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Abstract

Lie algebras of smooth sections are Lie algebras obtained from bundles of Lie algebras, where the latter
are vector bundles of which the fibers are Lie algebras. We also consider the C*-sections for k € N.
This paper, which is essentially my diploma thesis from May 2007 at Technische Universitat Darmstadt,
studies the derivations, the centroid and the isomorphisms of such Lie algebras and generalizes some facts
from Lecomte’s publications [Le79] and [Le80] to the case where the fiber is perfect or centerfree and it
gives some more explicit proofs.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation and requirements

There are two main goals in the analysis of Lie algebras of smooth sections: On the one hand, the infinite-
dimensional Lie algebras are not yet as well studied as the finite-dimensional ones and the methods used
in finite-dimensional Lie theory are difficult to adapt to the infinite-dimensional case. I will discuss some
properties of the Lie algebras of smooth sections in Chapter 3, especially their derivations, centroids and
isomorphisms.

A solid knowledge of analysis, linear algebra, topology and some knowledge of the theory of manifolds,
e.g. a priori to be acquired in [Ne(5], is required. However, there is no knowledge of Lie algebra theory
required, for the relevant parts will be explained.
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1.2 Remarks concerning notation
I will follow some notational conventions which ought to be clarified.

e The formulac A C B and B O A will mean that each element of the set A is an element of the
set B and equality is not excluded. In order to describe a subset relation excluding equality I will
write A C B or B 2 A.

e All vector spaces and (bi)linear maps are considered over a field K € {R, C}.
e The set {0,1,2,...} is denoted by N and the set {0,1,2,...} U{oo} is denoted by N.

e A CFmap, k € N, is a k-times continuously differentiable function. A function is also called
“smooth” instead of C™.

e A manifold M will always be smooth, finite-dimensional over R, hausdorff, paracompact and con-
nected.

e Let (e1,...,ey) denote the canonical basis of R™. Then (U, ) being a chart of a manifold M with
dimM =m, z € U and f : U — E being a C'-map between U and a finite-dimensional vector
space F, we define the notation

(0c), ] =S (@) = 0] f (€7 () +te)
t=0
As a basis of T, M we can take ((9¢,), ..., (0e,.),), where (9¢,), = Te(z) (£71) (e&5). We write Ok,
for the map U — T, M, x — (¢,),. Any vector field X € V(M) takes the local form 7" | X0,
for certain functions X!,... X™ € C*(U,R). For f € C*(M,R) we define X.f € C*(M,R) by
(X.f)(x) := (Tpf)(X;) and we see that the two different definitions of (0¢,), are linked by the
formula (9, ), (f) = ((9;) -f) (x).

If fis a C*-function and a = (a1, ..., ay) € N a multi-index with |a| := 327" a; < k, then we
write:

O f =05 0en .

For a multi-index v € N™ we also define a! := []"; a;. Then, if {(U) is convex, the Taylor Formula
can be stated as follows for 2,y € U and some z € [0,1]- (x —y) +y C U:
[ & e [ & e
fty) = 3 A=W gy 5o T80T )
la| <k la|=Fk

Furthermore, we define the notation v < « for multi-indices «, v € N, which means v; < «; for
all i € {1,...,m}, and we define the multinomial coefficients for multi-indices v < o € N™:

()=

For multi-indices v < o« € N™ and any canonical basis vector e; of R™, the multinomial coefficients

satisfy the formula
a+e; _ [« I « .
vy +e; Y v+e;

e A Lie group is a manifold equipped with a smooth group multiplication whose inversion is smooth.

e The neutral element of a group is denoted by 1 and if g is an element of the group, then A, is the
multiplication by g from the left and p, is the multiplication by g from the right.



e Depending on the context, the symbol 1 denotes the identity map of a vector space, the endomor-
phism of a vector bundle where each 1, is the identity of the z-fiber, or a constant map with value
1 on a manifold.

e For numbers m,n € N\ {0}, the space of all m x n-matrices with entries in K is denoted by M, ., (K)
and is canonically identified with the space of linear functions K™ — K™. Note that, if we have
m = 0 or n = 0, then M,, ,(K) is the vector space containing the unique linear map K" — 0 or
0 — K", respectively.

o If f: M — E is a C"-map between a manifold and a finite-dimensional vector space, n € N with
n < k and x € M, then we define the notation

=0 e {f
J

—

x)=0 ifn=0
“Hf)=0and TPf=0 ifn>0.
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e If, for each point © € M of a set, T,, = T'(x) : N — P is a map and A, = A(xz) € N is a point,
then we denote the map M — P,  — T,(A4,) by T - A. If, for each point & € M of a set,
T,=T(z): N — Pisamap and S, = S(z) : L — N is a map, then we denote the map M — P,
r—T,0S8, byToS.

2 Definitions, notions, former results

2.1 Associative algebras and Lie algebras
Definition 2.1. Let A be a vector space.

1. A is called an algebra if equipped with a bilinear map A x A — A, (x,y) — x -y, which we call the
multiplication of the algebra A.

2. An algebra A is called associative, if 2 - (y-z) = (x-y) - z is satisfied for all z,y, z € A. In this case
the expression x -y - z is clear without ambiguity. An associative algebra A may possess an element
le Awithl.-2=x2-1=uz for all x € A, called unity element.

3. An algebra g is called a Lie algebra and its multiplication map is also written [,-] : g x g — g,
(z,y) — [z,y], if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(a) [,-] is alternating, i.e. [x,z] =0 for all z € g.
(b) the Jacobi identity, i.e. [[x,y], 2] + [[z,z],y] + [[y, 2] ;2] = 0 for all x,y, z € g.

4. If S, T are subsets of an algebra A, we define S - T to be the vector space generated by the set
{s-t:s€S,t €T} In the Lie algebra case we also write [S,T] instead of S -T.

5. Let B be a vector subspace of an algebra A. It is called left ideal of A, if A-BC B,ie. x-y€ B
forall z € A, y € B. It is called right ideal of A, if B-AC B,ie. y-z € Bforallz € A, y € B.
It is called (two-sided) ideal of A, symbolically B < A, if it is a left ideal and a right ideal of A. In
the Lie algebra case, the conditions A- B C B and B - A C B are equivalent.

6. A vector subspace B of an algebra A is called a subalgebra of A, symbolically B < A, ifx-y € B
for all z,y € B, i.e. the multiplication of A induces a multiplication of B. Of course a subalgebra
of A is an algebra, too.

7. Let g be a Lie algebra. The vector subspace [g, g is called the commutator of g and g is perfect if
g = [g,9]. The vector subspace {z € g|[z,y] =0 for all y € g} is called the center of g, denoted by
3(g), and g is abelian if 3(g) = g or, equivalently, [g,g] = 0. The Lie algebra g is called centerfree,

if 3(g) = 0.



8. A Lie algebra g is nilpotent, if its lower central series g°, g', g2, ..., which is defined by g° := g and
g™t = [g,¢"] for n € N, becomes zero eventually.

9. A Lie algebra g is solvable, if its derived series g(®, g™, g(®) ..., which is defined by g(® := g and
gt .= [g(”), g(”)] for n € N, becomes zero eventually.

Remark 2.2. In our case of K being a field of characteristic 0, an algebra multiplication is alternating
if and only if it is skew-symmetric: On the one hand we have, for all z,y € g :

[, y] = —[y,2] = [v,2]=—[z,2] = 2[z,2] =0 = [z,2] =0.
On the other hand, for all z,y, z € g:

[2,2] =0 = 0=[z+y,x+y]=[z,2] + [v,y] + [y, 2] + [y,y] = [2,y] + [y, 2]
= [z,y] = —[y,7].

The next lemma (of which I leave out the elementary proof) shows four “canonical” ways to construct
algebras.

Lemma 2.3.

1. LetV be an arbitrary vector space. Then its vector space endomorphisms form an associative algebra
where the multiplication of the algebra is o, the composition of functions. This associative algebra
is called the endomorphism algebra of V', denoted by End(V 1.

2. Let A be an associative algebra. A equipped with the map [-,-] : AXx A — A, (a,b) — a-b—">-a,
called the commutator bracket of A, is a Lie algebra, denoted by Ay, .

3. A being an algebra, the vector space { f € End(A)| f(a-b) = f(a)-b+a- f(b) for all a,b € A} is a
Lie subalgebra of End(A)r, called the Lie algebra of derivations of A, denoted by Der(A).

4. A being an algebra and I < A an ideal, the quotient vector space A/ equipped with the well-defined
induced multiplication

A/T x AJT — AJT
(a+I,b+1)— (a-b)+1

is an algebra, called quotient algebra of A modulo I, denoted by A/I.

Definition 2.4. The set of Lie algebra morphisms of g and b is

Hom(g, h) := {f : g — b linear map | f([z,y]) = [f(x), f(y)] for all z,y € g}.

The set of Lie algebra isomorphimsm of g and b is

Iso(g,b) :={f : g — b linear isomorphism | f([z,y]) = [f(2), f(y)] for all x,y € g}.

In the special case of g = h we even have a group Aut(g) := Iso(g, g) with neutral element 1 = idg, which
is called group of Lie algebra automorphisms of g.

Now it is time to give some important examples of algebras.
Example 2.5.

1. Every vector space V' can be equipped with the trivial Lie bracket: [z,y] := 0 for all z,y € V.

IThe symbol End(V) will also be used to describe only the set of vector space endomorphisms of V.



2. S being a set and A being an algebra, the set A of all mappings S — A can be pointwisely equipped
with an algebra structure. An important subalgebra of such an algebra is c* (M, K) < KM where
M is a smooth manifold, K is equipped with the field multiplication as algebra multiplication and
k € N.

3. If (g, [,]) is a Lie algebra and ¢ : V' — g is an isomorphism of vector spaces, then we can define a
Lie bracket on V' as follows:
[, VXV —V
(v,0) — ¢ [p(v), p(w)] -

Then ¢ becomes an isomorphism of the Lie algebras (V, [, ~]¢) and (g, [, ]).

4. Tf V is a vector space, we call gl(V') := End(V), the general Lie algebra of V.

5. If V is a vector space and dim(V) < oo, we call sl(V) := { f € End(V)|tr(f) = 0} the special Lie
algebra of V. In fact, sl(V') is a Lie subalgebra of gl(V):

tr([f,g]) =tr(fog—gof)=tr(fog) —tr(go f) =tr(fog) —tr(fog) =0
This calculation even shows that [gl(V'), gl(V)] C sl(V).

6. The squared matrices over K with n rows form the associative algebra M, ,,(K) with respect to the
multiplication of matrices. It is isomorphic to End (K™). The corresponding Lie algebra (M, »(K)),
isomorphic to gl (K™) is denoted by gl,, (K) and called general linear Lie algebra of order n.

Analogously, sl,,(K) := {A € M, (K)|tr(A) = 0} is called special linear Lie algebra of order n and
is isomorphic to sl(K™). We identify End (K"), gl (K"),sl (K") with M, (K), gl,(K), sl,(K), re-
spectively.

7. Let 8:V xV — K be a bilinear map. The set

o(V, 5) :={f € End(V)[ B(f(2),y) + B(x, f(y)) = 0}

is a K-Lie subalgebra of gl(V'), called the Lie algebra of §-skew-symmetric endomorphisms of V.
There are some important examples of this type of Lie algebra:

(a) For V.= K" and B(z,y) = > i x;y; we write 0,(K) := o(V,3). This is the orthogonal Lie
algebra of order n, which can be identified with

{Ae M,(K)|A+ AT =0},

the set of skew-symmetric n x n-matrices. The space s0,(K) := 0,(K) N s(,(K) is a Lie
subalgebra of 0, (K), called special orthogonal Lie algebra of order n

(b) For V.=C"and (z,y) = Y., x:y; we write u,,(C) := o(V, 8). This is the unitary Lie algebra
of order n, which can be identified with

{A € Mn(C)|A+F:O},
the set of complex skew-hermitian n x n-matrices. Note that this is not a complex, but a real

Lie algebra, since it is not a C-vector space. The space su,(C) := u,(C) N sl,(C) is a Lie
subalgebra of u, (C), called special unitary Lie algebra of order n.

2In our considered case of K € {R,C}, there is no difference between so0,(K) and 0, (K). The case s0,(K) € 0, (K) is
only possible if char(K) = 2.



(c) For V. =K and 3(z,y) = Y. i TiYnti — TntiYi We write spy, (K) := o(V,8). This is the
symplectic Lie algebra of order n, which can be identified with

{ (é _iT) € My (M, (K)) = My, (K)|B =BT,C = CT},

Remark 2.6.

1. One can show that for any Lie algebra g there is an associative algebra with unity U(g), such that g
can be embedded into (U(g)), via an injective morphism of Lie algebras ng : g — (U(g)),, (cf. Part
IIT of [Ne94]). If one demands a universal propertyl of U (g) and ng, then (U(g),ny) is unique up
to algebra isomorphism, i.e. an isomorphism of vector spaces preserving the multiplications, and
(U(g),ng) is called universal enveloping algebra of g.

2. The Ado Theorem states that each finite-dimensional Lie algebra is isomorphic to a Lie subalgebra
of gl,, (K) for certain n € N, i.e. each finite-dimensional Lie algebra is, up to isomorphism, a Lie
algebra of squared matrices.

Definition 2.7. Let g be a Lie algebra.

1. If V is a vector space, then a representation of g on V' is a morphism of Lie algebras

p:g—gl(V).

2. A g-module is a vector space V with a K-bilinear map

wigxV—V
(x,v) — p(z,v) = xw

satisfying the equation
[z,y] v = 2.(y.(v)) —y.(x.(v))
for all z,y e gand v € V.

It is not difficult to obtain a bijective correspondence between the concepts of g-module and repre-
sentation of g: Given a module with multiplication u : g x V' — V one can define a representation
by

r(n) g — al(V)
x— (v = p(x,v)).

Given a representation p : g — gl(V') one can define a module structure on V' by

mp):gxV —V
(z,v) — p(x)(v).

It is easy to verify that r(m(p)) = p and m(r(u)) = u for every representation p and every module
multiplication p.

A linear map f : V — W between two modules is called module morphism, if f(z.v) = x.f(v) for
all x € g,v € V. The vector space of module morphisms V' — W is denoted by Homg(V, W) and we
write Endg (V) := Homgy(V, V). A vector subspace W C V of a module which is invariant under g is
itself a module, called submodule. Images and kernels of module morphisms, quotients of modules
modulo submodules and intersections of submodules are again modules. Note that the direct sum
(in the sense of vector subspaces) of two submodules is also a submodule.

3 If A is an associative algebra with unity and « : g — Ay, is a morphism of Lie algebras, then there is a unique morphism
of associative algebras o : U(g) — A such that /(1) =1 and o/ ong = «a.



3. A module V # 0 is called

(a) simple, if 0 is its only proper submodule.

(b) semisimple, if for each of its submodules W there is a complementary submodule W’ C V such
that Wea W' =V.

(c) trivial, if g.V = 0.

Some useful facts about simple and semisimple modules are presented in the following two lemmas,

shown e.g. in [Ne(2]:

Lemma 2.8.
1. Submodules and quotient modules of semisimple modules are semisimple, too.
2. The following statements are equivalent for a Lie algebra g and a g-module V :

(a) V is semisimple.
(b) V is a sum of simple modules.

(c) V is a direct sum of simple modules.

Lemma 2.9. (Schur Lemma) Let V,W be simple g-modules of a Lie algebra g.

1. Homgy(V,W) =0, if V is not isomorphic to W.

2. Each non-zero element of Endg(V) is invertible.

3. If dim(V') < 0o and K = C, then Endg(V) =C- 1.
Definition 2.10. Let g be a Lie algebra. We define the adjoint representatiorﬂ of g to be the map

ad : g — Der(g)
xr— ad, = (y— [z,9]) .

The Jacobi identity for g ensures that the range is properly chosen. Note that 3(g) = ker(ad).

The adjoint representation of g corresponds to the g-module structure on g, where the multiplication
is the Lie bracket of g. In this sense the ideals of g are the submodules of g. We use this change of
perspective in order to define the notions “simple” and “semisimple” for Lie algebras.

Definition 2.11. Let g be a Lie algebra and consider it as a g-module with respect to the adjoint
representation.

