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A & 2 iz v e AZE G
A
(X VX

o

A2 L TFICHEA X — L2 DD S DTH 5. AREE T ) FZE
JEIZ (=8 —nartEny—0FEETEHN S constructible sheaf ZDJE & 13
EHV) HEHEEROLDTH S, EX TP HHDE A, RBEE M
THN2HHEDETH D, BEZT\WDEAFX— LD Speck DA, Z 1R
MORITH 5. 7206 R IFABERAM - n[ildim & KBRS FR I BN
2R, TbLINVERTOALAG w2 ) DITKERHTw5. A%
ACEB T AEIZENE &) 0l REGRMIC R 1T 2 (HEdiEz) J&, (v BiEmic
BT 2 I0HE, REGmIC B 2R & ARk, REEANWEETH S (NE) &
9.

COWMELDOHETIE, FAEEOER AL & 5 six operations (Hom,
@, fo 5 f) ODEEBICOWTIET 2. 2L, fi lIc2owTi3aHd
Nz, ZN6D ) bRAID 4D (Hom, ®, f., f*) FIEITEED corollary
Al bDTH DD, fF (IR, twisted inverse) DRERIE HIATIX %
L, ARFREEDERTH 5. Z4UTiE Neeman 12 X % Brown representability
o KH 2 87 MU AT 2. [[AZEJEIZ1E Mumford 12 X 2
G-linearized Ox-module & 2>, FAY v 7 [X/G] EDJE E w7 HlDRTTH
HHD, AKHa NI MUDTDITE, BEEDE ZAAFXF— L DK X 5 H
FB—FTNT0B LR, f O R & 25T, Grothendieck
XED [FAZERR, [RIZOBON AR, [AIZEERHERE ) R RSO I DTk 5.
HEDEM 2% 2 0 WRECGRE L DX HTE Z UL, 206 I3EARFOIAR
ERED T 6D K ) BR AV LIZETH S /.

Btcid, HiE oMK & RROIGH & LT, AMEABROEER 2k 2 2
EzulhE L7z, BEFEW (almost principal bundle) DE & IGHEI 2B 2.

2HIIFAAEOERETH S, (HEEEEZR) FABIZOWT, W Op R
DiE S AR ERICOWT O 5. 3T six operations (D9 HD 5),
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E DL IHRIGER [ ORI O WTHRS . ZOFHiONEIE [6) TSN
TWVWBE I LD —RATH 5. 2RO X > T, ([FIZ) RO,
(FIZE) i 2 i 72 > TimC 5 2 kbﬁ%%;o kB IO EDIRA
& LT, 4AHiTIRATIOHEICARE S N 2 FFTERER O FZARRIC O W TR 5.
_niﬁﬁm &k@ﬁﬂﬂnfsziMJ%@ikbtﬁofwé.S
FIETER E V) FEFIC K> TRILERI N TR (F—¥—) o—#fkic>
T, B OIRZ IR, £\ 2 EICPPHREEEOOMIL, BE L %
mﬁmﬁﬁ “NEESRIC, PIBHN R Z N F i e OILFEZEIC b s . WA
JE B4 2 — it O 7E AL G HERICH S N A k72 & U THHIT N
WEES. 6fiT, FxD7 7 u— %@@2%%@Komf%ma
HHOMA R 5.2 T ok 2 LIS 2 W2 L. AdEEdmdic
3] DEEZBA T TS o LBIFES AICE# O LET

2. RAZEEBDER

(2.1) AX =208 ¢: X =Y B fpge 13, o BERIDEHT, Y OEED
quasi-compact open subset 2% X D& % quasi-compact open subset DT
HHI LRV,

Z g “fidelment plat et quasi-compact” DETH 5. FaEH THESE
%ﬁ#oﬁ:VAﬁbjwﬁ% IHEOLNI5ELH LD, T TOERITD
AVLF G EICHEET 3. %@%@Hffmﬂu SEE DO SR AT I A BR
FR) %o lE fpqe TH S, FEL < IF [3, (1.2.3.2)] .

(2.2) AMEHEZMEL, SIFAF—LH, G113 S Efpge s SHAF—L, X
ZGAX =4, Thbdb, GBMEHTE S AX—0LT3.

