Classification of locally standard T-pseudomanifolds over

convex polytopes
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eV, TROBMMHEZRE L L TOMEDLHN S mETET). 2070, BiEZEM e LTHA SN
ZEARE, BN ZHEE S WS KRR 2 7 R ST,

AR L, #@EE O [KK26] 1I28WT, b —RORER[ZIFAET % locally standard T-
pseudomanifold Z&E A U, Z DRIZFMHE DD FITOWTHNR. D7 7 ZADRBUIZ, /ERD b —
Vw27 bRaY—=TRENZD 5 —ROMZHEAD, HuBEZEM e LTS FICH 5. ARG TR
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21 |-V YIZHRIEDER

DR, T 2U1)" 2 nRtb—7A5%. 22T, U(l) Cc CIFBRMAMETHS. Xk
LRICHHS L RGERF, TM ZHICT LR35, UL)" EXRDES51CLT, C" EHT %:
(t1,...tn) € U™, (21,...2,) € C" ITH LT,

(t1,. . tn) - (21, 2n) = (t12n, - - - tn2n).

Thbb, EHIT T DRICE21EHTH 5. ZOEHZIZEZEMER (standard action) ¥ FER. DR,
C" BLUZO U(L)" FEHAERCOWTIE, BICZOEAREZ 20T 5. JUC, BAIEEE
A (locally standard action) %ﬁ%@‘%.

EE 2.1 (RFHEEEH). M3 2n ZOTOWMODZHRETH D, Bk T FHZRS DL 5 5.
M Lo T EHD RFIRZER (locally standard) TH 2 & id, &z € MWL, z O T AERBIEFHE
UCMTHoT, 525 UQL)" FAELFERV C C" ZHFAZFRMETH 2D OHENL L EZ2WVS.

M o T EHDPRATFEENTH 2 & &, PuEZEH M/T & n XuoAM X ZREOMEEZ D2
EBHISNTVS.

R, BRI Z A & N 2RI ZHEA 2 ER T 5. HZBEKICOWVWTIZ, [Zied6]) FE2SH
S,

EFE 2.2 (HMMZHEIK). n ZOTHZHAD B (simple polytope) TH % & id, FHESH x5 ¥
nflD7 7y b (RXIL1 D) ITEENZ L EEVS.

B ZHRZAN 2 ZRA e ARE 2 2 ICEREINLV. L EOEFHOT, b —V v 7 24k
RIIRD XS ITERSNS.

E& 2.3 H{EEF—V vy 72KIK). T O M EANOERPRFEEN TS D, BuE2E/M M/T 25
ZZMRIRE LCTHMMZHEA P LRIETH2E, M %2 P Lo E—Y v IZEE (quasitoric
manifold) &\ 5.

2.2 $MRICkB39%E

AREITIE, HE b=V v 7 ZREFER 2 RN 2 AR R e BT 5 2 &%, B RGEA
ZH SR ICENRS . AEOWNAEIX [DIIL] IZHEDNT WS,

P % n ZOuHAMBEE, M %2 2n Kt b=V v 72K L, 7. M — P ZHESNE L T 5.
Po77ty NO#BEEE (F,...,F,} TRT. &7 7ty + F; O¥ifg

Mi = TF_l(Fi)

ET/Tp, 2T E%E SO F, ED2(n— 1) ot b=V v 7 2REIRICHR 2. 22T, T, CT &
M; 2EET 2MEHE (5227 108 F—F ) TH 5. FEEHSEE Tp, FEHERZAZ b L



pi €2 ITEDIREZN, u; BFBEZROVT—ETHE. ZOXI5KXLT, &77y b F LT
pi; DR SZIEET 5 Z & T, B
w: {F,....,Fn} — Z"
w w
F; =
MPEFS. T2 b—U v ISiKRE M OREBR LR, FHEE LT, M OREBEBIIROME
Zimie g,

£ 24. F 0 NE, 2008 %, u(Fy),..., 0(F,) & 2" OREDO %%

COMHZD IZ, M OFMEREBEHAEEMmMNER LE L2 b O BEMMZHEEK P oK R
BTors.

E&E 2.5 (BMNMZHA EORERE). n ZTHMNMZHEE P 07 72y FOHEER {F,..., F,}
Y55 BB {F,. . By = 20 DS 24 BT E u kP OB TS, (P p)
AT & RS,

FHEXH (Pop) G2 ot & BT L EENS T EHZROZM 2R TE 5.
E&E 2.6 (1T T, ZBEETIL M(P,p) %, ROBENMHZEME L TERT %:
M(P,p) =P xT"/~.