1. g is a simple Lie algebra, if it is a non-trivial simple g-module.

2. g is a semisimple Lie algebra, if it is the direct sum of non-trivial simple g-modules, i.e. of simple
Lie algebras.

3. g is a reductive Lie algebra, if it is the direct sum of simple g-modules., i.e. ideals of g.

Example 2.12. The Lie algebras 5[, (K) for n > 2 and so0,,(K) = 0,,(K) for n > 5 and sp,,, (K) for n > 1
are simple. The Lie algebras gl,,(K) for n > 1 are reductive and dim 3 (gl,,(K)) = 1. For proofs, cf. e.g.

[Ne02].

Remark 2.13. If g = a ® b is a decomposition of a Lie algebra into a direct sum of ideals, then
[a,6) Canb=0.

“ad represents g on g: ad(y ,1(2) = [[z,4],2] = — [y, [z, 2]] + [z, [y, 2]] = [adw, ady] ()
= ad[g g = [ade, ady].



The relation between reductive and semisimple Lie algebras is described in the following lemma. For
a proof, cf. e.g. [NeO2].

Lemma 2.14. Let g be a Lie algebra.

1. If g is semisimple, then it is reductive, perfect, centerfree and Der(g) = ad(g). So ad : g — Der(g)
is an isomorphism of Lie algebras.

2. If g is reductive, then g = [g, 9] ®3(g) and [g, g] is semisimple. In particular, a reductive Lie algebra
is semisimple if and only if it is centerfree if and only if it is perfect.

Example 2.15. Let g be a two-dimensional K-vector space with basis (x1,z2). The unique skew-

symmetric bilinear map [-,-] : g X g — g determined by the relation [z1,22] := x; is a Lie bracket. The
Lie algebra (g, [, -]) is centerfree, but not perfect, thus not reductive. Let b be a five-dimensional K-vector
space with basis (y1,...,y5). The unique skew-symmetric bilinear map {-,-} : h x h — b determined by

the relations

v, v2} =v1, Ay, y3t=w2, {vi,va} =vs, {y2,u3} :=wa, {v2,94} = s,
{y17y5} = {y27y5} = {yg,y4} = {y3,y5} = {y4,y5} =0.

is a Lie bracket. The Lie algebra (b, {-,-}) possesses the non-zero center K- y5, but it is perfect, thus not
reductive.

An interesting vector subspace of End(g) is the centroid of g.

Definition 2.16. The commutant of the adjoint representation or centroid of a Lie algebra g is defined
as follows:

Cent(g) : = {f € End(g)|[f,ad;] =0 for all x € g} = { f € End(g)| f o ad, = ad, of for all x € g}
= {f € End(g)| f [z, y] = [z, f(y)] for all z,y € g}.
)

Note that for f € Cent(g) and x,y € g we have:

),y ==y, f(x)] = —fly,x] = flz,y] = [z, f(y)].

For a finer analysis of the structure of Cent(g), we introduce special elements in an endomorphism
algebra.

Definition 2.17. Let End(V) be the endomorphism algebra of a vector space V and g a Lie algebra.

1. A map f € End(V) is nilpotent, if there exists n € N such that f™ = 0 A map f € End(V)
is semisimple, if for each f-invariant subspace W C V there exists a complementary f-invariant
subspace W/ C V such that W W' = V.

2. We define the subsets N(g) := { f € Cent(g)| f nilpotent}, S(g) := { f € Cent(g)| f semisimple} and
the vector subspace J(g) := {¢ € Cent(g)|ad, op =0 = poad, for all z € g}.

Lemma 2.18. Let g be a Lie algebra.
1. Cent(g) is an associative subalgebra of End(g).

2. We have the inclusions Cent(g) o Der(g) C Der(g) and [Cent(g), Der(g)] C Cent(g) or, to say it in
other words, Der(g) is a Cent(g)-module and Der(g) acts by module derivations on Cent(g).

3. We have the inclusion [Cent(g),Cent(g)] € Hom(g/ [g,9],3(g)). In particular, if g is perfect or
centerfree, then Cent(g) is abelian. In the latter case, if g is of finite dimension, then N(g),S(g)
are associative subalgebras of Cent(g) with Cent(g) = N(g) & S(g).

5Note that in the case of dimV = d < oo this is equivalent to f¢ = 0.



4. If g is of dimension d € N and semisimple, then N(g) = 0, thus Cent(g) = S(g).
Proof.

1. Clearly, Cent(g) is a vector subspace of End(g). If f,g € Cent(g), then for all z,y € g we have:

(f9) [z, yl = [ (glz,9]) = [ ([z,9(W)]) = [z, Flg()] = [z, (f9)(¥)]-
So, fg is also in Cent(g). Therefore Cent(g) is an associative subalgebra of End(g).

2. Let f € Cent(g), g € Der(g) and z,y € g. Then:

[f gl [, y] = flg [z, y]) — g(f [z, y]) = f(lgz,y] + [z, gy]) — g([=, fy])
= f(lgz, y]) + f([z,9y]) — lgz, fy] — [z, 9fy] = [9=, fy] + [z, fay] — (9, fy] — [z, 9fy]
= [z, fgyl — [=,9fyl = [, fgy — gfy] = [=, [f, 9] (v)] -

This implies [Cent(g), Der(g)] C Cent(g). We may also calculate:

(f9) [z, y] = f(lgz,y] + [z, 9y]) = [(fg)x, y] + [z, (F9)y].
We thus get Cent(g) o Der(g) C Der(g).

3. Let f,g € Cent(g) and =,y € g. We calculate:

[1f. 9] (x), 9] = [f(g2) — g(fz),y] = fl92,y] — g[f2,y) = fglz,y] — gf [z, Y]
= [fl',gy] - [fzagy] - 0

Therefore [f, g] (g) C 3(g). If z € [g, g] is arbitrarily chosen, then there exist finitely many elements
T1,Y1, T2, Y2, - - -, T,y Y € g such that z =" | [z, ;] and thus we obtain

n

[f,q](2) = ng [@iyyil — gf [xi,yi] =0

i=1
implying [f, g] ([g,9]) = 0 and so [f, ¢] identifies with a vector space morphism g/ [g, g] — 3(g).

Now let Cent(g) be abelian and g of finite dimension. Obviously, the subsets N(g), S(g) are closed
under the multiplication by scalars in K.

Let f,g € N(g) and n,m € N such that f* = g™ = 0. Obviously, f o g is also nilpotent. Since
Cent(g) is abelian, we have [f,g] = 0 and so we can apply the Binomial Theorem, yielding

1 ! n+m-—1 1
(f+g)n+m+ — Z L fkgn—i-m k

k=0

= n+m-—1 = n+m-—1
_ - n—1—k _m+k - n+k _m—k—1 __ _
l;)(ﬂ_l_k)f g +z( b )f g =040 =0,

Thus f 4+ ¢ is also nilpotent. So N(g) is an associative subalgebra of Cent(g).

Let f,g € S(g). We want to show that f 4+ ¢ and f o g are also semisimple. If K = R, then
we use Corollary V.2.8 of [Ne94] to say that A € End(g) would be semisimple if and only if its
complexification hc := idcgg ®@h was semisimple. So we only consider the case K = C. By Lemma
V.3.3 of [Ne94], “semisimple” means the same as “diagonalizable” for K = C. Since Cent(g) is
abelian, we have [f,g] = 0 and so we can apply a theorem about simultaneous diagonalzation
(cf. e.g. Theorem 11.B.15 of [SEWi9(]): Diagonalizable endomorphisms of a vector space of finite
dimension are simultaneously diagonalizable if and only if they commute. So f and g are diagonal



with respect to a fixed basis, thus also f + ¢ and f o g, so they are semisimple, too. This shows
that S(g) is an associative subspace of Cent(g).

The Jordan Theorem V.3.5 of [Ne94] yields that each element f € Cent(g) decomposes into the
sum of a nilpotent vector space endomorphism f,, and a semisimple one f; and because of the fact
that f commutes with any ad, for z € g this is also satisfied for f,, and f;. Since Cent(g) is abelian,
any two endomorphisms n, s with f =n+ s, where n € N(g) and s € S(g), commute with f and so
the theorem also implies that n = f,, and s = fs. This shows Cent(g) = N(g) @ S(g).

4. If f € N(g), then f9(g) = 0. On the other hand, f(g) is an ideal of g because for x,y € g we have

[y, f(x)] = flz,y] € f(g). Since f(g)" C f"(g) for all n € N, this implies f(g)* = 0, so f(g) is a
nilpotent ideal of g. But g is semisimple, so this ideal is trivial and f = 0.

O
Remark 2.19.

1. Note that any finite-dimensional associative commutative C-algebra A with unity element 1 can be
realized as the centroid of a perfect and centerfree C-Lie algebra g. We show this in several steps.

(a) Let ¢ be an finite-dimensional simple C-Lie algebra, e.g. £ = sl(C). Then it is central, i.e.
Cent(¢) = Ende(¢) =K - 1,

by the Schur Lemma. We define g := £ ® A, understood as the tensor product of K-vector
spaces. By setting [(z ® a), (y ® b)] := [z,y] ® ab for all generating elements z,y € € and
a,b € A and extending [, -] to a C-bilinear map g x g — g, we obtain a Lie algebra (g, [, -]).

(b) Since ¢ is simple, it is perfect. This implies that g is also perfect: An element v € g takes the

formv:z;;lxiébai for certain z1,...,x, € tand aq,...,a, € A and each x; can be written
._Z” [ .,]f L X ¢t S h
as &y = » ;1 [Yij, 2i5] for some yi1, Zir, - .o Yiry, Zir,g . So we have
n Ti n
=3 (Sl | e a =33 @ azy 1.
i=1 \j=1 i=1 j=1

(c) Furthermore, g is centerfree because € is so: If v = >_""
and ay,...,a, € A, then, for all z € £, we have:

ie1Tj®@aj € 3(g) for some x1,..., Ty, € ¢

0=[v,z01]=) [ ral]=) [z,1]®a
j=1 j=1

But this is only possible, if, for all j € {1,...,m}, we have a; = 0 or z; € 3(¢) = 0, thus v = 0.

(d) We may consider ¢ C g by the embedding ¢ — g, 2 — 2 ® 1 and g becomes a ¢-module by
restriction of the adjoint representation. By [Ne02], there are z1,...,z,, 2%, ..., 2" € € such
that Y7 | ad(x;) o ad(z") is an element in Cent(¢) and, by [Hu72] on page 122, it is equal to
A -1 for some A € C\ {0} and so we may assume, after normalizing:

z": )oad(z') = 1.

If @ € A is an arbitrary element, then f, := Y. | ad(z; ® a) o ad(z* ® a) is in Cent(g) and
fa(z®b) = z@ab for allz € tand b € A. So Cent(g) = Endg(g) is generated by endomorphisms
of the type ad(z) ® 1, where = € £, and those of the type f,, where a € A. We obtain:

Cent(g) = Endg(g) @ End¢ () A2 K® A= A
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2. If g is an arbitary Lie algebra, then the subsets N(g), S(g) C Cent(g) are not necessarily closed under
the addition in End(g): Let g be the abelian complex Lie algebra C2. Then Cent(g) = End(g) is,
as associative algebra, isomorphic to M; 2(C). We can write

(0)=( o)+ o)

and the two matrices on the right hand site are nilpotent, but the matrix on the left hand site is

not. And we can write
0 2y [0 1 + 0 1
0 0o/ \1 0 -1 0

and the two matrices on the right hand site are semisimple, but the matrix on the left hand site is
not.

3. Let g and b be Lie algebras. The quotient Lie algebra g/ [g, g] and the Lie subalgebra 3(h) C b are
abelian and so the Lie algebra morphisms g/ [g, g] — 3(b) are just the linear maps g/ [g, g] — 3(h).
In particular, we have Hom(g/ [g, g],3(h)) = 0 if and only if g is perfect or b is centerfree.

There is a natural isomorphism between linear maps @ : g/ [g, 9] — 3(g) and linear maps ¢ : g — 3(g)
with ad, op = 0 = g oad, for all z € g: Given P, we set p(z) := @(x + [g,g]). Given ¢, the map
p is well-defined by @(z + [g,9]) := ¢(x) because x + [g, 9] = y + [g, g] implies the existence of
ai,bi,...,an, by € g such that x —y = >, [a;, b;] and thus

p(x) — o(y) = Z pla, bi] = Z poadg, (b;) =0.

i=1

We obtain:
Hom(g/ [g,9],3(g)) = {¢ € Hom(g, 3(g))| ad, o0 = 0 = @ o ad,, for all z € g} = J(g).

4. Let g be a Lie algebra such that 3(g) C [g, g]. For all f € Cent(g), g € J(g), 2,y € g we have:

fo([z,y]) = f(0)=0
[f9(x),y] = flg(x),y] = f(0)=0
gf [z, yl =glf(x),yl =0
l9f(x),y] = [g(f(z)),y] =
9*(x) = g(g(x)) € 9(3(8)) < 9(lg, g]) = 0.

Thus, in this case, J(g) is a two-sided ideal of Cent(g) with J(g)? = 0.

Definition 2.20. A Lie algebra g is called decomposable if it is the direct sum of two proper ideals. If
there is no such decomposition, g is called indecomposable.

Remark 2.21. A simple Lie algebra is automatically indecomposable, since 0 is its only proper ideal. If
an indecomposable Lie algebra g is reductive, then it is one-dimensional and trivial or it is simple because
g = 3(g) @ [g, g] implies g = 3(g) or g = [g,g] and in the latter case a decomposition of the semisimple
Lie algebra [g, g] into simple Lie algebras may only have one summand. In general, indecomposable Lie
algebras are not reductive, e.g. the Lie algebra g in Example ZT5

Lemma 2.22. Let g be a Lie algebra of finite dimension with abelian centroid, e.g. g is perfect or
centerfree. Then there exists a decomposition g = @, g; into a direct sum of non-zero ideals g;, where
each g; is an indecomposable Lie algebra and this decomposition is unique except for the order.
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Proof. The existence of a decomposition into indecomposable non-zero ideals is proven by mathematical
induction over the finite dimension of g. The only difficult part is the one of the uniqueness: Let
g= @?:1 g = @;nzl b; be two such decompositions with corresponding systems of orthogonal projections
P1y---yPn and qi1,...,qm. The projections are in Cent(g), as we can show with the following easy
calculation:

pi([way]) :pi([‘riayi] + [‘T/ayl]) = [‘T“yl] = [wi +$Iayi] = [‘Tapi(y)]’

where z = z; + 2’ is the decompositions of an element z € g into g; and its complement with respect
to the decomposition ;" ; g;. Since Cent(g) is abelian, we have p; 0 ¢; = gj o p; for i € {1,...,n} and
j€{l,...,m}. Now fix an i. Then p; induces a projection h; — h; for each j € {1,...,m} and so, by
the indecomposability of the b;, we obtain p; = 0 on b; or p; = 1 on h;. But from this we deduce that
g; = im(p;) is the direct sum of some h;’s. We conclude, by the indecomposability of g;, that there is
exactly one j € {1,...,m} such that g; = b;. O

The following theorem is due to Médina and Revoy, cf. [MeRe93], and gives us information about the
centroids of Lie algebras which are not necessarily perfect or centerfree.

Theorem 2.23. Let g be a Lie algebra of finite dimension such that 3(g) C [g, 9]

1. There are indecomposable idempotents py,...,p, € Cent(g) which are pairwise orthogonal, i.e.
piopj = 0ip; fori,j€{l,...,n}, satisfying > -, pi = 1.

2. Setting g; := pi(g) for i € {1,...,n} we have a decomposition g = @], g; into indecomposable
non-zero ideals.

3. Fach Cent(g;) is isomorphic to p; o Cent(g) o p;, its quotient Cent(g;)/ J(g:) modulo the mazimal
nilpotent ideal J(g;) is a field.

4. Setting C;; == p;oCent(g) op; fori,j € {1,...,n} we have the decomposition Cent(g) = @ijl Cij
into ideals, each C;; is a Cent(g;)-Cent(g;)-bimodule and, if i # j € {1,...,n}, then the vector
space Hom(g;/ [9;,95],3(8:)) is isomorphic to Ci;. Furthermore, J(g) = @B, J(g:) & 69?;&;':1 Cij
s also a decomposition into ideals.