(2.3) FZEBIIIGED 22D WETiH3dH 53, $TH T 2 IRIGERDREK &
W) HIND 720 121d, 2AF — 2 DRI K 2 BTMENTH % L)
Sch /S T S-schemes DE%ZET. [ Z/NSWVEE L, X, € Func(I°,Sch /9)
&4 5. B Zar(X,) &
Ob(Zar(X,)) :={(;,U) | i € Ob(I), U € Zar(X;)},
Homzar(x,)((5, V), (i, U)) :== {(#, h) | ¢ € Homy (i, j),

h € Homsa,/s(V,U), V—">0 (ZFHK )}

X‘iX

J %

TERT 5.



Zar(X,) 1T Grothendieck ftH%

1WA} @), (i,U) 23 covering <=
YAy =1, o) =id; VRN Uh)\(v/\) =U
A

TEDS.
L((3,U),0x,) = T(U,0x,) £ED S EITLD, Zar(X,) F ringed site
&7 %. Mod(Zar(X,)) (HIZ Mod(X,) &&FHX.

(2.4) M e Mod(X,) &ieOb(I)IcXfLT, M; 2T (UM, =T(iU),M)
T%@%&A4EMM().pm%AA®X?«®ﬁ@&w7
M e Mod(X,), (¢p:i—j)eMor(l) T 5. By: M; — (Xp)uM; Z

D(U,M;) =T((,U), M) = T((4, X; ' (U)), M)
=T(X;1(U), M;) = T(U, (X4).M;)
TED 5.
EEPS, % i€ 1120 T By, =idp, TH2. e, ¢:0—j &
g — kDT ODHDIR,

M; 2 (). My Z

DEIIE Byy TH 5. TN DG BT ((M) , (Bs) pemor(1))
I M € Mod(X )%F« %Aﬂf LU, M;) THZ%. Tﬁ%iﬂ#
Hans.

(2.5) BfEMED S < 2 [FE

(X)a(Xyp)uM = (X Xy )M = (X)) M,

HomMod(X¢)<M’L7 (X¢) M ) HOHIMOd (X Ml,M )

X3Bs

X¢./\/l — X (X¢) ./\/l—>./\/l]

ThH5. TIITe: Xj(Xg)uMy — M; FBEFHED counit (FI 21X [13, (IV.1)]
ZH) 2R



EE 2.6. M € Mod(X,) DRZE (equivariant) (¥ 7:1% cartesian) TH 5 &
i3, TXTD ¢ € Mor(I) IZDWT ay BNAMTHL I L&), M IR
HEEECTH 2 LIE, TRTD i€ Ob(I) IZDWT M, HHEIHE A T La ).
JRFTHEHEE ) DRAE D & & #EEHE (quasi-coherent) &> ).

REEBEHTH 5.

fiEiRg 2.7.
M1—>M2—>M3—>M4—>/\/15

DY Ox,-modules DIEEHNET 5.
1. My, My, My, M5 DSRFTHEERE L 61X My 2 ) TH 5.

2. TXRTD X, 2PFHD & &) My, May, My, My DRIZ (F 713 A
) %513, My b2 9 Th 5. FHTHEME: Oy, MBEEAME Qeh(X,)
137 — LT, Mod(X,) DHT plump (D% h, 22 T7% <, kernel,
cokernel, extension TEHLU T\ %) TH 5.

AEHAIE [6, Lemma 7.6] 2.

(2.8) G HZE Ox MEEEIZ G D X ~OIEHICHEL 725 2FD A ¥ — 4
@ﬁ@i@ﬂﬂﬁi@& LTEHINS.
éJIIEF? [n] % [ ] ={0,1,...,n} TEETS (n> -1). HFELHD

Ob(Ax) = {[0], [1], [2]},
HOInAM(M? []]) = {7 < HomOFd([ ] [ ]) | Y Ci%%ﬂ‘}

TEHRT 5.
Ay O n—1] = [n] Tien] BPRICASZWVWHD%Z §;(n) TRT &,
VANVERES
50(2)
< 50(1)
21 <2 1] S [0]
62(2) <~

DIETH 5.

[i] 225 [i] ~DHHZ identity L7 i< j DEE [j] 25 [i]
<, [0] 225 [2] ~DEHZ [1] 2RI L, 60(2)00(1) = 61(2)d0(1), d2(2
80(2)61(1), 61(2)61(1) = 62(2)6,(1) D 3 DO TH 3.