Z T, AfERER ~ RO LS ICEDZ. Px T D 2 5 (p,t), (¢,8) DEMETH 2 2%, p=q TH
D, 20 p BHMNEICEDHE FICHLT, t s e Tp DD EE WS, ZIZT, Tr CT" I3,
F=F,N---NF, eRIN232% u(F,),...,u(F;,) TRONZEHES V=2 TH5. B, ph
P OWHICH B WA (Thbb, F=P DY %), Tp = {1} £33. M(P,u) Lo T fflix, T"
NOHITBEPOFEINLDDEED S.

AR 2.7. HE7 7y POHEHDE LTRLEL F=F, N---NF, LWIEREZ, PrEHTDH
LI b—RETH5.

RIRIZ, b — U v 7 2K FHEN QXIS OW TR S .

EIE 2.8. P ZHAMZHIKE 3 5.
o % P LOFHERMBE T2 %, HEEFL M(P,u) 3 P LD N—Y v 27 ZRIETH 3.
o M%P LOBb—Y v 2 ZREY L, % M ORMBIET 5. COY S, M LgiEEs L
M (P, p) XFEZEFHETD 5.

AR 2.9. [PS10] T, HE - —V v 7 ZHRIEZHER L 728 b— 1) v J#EF (quasitoric orbifold) &
I 2 7 FADBHEINTVDE. ZDF7 FRZBWTH, BulEZZEIIHEMMNZEATD D, K
ERSNFARDMIED W DD, Z DRERORMEBEIR DR, &&fF 2412812 12" DEERDO—HL)
EWSES R TZ E—MAT) WEBELZDDTH 5.



3 MZEE LD locally standard T-pseudomanifold

ZDETIE, #EHE 55 [KK26) TEA L7 locally standard T-pseudomanifold ® 5 %, i
BZEMPMZBHATH 25851200V THRS. ZOEDHMNIE, MZHA LD locally standard
T-pseudomanifold DRIZE R, #IEZERTH 2 MZHIK , FEREECE LR U 724514 F 0 fHIC
FoTHHETEZ 2R TH 5.

LURT#X % open cone ([Max19]) X locally standard T-pseudomanifold FEFICHW SN 5.

E2& 3.1 (open cone). L %2>,  Hausdorff 2] 3 5. L @ open cone ZXD X 5 IZEF

T 5:
¢(L) ==L x[0,1)/(L x {0}).

Thbb, (L) I1F Lx[0,1) DETZEM L x {0} 2 1 RICET > THELNIHEMTDH 5.
E72, ¢0) 3 15ETHBET B,

3.1 Locally standard T-pseudomanifold MDTEH
X 2E_AEAH R a > 87 b Hausdorff [ & U, T™ 2EIHEFI L TWE 3 5. 2
DEE n>0,m>niZHNLT, XD X OFAEEZEFRKTS: 0<i<n XL T,
X2i+1+(m—n) = X2i+(m—n) = {fL’ S X | dlm T(CL‘) S 1 + (m — Tl,)}
CIZTC,T)idee X @2 THERRT. £7,i=-1 0L Z3ZHES, Tbb,
X(mfn)fl = X(mfn)f2 = {$ e X ’ dlmT(I‘) < (m — n) - 1} = @
THHEMRT S, THERIE X BIZXRD &5 RETEEDINEFHET 5:
X: X=XunD X2(n—1)+(m—n) DD X2i+(m—n) DD Xpmpn DO
COWAEEDH X ZHEDRTICED TrILEL—2 3 > IR,
& 3.2. RO 3FEMERET 5:
e Zx e XDT7AY Muab—¥nH T, 1350 b= X (Thbb, T OEREREATTH);
e ( < 1 <n @:jﬁj‘b‘f, % X2i+(mfn) \X2(i71)+(mfn) @Eﬁ%ﬁk%&i (2’L m — n)) ﬁanDﬁ‘M‘E

EZE LS
en>0DLE, Xty 2 Xpgn—o (X BEHHPUEZFS, TEFHIZNRM).

=

F0<i<nIZHLT, Xojymn) BT AETH 2556, PUEHY 17 X — Q := X/T FWEZ
MQIRRDTZ 4 ML —2a >y X/T =0 %FET5:

X/ T=0:Q=0Q,2Qn-1D--DQ;D--DQyD0.

72720, Qi = Xoip14(m-n)/T = Xoit(m-n)/T THB. TDT7 4V +L—2 a 2 A - HluEZERH
%(Q,Q) TRT. AETIREEDLD, (Q,Q) IFROEXGEH-THDEEZS.