We also need the following result, Propsition 22.1 of [La01], to show a more general proposition about
the uniqueness of the decomposition of a finite-dimensional Lie algebra into indecomposable non-zero
ideals.

Theorem 2.24. Let R be a ring with unity element 1. Suppose there exists a decomposition of 1 € R
into a sum of indecomposable idempotents, say 1 = ¢1 + ...+ ¢, such that cic; = 0;5¢; and ¢; € Z(R) for
alli,j € {1,...,n}. Then the decomposition is unique except for the order.

Proposition 2.25. Let g be a finite-dimensional Lie algebra such that 3(g) C [g, g] with a decomposition
into indecomposable non-zero ideals @;_; g; such that Hom(g;/ [gi,9:],3(g;)) =0 if i # j € {1,...,r},
e.g. g is reductive and dim 3(g) < 1. Then this decomposition is unique except for the order.

Proof. By Theorem 223, we have R := Cent(g) = @, Cent(g;), J(g) = @D.—, J(g;) and the quotient
Cent(g)/ J(g) = @D, Cent(g;)/ J(g;) is commutative. Now suppose there are two decompositions of
g into indecomposable non-zero ideals, say g = @), 9 = @;n:l h; with corresponding systems of
orthogonal projections py,...p, and g1, ..., ¢n. Let f € Cent(g) and f = f1 +...+ f, its decomposition
into elements of the Cent(g;) C Cent(g). Then, for fixed ¢ € {1,...,n}, we have

n n
piof:sz‘Ofk:piofi:fi:fiopi:kaopi:fopi-
k=1 k=1

So the p; are in Z(R) and, by a dual argument, all the ¢; are so. By Theorem [Z24] this implies
{plv s 7pn} = {qlv s aqM}v thus {glv s ,gn} = {bla B hTTL} U

12



Remark 2.26. In general, the decomposition of a finite-dimensional Lie algebra g into indecomposable
non-zero ideals is not unique and the requirements of the preceding proposition are sharp: Let g = g1 ® go
be a decomposition into indecomposable non-zero ideals with corresponding indecomposable projections
p1, p2 and Hom(g1/ [g1,91],3(g2)) # 0. If 0 # ¢ : g — g is a morphism mapping g; to 3(g2) and the
spaces [g1,91] and go to 0, then p} := (1 4+ ¢)opio (1 + ¢)~! = p1 + ¢ is also an indecomposable
idempotent of Cent(g). Thus g = im p} + im(1 — p/) is another decomposition of g into indecomposable
non-zero ideals.

Remark 2.27. If g1,...,9, are the unique indecomposable non-zero ideals of a Lie algebra g and
f € Aut(g) is a Lie algebra automorpism, then of course g1, ..., g, are the unique indecomposable non-
zero ideals of f(g) and thus there is a permutation o € S, such that f(g;) = go(;) for all i € {1,...,n}.

Lemma 2.28. Let g be a Lie algebra of finite dimension.
1. If K = C, then g is indecomposable if and only if S(g) = C- 1.
2. If K = R, then g is indecomposable if and only if either S(g) = R-1 or S(g) =R-1+R-J for

a complex structure J on g, i.e J> = —1. In the second case, J and —J are the only complex
structures on g compatible with the Lie bracket.

Proof.

1. For any f € Cent(g) the eigenspaces of f are ideals of g: If y # 0 is an eigenvector of f for the
eigenvalue A and = € g then f [z,y] = [z, fy] = [, \y] = N[z, y], i.e. [x,y] is also an eigenvector of f
for the eigenvalue \. If K = C, then the semisimple endomorphisms in Cent(g) are exactly the diag-
onalizable endomorphisms in Cent(g). Thus g is indecomposable if and only if each endomorphism
in S(g) has exactly one eigenvalue if and only if S(g) = C - 1.

2. If K = R and g is decomposable into the direct sum of non-trivial ideals g; and gs with corresponding
orthogonal projections p; and ps, then p1ps = 0 although p; # 0 # po, thus Cent(g) has zero-divisors
and is neither isomorphic as associative R-algebras to R nor to C.

If K = R and g is indecomposable, then any endomorphism in S(g) admits exactly one real eigenvalue
or exactly two non-real, complex conjugate eigenvalues. If every endomorphism in S(g) admits
exactly one real eigenvalue, then S(g) = R-1. In the other case, if any f € S(g) admits the non-real
complex eigenvalues a + ib and a — ib, then J := 1(f — al) € S(g) is a complex structure of g
because of the following calculation for the eigenvector x € g for the eigenvalue a + ib:

@) = (5(F — a))(@) = 35((@) ~ 20f(2) + a%0)
= b%((a + ib)2x —2a(a £ib)x + a2:c) = b%(QQ + 2iab — b* — 2a® F 2iab + a2)(:c)

The space of semisimple endomorphims in Cent(g) in this case is the space of real linear combination
of 1 and J, thus isomorphic to C as associative algebras over R. Since the complex conjugation is the
only R-linear algebra automorphism on C different from the identity, the only complex structures
on S(g) are J and —J.

O

2.2 Fiber bundles

The definitions of various bundles in this subsection are based on [tD91], [Hu75] and [BiCr(0I]. Our notion
“bundle” is what sometimes is called “fiber bundle”, i.e. the fibers of a bundle are all “of the same type”.
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Definition 2.29.

1. Let E, M, F be manifolds such that there is surjective submersion 7 : £ — M and each fiber
E, := n~(z) for 2 € M is diffeomorphic to F. If there is an open cover & = (U;),c; of M
and a family of smooth maps ® = (¢;),.;, each ¢; : 7~1(U;) — F inducing a diffeomorphism
(7, 0i) : 7 HU;) — U; x F (local triviality), then the sextuple (E, M, 7, F, i, ®) is called a bundle
with bundle space E over the base space M with projection m, fiber F' and bundle atlas (44, P). A
pair (U;, ;) is called bundle chart. As a shorter formulation we will say “m : E — M is a bundle
with fiber I without explicit mention of the bundle atlas.

2. A bundle 7’ : B — M’ is a subbundle of a bundle 7 : £ — M provided E' C E and M’ C M and
7' (x) = w(z) for all z € E'.

Remark 2.30. Since we only consider paracompact manifolds as base spaces, we may always assume
that the bundle atlas of a bundle and a correspondingﬁ atlas of the base spaces are locally finite.

For each bundle there is a class of interesting functions, the so-called sections.
Definition 2.31. Let 7: E — M be a bundle and k € N. A C*-map

X:M—F
x— X(x) =X,

is called CF-section of the bundle, if m o X =idy;. The set of all C*_sections of the bundle 7 : E — M is
denoted by T'*(E) and we also write I'(E) instead of I'*°(E).

We now give a first definition of a vector bundle.

Definition 2.32. Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space and w : E — M a bundle with fiber V'
with a vector space structure on each fiber E, for x € M, isomorphic to V' by (%)\E, : E, — V for each
i € I. Then the sextuple (E, M, m, V, 4, ®) is called a vector bundle. As a shorter formulation we will say
“m: E — M is a vector bundle with fiber V”.

Definition 2.33. Let 7; : E; — N be a vector bundle with fiber V; for i =1, 2.

1. A wvector bundle morphism from 7 : By — N to my : Fo — N is a map k : E1 — Es such that the
following diagram

By —= E»

{4

N

commutes and k : (E1), — (F2), is a vector space morphism for all x € N. The space of vector
bundle morphisms from 7; : F1 — N to me : EFs — N is denoted by Hom(Eq, E2). A vector
bundle morphism from m; : E1 — N to w1 : By — N is also called vector bundle endomorphism of
- E1 — N.

2. A vector bundle morphism is called wvector bundle map, if fibers are bijectively mapped on each
other and, thus, the fibers are isomorphic vector spaces.

3. A vector bundle morphism & is a vector bundle isomorphism, if there exists a vector bundle mor-
phism ¢ € Hom(Fs, F1), such that & is inverse to ¢. In this case the vector bundles m : By — N
and 7o : Fo — N are called isomorphic. Note that vector bundle isomorphisms are vector bundle
maps.

6The cover of the base space is the same.
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A second definition of a vector bundle needs the definition of a principal bundle and a bundle associated
to a principal bundle.

Definition 2.34. Let G be a Lie group and 7 : P — M a bundle with fiber G such that 7 is identic to
the canonical projection of a smooth right action

R:PxG— P
(p,g) — p-g = Ry(p) = R*(9).
If the following diagram commutes for allt € I, g € G

HU) — n (V)

%l \L%‘
G——G

Pg ’
then the septuple (P, M, 7, G, R, i, ®) is called a principal bundle with structure group G and bundle
action R. As a shorter formulation we will say “r : P — M is a G-principal bundle” without explicit
mention of the bundle action.

™

Remark 2.35. Let 7 : P — M be a G-principal bundle.

1. G acts freely on P by R, i.e. p-g = p for some p € P, g € GG implies g = 1. To see this, let p-g =p
for some p € P, g € G and let (U, ¢) be a bundle chart in  := w(p). We calculate:

op) =¢p-9)=¢p)g = 1=y

It is easy to show now that R acts simply transitively on its orbits, i.e. for all p € P the map
RP : G — P is injective.

2. The condition that the surjective submersion 7 : P — M is identic to the canonical projection
7R P — P/G of the action R can be weakened in the following sense: If they both are surjective
submersions, then M and P/G are already diffeomorphic. To show this, let h be a map P/G — M
such that the following diagram commutes:

P—I M

P/G

The map h is smooth because 7% is a submersion and h is surjective because 7 is. It is even bijective

because h (7'(p)) = h (7%(q)) implies 7(p) = 7(¢) and there exists a bundle chart (U, ¢) and an

element g € G such that (7(p), p(p)) = (7(q),¢(q) - 9) = (7(q),¢(q - 9)) yielding p = ¢ - g, thus
78(p) = mf(¢). Furthermore, for any 2 € M there is an open neighbourhood U C M such that

there exists a section X : U — 7~ 1(U). Then h™! maps y € U on 7%(X(y)) € P/G and is smooth.
So h is a diffecomorphism P/G — M.

If 7: P — M is a G-principal bundle and F' is a manifold on which G acts from the left, then we can
construct a new bundle with fiber F' by replacing the structure group G by F.

Definition 2.36. Let 7 : P — M be a G-principal bundle and F' a manifold with a left action

L:GxF—F
(9. /) — g f =Ly(f) = LY (g).
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By defining a left action as follows
L':Gx(PxF)—PxF
(9. f)) g0, f):=(p-97" 9 f)

and considering the orbit space B := (P x F')/G, we obtain a bundle n’ : B — M with fiber F, called
the bundle associated to the G-principal bundle 7 : P — M with fiber F’ E Let us examine its structure:
The bundle projection is

o :B—M
(P, )] =G - (p, f) —> 7(p)

and this is well-defined because 7(p) = w(p-g~?) for all p € P, g € G. The bundle atlas (U;, ¢;)icr of the
G-principal bundle 7 : P — M induces a bundle atlas (U, ¢})ier of 7' : B — M by

oW U) — F
[(p, )] — wi(p) - f

and this is well-defined because [(p, f)] = [(g, €)] ylelds the existence of g € G such that p- g~ = ¢ and

g-f=-eandthen p;(q)-e =i(p-g~")-g-f =i(p)- g g-f = ¢i(p)- f. Finally, each fiber B, = 7'~ *(x)
for x € M is diffeomorphic to F:

7 Hz) = {llp, /)l € (P x F)/G|n(p) = 2} = {[(p, /)] € (P x F)/G|p € P} = (P> x F)/G = F.

Now we can define a vector bundle as being a bundle associated to a principal bundle.

Definition 2.37. Given a finite-dimensional vector space V and a Lie subgroup G of GL(V) acting on
VHand a G-principal bundle 7 : P — M, the bundle 7’ : B — M associated to the G-principal bundle
m: P — M with fiber V is called a vector bundle.

Remark 2.38. 1. A vector bundle 7’ : B — M in the sense of Definition 2.317 allows a vector space
structure on each fiber B, for € M, defined by the condition that all restrictions (¢}), : Bo =V
are vector space isomorphisms and this is well-defined because

(501)\3 ()\(PZ(G : (p,’U)) + CP;(G : (q,w))) =

does not depend on the choice of the bundle chart (U;,¢}), where z € U;, A € K, G - (p,v),
G - (¢, w) € B,. Therefore every vector bundle in the sense of Definition 23T is a vector bundle in
the sense of Definition 2.32]

2. On the other hand, let 7 : E — M be a vector bundle with fiber V' in the sense of Definition 2.32
By setting

— | sV, By,

reEM

"In this formulation we neglect the dependence of the bundle structure on the actions R and L.
8This condition may be replaced by the existence of an smooth group morphism Z : G — GL(V) (a so-called Lie group
representation) and G acting on V as follows: g.v := Z(g)(v).
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we obtain a surjective submersion p : P — M by setting p(f) := « if f € Iso(V, E,), where the
smooth structure on P is induced by the bundle atlas (U;, ¢;)iesr of the bundle 7 : E — M by
declaring each map

pH(U;) — U; x GL(V)
= (20, , o)

to be a diffeomorphism. We obtain a GL(V')-principal bundle p : P — M with bundle action

PxGL(V)—P
(f,T)—> foT

and we define p’ : B = (P x V)/ GL(V) — M to be the bundle associated to this principal bundle
with fiber V. It is isomorphic to the vector bundle 7w : E — M via

k:B—F
GL(V) - (f,v) — f(v).

We will see that, under certain conditions, the structure group may be reduced to a closed subgroup
G of GL(V).

Definition 2.39. Let 7’ : B — M be a vector bundle with fiber V' associated to the G-principal bundle
7w : P — M with bundle atlas (U;, ¢})icr and (Ui, ¢i)ier, respectively. We also define an index set as
follows: Z := {(i,j) € I x I|U; N U; # 0}. For (i,j) € T and x € U;NU; we define an element g;;(z) € G
by

(ﬂ',(pj) o (ﬂ',(pi)il : (Uz ﬂUj) x G — (Ul ﬂUj) x G

Note that, if G < GL(V) or G is injectively representated in GL(V'), this element can also be defined by
(x',}) o (x',0l) ™ (UiNUy) x V — (Ui NU;) x V
(SC,U) — (SC,g]Z(Z'>(’U)) .

We obtain smooth functions g;; : U;sNU; — G for (4, 7) € Z, called transition maps. The family (g:) (i, j)ez
is called cocyle relative to the bundle atlas (U, ¢;)icr. As a shorter formulation we will say “7’ : B — M
is a vector bundle with fiber V' and cocycle (g;i ) j)ez.” We have:

gji(x) - gin(x) - gj(x) = 1 for all x € U; N U; N Uy, (1)

Given another bundle atlas (U;,;)ier (the cover 4 is the same!) and the cocyle (kj;)(; j)ez relative to
this bundle atlas, we define smooth mappings h; : U; — G for i € I by

(m,hi) o (mypi) "' U x G — Ui x G
(x,9) — (x, hi()g) -
The two cocyles are then linked by the formula
kji(x) = hj(z) - gji(z) - hi(x) ™! for all x € U; NU;. (2)
Cech cohomology deals with abstract cocyles fulfilling the conditions (@ and @) and the equivalence

classes of cohomological cocyles. We will see details in Subsection
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Remark 2.40. If G < GL(V) is a closed subgroup (and hence a Lie subgroup) containing the images of
the transition maps of a vector bundle 7 : E — M, then one can show (cf. Theorem 1.6.4.1 of [Hu75])
that 7 : £ — M is isomorphic to the bundle associated to a G-principal bundle with base space M and
fiber V.

Another equivalent way to define vector bundles is given by Proposition 1.5.5.1 of [Hu75].

Proposition 2.41. Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space, G a closed subgroup of GL(V), M a
manifold, (U;)ier an open cover of M and gj; : UyNU; — G for (i,j) € T a familiy of maps meeting the
condition (@), where T = {(i,j) € I x I|U; NU; # 0}. Then there is a vector bundle w : E — M with
fiber V., bundle atlas (Ui, ;)ier and cocyle (gji) ez and it is unique up to isomorphism.