~IEHHE
)00(1) =



(2.9) A*¥—20MK BY(X) € Func(A}},Sch /S) %

1g><a
—_—

a
ux1lx >

GXGxX—GxX p X

p23

TEHRTS. 22 a:Gx X — X IZEH, u: G x G — G 13, pos, po 13
projection TH 5.

EF 2.10. Opy x)-modules A% Mod(G, X) TEL, X DHR% (G, Ox)-
module EWFS. ZOHTHZZ S DZREZE (G,Ox)-module EW-5. %
DT b D% Qch(G, X) TRT. HREICOWT, filz I
Dqen(a,x)(Mod(G, X)) ¥ Doan(G, X) % EEFLT 5.

DLEMFZE (G, O0x) MEEEOERTH 223, ¥ (G, Ox) MBI X
W OPOEELMNORGTRH 2. Tl O THEICHNL L.

(2.11) DD GIE S E774vET5. BRAY Y7 X — [X/G] &
b R G-torsor (i) 127> T 5, A ZARTH 523, [ X/G] 13—#
WKIEAFXF—LTIRLRL, 202 —BIL LR S v 7 LN S DT L2k
W RSy 7120w TR, 7o 2 (16, (7.17)] 2L BFEIfE Qeh([X/G])
Qch(G, X) FET 5 Z LA LTV 5 [16, (7.21))].

EE 2.12. (M, ¢) D8 G BEALEI iz O INBEE L I3,
1. M 2 Ox InitE
2. qb catM — p;“/\/l ¢ OGXX fﬁ?’é“(ﬁ(@ﬁ&iﬁﬁﬁ@

(1g x a)*a* M (oxa)’¢ (1g X a)*pyM —— pisa* M

o \LP§3¢
* ok (nx1x)*¢ *, % = ® ok
(ux 1x)*a*M gt (1 x 1x)* oM — pispsM
THHIEZ2VY). T palg,x) =, pa3(g,9,7) = (¢, 2), alg,x) =
gz, (g, 9") = g9’

XD A% cocycle condition EFHEIS . X (M, @) 3R X — [X/G]
B9 2 #EHEE I D descent datum TH % & AR IND.

WA 2.13. ¥EHEE L IUEL S e Ox MBEE DO IF Qch(G, Ox) & [Flff.

5



HESHLEZ e AL S 1172 Ox-module (M, ¢) 12X LT, Njg = M, Ny =
a*M, N = (ao(lg xa))*M & L, 72 & 21T ag, : a*Njg) — Npgj 13 identity,
Qs :p;MO] — Ml] ¢ ¢_1 &?%&&LT QCh(G, Ox) @i{l‘g% N b)iﬁﬁ'ﬁ‘
3.3 N € Qeh(G,0x) ET5 L, M =Ny &L,

ol
"M =5 Ny =5 psM

DEWE ¢ LB T EIZE2T (M, ¢) FHEEEZHIEL S 117 Ox-module
272 %, U EoxGFEzZ 52 5.

(2.14) R \IA[#AER, S = SpecR, G = SpecH & X = SpecB &7 7 4 ¥
£ 5. ZOHAGIIIMBNC X 2 ¥EHEE (G, Ox) MBEDELIRD D 5 .

BIZix G 2MEHT 5. H 1Zv]# R 7% R-Hopf fR¥E&TH D, B 1 (7]
#172) H-comodule algebra T 5.

M 3 (G, B)-module Td % &%, M ¥ G-module T&H », B-module T
bHY, MEH»SHKS Rmodule HiiZ—HL, fFH BoM — M 28 G ##
BThrl i),

ZUx M 2% (H, B)-Hopf module &9 Z & 1Xflize 6 7%\,

#RE 2.15. B Qch(G, X) & (G, B)-modules DFEIXFfETH 5.

(2.16) DL E2YEER: (G, Ox) MBEOFEMEZERTH > 7. Hl & LT, Hi
BHREELD.

Bl 2.17. kI XRBUNEAE, S = Speck, G 13 k LOBRRERELE T 2. X =
S =Speck £ 5L, Qch(G, X) X G IfE (G DEB) O%TETHS.
N (G BHHTREWEAFXF—L4 L L TIEFEL 2\) BG = [(Speck)/d]
D L OUEHEEEDOE & Al 5.

Bl 2.18. G AW 51X, Qch(G, X) 1F Qch(X) LH—HINn 3.
PLED 200F5 5 b4 2 & 51, [AZIENE BRI 200 & %
(722 TH DT 5 % G Ff - P ETH 5.

