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On the topological classification of quasitoric manifolds
I (R RZF R B E AR SER], D3)*

B =
Quasitoric manifold £ l&n kst b —F A T" = (SH? D IWMEAZ £ D 2nik
TLERRIRTH - T, £ DIEAIC K 2B ZE DN AL R & 1D Lk &
UCHMIZRD K572 D%EET. KiEH TIEZ 5 U7 quasitoric manifold
BT B 0 ERER, & <12 (CP2#CP?)-FH R D quasitoric manifold D 4 %1z
DWTHNT .

1. F
Quasitoric manifold &3 5 DR HEH N — VU v 7 LA DA AR ZILRYI TH 0 |
DI IZBVWTEAI N, AROE 2ffildzDEZROEF A TOHNS. b=V v
SRRARD R EIFEIE N B ARSI IR T 5 D L [FHEK, quasitoric manifold 1 Hiffi%
R P & P EDORHEITHIN DL (P, M) ISR o d. B3 TIE I DNIHIZDONWT
RARD

F—=Vv 27 bR Y—IZETERELMED DL LT, MHBHARIZ L > TR
5 X 172 quasitoric manifold @ cohomological rigidity problem 23 5. Z O IX
quasitoric manifold 2N S D 7 T A, HEWEZF DY T2 7 AN, LFIZBARSE
(25 W T cohomologically rigid TH AN ENEM I HDTHD. BEXTDL I AKX
BHER D H o TV,

NiAZER A 5 55 2 7 A C H* cohomologically rigid TH 5 & 1%, CIZ/ET %22 7=
LERENSDIFRERY —DRIEEDAIZ L > ThMENIZAEHIND Z L 20D, T4
Db, RDFEMED Y LD & Z C & cohomologically rigid TH 5 L Wbhihb: XY €C
XU, HY(XGZ) & HY (Y, Z) PR EBRELVTHRMTHNIE X LY IZFEMETH 5.
ESIHEEDOREO FBORM o: HY(Y;Z) — H*(X;Z) 12U T o = f* & 7% % [
B f: X - Y PFET S & &, Cldstrongly cohomologically rigid TH 5 &\ 5.

Z % T quasitoric manifold D 73 %81 cohomological rigidity problem % f&#t & U TA7
ONTE. BB L OHECHITIEE 5 UIzsifEROMN 217\, B&IZ (CP?#CP?)-
HRALD quasitoric manifold @ strong cohomological rigidity (2 2\ TaERH DHERE % 59

2. Quasitoric manifold D EF

HEEE PR TEIZN & UT, AKfin o B 4Hi £ TORBIX [BPO2 IZfE>T WS, LU, T
a2 R R =T Z (S E U, CHUZEET X C" =5 C™: (. tn) X (21,03 20)
(t121, . tn2y) WX BT AEARASTVEHDET S,

& 2.1. T-EFHZ L OZE/X, YRIOEL f: X - Y ABEAZETHH LIL, H5HEHD
W) T — T PFEL, EEDz e X &t e TR UT f(t-x) =(t) - f(x) &
7232 eEWNS,

EF 2.2. T" D 2niIRTCIAD AR M ~ D1 S 9272l 23 locally standard TH 5 &
X, M OREELERER (U, f,V)} THh-> T, UBLPVHIEZENENM BLTC O T-A
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RIS G, fOEFEZLMAFEERE LD DVFEETHI L E VD,
EE 2.3. R! = {(21,...,2,) € R"[2; > 0,i=1,....,n} &L, Kz e RLIIHLT
depth () Z2 2 D 0125 L WA D% L UTED 5. Hausdorff 22 X 23n RITAD X
ZIRkIETH 2 L1, BWE (U} LAMEEGDE{fi: Ui = Vi} TH->T, £V, IR D
PR EETH Y, T SITBEEAIDEAIZBE W Tdepth 2RO X SR DWFET S
ZrEWS.