Knowing different ways to define and construct vector bundles, it is now time to give some important
examples of vector bundles.

Example 2.42.

1. Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space and M a manifold. Then, by setting £ := M x V, we
obtain a vector bundle 7 : E — M, (m,v) — m with fiber V, called the trivial vector bundle with
base space M and fiber V.

2. Let M be a m-dimensional smooth manifold. Then the tangent bundle T'M is the disjoint union
of tangent spaces |J,,; T»M provided with a topology and a smooth structure like in [Ne05],
Definition I1.1.8. If 7 : TM — M, n(Ty M) = {z} is the natural projection, then 7 : TM — M is
a vector bundle with fiber R™. The set of smooth sections of this bundle is denoted by V(M) or
['(TM) and these sections are called vector fields.

3. Let 7y : E; — M be a vector bundle with fiber V;, bundle atlas (U;, ¢%)icr and cocyle (gfi)(i,j)ez
for £ = 1,2. Theorem 247] yields the existence of the vector bundle IT : Hom(E;, Fy) — M with
fiber Hom(Vi, V2), bundle atlas (U;, ®;)ier and cocyle (Gji) i j)ez, where we define the mappings
Gji :U; N Uj — GL(HOHl(Vl, ‘/é)) by

Gji(x)(f) = gfi(x) o f o gj;(a) ™"
for f € Hom(V1, V), x € U;NU; and (4,7) € T.

In order to discuss sections of bundles locally, we introduce the following notation.

Definition 2.43. Let (U, ) be a bundle chart of a vector bundle 7 : 2 — M with fiber V. The local
form of a section X € I¥(x~1(U)), where k € N, is X¥ € C*(U, V), defined by claiming the following
diagram to be commutative:

) T v

XT /
(idy,X %)

U.

If N is a set and 1 : T*(7=%(U)) — N is a map, then the corresponding local form of 7 is denoted by
n? : CH(U,V) = N.

A very useful type of cover of the base space of a bundle is the so-called Palais cover.
Definition 2.44. If 7 : E — M is a bundle, then ((Vi,wi,@, Pi)icy (Jt)le) is called Palais cover, if
(a) (Vi)ies is a locally finite cover of M,
(b) (Vi,%i)icy is a bundle atlas of E,

18



(¢) (Vi,&)ies is an atlas of M,
(d) (pi : M — [0,1])ies is a partition of unity such that supp(p;) is a compact subset of V; for all i € J,

(e) {Ji,...,J.} is a partition of J such that i,5 € Jy and V; N'V; # 0 already implies ¢ = j for all
te{l,...,r}.

If the base space of a bundle is paracompact, then there is always a Palais cover.
Theorem 2.45. A bundle with paracompact base space possesses a Palais cover.

Proof. Since M is paracompact, there is surely (Vj,z/Jj,«Ej,pj)jeJ fulfilling the conditions (a)-(d). By
Theorem I in Chapter 1.2 of [GrHaVa72], there is a finite set S and a refinement (Vs )ses ken of (V}) e,
such that for each s € S we have VNV, = 0 if k # £ € N. By restriction of the ¢}, & and p; we obtain

induced mappings g, Esk, psk and a Palais cover ((Vsk, Vst Eske pSk)SES REN > ({s0,s1, s2, .. .})565). O
The following lemma will be very useful in some future proofs.

Lemma 2.46. If we have a vector bundle m : E — M with fiber V, a section A € T'(E), a point
x € M and an integer s € N such that j3(A) = 0, then there is an integer v € N and there are sections

Aq,..., A, € T(E) and functions a1, ...,a, € C*(M,R) with a1(z) = ... = ar(z) =0 such that
A= e A (3)
i=1

Proof. Let n be the vector space dimension of V' and m the dimension of M. The lemma will be proven
in two steps.

1. We consider the case of M being a convex open neighourhood U C R™ of x =0 and E =U x K"
and A € C*(U,K™) with compact support F' C U. Then, by the Taylor Formula, there is a family
of functions A4, € C™ (U,K"), « € N, |a| = s + 1, such that

1 [e5] «
A(y): E a.yl ...ym’m.Aa(y)
|a|=s+1 ’

for all y € U. Let W C U be an open set with F# C W and p : U — [0, 1] be a smooth function
with compact support such that p;yr = 1. Then we have

Aly) =p)*-Aw) = D (@)™ - (pY)ym)*™ - o1 Pw) - Aa(y) (4)
|a|=s+1 ’
for all y € U. By the Multinomial Theorem, we have
t tm)F = ) oo
lal=k

for t1,...,t, € R and, by the inversion formula presented in [MoHeRaCo94], there are, for o« € N™,
scalars \;; = \jj(«) € Rand pj = p;(a) € R, wherei € {1,...,m} and j € {1,...,p} for an integer
p = p(a) € N, such that

p
{01 O = Z“j (Ajts + ...+ )\mjtm)\al .
Jj=1
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Equation () then turns into:

s+1
p(a) 1
= > 2 [ Mue@w o AWy | () - Aa(y)
|a|=s+1j=1 —au(y) 5/—’
o =:4a(y)

= Y aaly)t Auy).

|a|=s+1

Since A, is of compact support and a4 (0) = 0 for all @ € N™ with |a| = s + 1, we have shown (@)
for this local case.

2. For the general case, we take an x-neighourhood U C M, a bundle chart (U, ), a chart (U, &) of
M such that &(x) = 0 and £(U) is convex and a smooth function p : M — [0, 1] such that supp(p)
is a compact subset of U and p;yy = 1 for an z-neighbourhood W C U. By the argument in the
first step, we my write

T

(p- A o™t = @t A

i=1

for smooth functions A;,... A, € C®(£(U),V) and @y, ..., a4, € CP(E(U),R) with al( )

ar(x) = 0. For i € {1,...r}, we define A; € I'(E) by A; := p- A}, where (A)?(y) := ( (v) for
all y € U and we define a; € C*(M,R) with a1(z) = ... = a,(z )fOby a; == p-(a;o¢). h1s
yields A =37 ait'4; on M.

O

2.3 Bundles of Lie algebras and the Lie algebra of sections

Now we are ready to define a central objects of this diploma thesis: Bundles of Lie algebras and the
corresponding Lie algebra of C*-sections. The definitions of this subsection are taken from [LeS0].

Definition 2.47. Let £ be a Lie algebra and M a manifold. A bundle of Lie algebras w : L — M with
fiber £ is a vector bundle 7 : . — M with fiber £ which has an Aut(£)-valued cocyle (g;i)(,j)ez-

We now define additional structure on a bundle of Lie algebras and on the corresponding space of
CF-sections.

Definition 2.48. Let 7 : L. — M be a bundle of Lie algebras with fiber £ and k& € N.

1. We justify the name “bundle of Lie algebras” by defining a Lie bracket on each fiber L, for x € M
by a bundle chart (U;, ¢;) in = and the Lie bracket [-,-] on € (cf. Example 252):

[-,-] L, x L, — L,
(v, w) — [, 0], = (007 i (0), pa(w)].

In order to see that this is well-defined, we make use of the fact that all maps g;;(z) for (i,j) € T
are isomorphisms of Lie algebras:

[0, ]y, = (03),, lps(©), 5 ()] = (pa) . (935(x) [0 (v), p5(w))])
= (), 1935(@) (95 (1)), 965 (@) (05 ()] = (#3)}, i (v), i (w)]
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2. With the help of the Lie algebra structure on each fiber of L, we pointwisely define a Lie bracket
on the vector space I'*(IL) by

[(X,Y](z) :== [X(2),Y(z)] for X,Y e T¥(L),z € M.

3. I'*(LL) turns out into a topological Lie algebra by embedding it into the space C*(M, L) equipped
with the C*-compact-open topology, i.e. embed it into the topological product Hi’c:o C(T'M,T'L)
by X (TiX)fZO , where each C' (TiM, TiL) is equipped with the compact-open topology.

Definition 2.49. The Lie algebra I'*(L) is called Lie algebra of Ck-sections. In the case of k = co we
call I'™°(IL) = T'(L) also Lie algebra of smooth sections.
Remark 2.50.

1. In the case of M := {0} we have L = {0} x £ = £ and T*¥(L) = C* ({0},{0} x &) = ¢. So the
finite-dimensional Lie algebras are special Lie algebras of C*-sections.

2. The Lie algebra I'*(IL) is a Lie algebra of order zero in the following sense: For sections X,Y € I'*(L)
and z € M, the expression [X, Y] (x) depends on X,Y only via their “zeroth order parts”, namely
X (x), Y(z). The Lie algebra of smooth vector fields V(M) = T'(T'M) is a Lie algebra of order 1.

There is a useful lemma about Lie algebras of C*-sections, which we want to prove right now.

Lemma 2.51. Let 7 : L. — M be a bundle of Lie algebras with fiber ¢ and k € N. Then for all x € M
the evaluation map

evy i (L) — L,
X+— X,
18 a surjective morphism of Lie algebras.

Proof. The function ev,, is clearly linear. It is also compatible with the Lie bracket:
evy [ X, Y] = [X)Y], = [X,,Y,] = [evy(X),eva(Y)].

For the proof of the surjectivity, choose an arbitrary u € L,, a bundle chart (U, ¢) such that € U
and let p : U — R be a smooth map with compact support contained in U and p(z) = 1. We define
X € T(L) CT*(L) via

o dfn (p) - p(w)  foryel.
Y70 for y € M\U.
Then ev,(X) = X, = u. O

Remark 2.52. Let 7 : L — M be a bundle of Lie algebras with fiber £ and (U, ¢) a bundle chart of IL and
(U,€) a corresponding chart of M. Any directional derivative ¢, for ¢ € {1,...,dim(M)} is a derivation
of the poinwise Lie algebra structure on C*(U, £), the local forms of the sections in I' (7~*(U)). This
follows from the Chain rule, the fact that any bilinear map 5 : V x V — V for dim(V) < oo is smooth
and the rule T, ;) 8(v, w) = B(v,b) + f(a,w). Thus we have the equation:

O¢; [A7, BY] = [0, A7, B] + [A?, 0¢, BY]
for all A, B € T (v~ 1(U)).

There are certain bundles associated to a bundle of Lie algebras which will help us to analyze the
structure of a Lie algebra of CF-sections.
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Definition 2.53. Let 7 : L. — M be a bundle of Lie algebras with fiber £ associated to an Aut(€)-principal
bundle p: P — M.

1. Let I <€ be a characteristic ideal of €, i.e. an ideal which is Aut(¢)-stable. We define w : L[I] — M
to be the bundle associated to p : P — M with fiber I. It can be identified with a subbundle of
7w : L — M as follows: A typical element of L[I], C L[I] takes the form

[(,9)] = {(@f 7 f(2) : f € Aut(®) }

for a Lie algebra isomorphism v : ¢ — L, and an element ¢ € I. The element (i) € L, is clearly
well-defined and so we may embed L[I] into L. In the cases of I being [¢, €] and 3(¥) [ we also write
[L,L] instead of L[[¢, €]], called the commutator of . and 3(L) instead of L[3(£)], called the center
of L. Note that [L,L], = [L,,L,] and 3(L), = 3(L,) via [(¢,7)] — (i) for i € [¢,€] and i € 3(¥),
respectively.

2. Let J C End() be a subalgebra which is invariant under the left action
Aut(t) x End(t) — End(®)
(f,9) > fogoft.

We define w : L(J) — M to be the bundle associated to p : P — M with fiber J. It can be
identified with a subbundle of II : Hom(L,L) — M as follows: A typical element of L(J), C L(.J)
takes the form

[(,)] := Aut() - (v, 5) = {(f ", fif )« f € Aut(¥)}

for a Lie algebra isomorphism ¢ : £ — L, and an endomorphism j : ¢ — & j € J. The map
Wwojoy~ ! L, — L, is clearly well-defined and, by applying this construction to all classes
[(4,7)] for ¢ € Iso(t, L), where z runs through M and j € J is fixed, we obatin an element of
Hom(ILL,L). In the cases of J being Der(£) and Cent(£) [ we also write Der (IL) instead of L(Der(¢))
and Cent(L) instead of L(Cent(¢)). Note that Der(L), = Der(L,) and Cent(L), = Cent(L,) via
[(,4)] = ojorp~t for j € Der(€) and j € Cent(E), respectively.

2.4 Lie connections

We briefly repeat the definition of a covariant derivative and define the Lie connection corresponding to
a fixed bundle of Lie algebras.

Definition 2.54. Let 7 : E — M be a vector bundle with fiber V. A covariant derivative or connection
of F is a linear map

V :T(TM) — End(T'(E))
X +— VX

satisfying the following conditions:

9 These ideals are characteristic:
(@) =37, [z5,y;] = f(i) =3, [fz;, fy;] for all f € Aut(¥), i € [¢,¢], z;,y; € L.
(b) [fla,i] =0 = f[ftz,i] =0 = [z, f(i)] =0 for all f€ Aut(t), i€ ;(¢), z €t

10 These algebras are Aut(¢)-invariant:

(@) faf ™ lmyl = fo([f~ e, f~ ) = flgf " e, f7 ) + [ e gf 7 Yy)) = [fof ey + [= fof Y]
for all f € Aut(t), g € Der(¥), z,y € ¢.

(b) (fof~' oade)(y) = fof 'zyl = fo([f 'a, f7ly]) = (fgoadp—,)(f7ly) = (foadp,)(9f'y) =
Ff e, gf~Yy] = [z, fof = y] = (adz ofgf~1)(y) for all f € Aut(t), g € Cent(t), z,y € L.
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(a) Vx(ad) = (X.a)A+aVxA for all X € T(TM),a € C®(M,K), A € I(E).
(b) Viaxi1ov)A = aVxA+bVyA forall X,Y € I(TM),a,be C°(M,K), A c T(E).

Remark 2.55. Given a point € M, a vector field X € I'(T'M) and sections A, B € I'(E) it is, by using
property (b) of Definition [Z54] easy to see that ((VxA)B)(z) depends on X only via X,:

Firstly we show that ((VxA)B)(x) depends on X at most via Xy, where U C M is any open
neighbourhood of x. In fact, if p : M — [0, 1] is a smooth map with pjyn ¢ = 0 and pjyy = 1 for a smaller
z-neighbourhood W C U, then (X — X');y = 0 implies

(VxY)(x) = (VxY)(z) = (Vx-xY)(x) = p(x) - (Vx-xY)(z) = (Vpx-xnY)(x) = (VoY)(z) = 0.

Thus we can now reduce the problem to a problem in a chart (U,€): Let X, X’ be two vector fields
identical in z and p : M — [0,1] as above. We can write X — X' = Y| Z'0, for certain functions
ZY, ... Z™ € C(U,R). We note that Z%(x) = 0 for all i and conclude by calculating:

(VxY)(@) = (VxY)(@) = (Vpixxn)V)@) = (Y, (5, 700)Y ) (@)
= (Z (o Z7) - v%y> () =3 Z(@) (Va,Y) (@) = 0.
i=1 i=1
Locally, a covariant derivative ist given by the so-called Christoffel symbols.

Definition 2.56. Let (U, ) be a bundle chart of the vector bundle 7 : E — M with fiber V and (U, ¢)
a corresponding chart of M and let V be a covariant derivative of .. Then there are unique mappings
'Y € C*(U,End(V)) for i € {1,...,dim(M)} such that

dim(M)
(VxA)P = Y X'(0g,A% +T7 - A%)

i=1

for all sections A and all vector fields X with local form Y ;" | X?0¢,. The maps I'Y are called Christoffel
symbols of V with respect to (U, ¢).

For a given bundle of Lie algebras we now define a Lie connection.

Definition 2.57. Let w : L. =& M be a bundle of Lie algebras with fiber £ and V a covariant derivative
of L. We call V a Lie connection if for all vector fields X € T'(T'M) and for all sections A, B € T'(IL) we
have

Vx [A,B] = [VxA,B] =+ [A, VxB],

i.e. Visamap I'(T'M) — Der(T'(L)).

Whether a covariant derivative of a given bundle of Lie algebras is a Lie connection, can be decided
by examining its Christoffel symbols.

Lemma 2.58. Let w: 1L — M be a bundle of Lie algebras with fiber € and V a covariant derivative of L.
Then V is a Lie connection if and only if for all bundle charts (U, ) of L and all corresponding charts
(U, &) of M the Christoffel symbols are in in C*(U, Der(t)).