3. Six operations (D55MD52)

(3.1) M e Qch(BY¥ (X)) IZ2wT, My € Mod(X) (M ~D G DIEM %
SBHIL7bD) 2 M ELIRLIEHE—MHT 5. ZHUIREEEORI V icow
T, HEAZENTHICRZ P LVERE B> bDBF RS V TRITD L
FEkTH 5.



RHC, Opy(x) FHIC Ox (I2 G FFHD Db D) ERT. Homo ,,
G
’?) HomoBg(X) b Homp, ¥ Hom, &EHWTLET.

R & TlE R >8>, Grothendieck @ six operations DK IZ D\
THTWI 9. Six operations & 1%, Hom, ®, f,, [* (B X O ZDERETF) L
fohDZETHE. RAD 4ADICEHLTIFIZEAEERDRTH S.

#RE 3.2. F,G € Dqun(G, X) IZH LT, Feh, G € Doa(G, X). 7, @,

ER 3.3. B M, N € Qech(G, X) 123t LT, Tor> (M, N) 12 Qeh(G, X)
?D object & L COWENBAS. TDIEIX, S = SpecR, G = Spec H,
X = Spec B $XT2% affine THH 5227 2 & TlER . Mod(G, X) £ TH
ZINT % Z LI2 & o T, K-flat resolution ZBHICE L I ENTESL X H I
%5,

fHiRE 3.4. X I locally Noetherian, G 1% S I of finite type £ 3 5. F ¢
Doon(G, X), G € D, (G, X) Dk ¥, RHomy, (F,G) € D, (G, X). £7,
Z®D & ZF canonical map

RHomy (F,G)p) — RHomp  (Fig, Gy
V3[R,
EE 3.5. F 2% coherent cohomology Zff2 & WIRKEIFNE LW, 7L X
X,V DMERXICONERE G DERBLD & &, V* X (rational 72) G-module IZ
E—HRICIE 72 6 7.
(3.6) XICMEE - FHRIZOVWTELE LD, T WHIVE, f,: X, - Y, 13
Func(I°P,Sch /S) D&t (0 F ) HAZMW) 5%, f71: Zar(Ys) — Zar(X.)
Z f716,U0) = (i, f71(U)) TED S & 71 13 ringed continuous functor. f;!
Ik 25 ERL

(foH% : Mod(X,) — Mod(Ya)

2B (fo). EEDD. ZDLFEHBET 20 &R EMFAT ff ERT.

(3.7) [: X S YDBGEHDEZ, Func(AY,Sch /S) D4t BY(f) : BY(X) —
B (V)

lgXxa
—_—

BYM(X): OxGxXZEGxX m X
p23 ——

1G><1G><fL lgxa LlGXf lf

BYM(Y):  GxGxYEXGxY my
p23 ——
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TEZE 5.

BY(f). : Mod(G, X) — Mod(G,Y) ZHuUC f, LWEET 2. BY(f)* 12
[ EHgEEL Y 5.
WE3S. [ X Y DBGCHDEE F c Dgu(G,Y) IZDWT LFF €
Doa(G, X). %7z, HARZGH Lf*Fig — (Lf*F) (AL
78 3.9. f : X — Y ¥ quasi-compact quasi-separated 7% G $fD & ¥,
F € Dqn(G, X) I22WT RfF € Dou(G,Y). £72, BALH (Rf.F)qg —
RfFp \X[FAY

Six operations D 5 H, f' DWRIZOWTERL £ 9. ZNIFETD 401
EWCIBFHHTIEZRL, [6) Tl onTw 3,
78 3.10 (Neeman, Bondal-van den Bergh, H). I Z/NS W, f,: X, — Y,
i (% fi %) quasi-compact quasi-separated 7% Func(I°P,Sch /S) D4t & ¢
5L,

R(f')* : DLqC(XO) - DLqC(YO)

WEMZRD. £, % i€ 1 122V T X; » quasi-compact quasi-separated
7% 51%, 3 Dy (X.) | compactly generated. T 212 Dpge & cohomol-
ogy MO RPTHEHE:CH D T L 2R T.

Neeman @ 3 BT O MEDOEFEICES§ 2 & (Brown representability
DOEDDN=T a V)6, Refs.
F 3.11. i@ 3.10 LFECRIT, R(f.). I$FBEERITF

R(f')x : Dch(}/‘) - Dch(XO)

ZHFD.

