(X) L72%, Spin BOV—8& spin(TeT*) iX CL}(X) Th
D, E5(X) D & ITRIFBHEEMITEN(X) := CL2(X)® & 725, Diffy(X)
B OEZMIX di,® (v e T) THEZ LN, de¥ (ERDOBEOHEZERIL
dyA® THY., BbETIE(X)) 2 Diffp(X) BLEOHEMERS,
Zhnrb, HY(E(X)) 2 infinitesimal tangen space &£ 725, g.e.d.

R 2.4 EX(X) ORI H'(EX(X)) BETHIE S DL D infinitesi-
mal tangent space 725 X D1, FHiITEZXZTWS,

WAATHROE @ A* T BN ERR d TRETHY, ZTh % de
Rham BELELEZ L1275 L, B #p IE de Rham HEDOHIE
EKEhoTWS |

do

0 — EU(X) &L B(X) -2, E(X) -2 EX(X) — .-

! ! ! !

e S @IAT = AT L AT 2 AT —— -

de Rham #{&? cohomology group % H3ig(X) LEL Z LIZTT B L, co-
homology #DHE DB |

v HE(BH(X)) — Hip(X)

REBBND, E7-. Diffy(X) DRI $THE & € Mp(X) ® de Rham
cohomology class #ARZEIZT B DT, moduli space 7>HDER :

Pg: Mp(X) — Hjp(X)
BELND, P2—RILEN-HMEEODRPER L NS Z LITT B,
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BE 2.5 WHEE # PEREBED L E, R B(V) 222 HEE
EEWD, BIZ k=120¢ AT, HEREEIZRSTWIUL, FEHE
BB LV S,

TE 2.6 B8 pF: HF(E* (X)) —» Hip(X) (k=1,2) BEHOL &, 8T
W & € Mp(X) RATMBMRSTHEL L S, 3T n KRIT compact
SR X HEBORMERE & € Ma(X) BAFEHREMEEL 2D L
%, BUE B(V) fABREGE LV 5,

LU F D E#EIE Bogomolov-Tian -Todorov (Z & 5, Calabi-Yau ZHEDE
FOFEEESEREZ—RILLZLDOTH Y, [7] CRBEENIHEROILR
ThHD: | :

T 2.7 X % compact HD oriented n RITSFEE LT3, BE B(V)
PHEAR PO REE R OIE, BUEB(V) b EE 2 RMBEDE
FHOBEIHZITWD, BiZ, BROZEMIZ #H»THY. de Rham
cohomology group Hjp(X) OHRIZ FBEANIZEDIATATWVS, (IhZ
RBET VY BIEBEMBRIIT R EVD,)

2.4 —gi{tEht- SL,(C), Calabi-Yau #i&

E# 2.8 (generalized SL,(C) #if) V % n = 2m RILDT hbIVZE
ML, J &V LOBRBE. Qv #0 % J I2O5WT, type (n,0) B
OWH n KHRLETD. Qy 285 GL(V) Bull% Aw(V) &L, B
B A (V) WO EE 2 RM#IESL SL,(C) &L T5, BiZQy 285
Cpin(V @ V*) B % Be (V) & L. BUE By (V) DO EE HRMEES
generalized SL,(C) #&E L\ 5,

X 2.9 Generalized SL,(C) #i&iX Hitichin i LY, BAZhT=, Th
X [18]iZ8T, genralized Calabi- You #1& & FEIEN TV 5, Calabi- Yau
ZREDERIIFESFICLYD, DRVERSTVWRZ LITHE. BE
RO EHBARBREREE Calabi- You 28K L 3 3 €& % Hitichin 13854

LTW3, ZOHERTIE., EERNEBRY —F—28E% Calabi-Yau

BIRIE L FEA TV B,

EE 2.10 BE By (V) BROEIIZ, ERTEZLHTES: € By (V)
EiX. ¢ € A*V* B 1K pure spinor TH Y., spinor norm (¢,¢) #0. Z
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=T, pure spinor £iX. (Vo V*)®C OHBZER Ly &
L;={Ec(VeV")®C|E-¢=0}