ADOELRRM, N OBNZEER f: M — N Th > THMUITB W T depth 21D
EONFEMHETDEE MENBZABDODESHKAKE LTRABETHD NS,

EE 2.4. nRTMZHEA P OBTEMIIZE &S En M OMHEZEEF>TWE L E, Pk
BHMZHEETHDL LN,
E 2.5, C/T" IERY EHRIZE—HTE 20T, n RO Z Rk M ~D locally
standard 72 T-fEFIZ & B2 HEZER M /T IZARIZH D ELRMA L AT LN TE
%, BIZHEEIZOWTHRAKETH 5.
EF 2.6. Locally standard 72 T"-{Ef % £ DA LK TH - T, £ D#EZEM A D
SERIRE U THMZEAR PIZFMHETH 5 L 5745 D% P LD quasitoric manifold
WS,

PAF, Z 9 U7z quasitoric manifold DD FEIZ DWW T DFERZ NS 5. DlEHORUE L
LTI TRELRM, X 5I2FAM, aREn Y —FfE (2 2 TIREEBREa st Y —
BROWRBOEBRE L TORMEET) 252 5.

3. BRIZRAMICDOWTDDEE
EF 3.1. BilZ MK P _EOD quasitoric manifold D55 [FIZ FIMHE A Z Mp & 52T,

PR, Pl n ot M HATmOME 2B 5, »DOENGIEF, ... F, L &SD
FonhTwnwsddbned5,
EE 3.2. P LORFMETII &I, BEBRBD n x miTH N = (A,...,\,) TH->TIX
® non-singular condition & MEEN B {277~ EDE NS MEHF,, ..., F, Hdd
EMTRO2TWE L E det Ay, iy = £l ZTITT Ay, iy BT (N, .. N %
x7.

UFDESIZLTP EORETHIND S P ED quasitoric manifold M () Z R4
L5ZLMMTED. BRqe PIIRNUTqDET 2HR/NDMH%Z G(q) 7. FEE 40,
WPOXREIZT" Db —F A2 NI EEIEHRTH-> T, IRTEHRINS:

.....

-----

R ZRLTWS. T" x PIZFEEREG ~, ZIRTED 5:
(t1,p) ~x (t2,q) <= p=q2D tit; " € (\(G(q)).

M) == (T" x P)) ~y & U, T" DHE LA ~DEERRIEHZZ A5 218D
quasitoric manifold M(\) M3 6N 5. FEEE M\ 26 PAOHEEZ 7 & L, KHE v
XN LUTPPSvDEI R WIRiZ T RTRWtD2 U, k3T & &, n1(U,) 12 C"
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WCHRIZRMTH 2 Z BB PE. TSI X VMR LHROMEZ EDNIX
.

W2, M % P E® quasitoric manifold &35 & &, LMD & 512 U TRMEATHIAN(M)
NPREOENDE. Mo P X M/T~NOY %%« L. {FMA locally standard TdH
525, nl(relint ) DEICIXE UFE M2 RS, T 1IRTDEHD b —
FATHD. IheTy(F) tidl, HG$TERZ7 bLvae X € 2" 95, kbbb,
Ai =Ny s M) Ty (Fy) = {(ZMi o 22 e T 2 € C 2| = 1} &85 Z" DG
THo>T, IHIXBBDDBRANIBMN1ITHELOB0EDTHS. ZHIFF5ERL
T—RIZEES. A(M) = (A1,..., A\p) £ T 0UE, THH¥non-singular condition % Jiii 7
2 LIEEM A locally standard TH B Z &N H 000, fiE> TAM) I& P EORHEAT
Fleiss.

EF 3.3. P LORMETII2ROESE Ap, TR Ap — Mp: A= M(\) % ¢ L3T.
& 3.4 ([DJI1]). P EDOEE D quasitoric manifold M IZxF LT, $5 M — PIZ I3
TR UM AEAES 5.

Proof. [Dav78, p.344] (2B 1F % “blow up” Dz kv, ET-HKp: M — P ki
Bifgr: M - MThHoTror=p,iRdbDWKTE%. PRUMTH B0,
p: M — PIZHBRTH->THMWZ2ED. ZOYWE r2AKTE IV, O

8 3.5 ([DJ91]). P EDEED quasitoric manifold M Zxf LT M & M(\(M)) (X[
R, FZ o3 2B Th 5.