2SR ' DERDT-HITIX, f % open immersion & proper morphism
DEBNTVT, ZNZNUCOVWTERT 2003 @TH 5. RIFRSH SN
7oAk a7 MME [14], [12] ORI TH 5.

EHE 3.12 (kHa v %7 M), G & S L of finite type £ L, f: X =Y
B —F—M G AF¥— LD D separated of finite type % G HH& T3 &,
Func(A%},Sch /S) I2& 1} % factorization

BM(x)L z, % BM(Y)

DMELE L C, j 1% image-dense 7% open immersion, p | proper (7 & 213 p
D% proper & &, fERED i € Ob(Ay) 2DV T p; 23 proper 7% 2 & &2 KT

AEHIE [6, Proposition 20.3] 2.



(3.13) f: X - Y 2EHOWEY DL E, f = p* LEXRTS. 3ABTF
1 Dioe(C.Y) — DugelC.X) AR f — pj OHLY FIo K 55w, [ % |
Iz J: %ﬁhﬁ@ (twisted inverse) BAF &L IP5.
FIENWBROIANEHTH 5.

ﬁmE314 G 13 of finite type, f: X =Y & ¢g:Y - Z 3% —F%—M G A
¥ — LA DD separated of finite type &2 G H &9 5. F,G € Df (G,Y) &
5.

1. (7)' 1% (contravariant) pseudo-functor [3, (1.3.10)] TH %. i, idy =

Id, (¢f)' = f'g’

2. G iz BN 2 HRLH (f'F)g — f'Fg BRARTSH 3.

3. f( Qch(G Y)) C Déch(G,X) Thh, f‘(Déoh(G,Y)) - Dgoh(G,X)
ThH 5.

4. f %% of finite flat dimension D & &, HALE f'Fe5 LG — f(FR§,
G) ZFAETH 5.

5. f %3 smooth T relative dimension d 2> & 9% &, f'F = /\d Qx/y®oy
F°F.

AEHHIE [6] 2. BEOMEH M WA FRRR, KR T 5.

Eﬂ 3.15 ([Al%Z Grothendieck duality). G & of finite type, f: X — YV I3

— 87— G AF¥—LDED proper 76 GHET S L, F € Dou(G,X) &
G € Df (G,Y)IZ2oWwT, B D(G,Y) IZBW»T

Lqc
Rf.RHom, (F,f'G)= RHom, (Rf.F,G).
AEBHIZ [6, Theorem 25.2] 2. % & LT, REBHEOLBERICE T % Serre
duality 23¢9 .

% 3.16 (IFIZ Serre duality). k IZfREEAK, G 12 k& EOfRIRE, T 13K
F—7 A, Bl3Zhz & (negative 72) Borel H0#E, N e X(T) £ 95 &,
G-module D[]

H'(G/B,L(N) = H"(G/B, L(—(A+2p)))*
DIEET 5. 2212, n = dimG/B, p & positive roots DRID 57, L(7?) 1%
1 XJG B MEEIZ associate L 72 G-linearized ivertible sheaf.

Serre duality (2B L TlZ [10, (IL.4.2)] 2.
NHREZEAT 2 2 Y v ML 5> THBAHMEEROHE R ID
PODHRE L B HTH S,



(3 17) G AR X 3x—%—MNET2%. 1€ DG, X) D X D (G FH
28) SR TH % L1, T € Doon(G, X) T i = 0,1,2 IZ2WT I 1&
(BY(X))y @ﬂmmﬁﬁwz@ L%,

AR 3.18. 128 X @ G FESGHUERZ 51X, T IZERDARRITZRD.

(3.19) G FHERM, X ZEE I N G AZERHUER 1y 28> %—
F—G AX—LT, f:Y — X  separated of finite type % G S DI,
Iy = fi(Ix) &Y & G FHESGHEERTH 2. Zi1% the G-equivariant
dualizing complex of Y &WES. X 512 Y %% non-empty T G #HifG DK, Ty
D 0 THRVERMD cohomology #f%Z wy THL, Y @ G-canonical sheaf &
WSS, 72720, G AX—L Y G HEfGEE I, Y =Y [[Ys, Vi EETIERWL
b2 D PH % G WITAF—L EFITHRWT &’E’b)')

4. RFRRHEDRZERR

(4.1) REPEGRD "REA S, B ETH 2L iTi‘ﬁ'ﬁR (R BN NI
f:w“cumo“m“cm . INE G, (it i Gr) FZERRE LR 5 2 L3
Kz, L) OBEAX—LDEEAICIREL 2. RIZFBATA ¥ — 24
(D% D JEATERD Spec) DIFZIMRDE “C%Z).