Proof. The covariant derivative V is a Lie connection if and only if for all bundle charts (U, ) of L, all
corresponding charts (U,€) of M, all sections A, B € I' (77*(U)) and any integer i € {1,...,dim(M)}
we have

O, [A%, BY] + T'7 [A%, BY] = [0, A7 + T7 (A%), B¥] + [A%,0¢, BY + 'Y (BY)]. ()
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Due to Remark EZ52 we have
Oc, [A?, BY] = [0, A®, B?] + [A?, 0¢, B] .
So the equation (G) turns into
Y (z) [A%(2), B? (x)] = [T (z) (A?(2)) , BY ()] + [A% (2), I (z) (B? ()]

for all z € U. But the last equation is, due to Lemma 251] equivalent to I'Y € C*°(U, Der(¢)). O
Finally we want to show the existence of Lie connections.

Proposition 2.59. Let 7 : L — M be a bundle of Lie algebras with fiber €. Then there exists a covariant
derivative V of L.

Proof. Let m : L — M be a bundle of Lie algebras with fiber ¢ and (Uj, ¢;)jes a locally finite bundle

atlas of L with corresponding atlas (Uj, ;) e of M. For each j € J we define a covariant derivative VUi
—1(77. .

on 7~ '(Uj) by:

o dimQn)
(Va)” = 3 X, 4
=1

for X € I'(TU) and A € I'(7~'(U;)). This covariant derivative is a Lie connection (cf. Lemma
R.5§). After choosing a smooth partition (p; : M — [0,1]), ; of 1 subordinated to the cover (Uj);e, i-e.
supp(p;) is a compact subset of U; for all j € J, we define a covariant derivative V of L by

V= Zp] . VUJ'.
JjeJ

Since V is locally the finite sum of Lie connections, it is also a Lie connection. [l

2.5 Local operators and the Peetre Theorems

Definition 2.60. Let my : £y — M, ms : E5 — M be two vector bundles and ki, ko € N. A linear
operator T : T'*1(E;) — T'*2(Ey) is called local, if for any X € T'*1(FE;) and any open set U C M the
condition X, =0 € (E}), for all z € U implies (T'X), =0 € (Fs), for all z € U.

The meaning of an operator to be local is shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.61. If Y, Z € I'*'(Ey) are identical sections on an open set U C M and we have a local
operator T : T*1(Ey) — T*2(Ey), then TY,TZ € T*1(Es) are identical on U.

Proof. The section X :=Y — Z € I'*1(E}) vanishs on U. The locality of T yields that TX =TY —TZ
also vanishs on U. So TY|y = TZ)y. (|

Example 2.62. Let V : I'(T'M) — End(T'(E)) be a covariant derivative on a vector bundle 7 : E — M
with fiber V and X € T'(T'M) a vector field. Then Vx is a local operator:

Let Y € T'(E) be a section zero on an open set U C M, let 2 € U be a point and let p : M — [0, 1]
be a smooth map such that pjypp = 0 and pj = 1 for a smaller z-neighbourhood W C U. We easily
calculate:

(VxY)(@) = p(@)(VxY)(2) = (Vx(p-V))(@) = (X.p)Y) (&) = 0— 0= 0.

The Peetre Theorem, proven in [Na68], p. 175-176, can be stated as follows:
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Theorem 2.63. (Peetre Theorem, Version 1) Let M be a smooth m-dimensional manifold and
i+ By = M a vector bundle with fiber V; fori=1,2. If T : T (Ey) — T (E2) is a local operator, then for
any point x € M there exists an open neighbourhood U C M, bundle charts (U, 1), (U,¢2) of E1, Ea,
respectively, a chart (U,§) of M, a number n € N and a familiy of functions f, € C* (U, Hom(V1, V2)),
a € N™, |a| < n, such that for all X €T (n7'(U)) we have

(TX)?? = > fo- (08X%). (6)

le|<n
Definition 2.64. The formula (@) says that T is a differential operator of order at most n on U.
By a modification of the proof of Theorem 2:63 one gets the following result (cf. [Le79], p.52):

Theorem 2.65. (Peetre Theorem, Version 2) Let M be a smooth m-dimensional manifold and
7+ By — M a vector bundle with fiber V; and k; € N for i = 1,2. If T : T*(E)) — T*2(Ey) is a
local operator, then T is a differential operator of order at most k1 — ko. In particular, if k1 = ko then
T is a differential operator of order 0 and if k1 < ko then T = 0. Furthermore, we obtain T = 0 if
T :TF(E)) — T(Ey) C TMTY(Ey) is local for ki € N.

Remark 2.66. In the situations of the above theorems, if T': T*(E;) — T'*(E3) is a differential operator
of order 0 for k € N, then it can be identified with a C*-section of the bundle Hom(E, E») as follows:
Fix an x € M and an open neighbourhood U € M of x such that 7y *(U) is trivial. For vectors v € (F;),
we choose sections X : U — 7, '(U) such that X, = v and define the linear map

Tg * (El)m — (EQ)Z
v— (TX)

depends on X only via X, because T is an operator of order 0. The required section is the map
M — Hom(E1, E3), © +— 7y.
2.6 Cech cohomology

Cech cohomology is one of the important cohomology theories in algebraic topology. It can be defined
for any topological space and a presheaf of groups on this space. However, we will only consider it for a
manifold M and a discrete group G, which can be understood as a Lie group. The following definitions

are due to [£D91].

Definition 2.67. Let Cov(M) := {U € P(O(M))|U{U € T} = M} denote the set of collections of open
subsets of M who cover M and for U € Cov(M) we define U+ U :={(U,V) e U x V|UNV # 0}

1. A familiy of smooth functions (gvy : UNV — G),v)ewsy is called a cocyle related to U € Cov(M),
if it satisfies the equation

gvu(z) - guw(z) - gwv(z) =1
forallz e UNV N W for all U, V,WW € 0. The set of these families is denoted by Zl(M, DINEN

2. Two cocycles (gvu)w,vyewwu (kvu)w,vyeusy € ZI(M, U, G) are called cohomologous, if there
exists a familiy of smooth mappings (hy : U = G)pey such that the relation

kvu(x) = hy(z) - gvo(e) - (hu(z)) !

is satisfied for all z € UNV for all U, V' € U. The relation “cohomologous” is an equivalence relation
on Zl(M, 0, ) and the set of the corresponding equivalence classes is denoted by I:I1(M, U, G).
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3. If G is abelian, two cocycles (gvv)w,vyeu«u, (kvv)w,v)evsu € Zl(‘B, G) can be multiplied point-
wisely and we get a group structure on Zl(M, 2, ). The set of cocyles = — hy (z) - (hy(x)) ™" is a
normal subgroup of Zl(M, U, G), denoted by Bl(M, 0, G) and this gives rise to the group structure
on the quotient Z' (M, %0, G)/B" (M, 0,G) = H (M, 3, G).

4. €ou(M) is a directed set by the refinement relation
VW <— VWeQWidVey: WCV
and so we can define the first Cech cohomology group of M with values in G to bdl]

H'(M.G):= lim M (M9,6)
VeCoo(M)

In general, if G is not necessarily abelian, we obtain the first Cech cohomology set fIl(M , G) without
group structure.

If G is abelian and discrete, then the Cech cohomology groups i (M, G) are isomorphic to the singular
cohomology groups H' (M, G) (cf. e.g [EiSt57], Chapter IX), which can be easily “calculated” in some

cases. There are also group isomorphies I:I1(M, G) = Hom(Hy (M), G) =2 Hom(m (M), G), where Hy (M)
is the first singular homology group of M with values in Z and 1 (M) is the fundamental group of M.

Remark 2.68. We give some first cohomology groups which are calculated in any elementary algebraic
topology lecture:

1. If G is an abelian group and M is a simply connected manifold, then H' (M, G) = 0.

G ifn=1

2. If G is an abelian group, then H'(S", G) = .
0 ifn>1

3. HY(CP",Z/27) = H' (HP™,7/27) = 0.

2.7 Structure of Lie algebras of Cf-sections

From now on, facts from [Le80] are explained in detail and generalized. We have k € N and a bundle of
Lie algebras 7 : L. — M with fiber £. The dimensions of M and £ are denoted by m and d, respectively.
Lecomte only considered the case of 3(¢) = 0 and we will replace this condition with weaker ones.

2.7.1 Center and commutator
The center of I'*(IL) is easy to calculate.
Proposition 2.69. For k € N we have 3 (T*(L)) = I'* (3(L)).

Proof. If X € T*(3(L)) then, for all z € M, we have X, € 3(L,) and thus [X,Y] = [X,,Y,] = 0 for
all Y € T*(L) and & € M. This proves 3 (I'"(IL)) 2 I'* (3(L)). If X € 3(T"*(L)), # € M and u € L,,
then, by Lemma [Z51] there is a section Y € T'*(L) such that Y, = u, thus [X,,u] = [X,Y] = 0 proving
X, € 3(L;). This proves 3 (T¥(L)) C T'* (3(L)). O

Corollary 2.70. T¥(IL) is centerfree if and only if € is centerfree.

1 This definition is not rigorous. If (W;) e  is a refinement of (V;);er, then, for the definition of the direct limit, it is

necessary to have a function f : J — I such that f(j) = ¢ implies W; C V;. But one can show that IJII(M7 G) does not
depend on the choice of such functions.
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For the calculation of the commutator of I'*(IL) we first have to prove a technical lemma.

Lemma 2.71. There exists an v € N such that, for each bundle chart (U,¢) and each X € T*(|L,L])
with compact support contained in U, there are sections Y1, 21, ..., Yy, Z, € T*(LL) with compact supports
contained in U with

X=> [V,.z)].
=1
Proof. Let ([u1,wr],...[ur, w,]) be a basis of [¢,€]. Let I C M be compact such that

suppX CF° CFCU

and p : M — [0, 1] a smooth function with compact support contained in U such that pjz = 1. Then there
are functions fy,..., f € Ck(M, K) with supports contained in F' such that we have, for each x € U:

X?(x) =Y fila) [us, wi].

For t € {1,...,7} we define Y;, Z; € T*(LL) by

Yi(x) = Zi(x) =0 for . € M\U
Y2 (z) = fi(z)us and Zf (z) = p(z)w, for z € U.

For x € M\F we have X(z) =0=;_,0=>",_, [Yi(z), Zi(z)]. For z € F we have

T T

XP(x) =Y [fil@)u, 1-w) = Y [V (@), Zf ()]

t=1 t=1
Thus X = S0, [V;, Zi]. O
Proposition 2.72. For k € N we have [I*(L),I'*(L)] = T* (L, L]).
Proof. Let ((Vi,vi,&,pi)icy(Ji)i—1) be a Palais cover (cf. Definition 224 and Theorem [Z4G). Any
section X € TH(L) takes the form X = Y ;_, X; for X; = >icg, PiX, where t € {1,...,r}. We
fix X € I*([L,L]) and t € {1,...,7}. Then, by Lemma ZTI] there are, for each i € J;, sections
Y{, Zi, ... Y2 Zi € TF(LL) with compact supports contained in V;, such that p; X = Z;Zl Y/, Zl]. By
setting Yy, := >, Y € T(L) and Z, := 3, Z, € T*(LL) for each p € {1,..., s} and recalling that
the supports of Y, ZJ for i # j are disjoint, we obtain X, = Y~ [V}, Z,], yielding X = 37/, X; and
[TH(L), TH(L)] 2 TH((L, 1))

In order to show [I'*(L), T*(L)] € T'*([L,L]) we consider X = Y-"_, [}, Z,] for appropriate sections
Yy, Z, € T*(L). For arbitary z € M we have X (z) = Y -F_, [Y,(2), Z,(z)] € [Ly, L,] = [L,L],. O

Corollary 2.73. T*(IL) is perfect if and only if € is perfect.

2.7.2 Derivations

Now we want to calculate the derivations of the Lie algebras of C¥-sections by applying Version 2 of the
Peetre Theorem.

Theorem 2.74. Let k € N. If t is perfect or centerfree, then Der (I'*(LL)) = T'* (Der(L)) as Lie algebras.
Proof. Let D be a derivation of I'*(IL). We want to show that D is automatically a local operator. Let
X € T*(LL) be zero on an open set U C M.
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e Suppose 3(£) = 0. Then for all z € U and Y € T'*(IL) with supp(Y) C U we have [X,Y] = 0 and
therefore:

(DX),, V3] = (DX, Y]y — [X.(DY).] =0~ 0 = 0.
By Lemma [Z5T] this implies [(DX),,v] = 0 for all v € L,, yielding (DX), € 3(L,) = 0 for all
zel.

e Suppose [E € = £ Since I'*(LL) is also perfect, there exist sections Y7, Z1,...,Y,, Z, € I'*(LL) such
that X = Y";_, [V4, Z;]. Now, if € U then there is an z-neigbourhood W C U and a smooth map
p: M — [0,1] such that pyy = 1 and pppp = 0. We set X := (1 —p)?- X. Thus X = X’ on M
and we obtain X =7, [(1—p) - Y, (1 — p) - Z] yielding

T

(DX)e =Y [D((1 = p) - Yo)(x), (1 = p)(@) - Zu(2)] + [(1 = p)() - Yi(w), D((1 = p) - Zo)(x)] = 0.

t=1

In both cases we have (DX)y =0, thus D is local.
By applying Theorem .65 and Remark 266 we have a linear map W : Der (I'*(L)) — I'* (Hom(L, L))
well-defined by ¥(D)(X,) := (DX), for X € T¥(LL), x € M. Since we have

V(D) [Xe, Ya] = (DX, Y])e = ([DX,Y])z + ([X, DY])o = [W(D)(Xo), Va] + [Xa, W(D)(Yz)]

for X,Y € T*(L) and = € M, the image of ¥ is contained in I'*(Der(L)). Furthermore, the map V¥ is
compatible with the Lie brackets on Der (I'*(LL)) and I'*(Der(L)):

v[D, D' (X.) = ([D, D' X), = (D(D'X)), — (D'(DX)), = [¥(D), ¥(D')] (Xa).

Finally, the function ® : I'*(Der(L)) — Der (I'*(L)) defined by (® (D) (X)), = D.(X,) for a section
D € T*(Der(L)), X € T¥(LL), z € M, is the inverse of ¥. We conclude that W is an isomorphism of Lie
algebras. (|

In order to analyze I'(L) = I'>°(L) we define the notion of an a-derivation of L.
Definition 2.75. Let x € M.

1. An z-derivation of L is a linear map 60 : I'(L) — L, such that the following condition is satisfied
for all X,Y € I'(L):

5[X’ Y] = [5(X)5Ym] + [XI,(S(Y)] :

The vector space of all z-derivations of L is denoted by D, (L), the union (J,.,, D (L) is denoted
by D(L) and we have a projection p : D(L) — M defined by p(D.(L)) = {z} for = € M.

2. Note that Der(L) can be embedded into D(L) via the natural injection i : Der(L) — D(L), where
D € Der(LL,,) is mapped to the z-derivation ¢(D) : T(L) — L,, X — D(X,).