Proof. ffifd3.4 X0 1FoNb i tIliZEs: P— MEFgd. 32T x P — MM
(t,q) = t-s(ITEKDEE DD, ZNDM(\) = (T" X P)/ ~\ 226 M ~D[EZHEMHE
BEELS ZLIIARGITRINS. O

ApZIX GL(n, Z) DS DRIZ & T, (Z/2)" W% —1£53 5 Z i & > TIEH
15,
E# 3.6. Xp = GL(n,Z)\Ap/(Z/2)".
EF 3.7. {1,...,m} LORKEERKp ZIROD X SIZED -

{iv,...,ix} e Kp<—=F;,N...NE;, #0.

Kp DHCARBR2ARD L THEE Aut (Kp) LELT.

SF 3.8. Aut (Kp) IZFIO AN ZIZ LD Ap IZEHT 5. X HIZZDEMITZ X ~NDH
e %35 <.

W& 3.9 ([DJ91]). ¢: Ap — MpldEHE ¢ : Xp/Aut (Kp) — Mp ZEL.

Proof. £3 ¢ D3 Xp/Aut (Kp) 6 Mp ~NDEM{EZEL Z L2 %2RT. A= (A,..., An),
N o= (N,..., X)) &2 P EORMEATFIE L, M == M(\), M' == M(\N) £8BL. o €
Aut (Kp) & A€ GL(n,Z) BMFEL T



FHo2M Ry —r ROy LFHHEE 201 5654E8H K AR IERY

b E MEMDPEHERZRMETHZZ 2 RBIEEWV. Kp OFE LSNP OB
BB EGEZBZLIIHETEE, o 3HOELRMAL LTORMf: P—> PTHhoT,
FMEZN U f(F) = Fou) 82 &5 BB 02EL W05, AhoEBIND T
DHCFAMZ @ 25U, f: TP x P = T"x P: (t,q) — (Y(t), f(q) L EDB. THL |
W feM— M ZEHR, CHUPHAZRMTHL I LIZHLONTH 5.

WIZEDE S M e M DEALFRMTHE LTS, Thbb, FHEME - M — M
YT OECRM G BAFEIELTEEDz e Mt € TPIZHUT f(t-2) = () - f(x)
iz ARET S, 2T b GL(n,Z) DtE AT 5. F7z, fIFHuEZER
P2 M/T" = M'/T 2D E %k ULTOHCRHM f 28, filckhiEx?
Aut (Kp)Dit& o LRLY. TDEE N, ;) = AN (i =1,...,m) BKOH LD LA
BB, 2O LT o DEEMENRI N, ]

4. AREOYV—IR
Quasitoric manifold D AFREA Y —ERIZDWVWTU FDZ &R H5NT WS,

EF 4.1. PEn ot M2 mAkE U, ZD (n—i — 1) RTOHEOKE%E f; LT, P
D h-vector (hg, ..., h,) I FIXDONIZ L > TEHRSIND:

hot™ + -+ 4 hoat + by = (£ — 1) + folt — 1" 4o+ foy.

IR DEHE L quasitoric manifold (2 A % FEHER 72 CW R DS ([BP02, p. 66]) 7* 5

Bohs.
EHE 4.2 ([DJI1]). P& niRouBMZHEAR, (ho,. .., ") & T D h-vector £ 9§ 5. P ED
fF:3 D quasitoric manifold M IZDWT, ZDHRER Y —FIZHFEIRIZBEWTOTH D,
EEBIRICBWTIXEABETH 5. X512, M D 2i{RD Betti B % by (M) it T & &,
E 4.3, 205, [H U ML HEA LD 2 D0 quasitoric manifold % [biRd 5 & & %
NOSDARER Y —IFREO EIEEL UTIEARTH > T, B3 BE TR BEN
Hb.

HIHIFIRR, PliEn Ot HMZHR T m O ZRS, TNS6I1E R, ... F, & &SD
FonTwsEDE T 5. M % P _E® quasitoric manifold & U, M %36 P ~ND5I# %
T Y. 2D EZ Y E) X (2n — 2) RO R ZRMATH 2 Z LITIEE.

EIHE 4.4 ([DJI1]). A= () &2 P LORMEATHIE U, M= M\ & BL. ZDEEM
DEFHATER Y —BRIIIRTEZIS5N5:

H*(M;Z) = Zlvy, ..., o0]/(Zp + T»).

2 2T € H*(M; Z) \ZH# D Z k4K 7~ (F;) D Poincaré YO, Ip, Ty EEAF DA 77
VK.