EE 4.2. X D% G-local TH 5 L%, % unique /N2 TR\ G A%
RIS A % — b 7 BEET 5 2 L% ZDEE (X, Z) D G-local T
HBHEDHV.

$l 4.3. S = SpecZ, G = G,,, X = SpecB ® & &, X 2 G-local &%, B
B3 Z-graded ring & U CHRE - JEADFIKT H-local [4] THB I & LML T
b5,

Rt G-local A ¥ —LDOWEHZHTRIN5.

EIR 4.4 (H-KB). k DME, G 23 linearly reductive %27 7 4 ¥ k #EA ¥ — L4,
X 7% Cohen-Macaulay Noetherian G A¥ —A ¢ 5. 7: X — Y (T
WRETT7 74 v ET 5. ZDEEY I Noetherian %> CohenMacaulay
ThH5b.

A DR, Noether YEIZA S DT CM MMM, 2 D7 I13EHTL
LT (Y,y) 13 local scheme (DX D JGATBLD Spec) & LTI\, ZDEE
(X, 7 Hy)) & G-local. X ® CM HERZEMEICL>T H5 d I2OVT
H. ) (Ox)=0(i#d). SDEE H(Oy) =0 (i #d). O

#E L <% [8, Theorem 9.5] % Z .
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(4.5) [AZJE L DRHT, G-local G-scheme 122 T, Matlis BOHE & Ja it
BHED FAZRAHF 5T 5.

(X,Y) & Noetherian G-local & L, Ix Z[EE I 7z X O G BOMLE
hET2. Holy) £0 £742% i 3EZ0ED. ZOiN0DEE, Iy IF
G-normalized £ \>9. BUF Iy ¥ G-normalized &9 %. HY(Ix) % Ex TE
L, G-Matlis f& &5

EE 4.6 (Matlis SO, H-KIR). EOIRELT, F TREIHRO (#) i
(G, Ox)-modules 2429 &9 5 ¢, D=Hom, (?,Ex) 1& F 226 F H
B~ KZEFET, D? 2 1d.

FEL I (9, (4.17)] 2SI,

EE 4.7 (H-KB). (X,Y), Iy, & G LoBEYH E T2 ZDLE T €
Deon(G, X) 122 C[AA

RTy F = RHom,, (RHom, (F,Ix),Ex)
DIFAEL, i € Z 12D
HY, (F) = Hom,,  (Exty' (F,Ix),Ex)
G 5.
FEL I [9, (4.18)] .

5. BIER
CDEIONEITHT L AR T, w3 HEfH T 7.

(5.1) SAFXF—2DH¢: X - Y G REHFHEIL, olgr) = p(x) DIRAL
TH5IEZ0). GAZES ¢ X - Y EPBR G IKVRILEIZ, G R,
DY AMTHIHE X 2XGXY BPFETHI LRV,

0: X =Y 23 G-torsor (£713FE GINVRIV) TH B LIX, o G AL
BT, % fpac & f:Y' — Y 12X % base change ¢’ : X' — Y' ’HBH%Z G
NYFLVTHD LRV,

G-torsor & 1%, (fpae MAHT) JEATEHBHZ G-bundle TH 5.

WRE 5.2. G AEH o: X — Y ITOWTRIZ[FHE.

1. ¢ & G-torsor.

11



2. plF fpqc T, :G XY — X Xy X (9®(9,2) = (gz, z)) (FFHL

Torsor & FZEEORAR EVH T L THEITF S5 DIXRD Grothendieck 12
X % descent theorem T®H 5.

ffiR8 5.3. ¢ : X — Y 2% G-torsor £§ 5.

1. G % S I quasi-compact, quasi-separated, separated, of finite presen-
tation, affine, proper, finite 261X ¢ % ) TH 5.

2. S 7% Noether YT G 7% of finite type D& &, G 13 S L lLci. (local
complete intersection) TH D, L7 >T p % 9.

3. (Grothendieck) ¢* : Qch(Y) — Qch(G, X) FFAfETH D, M — (9. M)
DBZDUEHTH 5.