£ 3.3. 2 n ROTMZHE P &, (Q,Q) 25 (P,P) ANDT7 4 L+ L— a ¥ 2 EORKE R
[:Q—> PHFETS. ZZTPERTERSINDI 74NV ML =3y Thb:

P:P D U o | Froeo | {vpo0

Fr—1i77tv b Fil% 4 Rt v 1FTHRM
T, AEER f 2374 v b= ar 2RO, IRTD0<i<n XL T,
fy= Uy #
Fil i RoTH

MDD 2.
TRIZ, RIFFED FENRT D 5 ™MZHAK LD locally standard T-pseudomanifold ZE&HS 5.

E&E 3.4. (m+n) Xt locally standard T-pseudomanifold (X, X) &1, n IZBIF 2 ikl
IOREMEZTHDOE LTERSINS.

en=00% X 3EImATI=F7RADIEZMTH D, ERSITEICELD TIEHEZRFD (X
Day oy RCE Y, ZHIEREDO T OIER L 725);
en>0DrE 0<i<nIZHLT, EEDz € Xoipmon) \ Xog—1)4+(m-n) TR L, KTHK
XNB 3O (Uy, Ly, o) BIFIET 5
1. U, C X & T RER x OB
2. L, 3z D74V vu =BT, = T PMEMA T3 (2n — 2i — 1) 2RIC locally
standard T,-pseudomanifold. L, % x OV 29 R (L, 1FZETH KW);
3. p Uy = (X UQ)™™) x é(L,) BHAEFRMEEHRTHS. 22T, QC (C\{0})" &
UQ) RERBBAIEETHS. b= 2T™1F (Ax U(1)™™) x ¢(L,) LIcRO R
ZELTERAT2d0 L T 5:

T™ =TT, x T, = U(1)7Hm=n) 5 777,
771, UQ)H =) 0 QO x UL)™ " EOERIEERTH D,
¢(Ly) =L, x[0,1)/L, x {0}

o T, 1B, 2 TR L, O T, fEf» 6FE X2 DT, [0,1) K57 ETOER
FEHHTH 3.

locally standard T-pseudomanifold 1347 + — 2 ZR{EH % i 2 7z topological stratified pseu-
domanifold T# %. topological stratified pseudomanifold \ZFFREEZHFET 2 EMTH D, ZDiF
T DWTIE [Fri20] 2R E v, RO, 24123 locally standard T-pseudomanifold & W
SHHIX, PRALFAMHTAZETHL I EZRL TV,

R 3.5. X BIU X' i T EHZFOH “AlH 723 > 87  Hausdorff 22 & 5. %
72, X BIXEX ZMEORITCICES 74 v L =2 a vk T 5. (X,X) 2 locally standard
T-pseudomanifold TH 2 LRETS. 2D %, X & X' pggEERMETHIUL, (X, X) bEL
locally standard T-pseudomanifold T®H %.



3.2 $5MHEF

iz, locally standard T-pseudomanfiold D %175 72, ZEELOFHEBEF IOV T
ABRZ. IR TRE, X BXU X' &2, n XU ZHAR LD (m + n) XIC locally standard T7-
pseudomanifold &3 4. EFRDOHEfE LT, ROMmEZHET 5.

WEE3.6. 7: X > PERYESE LT B FCPWINLT, FTF OMENNEERT. 2o %,
RD 3 DD ILD.
e M F CPIHMLT, m(F) DFRTOHEDT A Y ba ¥ —ENEt (5 F—7 R) 3—%F
. RS, T IEBEICHS =T REEIDYTEIMEN: F s Tr ZED 5.
e FORXILMW i DL E, Tr CT i RILDWDT +—F A TH 3.
o (RZBAFM). M F,GIZNL, FCGRoX, Tr D Tg DD LD,

ZomdEEd Iz, MBEE ORI T ERTERT .

EE 3.7 (WEEE EOREET). P 2MEEke 35, F(P) % P OmARTIEFES L L, B
BRT. bbb, M F - GREOEE FCGIleihEds. F(P)P 2 2OREEL L, T % T
DES b — 5 2HHTE (BHIEEES) LT 5. MBEE P EOEEFE L, BT

A F(P)® - T
THoT, ROFENZWilTHDLERT 5:
RIIC i DM F € F(P)IZW LT, \NF) CT i XtOHD v —F A TH 5.