Theorem 2.76. Let t be perfect or centerfree. Then every x-derivation of L is a differential operator of
order at most 1 and the triple (D(LL),p, M) admits a vector bundle structure such that Der (I'(IL)) can be
naturally identified with T(D(LL)). In addition, there exists a short exact sequence of vector bundles as
follows:

0 —s Der (L) - D(L) -2 TM @ Cent(LL) — 0.
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Proof. Let § € D, (L) be an z-derivation. By Lemma 28] every section X € I'(L) with j1(X) = 0 takes
the form

X=¥px, (7
1=1

for functions f; € C*°(M,K), fi(x) =0 and X; € T'(L).
e Suppose 3(8) = 0. If Y € I'(L) is an arbitrary smooth section, then:

T T

[6(X),Y(z)] = Z (6 (fiXi),Y(z)] = Z § [f1X:,Y] — [fi(2)* Xi(x),6(Y)]

i=1 =1

=0

T

= 25 [fiXi, iY] = Z [0(fiX3), fi(@)Y (2)] + [fi(2) Xi(2), 6(fiY)]

=1 =1
= 0+0=0,
=1

thus §(X) € 3(L,) = 0.

e Suppose [£,€] = €. Since I'(L) is also perfect, there exist, for each ¢ € {1,...,7}, sections
Yii, Zi1,... . Yis, Zis € F(L) such that X; = Zle [Y;'t, Zit]- Then:

(X)) = Z(s (f}x:) = 225 [fiYit, fiZit)

i=1 t=1
= 3 S, Fi@) Za (@) + i (@)Y (), 8(1:Za)] = 330 =0,
i=1 t=1 i=1 t=1
For both cases, we conclude:
5(X)=0if jL(X)=0. (8)

Let (U,¢) be a bundle chart in z and (U,&) a corresponding chart of M. Since 7 : L — M is
defined by an Aut(€)-valued cocyle, ¢ restricted to any fiber is an isomorphism of Lie algebras, therefore
the Lie bracket on T' (7~*(U)) corresponds to the natural pointwise Lie bracket on C*°(U, ) meaning
[X,Y]?” = [X¥,Y¥] for X,Y €T (7~ }(U)). Note, by relation (8], that ¢ has a local form without terms
of order greater than 1:

X2 5 D (X9 () + ) 5" (96, X7 (x) ©)

for certain D, S1, ..., S™ € End(g).
Let us show now that a local form of the type (@) is satisfied for an z-derivation 6% if and only if
D € Der(t) and S1,...,S™ € Cent(€). Equation (@) implies the following two equations:

67 (X%, Y?] = D ([X#(2),Y?(2)]) + Y_ S (0, [X7,Y?] ()

o (10)
=D ([X#(x),Y?(x)]) + Z S ([0, X ¢ (), Y?(2)] 4 [X?(x), 0, Y (2)]) -
(09 (X)), Y?(x)] + [X?(x),6? (Y?)] = [D(X?(2)), Y¥(2)] + [X?(x), D (Y?(x))]
+ ) O[S0, X% (2) Y ()] + [XP(2), S (9, Y (x))] - (11)

i=1
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By comparing the equations (I0) and () for constant sections X,Y we obtain
D ([X#(x), Y?(2)]) = [D(X¥(x)),Y?(x)] + [X¥(x), D (Y*())],

thus D is a derivation of . Knowing this we compare the equations (I0) and (I for constant X and
arbitrary Y and obtain, after the cancelation of the derivation part:
Z S XP(x), 06, Y ()] = Y [X¥(2), S (9, Y ?(x))] .
1

1=

Since for any 7 € {1,...,m} we have
d _ _
0eYV?(x) = 2| V2 (T (E@) +tei) = (TY?) [(Tew&™") (ed)]
t=0
and Tg(x)g_l is a linear bijection, there is, for any x € U and v € £, a smooth map Y¥ : U — ¢ with
O¢,Y ¥ (x) = b;5v for j € {1,...,m}. Therefore we may conclude that each S’ is contained in the centroid
of .

We obtain a bijective correspondence:

U D (U x &) — U x (Der(t) x Cent()™)
zeU (12)
52— (p(6%), (D, (S',....S™))).

By extending this construction to all charts of a maximal bundle atlas of M, we construct trivializations
of D(L). In order to show that we obtain a bundle structure on D(LL) we will show that the transitions
are linear: Let (U, ) and (V,4) be bundle charts of 7 : L — M in x with corresponding charts (U, ¢)
and (V,n) of M with &(z) = n(z) = 0 and let D, D € Der(€), S*,...,58™, 8% ..., 5™ € Cent() be the
endomorphisms of € such that for all X¢, X% € C*(U NV, ) we have

59 (X?) =D (X?(x +Zsz (8¢, X ()

and
5 (x?) = +ZSZ (8, XY (a

By the definition of the local forms, we have
(o) 08%) (X%) = 6(x) = ((9ye) " o 6%) (X7)
and
(o) (XP(@) = X(@) = (v,) (X)),
thus
6 (Xw) = g(x) (6% (X¥)) and X?(x) = g(x)~* (Xw)

for a transition map g : U NV — Aut(€) of the principal bundle to which 7« : . — M is associated. By
considering the commutative diagram

T X% Tz

t= ( )E ~ T, M —=R™

g(r)l Tun

E:Tw(z)é<—TmM ’
T, X%
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we may calcuate
9e, X% (x) = To X% (To& Hes)) = (9(x) "t o Tu XV 0 Ton™ " 0 Tp,€) (To€ *(es))
= (9(@) "t o T X¥) (Ton~"(ed)) = g(2) ™" (9, X ¥ (x))

and obtain, by the definition of D, D, S1,..., 8™ S, ... S™

Zsl (09, X¥(2)) = 67 (X%) = g(x) (0% (X¥)) = g(x )(D(X“” ZSZ (Og, X# (2 )))

i=1

= {g(x)o Dog(z) '} (X% (x +Z{g )05} (0, X#(x))

— {g(@) 0 Dogla) 1} (X*(0) +Z{g o 50 g(a) "} (3, XV ()
(13)

For contstant sections X this equation implies
D (X¥(z)) ={g(z)oDog(x 1}(Xw (),

thus D = g(z) o D o g(x)~*. Knowing this, equation (I3) also implies
m

Z (05, X" (@) = _{g(x) 0 5" 0 g(2) "'} (0, X" (x)

i=1

and, by inserting appropriate sections for X, we may conclude that S' = g(z) o St o g(x)~! for all
i € {1,...,m}. So the transitions D D and S* — S are linear isomorphisms and we have, by
Theorem 2:4]] a vector bundle p : D(L) — M with fiber Der(£) x Cent(€¢)™. There is an isomorphism
of Lie algebras ® : Der(I'(L)) — I'(D(L)), defined as follows: If D € Der(I'(L)), then ®(D) is the map
M — D(L), z — evyoD. If X e T(D(L)), X € T'(L) and « € M, then (@’%%)X)m =(X;) X.

Let us define the map o : D(L) — TM ® Cent(L). If § € D, (IL), then we define 0(0) € T, M @ End(LL,)
as follows: We identify T, M & End(L,) = Hom(T,M*,End(L,)) in the natural way, i.e. the element
> vi ® A; corresponds to the endomorphism o — . a(v;) - A;. For any o € T, M* and w € L, let
a € C®(M,R) and A € T'(L) such that T,a = o and A(z) = w. Then () is pointwisely defined by

{o(0) (@)} (w) = 6(aA) - a(z)3(A).
Now let us check that o is well-defined and valued in TM @ Cent(L) by using (8) and (I2):
{o (@) (@)} ())” = (6(ad) — a(x)5(A))

= D(a(x)A%(x)) + Z S'(0e,(aA®)(x)) — alz) <D(A“”(fv)) + Z Si(agiA“”(z))>

1

' (0c,a(x) - A?(x) + a(x)0¢, A® () — a(x)0g, A® (x))

.

@
Il
i

S" (De,a( Za& (p(w)).

I
.MS

=1

By leaving the local coordinates we see that {o(d)(a)} only depends on o and w and we also obtain
o(9) € TyM ® Cent(L;). The above calculation also shows that o maps exactly the elements without
local part in Cent(£)™ to zero, i.e. imi = kero.
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We finally show the surjectivity of o : D(L) — T'M ® Cent(LL): Let 2 € M and (U, ¢) a bundle chart in
x with corresponding chart (U, ) of M and p : M — [0, 1] a smooth map with supp p C U and py = 1 for

an z-neighbourhood W C U and (S!,...,S™) € Cent(£)™. We define f; := (cp“Lm)fl 0 S0 € Cent(Ly)

and § € D, (L) is defined by §(X) := p - (<p|LI)_1 (X, S (9e,X#(x))) for X € T'(L). Then the local
part of o(d) is (St,...,S™). O

The short exact sequence in Theorem [2.76] naturally induces another short exact sequence.

Corollary 2.77. The following induced sequence is exact:
0 — I'(Der (L)) == I'(D(L)) % T(TM ® Cent(L)) —> 0,
where (i(X))(z) = i(X(2)) and (o(X))(x) := o(X(2)).
Definition 2.78. The map o : D(L) = TM ® Cent(L) from Theorem [Z70l is called symbol map.

For a global description of Der(I'(L)) we firstly extend the notion of Lie connections. Fix a Lie
connection V : I'(T'M) — Der(I'(L)).

Remark 2.79. The symbol of a derivation Vx of I'(L) for a vector field X € I'(T'M) is X®1: Let z € M
be a point, a € C*>°(M,R) a smooth map and A € I'(L) a section of L. Then we identify Vx € Der(I'(IL))
with (y — ev, oVx) € T'(D(L)) and calculate:

[0 (Vx(2)) (Tza)] (Az) = (Vx(2)) (@A) — a(z) (Vx(2)) (4) = (Vx(ad)) (z) — a(z) (VxA) (z)
= ((X.a)A+aVx(4)) (z) — (aVxA) (z) = (X.a)A) (z) = (Tra)(Xs) - As
and therefore

o(Vx(x)) =X, ®1,.

Thus, by the short exact sequence of Corollary [Z7T7 we see that not all derivations of T'(L) can be
described like that. It is necessary to extend V in an appropriate way.

Definition 2.80. The extension of V to I'(T'M ® Cent(LL)) is the linear map
V :T(TM ® Cent(L)) — Der(I'(L)) = I'(D(L))
Y—Vy

defined as follows: Let Y € T'(T'M @ Cent(L)) be a section and (U, &) a chart of M. Then there are
unique elements S1, ..., S™ € I'(Cent(r~1(U))) such that

Vv = Za& ® S°.

i=1
We define Vy locally by
(Vo)=Y _ 5 0 Va,. (14)
i=1
We show that this is well-defined: Let (U, &) and (V,n) be two charts of M and x € UNV. Then Y,

takes the form Y7, (9,), ®@s' = Y70 (9y,), @7 for endomorphisms s',...,s™,r' ... 7™ € Cent(Ly).

Note that, by the uniqueness of these forms, we can write

Tj - yx (Txn])
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By writing the matrix T, (5 o 77_1) as A = (a;;) we find the following relation between the basis vectors
(0¢,),, and (am)zz

(On;), = T (671 08) Tyyn ™' (€) = Tew)€ ' (Aej) = (Z ak]e’“) = anTewé " (en)
k=1
= ai; (9g,),
k=1

We write Ty, (no &) = A™! = (a¥) and calculate:

m m m m
ZTJ ° V(anj) Z)}I In] Zakj 65 Z <Z 8& ) mnj) o aij(agk)z
= = jok=1 \i=1
m m
Z Tuny) ((9e,),) - 5 o akjv(ask) = a’ - ayj-sto V(aﬁk)
ij k=1 T k= :
m
= Z Si @] v B .
>0V,

So we have a well-defined extension.

Lemma 2.81. The extension of V satisfies the following properties for all Y € T(TM ® Cent(L)),
a€ C?(MR), ABeI(L), X eI'(TM), S € I'(Cent(L)) and x € M:

1. Vy[A,B] = [VyA,B] + [A,VyB], i.e. Vy € Der(T'(L)),

2. (Vy(ad), = (Va(Tra)) {A} + (aVyA),, ice. Vy(ad) = (V.a){A} +aVyA, ie. o(Vy) =,
3. VayA=aVyA,

4. VxgsA =SoVxA. In particular, we have Vxg1 = Vx.

Proof. Let (U,&) be a chart of M. We show the properties by concluding locally:

1.
Vy (A, B] =§:S o Vo, [4,B] = ZSZ ([, 4. B] +[4,va, B])
i=1
- isi o [V%A,B} + ZSi o [A, v%B} = [VyA, B] + [A, VyB].
i=1 =1
2.

(Vy(ad)) Z S'(z)o (Va,ad) Z S(x) o ((9,a) A), + Z S'(z) o (aVa, A)

= yz(Txa)[A] + (aVyA), .

3.IUY=>",0, ®S5" then ay = 31", 9¢, ® aS", thus:

m

Vay =Y aS'oVy, = aiSi o Vg, = aVy.

=1 i=1
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4. If X =3 X0, then

X®S= (ixia&) ®S=ia&®xis

=1 i=1

implying

VxesA=» X'Sod,A=SoVxA.

i=1

Remark 2.82.

1. It is possible to define the extension of a Lie connection V : I'(T'M) — Der(I'(L)) = I'(D(L))
without the help of charts of M: For x € M and X € I'(T'M) the z-derivation (Vx), depends on
X only via X, and so we can understand V as a map TM — D(L). We now extend V in a natural
way to a map V : TM ® Cent(L) — D(L) by mapping X, ® S, to S, o (Vx), (cf. Equation (I4)).

2. Tt is not difficult to show that any linear map L : I'(TM ® Cent(LL)) — Der(I'(L)) satisfying the
four conditions of the preceding lemma is the extension of exactly one Lie connection V.

We can now formulate and prove a theorem about the global structure of Der(I'(L)).

Theorem 2.83. Fix a Lie connection V on L. If ¢ is perfect or centerfree, then a linear function
D :T(L) — I'(L) is a derivation of T'(L) if and only if there are sections ¥ € I'(T'M @ Cent(LL)) and
Dy € T'(Der(LL)) such that D = Vy +i(Dg) and this decomposition is unique.

Proof. Obviously, for any Y € I'(T'M ® Cent(L)) and Dy € I'(Der(L)) the linear map Vy + i(Dy) is a
derivation of I'(L).

On the other hand, fix D € Der(I'(L)) = I'(D(L)) and set Y := o(D) € T'(TM ® Cent(L)). Since
o (Vy) = Y, the linear map D — Vy : I'(L) — I'(L) has symbol 0 and thus identifies with a differential
operator of order zero which is a section of Hom(LL,L). Since D and Vy are derivations of I'(IL), this
section takes its values in Der(I'(L)). Therefore D — Vy can be written as i(Dy) for a Dy € I'(Der(L)).

The uniqueness of the decomposition follows from the fact that Y = o(D) is the only element in
I'(TM @ Cent(L)) such that o(Vy) = . O

2.7.3 Centroid
In this subsection we will calculate the centroid of I'*(IL). We begin with a technical lemma.

Lemma 2.84. Let X € T'(L) be a section which is zero on an open set U C M and x € U. Then there
exists a compact x-neigbourhood Fand there are functions Dy € Der(I'(L)), X € T'(IL) with Xyp =0
fort e {l,...,r} such that

X = iDt(Xt).

Proof. Let F' be a compact xz-neigbourhood contained in U. Since M is paracompact, there exists a
Palais cover ((Vi,%s,&, pi)icy » (J¢)i—1) refining the open cover {U, M\ F} of M (cf. Definition 244 and
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Theorem 245). For any i € J and Y € T' (7= !(V;)) recall that Y% : R™ D & (Vi) — € denotes the
mapping such that the following diagram commutes:

LDT{' (&iom, i)

G(Vi) x e
T(id,Y”i)

&(Va).

<—>~

The Lie bracket on I' (r7!(V;)) corresponds to the natural pointwise Lie bracket on C*(&;(V;),¥), i.e.
[V, Z]" = [v¥i, 2% for Y, Z € I (7=1(V;)), for all i € J. We set Y := p;X and choose a section
X' e I'(m=Y(V;)) by claiming d(¢,), (X)) = Y¥. With D" : T (z=*(V;)) — T (7~ *(V;)) defined by
(D")¥" := §(¢,), one obtains

piX =Y = D'(X").

Note that in the case of supp(p;) € U we can choose X’ = 0 because X = 0 and each V; is a subset
of exactly one, U or M\F. By setting D; := >.._, D and X; := 5_._, X' we obtain a well-defined

i€Jy i€ Jy
derivation D; and a well-defined section X for any ¢ € {1,...,7} and
o= 3 (Lo (T )] -3 (o) -x
t=1 t=1 \icJ, i€ t=1 \ieJ;

O

Theorem 2.85. Any endomorphism T : T'(L) — T'(L) with T o Der(I'(L)) C Der(I'(L)) is a differential
operator of order zero and can be identified with a smooth section of Hom(LL,L).