4. X DTORBY — [X/G] DFET 5.

AERAIE [6, (31.14)], [3, (1.4.46)] 7 & %2 2.

(5.4) G-torsor 39156 LWV TH 50, ALAGwmICHN2H 70 X =
Spec B — Spec BY =Y 13 %73 G-torsor 12137 67\, Z 2T G-torsor M
T 2RO T RDFEN"2EZD.

EFE 5.5. S AF¥—2LDKK
X<y Lsycisy
2 BEEHME G-torsor (BEMBIE G R) TH 5 L F,
1. G X EY IZERAL,GIZY ICHHIERT 5.
2. U lE X O G RERFBIAF— LT, codimyx (X \U)>2 TH53.
3. VIZY ORI A* — LT, codimy (Y \V) >2 Th 5.
4. p: U — V IF G-torsor.
(5.6) p:X-->Y DEHME G HEZ HBHXA

p

7

% p

X U velsy (1)
DHBEWH T GHETHEZLEZ2Z0). 1. X Y DPEEGCRTHDI LR, 7
DY G AEST, GHIME G W (1) Top=7n|py THL2LDVHEET LI L
2\,
BHWME GH p: X-->Y IZ2WT, X D G-canonical sheaf & YV
® canonical sheaf IZBIRIIT 51 5.
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(5.7) S Fx—%,G 13 S Lk (BREDD) EET, NG d Z2FR> LT
5. T ZHfiJt e =SpecS — G DEBRATT7NETSH. G X G AEICHEM:
B (99 =99'g7) T5bDETZHET IO DG ATTNVLTHY, I/T?
X% d DJRATAR A (G, 05) MEEE % 5. Z DR Hom,, (/12 0s) %
LieG T&L, G ORfEERB LS,

(5.8)
X <U Vvelsy
AT G R E L, S IFFEE S NFBOMUIER I Z2R> % —F — A F —
LT, X E Y IFZETHRL S B OFRET G ERSIEH R S A ¥ —
LET D,
EE 5.9. FidiED D LT,
1. (Knop, H) G 1% S LIEHTHNIIG d 2852275, © = A'LieG
&}3 < . 2D & ? (G, Ox) IEIELJ‘ wx = i*p*j*wy ®@X (f*@)* é’_ Oy lﬁj
M wy & (Jupai*(wx Qo fX(O))Y VBEET S, 22U f: X — S 13H
TEH .
2. S =Speck, k 1ZEE L, G IZARGHEGHIHAX—LLETE. 20D
k 2’{ (G,Ox) ﬁ@ wWx = i*p*j*wy & Oy Iﬁﬁ_—ﬂ Wy = (j*p*i*wX)G 75’?%&
Ed 5.
EE 5.10. E 2ME, G IE kE L7 74 VREBELET S, d = dimG, © =
A'LicG £T2%. 013G D1 RTEBTH 2.

1. G DHBE#Z51E 0 1.

2. G B3 (i) fiFRE 2 513 0 I3E.

3. (Knop) G° DMEfIRET S © ZHWI L IZRS .

p: X——>Y AHIMEGHTX, Y DEHOLE (FIZY D) XD
£ RIEROHLY e 256030 5.

1. wy (EDEED)

2. Y @ reflexive sheaves O & D&

3. Y OO TER

4. (ZNBHEK & O ILFRNIE, 5 p T) FfOy O reflexive sheaf & LT
DFRDOIEMR, £ DT Y 2 finite F-representation type 2> & 9 2>, Y
DF— & — TR D Spec @ & F| F-signature.

p
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(5.11) (AR BMEROHIZ H TV 9. RAIEHREOHTH 5.

k 3EEPHE, B = klzy, ... 2,], V =@, ka; £L, G C GL(V) IZHR
HotELE$%. A=B% £ L, m: X =SpecB — SpecA =Y IZHALRH &
9 5.

EE 5.12. g € GL(V) DEHRIR (pseudo-reflection) & 13, codimy{v € V |
gu=v}=1THbHILZV).

BESIS. 71 X =Y DPHMEGCHTHE I LEGDPEERER -\
EXFMETH % .