IP:(Uil"'Uik|E1m'~‘mEk:@),
TIn=Nav+ -+ N |t =1,...,n).
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5. HEDEMLEAFLTORRICEAT 2FEER

EFE 5.1. BMZMEHAE P2 U, 2D ED quasitoric manifold D [EFHEEEIRDES %
Mbemeo @ Bl F 72 P E® quasitoric manifold DFEEBURE I R E B Y —ERO[FBISE
EERE MM EET. ZITAFRERY—HOMAEE WS DIFHRITIREOEERE LT
DEAMEZEZTWS (DX D aFER Y —FHIEREDHEIIE AL, BRG2H
Mp — Migmeo plomeo — MED % ZNEN ¢y, o LFLT .

M E Mbomee @ cohomological rigidity 271> TWA X5 R GHEE2 FLD-EHD
TdH 5. Mmoo i3 cohomologically rigid TH 5 Z &1 gy WEHPNTH S Z & L[HET
HBHILITHER.

9, RO EIEBIIHNS

mE 5.2 ([DJI1]). nIKICHER A IZH U, #Man = #MEPC = M =1TH D,
Mapn IZJET 2 ME— DFIFBHERN R T AEHZ A 7-CP Iz kb R&KI B,

KIX [ORT0] DFER DR E LTHRONDS. m>42 L, P, ldMmAKERTEDL
T5.

EHE 5.3 ([DJIL]). Mp, (FATRMEBRAE D% K55, Ml 1289 5 EHHIE CP?, CP2, 5% x
S?2 o DHEFERIZE o TRES NG, LIT g lE2 $§T1%6

RIF[CPS12] D EE Bl 2 AL L 72 B TR R 728 DTH 5.

EIE 5.4 ([CPS12]). K2 DDFEA" x A™ (1 <n<m)iZH U, MPE o (ZINFH ML
HDTEFD. ¢ IFHHTITAR L, ¢ X EHETH S,

F VL DBEEDORIZDOWTIE, IRDNE /KT ETORERERDVD 5.
EI 5.5 ([H2]). Mbgmee [T strongly cohomologically rigid T 5.

B AT RO K] 2 TH AR | D quasitoric manifold D FEIZEE 3 AR 28R 5. K[A%
HARC™(m) (1 <n <m)EZmEOTHRZREDnKuhZHAETD D, £ DR C™(m)*
Em W DOHITH %2 FF D niROTRFM L K L 70 5. FHfllld [Zie9s] w2 2D Z &.

EIE 5.6 (H1])). n >422Om-—-n>4,H50VEn>602Dm—n>3ThbEZE,
C™(m)* 11Z quasitoric manifold IZ/F1E L 722\,

E 5.7 ([H1)). BOFEKEIZHEAA C™ (n + 3)* (n = 3,4,5) LD quasitoric manifold (2D
W, BARAIR D 32D,

(1) ¢1: Mesggyr — MESe IERBETIRRND ¢y MESES — M. IFEHEGT
})V),if:\_ﬂ’bb —9“«\17 SRR D6 S D,

(2) #MC4(7 #Mhomeo _ #Mcoh = 4.
(3) #Mess)y = #MR = # M. = 46.

6. /N> RILEID quasitoric manifold ICEEY %5 FER
EFE 6.1. TOX S REREHGERDONEEZS.

B, "% B, "% ... 2B, "> B, =CP'

85



FHo2M Ry —r ROy LFHHEE 201 5654E8H K AR IERY

WO P(L; ® C) — B IZF L\ & &, B, ¥ n-stage Bott manifold TH2 &\ 5.
ZIZTCCIFEMRZ, P(L; ® C) I3k z £ 7.
Bott manifold I&37 /5K _E D quasitoric manifold iIZ2725 Z & RHI SN TW5B. T DFE

e ImoMEOFRS DT 2 H YL IR 5 Z 212 LD, n-stage Bott manifold D%
MEATHNTIRD & 5 I FE T 5.

1 0 0 1 = *
0 1 0 1

0 : *
0 0 10 0 1

% Z T (CP?*#CP?)-HHEL D quasitoric manifold ZIRD K S IZEFHKT 5. CP2 L CP?*D
[F 2 EAER & LT D CP2#CP? 1 I? ED quasitoric manifold TH 0, Z OFRPHELTH]IX

= [ PO 2 ) v exa s p i
0111

EFE 6.2. L HIKI?" ED quasitoric manifold M 7Y (CP?*#CP?)-RETH S & 1%, TD
LI D P EORHETHINDPFAEL T, M & M(\) AHFAZRMHE 252 820!