F7z, M (PN RS & PR KRR, B (P 238 3.6 ICK DBLERE 7. X — P OE
THEE, X QMR LI

FEN T, N OROBEEBEEREERT 5.

& 3.8. Pr P 2NZHAKL T2, BB f: P — P ZRAMEGT, AEET (HFFEEER)
F(f) : F(P)°P — F(P)°P 2iFHEF5 235, f A4 (P ))& (P,N) OROBERESTH
2%, HOEE ¢ : T™ — T BPEFEL T, ROKAD A 22 220D (TRbL, &0 F I
LT, Wo ANF) =X oF(f)(F)»mDIro).

F(Pyr —H— F(Pyr

| J

T T

—
~

IR

R

ZZC,VIETr e TIXMLT, U(Tr) =¢(Tr) TERINZAMEFTHS. (PN & (P,N)D
BICHFRBRGEEDFEET 2 L &, (P& (PN) tBRBTHZ VS . X561, ¢ BEFEHRTH
55Ei, SFEEE G2 ERE%R L W, A2 RE L IER.



RO, FtDs ((99) ARDEZRWT) —ENTH L I L Z2RT.

HE 3.9. X ¥ X' A (8) T AEAMETHIUL, TRZhORER (P)) & (P, N) i (33) R

3.3 Locally standard T-pseudomanifold DIZZEE T Il
P % n X0t ZHEELE L, A % P LORMBEF L 35, R (P ) oS 212EETIL
WZOWTHR S,
E#E 3.10 (FE#EE ). BEETIL X(P,)) &, ROFEMAAHZERE L TEERT %:
X(PX) =P xT™/~.

22T, FfEBER ~ ERDESIWEDD. PxT D25 (p,t), (¢,8) BEMETH B L1, p=qTH
D, 0 p BHAMANERIICEDE FIIH LT, tls e M(F) 2D io %WV,

PEEEE FIOLIZOWT, ROTHEDRL D 37D,
R 3.11. FH¥EET L X (P, \) & locally standard T-pseudomanifold D& % #50.
ZDEMD S, ROFERINES .

EIE 3.12. locally standard T-pseudomanifold ® 2 5 213+ —V v 7 ZRRK (- —V v 7838
1K) B & U projective toric variety ([CLS11], [Jor98] ZZH) © 27 5 A% &,

Proof. it —V v 7 ZRAK (Bt~ —V v 7 HUEN) ORZFRHERIE, B2 HE EOBEET L E
FAZFMTH 5. F7z, projective toric variety IZDWTH, [CLS11] BX L [Jor98] i & b, (MZ W
K EofEtEE 7L e HAEFRMETH 5 (MacPherson OFEH). L7z23-> T, aid 3.5 £ EM 3.11 &b,
FIRDES . O

AR 3.13. HUEZEMMMZERTH 5 2 L 2H0E LR WEEIZOWTIE, [KK26] iIZBWVWT LD —fik
FIFERIRENT WS, bbb, locally standard T-pseudomanifold ® 7 Z 21 complete toric
variety ([CLS11] ZZM8) B X fa > 7 72 locally standard T-manifold ([BP12] ZZf) 07 5
2% & ([KK26, Theorem 14.1)).

3.4 EHR

FHRTH 2B EHZRNS. ZoEHIE, MZHAK LD locally standard T-pseudomanifold
OFEZFMMEEIRHEMC L o THEINZ2 I 2FRTZ2HDTHS. AEHZ, DI B X
O [PS10] O BRRZILR L 72d D TH D, FRAZFHET 222 TH % topological stratified
pseudomanifold 12 b #EHRIRETH 5.

EIE 3.14 (mHEH). X t X' &, 2henMZHAK LD locally standard T-pseudomanifold &
T35, ZOLE RD2ODEMIIFMETD %:



1. X ORMR (Q,)) & X ORHER (Q,N) 1 (55) A%
2. X ¥ X' 1% (39) T FZRH.

FAEADBIE. (Q,\) & (Q,N) 2 (9) A TH 255, COLE, ZRENDEEET AN (59) T
FZFRMETH 2 Z epnEns ([KK26, Theorem 9.1] ZZH):

X(QN) = X(Q ). (1)
X512, [Ayz18] D7 A F 7 EMAVTETLER Y (Q,\) 2HAT 3 &, T FZFH
XQN2Y@QN=X, X(@QN)=Y(@,N)=X (2)

PRENS. (1) & (2) #MHADEZ LT, X ¥ X' 25 (39) TRERMHETH 2 Z DS .
WA 3.9 226085 O
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