RIS ER DG D> S 1E S ITHE .
fiRE 5.14. G VM AR -2 ET S ZOLE
L CY) = X(G) ThH 5.
2. wp 2 (BRawa)™ DD wy2w§ THAS.
3. (7)% : Ref(G, B) — Ref(A) \Z[FfETH 5.

Z ZIT Ref(G, B) 1& B-module & L THRAEK reflexive module T % X
9 7% (G, B)-modules DT, Ref(A) IZHBRAAL reflexive A-modules D& T
bH5.

Canonical modules DERD S XDMED . ZdUd G DIEDS k DS
THINL e\ & ZIIPEL— [17], [18] 1T &k > T, D31 Braun [1] IZX -
TARIN T3,

% 5.15 (H4H—, Braun). G D3EEEMLZ Rz 2o & &, RIZF/HE.
1. wg = B;
2. G CSL(V);
3. wa X A;
4. A 13 quasi-Gorenstein (D £ 0 wa ZHFEIHE).

R V; BIEHWHRBLOL G133 - #H [19, Theorem 4.2] 3, £ 7z SLy, D
AIREBIHEC X 2AZRBEZ &L 2 KILD F-regular double point (22> T
[Fl U5 R 2 - IR [5, Lemma 4.10] 2578 LT 5.
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EI 5.16 (J534 - EH Jit - IR, H-rhliS). k 288 p > 0 DFREINEAE T,
G DB E L 72T, (|Gl,p) =1 T 5. Vi,....V, & G DERIERE AL
L, M= (B@y V)¢ £F 5. e>0 LT,

Fi(A) =M™ @ oo @ MPo
E—BITET, & i lZDonT,
Cei del‘Q

im =
e—oo P |G|
(5.17) HIR#EEOHIL SEET, KiZ, F—7 ZADEHICBIT 2 E R oHl %
22175,
R ZWEE S 17280 HEER 1 2 b D% — % —BR, Y IZHERZ YIRS [
BLRAX—L, Dy,....D, Y ® Weil AT L, Z@Z D, &7V TN
Cartier HF2E&8L LT 5. V=Y, &L,

- (oS Anr
AEZT ‘
U:SpecVB,B:F(V,B),X:SpeCB EEX.
B=@r YOZ)\D ([, 12

ANEZ"

% Di,...,D, O multi-section ring £E\>9 . 512 Dy, ..., D, 23 Cl(Y) D
EEE%EO)&% B%Y O CozBREVT.

EE 5.18 (HHEH, H). LOFRED T, G=Gr, L L,

J

Ve Y

X <oy~

FHEBEE G R

T Y 2ME LD projective normal variety DI, [7] ICBWTARHE
H@ IREINT. 2D EDPHRD ¥§f5 uﬂE~7

% 5.19 (HEH, H). B & R FEREREIRET 5. wy =O(Ky) £T 5

&, multi-section ring B @ graded canonical module wg (&

D(X,i.p% wy) = @D T (Y, O(Ky +Z>\ D)

AEZT
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(5.20) XIZ—MARIIREDEICBI T 2R OB 2 B2 5.
S =Speck,mnt€Z,mn>t>2c35. V=K W=k E=Fk"!
EEL. X =Hom(E,W) x Hom(V, E), Y = {¢ € Hom(V,W) | rank p <
t} EEFETD. 1 X =Y % a(f,g)=fog TEHET 2.

8 5.21 (De Concini-Procesi, H). 7: X — Y (3#F GL(E) _TH 5.

De Concini & Procesi [2] (& 7 23 categorical quotient ThH 5 Z & 27N L
T 5. flifi S RXDEDS ITHE )
% 5.22. 1. (Bruns) CI(Y) = X(GL(E)) & Z.
2. (Svanes) X [FIA.
(a) m
) Oy Dﬂﬁf‘& LT Wy = Oy
)Y

¥ Gorenstein.

(c
(d

6. #¥bbic

(6.1) BB, SIS L7 70 —F DRz IO LT TE <
Technical iﬁfﬂﬁﬂﬁ) , (strictly) simplicial scheme % [0],[1],[2] 7Z\}IC
truncate L THEZ T\ 5D T, ‘cohomological descent’ ([15], [11] ZH) &
(12 & A EDYE) D L7700,
Cohomological descent DJKILT % strictly simplicial scheme T# 2T )
FL WL DE)DIRFEZIHRTT. 7% LD, G-dualizing complex ZHRD
IR FED LIRS 72 < 5 . il RIS, A T E S,
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