Ey 0 -+ 0 K * o0 %
E, .
N 0w (1)
U | : -
0 -+ 0 Ey 0 -~ 0 &

22T By REATH, k= ( 1 f) LT3,

(CP?#CP?)-HAID quasitoric manifold 28 CP?#CP? LD iterated (CP*#CP?)-bundle
LB LI IFHTD M) DEENSRTIENTE S,

Bott manifold IZ D WTIEBA R D 2 DD HHERVFET 5.
EH 6.3 ([Choi]). 3-stage (resp. 4-stage) ® Bott manifold 4&{&!J strongly cohomolog-
ically rigid (resp. cohomologically rigid) TH 5.
EIE 6.4 ([CMM)]). Z/2-f28D aREQ V=8B H*(CPLZ/2)" IZRMTH 5 & 5%
n-stage Bott manifold 2% strongly cohomologocally rigid Td 5.

212 (CP?*#CP?)-HAELD quasitoric manifold (2B 5 73 HAE R &, £ DFEHA DB
RS,
EH 6.5 ([H2]). M, M' % (CP?*#CP?)-HELD quasitoric manifold & U, ¢: H*(M';Z) —
H*(M:Z) 20 B O &R UCOMABMESR L T2, 2oL EHALFEMES f: M — M’
ThHhoTo=frli25bDNFETS. & <IT(CP*#CP?)-HELD quasitoric manifold
2K 1% strongly cohomologically rigid T 5.

FEHIEL T D K S R FIHTITbN S, N\, N %2 (1) DEE £ D I EORMTHIE U,
M=MN,M=MN)ZEATIW. EHLLDOKRIIE N T,y (i=1,...,2n) %
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X, b EEETEE, MOIFRED Y —BRITEY 21 T TNV ZHOVTLZX, ..., Xon) /]
tiié.Hﬁkﬂf@jﬁ%m/#?ﬁzwgnw&@Wtiié.bt#af¢d
ZIXy, ..., Xop] DIRBOESEE UTCOHCHBMTH>TI 2 IZETHDERMITI L
MWTE5.

ZIXy,..., Xon| D74V L= a v FRUFIZE-TEHERS:

(Xon—1,Xon) € (Xon-3,---, Xon) €+ C(Xop-2ig1s---,Xon) €+ C(Xy,..., Xop).

IRDFEREDGE D L 70 5.

iR 6.6. (1) D% & DORMEATH u & HRIZFRMEEGE f: M(p) — M DBFLEL, ffop
X740V L —Y a3y FaEo.

ZDMEIZE D, f*opldfTHTRT LIRDIBIZE S:

¢1 k o .. k
frop=| 0 ¥
0 -+ 0 o,

Fap 13 H*(CP?#CP%Z) DHCREZ 5.2 5. FiX, LD H (CP?*#CP?,Z) DI
DEBRE LU TOHCHMIIBHEZEZACHME UTHEHETE2Z 13005, ki<,
IRDFEDENLT 5.

8 6.7. (1) D% B DRHMEITH] / L HAZFRME G g: M — M (1) PMFEL, g* 1
THTELS EIRD &S IT%5:

wl—l 0O --- 0
o] ° vyt :
: . .0
0 0 1/};1

Ey, x *
[fopoyg ! %ﬁ
*
0 0 FEs

DL EROMEZFEVDRLUHWDZ EIZED, p=p/ DD ffopog  =F,, £7%25Z
EDDN S

2 6.8. u, /' % (1) D% L7z I* EOREATHI, 0 H(M(W/);Z) — H*(M(u); Z)
EREOZRE UTCORMEL LT H. 01175 T ( ) thobaInsd g,

0=E, THO, Tollpu=p 5.

87



FHo2M Ry —r ROy LFHHEE 201 5654E8H K AR IERY

PLEIZ &Y, o BHEZRMSG g o f1 & LTERINE,

M-————>M H*(M;Z) <—— H*(M'; Z)

/ k . o e

M (p) == M(p') H*(M(p); Z) == H*(M(i'); Z)
S 3k
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