Proof. We want to show that T is local. Let X € T'(IL) be zero on an open set U C M. Lemma 2.8 yields
that there exist Dy,..., D, € Der(I'(L)) and X3,..., X, € I'(L), each X} zero on an a-neighbouhood F,
such that X = >~} | Dy(X;). We obtain

TXjp =Y ((ToD)(Xe))p=) 0=0 (15)
t=1 t=1
because any D € Der(I'(L)) can be identified with a section of D(L) by D — Xp, where Xp(x) :=ev, oD,
and hence is local. By (IH) we conclude that 7" is local.

Theorem 2:63] yields that T is a differential operator. By Theorem 276, any derivation D € Der(I'(IL))
is a differential operator of order at most one and so is any T o D. If T were of order n > 0, then there
would be a bundle chart (U, ¢) with corresponding chart (U, ) of M and functions f, € C* (U, End(¢)),
o € N™, |a| < n, such that for all X € I' (x~!(U)) we would have

(TX)? = ) fo (08X%)

la|<n
and there would be 2/ € U, v € tand o/ = (o, ...,al,) € N with |@/| = n such that fa (") (u) # 0. We
may assume, without loss of generality, that (2’) = 0. By defining D € Der (I' (x=(U))) by D? := 0k,
and X € T (771(U)) by X¢ () := & (z) - [T12 &Gl )0‘2 - u we would obtain
(T(DX))? =Y fo- (08(DX)?)= > fo- (080 X%)
la|<n la|<n v

=0 in «’, if a#a’
= (T(DX))?(2") = for(2) (&'l u) # 0,

contradicting to the facts that 7' o D is a differential operator of order at most one and j!,(X) = 0. So
T is of order zero. g
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Theorem 2.86. If £ is perfect or centerfree, then Cent (Fk(L)) = T% (Cent(L)) as associative algebras.

Proof. In the smooth case we use Lemma[ZT8 2 and Theorem 285 to see that all T' € Cent(I'(L)) identify
with smooth sections of Hom(L,L).

For k € N we will firstly show that any A € Cent(I'*(L)) is local: Let X € I'*(LL) be zero on an open
set U C M.

e Suppose 3(¢) = 0. Then for all x € U and Y € T'*(L) we have:
[(AX),,Yz] = [ X4, (AY )] = 0.

This implies (AX), € 3(L;) =0 for all x € U.

e Suppose [¢,£] = £. Then, by Corollary Z73, the Lie algebra I'*(L) is also perfect. So there exist
sections Y3, Z1,...,Y,, Z, € T¥(L) such that X = >°;_, [V4, Z;]. Now, if z € U then there is an
z-neighourhood W C U and a smooth map p : M — [0, 1] such that pjyy = 1 and pypny = 0. We
set X' :=(1—p)- X, thus X = X’ on M and we obtain X =37 | [V, (1 — p) - Z,], yielding

T

(AX)s = 3 [(AY) (@), (1 - p)(a) - Zu()] = 0.

t=1

In both cases we have (AX)y = 0, thus A is local. So we can use Theorem to see that all
T € Cent(T*(L)) identify with C*-sections of Hom(L, L).

We know now that, for k € N, there is a linear map W : Cent (I'*(L)) — I'* (Hom(L, L)) well-defined
by ¥(A)(X,) = (AX), for X € T¥(LL), z € M. Since we have

U(A) [Xe, Ya] = (A[X,Y])2 = ([AX, Y])e = [W(A)(Xs), V]

for X,Y € T*(L) and = € M, the image of ¥ is contained in I'*(Cent(L)). Furthermore, the map ¥ is
compatible with the composition of functions on Cent (I'*(L)) and I'*(Cent(L)):

V(Ao A)(X,) = (Ao A)X), = (A(A'X)), = (¥(A) 0 W(A"))(Xs).

Finally, the function @ : I'*(Cent(LL)) — Cent (I'*(L)) defined by (® () (X)), := As(X,) for a section
2 € T*(Cent(L)), X € T¥(L), x € M, is the inverse of ¥. We conclude that ¥ is an isomorphism of
associative algebras. O

We can now deduce an important structure theorem.
Theorem 2.87. Let ¢ be indecomposable. Then T*(LL) is so, if Hom(/ [¢, €], 3(€)) = 0.

Proof. Let T'*(LL) = I @ Iy be a decomposition into a direct sum of ideals and P! be the projection onto
I parallel to I5. Note that P* € Cent(I'*(IL)) = I'*(Cent(IL)) because for any X,Y € I'*(LL) decomposing
into X1,Y; € I1 and X5,Y5 € Iy we have:

PX,Y] = PN([X0. Y] 4 [X2, Yal) = [X1, Y] = [X) + Xo,Yi] = [X,P'Y] . (16)

Since P! o P! = P! on I'*(LL), each P} € Cent(L,), where z € M, is a projection in Cent(LL,) and, by
indecomposability of L, = €, this implies P} = 0 or P! = 1,. The map M — Cent(L,) C Cent(L),
x + Pl is continuous and for each bundle atlas (U;, ¢;)icr, where each U; is connected, the mapping
T — ¢; o P} has discrete image. But all this is only possible if P =0 or P! =1,i.e. [; =0 or Iz = 0.
So T'¥(LL) is indecomposable. O
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Remark 2.88. If Hom(¢/ [t €],3(¢)) = 0, then, by Lemma [ZI83, we have Cent(¢) = N(¢) & S(¢)
and, since Aut(€) acts on N(£) and S(¢) by conjugation, we also have the following decomposition:
[*(Cent(L)) = I'*(N(LL)) @ T'*(S(LL)), where N(L), S(LL) denote the corresponding subbundles L(N()),
L(S(¢)) of Cent(L) = L(Cent(t)) (cf. Definition [Z5312), respectively. Consider the case S(¢) = K- 1.
Then S(LL) is a bundle over M with fiber K-1 and, for any x € M, the fiber S(IL), is naturally isomorphic
to S(L,). Thus any section X € I'* (S(LL)) takes the form M — S(L), » — X, = f(x)1, for some
fe Ck(M, K), hence:

I*(S(L)) = C*(M,K) - 1. (17)

Remark 2.89. Let ¢ be reductive and dimj3(g) < 1, e.g., ¢ = gl,,(K) or Hom(¢/ [t €],3(¢)) = 0. If
¢t = @?:1 t; is a decomposition into a direct sum of indecomposable non-zero ideals, then we define
H(E) := N, {f € Aut(¥)| (&) = &}, the normal subgroup of Aut(€) stabilizing this decomposition.
This is well-defined because the decomposition into a direct sum of indecomposable non-zero ideals is, by
Proposition 2225 unique except for the order. We denote the quotient group Aut(¢)/ H(¢) by G(£).

Let ||-|| : End(€) — R4 be the Frobenius norm on End(#) with respect to a basis (v1, . .., vq) correspond-

ing to the decomposition ¢ = @ ; &, i.e. [|f] = \/Zijzl az;, where f(v;) = ajjv; fori,j € {1,...,d}.
This norm induces, by dim¢ = d < oo, the compact-open topology. So the subspace Aut(¢) C End(¢)
becomes a topological group.

By Remark 227 the matrices corresponding to the automorphisms in Aut(£) are “permutated block
diagonal matrices”. Therefore, if f € H(¢) with f(v;) = a;v; for 4,5 € {1,...,d} and we set ¢ :=
0.5-min; jeq1,... 4y @iy, then the e-ball around f in Aut(€) with respect to [|-|| is entirely contained in H(¥).
So H(€) C Aut(€) is open and G(£) equipped with the corresponding quotient topology is discrete.

The following general theorem about first Cech cohomology sets is Theorem V.5 of [Ne04]. We will
use it to show Lemma [Z.91] which will be useful for two structure theorems.

Theorem 2.90. If M is a smooth manifold and q : A — G is a smooth and surjective morphism of Lie
groups with kernel H, then there exists an exact sequence of morphisms of pointed sets as follows:

1 — C®(M, H) — C®(M, A) — C°(M,G) — 0" (M, H) — 0" (M, A) — T (M, G).
Lemma 2.91. Let A be a Lie group, H < A open and G := A/H such that ﬂl(M, G) = 1. Then
I'(M, A) =1 (M, H).

Proof. Since Hl(M, G) =1, the map Hl(M, H)— i (M, A) is, by Theorem 290 surjective. O

Theorem 2.92. Let t = @), & be a decomposition into a direct sum of indecomposable non-zero ideals

of a perfect or centerfree Lie algebra € and let ﬁl(M, G(¥)) be trivial (e.g. M simply connected). Then
there is a decomposition into a direct sum of indecomposable non-zero ideals IT* (L) = @), I'* (L"), where
each mLi : L? — M is a subbundle of w : L. — M with fiber ¥; and this decomposition is unique except for
the order.

Proof. Lemma [2Z.97] yields Hl(M, Aut(¥)) = Hl(M,H(E)), so the bundle 7 : L — M admits a cocycle in
H(t) and we can construct the subbundles mp: : L* — M with fiber ¢;. We also have

P = Prie)

which is a decomposition into a direct sum of indecomposable non-zero ideals because each &; is inde-
composable (cf. Theorem [Z8T)). We conclude by showing the uniqueness of this decomposition (except
for the order).
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Let I'*(L) = I; © I be a decomposition into a direct sum of ideals and P! be the projection onto
I, parallel to I and for i € {1,...,n} let P; be the projection onto I'*(IL?) associated to the decom-
position T*(L) = @), '*(L?). Calculations totally analogous to (I6) show that P! and each P; are
in Cent(I"*(L)) = I'*(Cent(L)). For all # € M we have [P, P'| (z) = [Pi(z), P*(z)] = 0 because
Cent(L,) is abelian by Hom(t/ [¢,€],3(£)) = 0 and Lemma B.I83. Therefore P! commutes with P; for
any i € {1,...,n}. This implies P* (I"*(L")) = P;(I1) and, due to the indecomposability of the ideals,

P|1rk(1u) =0 or Pﬁﬂk(m) =1 for any ¢ € {1,...,n}, resulting in
t
nL=rk L")
=1
for some 1 < j; < ... < j; <n. Thus the decomposition I'*(IL) = @, T*(L?) is unique. O

A statement concerning complex structures of real Lie algebras of C*-sections is given by the following
proposition.

Proposition 2.93. Let K = R and € be indecomposable with Hom(t/ [¢,€] ,3(€)) = 0. Then T*(L) admits
at most two complex structures and, if ﬂl(M, 7)27) = Hom(m(M),Z/27Z) is trivial (e.g. M simply
connected), then T'*(IL) admits a complex structure if and only if € does.

Proof. A complex structure J € Cent (I'*(L)) = I'*(Cent(L)) induces a complex structure J, on each
fiber Cent(L, ), thus on ¢. Lemma [Z282 implies that £ possesses at most two complex structures, thus,
by the connectedness of M, there can be at most two different Ck-compleX structures, namely J and —.J,
on I'*(IL).

Let Jy be a complex structure on £. We turn ¢ into a complex Lie algebra by defining the multiplication
by a complex scalar via (a + bi) - ¢ := azx + bJy(z) for a,b € R and z € &. If 0 € Autg (8), a,b € R and
x € €, then

o((a+bi)-x) =o(ax + bJy(x)) = ao(z) + bo(Jo(z)).

Thus o € Autg (£) is in Autc (€) if and only if 0o.Jy = Jyoo. Otherwise we have oo Jyoo ™! = —.Jy because
(O’ oJyo 0’1)2 = —1 and Jy, —Jy are the only complex structures on £ by Lemma 2282. So Autc (¢) is
a subgroup of index 2 of Autg (£), thus normal and Autg (£) / Autc (8) = Z/2Z. Since ﬁl(M, Z/27) =1,
we have Hl(M, Autg(8)) = i (M, Autc (£)) by Lemma 2911 yielding the existence of an Autc (£)-valued
cocyle of IL and this turns 7 : L — M into a bundle of Lie algebras with complex fiber £ and I'*(IL) into
a complex Lie algebra.

Conversely, if T#(IL) admits a complex structure, then, by Theorem 286 this induces a complex
structure on each fiber £, thus on €. (I

2.7.4 TIsomorphisms

Now we will discuss the isomorphisms of Lie algebras of C*-sections. In the light of Theorem 202t suffices
to do this for indecomposable Lie algebras only. The main key to the analysis of the isomorphisms is
Lemma [2.961 We want to show some lemmas before. In this subsection M, N are smooth manifolds with
positive dimensions m, n, respectively

Lemma 2.94. For k € N the topology on M is the same as the initial topology of the maps in Ck(M, K).

Proof. Let Oy denote the topology on M. The initial topology of the maps in Ck(M, K), denoted by
O;, is the coarsest topology on M such that each f € Ck(M7 K) is continuous, so that O; C Oyps. Let V
be a neighbourhood of x € M with respect to Ops. Then, by paracompactness of M, there is a smooth
function p : M — [0,1] € K such that pjypv = 0 and pj = 1 for a smaller z-neighbourhood W C V.
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But this yields W C p=1(B(0.5;1)) C V, where B(r;z) denotes the open ball with radius r around z
in K. Thus V is also a neighbourhood of x € M with respect to O; and we conclude Oy C O;, so
O, = Oy O

Lemma 2.95. There exists a non-constant proper map ¢ € C*(M,K), i.e. @p-preimages of compact
subspaces are compact.

Proof. Let U C M be a non-empty open subset with compact closure, K C U a non-empty compact
subset and ¢ € C*(MM,[0,1]) € C*(M,K) a map such that suppp C U and p|x = 1. For any compact
C C K, the set p~1(C) is a closed subset of U, hence compact. O

Lemma 2.96. Let v : C*(M,K) — CY(N,K) be an isomorphism of associative algebras for some 0 #
k.t € N. Then k = { and there is a C*-diffeomorphism X\ : M — N such that v(f) = fo A=t for all
feChHM,K).

Proof. We set A := AM := C*(M,K) and Ay := AM := {f € Alsupp f C U} for open U C M.
Furthermore, for g € M we write Ny, := N} := { f € A| f(x0) = 0}. The symbols AN, A} for open
V C N and Nylg for yp € N are understood in the obvious analogous manner.

Since any N, obviously is a vector subspace of A and A - N, C N, it is even an ideal of A. Its
codimensio is 1 because, evidently, we have N, ®K-1 = A. We will show that in fact every ideal I < A
of codimension 1 takes the form N, for a some = € M For this, it suffices to show I C N, for some
x € M because all N, are ideals of codimension 1. Since, for z¢ # x1, we have (N, NN, ) @K -1 # A,
the point x € M corresponding to the ideal I is uniquely determined.

Assume there exists an ideal I < A of codimension 1 such that for all x € M we have I € N, i.e.,
there exists fo € I with fy(z) # 0. By continuity, there is even an admissibld'] open x-neighbourhood
U C M with fo(z') # 0 for all ' € U. Note that M can, in our case, be covered by admissible open sets,
say M = Uvel“ Uy,. If U C M is open and f € Ay then % is a well-defined function in A = C*(M,K)
and f = fo - % € I because fo € I and [ is an ideal of A. Thus Ay C I.

Now let ¢ € A be a non-locally constant proper map, which exists by Lemma[2.93] Since codim 4l =1
and dim (K- ¢ ® K- ¢?) = 2, there are a,b € K such that ap + bp? =: f1 € I is not zero and (o)
is compact because f; " ({0}) = (bp) ' ({0}) U~ ({—%}) and by is proper in the case of b # 0 and
1 ({0}) = (ap)~' ({0}) and ayp is proper if b = 0. We define an open set U; := f; '(K\ {0}). The
compact subset f; ' ({0}) C M is covered by finitely many admissible open sets Us, Us, ..., U, € (U, )~er-
Let (Vg)gen be a locally finite refinement of (Un,...,U,) such that there is a smooth partition of unity
(ps : M —[0,1]) 5 subordinate to (Vs)sep. Let Bi,...,B, € B be subsets such that B = Ui_, Bi
and let 5 € B; for some ¢ € {1,...,r} imply Vg C U;. Then, for any i € {1,...7} and 8 € B;, we have
p-AC Ay,. We obtain

T

A=1-A=3"(ps- A [ D ps-A| €D Av C1,

BEB i=1 \BeB; i=1

but this contradicts the fact that I has codimension 1. This shows that for any ideal I < A with
codimension 1 there exists x € M such that I = N,.