& L& &, Ly 3% mazimal isotropic subspace £72D T & &35, TD
L& (VeVr)eC it

(2.19) - (Vev)eC=Ls,eT,

LoEEN, BESEM Ly, Ly IR SN H DR FIRERE 2T
T, ZOZEND, RRL219BEZLN, ZOEFIFHERZT L X,
%, generalized complez structure £V, Thid., Mo EED
. BEEIND, T, generalized SL,(C) WEDHIEIZ level LWV B
0,1,--- ,miZEE L 32.) TEREND. Zhid, BuE B (V) & GL(V)
L b-field (b € A2V*) DAERIBLTEIC, BLESMRLZLDTHS :

level=0 DL &, ¢ € By (V) I :

¢=eiw
(22T, wilV EOFEBREE2RIR) LEDENS,

level=m DL EIX, SL,(C) #@&EL 225 : —f&KD level =1 TiX, ZM V

BV =Vo, (dingV; =2) tBLIERHEIN, V) LIZ SL(C)

BE AN, Vy BIZIEREE2RER w, BH D, ¢ € B (V) 1T
b= A A

LEHIND, ZnbDOESTERIL 2-vector iIZ L B1ER f 12XV level
PEXTBDIE>TNSD, 3T, ZRIELT, level=1 (—FE) D SL,(C)
B o BEZ DN L &, ¢ IXBRE LIZEERIE (foliation) ZED,
leaf IZHAMTRO R FANCITERBENA V. & leaf LITIX symplectic H#iE
BABZ LiZied, —#&D gemeralized SL,(C) HBEDRE . level 1IBHk
ORI LIZEDLDFREERD Y., EBE level BHIEE LT jump 75
BEBNEEINTWS, '

BiZ,
E¥ 2.11 w; & (V,J) 289 % Hermitain form & L.
QAQ = cpw®,
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EWlTETD, 22T cpldn DHRIZLDDHDIEHR, L&, N
7 (Q,eY"%) 2185 GL(V) #iE% Asu(V) & L. Cpin(VeV*) BuE%
Bsy(V) &7%, Bl Asu(V) 22bEE D28(EE% Calabi-You g & W
5. BIE Bsy(V) HiIRE D8(AIHEIE % generalized Calabi Yau (metrical)
BEEVI, |

iRk X i Calabi-Yau (metrical) &1 (41, ¢o) H3HIIL, X @ coho-
mology groups (2B L T, Hodge SEDILRMEI L., EH 2.7 28 A
T& 5. |

B 2.12 generalized Calabi-You (metrical) iBEDEHDOEEITHA T
BY., RETFLV Y BIEEBHEIMY LTV B, ‘

B HE D Calabi-Yau ZHR{&1E, generalized Calabi-Yau Z#&TH Y, the-
orem 2-9 7*H, Kodaira-Specer Eig & X, E S LI HFLND, b—T
2, K3 thEZBkhd L, BHLLAVWRBRBEEIND, £7-. gener-
alized Calabi-Yau #ETix, fEFEL . kihler form ZXFIZH S 7=
¥, modulli space I+ BRRBEREEEFO, Tk, Kihler form OF
MOEEHBRICBERILENE=HTHY, BIZ SL,(C) ##& L kihler
BEDT ® moduli space #E X TW=DOTIX, BbohR2VWHRKRLEED
L5, ElZ, generalized hyperKihler, Gz & L T Spin(7) #i&EIZ2W\T
iX[8] # 8 M. generalized Kihler Z4%#&DHI L LT, Hopf ZHRED KL 5
72 non-Kahler ZEAENEAND. $-, AREBEDEHEMEILEST HE
mELTIE, (1], [5] 2 EXNHBM, ZhEBEEL, Cpin #EEIZKE
REILRL, $RESCEREREBRTI2RL bHH, Zhito
WTIIRIDBESIZRR Lz, |
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