Since v is an isomorphism of associative algebras, v(N,) is, for any z € M, an ideal of AN with
codimension 1, thus equal to N;V for some unique y € N. We write y =: A\(z) and obtain a mapping

A: M — N. A dual argumentation with v~! instead of v leads to a mapping A : N — M such that

12The “codimension” of an ideal T < A = AM or J <9 AV is always meant to be the vector space dimension of the
quotient algebra A/T or AN /.J, respectively.

13The proof will also show the analogous statemanet for the ideals J < AN with codimension 1.

14We call an open set U admissible, if there is a function f € I such that f(y) # 0 for all y € U.
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Ao\ =id ~ and Ao\ = idps, so A is bijective. Note that we can perform the following calculation for
feAandye N:

FOT' W) =0 = feNvyy = uf)eN) = o(f)y)=0.

But this already implies that f o A™! = v(f) for any f € A because we may replace the mapping f by
f —r -1 for arbitrary r € K in the above calculation. We will now show that X is a C*-diffeomorphism.

By Lemma 2.94] the topologies on M and N can be described as the initial topologies of the maps
in CF(M,K) and C*(N,K), respectively. Since v=1(g) = go A € CF(M,K) for all g € C*(N,K), the
map A : M — N is continuous. Let (U, ¢})ier be a locally finite atlas of M and (V, ) e a locally
finite atlas of N. We modify the chart maps by multiplying them with the maps p; : M — [0,1] and
w,; : N — [0, 1], respectively, of smooth partitions of unity subordinate to the atlases. Then pijy, =1 and
@iy, = 1 for open sets U; C U/ and V; C Vj' still covering the whole manifold. We obtain new atlases,

denoted by (Ui, ¢i)icr and (Vj,1;)jes, where each chart map is defined on the whole manifold. Now let
te{l,...,n},i €I, je Jand define A := ¢; (Ui N )\_1(Vi)) CR™ and D := e (¢;(V; N A(U;))) C R.
The map ef opjoNo (i)' + A= D is equal to

v! (6: o w]) o (901')71 € Ck (A’ D) )

—_———

€CF(M,R)

thus, since t,7 and j were arbirarily chosen, A : M — N is cF.

By the symmetry of the arguments, A\~! is a Ce—map and, by the Inverse Mapping Theorem, even a
max(k, £)-times continuously differentiable diffeomorphism. Since the composition with A turns CZ(N , K)-
maps into C*(M,K)-maps and A~! turns C*(M, K)-maps into C*(N, K)-maps, so C*(M,K) = C*(M,K)
and Ck(N, K) = CZ(N, K), thus k& = ¢, completing the proof. O

The following Lemma will be used in Theorem [2.98
Lemma 2.97.

1. Let V be a vector space of finite dimension, (U,€&) a chart of M and T : U — End(V), f:U =V
smooth functions. Then, for any multi-index oo € N™, we have:

oHT-fH=3 (‘;‘) (027 0:777). (18)

V<o

2. We have, for o € N™:

(o —)! 0 otherwise ol

> L VAT {1’ fa=0""_Jlan (19)

YL«
Proof.

1. The proof is done by mathematical induction over |«|. The claim is trivially true for « = 0. For
|| =1 there exists a canonical basis vector e; of R™ such that a = e; and J¢' = J¢,. Then

aﬁi(T'f):a&T'f""T'a&f

and the claim is also true. Now consider the claim shown for all multi-indices § € N" with
|6l =n >0 and fix « € N with |a| = n + 1. There exists a canonical basis vector e; of R™ such
that 8 := a — e; € N™ and || = n. By induction hypothesis, we have

BT fy=3 (f) AT 00,

v<B
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<ﬁ) Ok, a’yT aﬁ ’Yf) Z (5) (angeiT . ag*’Yf + agT . a?*’%f*eif)
v<B
_ (ﬂ) aw'elT aB Tf 4 Z (7

B—y+e;
)agT-aE e p

Y<B v<B
= <‘§‘::?) RT-0¢f+ > (O‘ N ei) 0T -9 f
ei<6<a ! ame N
o a — €4 o — € B a—34 o
e;<é<a—e;

-2 (5) Gt

So the claim is true for all multi-indices o« € N™.

. For a given multi-index o € N™ we define a mapping F, : R™ — R, z — [[\", 8. By the Taylor

Formula and the fact that 9" F = 0 for each v € N with v; > «; for an index i € {1, ...,m}, we
obtain:

ZH“ —4i)” COFa(z) +0

<«
a! e
— )Ozi . 2 i
2 ([ (@251
This yields, by setting x =y = (1,...,1) € R™:

San  Fa(0) 1 " _ 1 noo (—1)le
S T8 0§ () [y Gy § FEU) D o e ey
a! a! ’Y;a'y! ;Ell: (a—’y)!j];[l ’Y;a'y!(a—y)!

O

Theorem 2.98. Letm : L — M and w : E — N be two bundles of Lie algebras with fiber £ and g,
respectively, dimt = d, dimg = e, Hom(t/ [¢,€],3(¢)) = 0, Hom(g/ [g,9],3(g)) = 0 and S(¢) = K- 1,
S(g) = K- 1, so that both Lie algebras are indecomposable by Lemma [2.28. Suppose there exists an
isomorphism of Lie algebras p : T* (L) — I*(R) for some 0 # k,£ € N. Then k = ¢ and

(a)

(b)

if k.0 € N, then p is induced in a natural way by a C*-isomorphism of vector bundles k : L — E,
i.e., if & : M — N is the map underlying to k (that means k' o = wo k), then for all X € T'*(LL)
we have p(X) = ko X o (:‘i/)_l. In particular, the manifolds M, N are C*-diffeomorphic and the
Lie algebras ¥, g are isomorphic.

if k,0 = oo, then the manifolds M, N are diffeomorphic and the Lie algebras €, g are isomorphic.
After identifying the manifolds and the Lie algebras, p turns into a linear differential operator of
order at most e — 1 taking the following local form on a bundle chart (U,p) of 7 : L — M with
corresponding chart (U, &) of M :

Z _N (ko - OFA?) (20)

la|<d

where po is a smooth function U — Aut(g) and we use the notation N* = Ny o...o N&™ for
multi-indices a« = (o, ..., ) € N™ and smooth functions Ny, ..., Ny, € C*(U,N(g)).
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Proof. The isomorphism of Lie algebras g : I'*(IL) — I'*(E) induces an isomorphism of associative algebras
fi : Cent (T'*(L)) — Cent (I“(E)) by @(T) := poTou~" for T' € Cent (I'*(L)). This identifies, by Theorem
2286, with an isomorphism I'*(Cent(LL)) — I'*(Cent(E)) and, by applying Lemma ZI83 to the fibers of
Cent(E), we deduce that i induces an isomorphism of associative algebras v : C¥(M, K) — C/(N,K) as
follows: By (I7), an arbitary element of S (I'*(L)) takes the form f -1, where f € C*(M,K). By another

application of (7)), we see that there is a function v(f) € C*(N,K) such that we have
p(f-1) =o(f) -1+ Ny, (21)

where Ny € N (I'(E)) = I'“(N(E)) is nilpotent and this decomposition is unique. Note that for constant
functions f = ¢, the map p(f-1) = ¢- (1) = ¢- 1 is semisimple and thus, by uniqueness of the
decomposition (2I]), we have Ny = 0 for constant functions f. The morphism property of v is shown by
the following calculations:

p(f-1)-u(g-1) =p((f-1)-(9-1)) = a(fg-1) =v(fg) - 1+ Ngg
and
p(f-1)-p(g-1) = (v(f) -1+ Ng) - (v(g) - 1+ Ng) = v(f)v(g) - 1+ v(f)  Ng+v(g) Ny + NgNg.

nilpotent

Furthermore, the Binomial Theorem yields, for f € Ck(M, K) and r € N:

_ - r r—t t
Ny =30 () et v
t=1
Note that v is bijective because fijgx (L)) and ﬁfsl(rk(uz)) are injective. By applying Lemma to

v : C*(M,K) — CYN,K), we obtain k = ¢ and the existence of a C*-diffeomorphism A : M — N
such that v(f) = fo A~ for all f € C*(M,K). We now identifiy the manifolds M, N via A and the
associative algebras C* (M, K), C*(N, K) via v, so that we have the isomorphisms g : T*(LL) — T*(E) and
fi: T*(Cent(LL)) = Cent (I'*(L)) — I'*(Cent(E)) = Cent (I'*(E)). For all sections A € I'*(L), all points
x € M and all mappings f € C*(M,K) with f(x) = 0, we calculate:

(1 (f7A), = (u((f°- 1) (A), = (B (f- 1) (u(A))), = ((f° - 1+ Nye) (u(A))),

— (Fu(A), + (N (u(A))), = fl)* +Z() )t (N7 (1(A))s = 0+0 =0,
(22)

Suppose a section A € T¥(IL) be zero on an open set U C M, x € U and let p : M — [0, 1] be a smooth
function and W C U a smaller z-neighbourhood such that pjy,\p = 0 and pjy = 1. Then A = (1 —p)°A
and ([22) shows (1(A)), = 0. Since = was arbitrarily chosen, p(A) is also zero on U. So p : I'*(LL) — I'*(E)
is local and, by the Peetre Theorems and [Z.65] a differential operator.

If &k € N, then Theorem .65 even implies that j is a differential operator of order 0 inducing a bundle
isomorphism  : . — E (cf. Definition and Remark [266]). This proves (a).

Now assume k = oo. Let A € I'(L) be a section with j¢~1(A) = 0. By Lemma 48] the section A
locally takes the form

A=Y ra
1=1

for functions f; € C*°(M,K), fi(z) =0 and A; € T'(L). By using relation (22)), we see that

T T

((A), = Y In(ffA)), =D 0=0.

i=1 i=1



This proves that the order of the differential operator y is at most e—1 because j¢~*(A) = 0 already implies
(u(A)), = 0. Let (U, ) be a bundle chart of 7 : L. — M with corresponding chart (U, &) of M such that
£(U) is convex. We have the local forms p# : C*(U,€) — C*(U, g), i¥ : C*(U, Cent(t)) — C*(U, Cent(g))
and N7 € C*(U,N(g)) of p, i and Ny € T*(N(E)), respectively. Locally, the decomposition (2I), turns

into:
AP(f-1)=f 1+ N?.

The Taylor Formula yields, for each z € U and A € T'(L):

o [y a2 - Y HZN&(?JL— Eix))™ L0pA?(z) | =0, (23)

lal<e
Forz,y e U,i € {l,...,m} and o € N™ with |a| < e we write:
§ia(y) = &i(y) — &i(w),
Eaz(y) = H(&z(y) = &i(x)™,

i=1

0n.2(0) = [[(60) — @) - 07 4% 0).

Then we define smooth mappings Ni,..., Ny, : U = N(g) and po : U — Hom(, g) (in the sense of Lie
algebra morphisms), by setting for x € U, u € ¢ and the constant map ¢, : U — g, y — u:

po(x)(w) = p#(cu)(2)

and

We calculate:

- (H Nf”) (o O A7) = N (g 047)

i=1
Thus, by (23] and the fact that p is of order at most e — 1, we have the local form
n¥ 1 « e
AP Y L N (o - OF A7) (24)

la|<e
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It remains to show that each pg(x), where x € U, is bijective. This will be done in two steps. First, we
verify the following identitiy for A € T'(IL) and B € T'(E) with u(A) = B (implying u¥ (A¥) = B¥):

_pylel _1)lal
py=Y 0w o ary = Y E v my =), @)
lal<e la]<e
Note:
If Sq,...,Sm € N(g) and |a| > e, then S* = S{"o...0850m =0 (26)

because S can be written as a sum of |«|-th powers of linear combinations of the S; and the e-th power
of a nilpotent morphism cotained in N(g) is zero. Therefore we can perform the following manipulations:

al al

_1)lel —1)lel
Z( 1) ag(Na.Bsa)@ Z( 1) o NQ.Z%NB.(MO.agAW)

lal<e |a|<e [B]<e
— Z (_1)‘04 5 (Na-i-B . ( -GBA(’D))
- alpr o HoCe
lBi<e

@9 (71)‘(1‘ o a

=Y e ((N 80 1) ~a§Av’)
la+Bl<e

as) (_1)‘(1‘ « a+8—

= 3 7@7!(077)!@ (N“TPopg) - 9g+77 A%,
s

Now we perform the following substitutions: o :=a+ 8 —7, 8/ :=~vand 7/ := 3, thusa+ 8 =o' + 7,
a—y=d —v and vy < a <= 7' <. And so we can finally show (25):

(71)‘04 o o (71>|O¢\ o a+pB—
> (N B = Y 7@7!(04—7)@ (N0 o) - 977 A%
lal<e Jat+Bl<e

<«

()l (-

Gf/ (Na’Jrﬁ’ . MO) 'GE,AW

|a/+5/|<e
’Y/Sa/

) i W e Vv o
- ¥ Zwl!(a'—w! T (N o) - 0" a7

la’+8/|<e \7'<o

ol
D g~ U g (N7 (o - 49)) .

n
|p!|<e A

By the definition of P and po, if A?(z) =u = A’?(x) for A, A’ € T'(L) and = € U, then:

(=)

ol

—1)lel
P = Y o (v @) (o) (47 @)) = 3
lal<e || <e

O¢ (N* (@) (47 (cu)(x))) = P(A")().

So P(A)(z) € g depends on A¥ only via A¥(x) € ¢ and we can define a linear map P, : £ — g by
setting P, (A%?(z)) := P(A)(x) for z € U. We may also define linear maps Q, : g — g for z € U by
Q. (B?(x)) := Q(B)(x) for € U due to an analogous element as above with the N¢ instead of p. Since
any @, is a sum of 1 and a nilpotent linear map (see the sum in the third term of ([25]) evaluated in x),
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it is bijective. We define a smooth mapping 1 : U — Hom(g, £) (in the sense of Lie algebra morphisms)
by setting for z € U, v € g and the constant map ¢, : U — g, 2’ — v:

mo(2)(v) = (17")7 (eo)(@).

We now fix x € U and v € g. Since p is surjective, there exists A € I'(L) such that pu? (A%) = ¢,, thus
A?(x) =no(x)(v). By ([28), we have P, (no(z)(v)) = Q.(v). The injectivity of @, implies the injectivity
of no(z) : g — ¢ yielding e < d. By the symmetry of the arguments, uo(z) : € — g is also injective,
yielding d < e. So po(x) is an isomorphism of Lie algebras. O

Remark 2.99. If the Lie algebra € is complex simple, then it is central, i.e. Cent(¢) = C-1, by the Schur
Lemma. If the Lie algebra ¢ is real simple, then Proposition X.1.5 of [He78] says that £ satisfies exactly
one of the following two conditions:

A. t admits a complex structure and the complexification tc = € ® C is the direct sum of two simple
isomorphic ideals, hence ¢ is not a simple C-Lie algebra.

B. ¢ is a simple C-Lie algebra.

If the real simple Lie algebra £ is the Lie algebra associated to a compact Lie group, then its complexifi-
caton ¢ is complex simple by Lemma X.1.3 of [He78], so we are in case B and have Cent(¢) =R - 1.

Corollary 2.100. If we have one of the following two cases:
1. the Lie algebra € is complex simple,
2. the Lie algebra € is real simple and associated to a compact Lie group,

then for any p € Aut (Fk(L)), where k € N, there is a CF-diffeomorphism X : M — M such that [ ocan

be identified with some py € T* (Auty(L)), i.e. a C¥-section in T'* (Hom(IL, L)) where for all x € M
the map po(x) : Ly — Ly is an isomorphism of Lie algebras. The bundle Auty(IL) is isomorphic to
Aut(L) := Autia,, (L) by (f : Lo = L)) — (p 7o f: Ly — Lg).

Corollary 2.101. In both of the cases of Corollary[ZI00, the Lie algebra of C*-sections, where k € N, of
the trivial bundle L. = M x ¢ is naturally isomorphic to C*(M,€) and, since Diff*(M) and T* (Aut(L)) =
C*(M, Aut(t)) can be naturally embedded into Aut(C*(M,¢)) as a subgroup and a normal subgroup,
respectively, we obtain the isomorphism

Aut(CF(M, ) = C*(M, Aut(¥)) x Diff*(M).
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