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Abstract

An analog of Baumslag-Solitar’s group BS(1, k) naturally acts on the
sphere by conformal transformations. The action is not locally rigid in
higher dimension, but exhibits a weak form of local rigidity. More pre-
cisely, any perturbation preserves a smooth conformal structure.

1 Introduction

Over the last two decades, it has been found that many smooth actions of
discrete groups exhibit local rigidity. Most of known examples are classified
into two classes:

1. Anosov or partially hyperbolic Z"-actions, and homogeneous actions of
cocompact lattices related to Anosov or partially hyperbolic R"-actions

with n > 2 (e.g. [4l [12] 13| [16]).

2. Isometric, or quasi-affine actions of lattices or groups with Property (T)

(e.g. [2,7, B, 19)).

See Fisher’s survey [5] for more related results.

One of the exceptions is an action of Baumslag-Solitar’s group BS(1, k) on
the circle. For k > 2, Baumslag-Solitar’s group BS(1,k) is a finitely presented
solvable group defined by BS(1,k) = (a,b | aba™' = b*). It is isomorphic to a
group generated by two affine transformations of the real line; f(z) = kz and
g(z) = x + ¢ with ¢ # 0. The natural extensions of f and g to S* = RU {co}
define a real analytic action p. of BS(1,k) on S'. Remark that p,. is conjugate
to p1 by a diffeomorphism h(z) = ¢ z.

Theorem 1.1 (Burlsem and Wilkinson [I]). Any real analytic action of BS(1, k)
on the circle is locally rigid. In particular, the action p. is locally rigid.
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In the same paper, Burslem and Wilkinson also gave a smooth classification
of C" actions of BS(1, k) on S! by using Navas’ complete topological classifica-
tion of C? solvable actions on one-dimensional manifolds ([I5]). Guelman and
Liousse [9] extended the classification by Burslem and Wilkinson to C! actions
by using Cantwell and Conlon’s work [3] on C*! actions of BS(1, k) on the circle
or an closed interval, and Rivas’ work [I7] on C° action of BS(1,k) on the real
line.

Recently, some people have studied actions of Baumslag-Solitar like groups
on higher dimensional manifolds. McCarthy [I4] proved the rigidity of trivial
actions of a large class of abelian-by-cyclic groups on an arbitrary dimensional
closed manifold. Guelman and Liousse [I0] studied actions of BS(1, k) on sur-
faces, and gave a C*° faithful action on the 2-torus which is not locally rigid
even in topological sense.

In this paper, we study a natural higher dimensional analog of the standard
BS(1, k)-action p.. For n > 1 and k > 2, we define a finitely generated solvable
group 'y, by

T = (a,b1,..., by | abja™ =05, bib; = b;b; for any i,j = 1,...,n).

The group I'y, ;; admits a natural action on the n-dimensional sphere S™. We
identify S™ with R™ U {oo} by the stereographic projection. For any basis
B = (vy,---,v,) of R", define a T',, p-action pp on S™ by

o p%(z) = kz and plY(z) = = + v; for € R* = §™\ {0},

o pih(00) = pli(00) = oo.

The action pp preserves the standard conformal structure on S™ and we call it
the standard action associated to B. For n = 1 and v; = ¢ # 0, the group I'y ;, is
the Baumslag-Solitar group BS(1, k) and the action pp is the standard action
pe. Therefore, pp is locally rigid by Theorem [[L1lif n = 1. On the other hand,
pp is not locally rigid for any basis B if n > 2 (see Proposition B]). Hence, a
direct analog of Theorem [[LT] does not hold.

The aim of this paper is to show that the action pp exhibits a weak form of
local rigidity for n > 2.

To state the main theorem, we recall basic concepts on rigidity of group
actions. Let T be a discrete group and G a topological group. By Hom(T', G),
we denote the set of homomorphism from I" to G. For p € Hom(I', G) and v € T,
we put p?¥ = p(7y). The set Hom(T', G) is naturally identified with a subset of a
power set GT'. The product topology on GT induces a topology on Hom(T', G).
When G is Hausdorff, a sequence (pm)m>1 in Hom(T', G) converges to p if and
only if p, converges to p” for any v € I'.

Let M be a smooth closed manifold. In the below, all smooth maps and
diffeomorphisms are of class C*°. By Diff (M), we denote the group of diffeo-
morphisms of M. It naturally becomes a topological group by the C'**°-topology.
For a discrete group I', a smooth left I'-action on M is just a homomorphism
from I" to Diff(M). Hence, Hom(T", Diff (M)) is identified with the space of



(smooth left) T'-actions on M. We say that two actions p1 € Hom(T', Diff (M;))

and py € Hom(T', Diff (M3)) are smoothly conjugate if there exists a diffeomor-

phism h : M;— M such that pJ o h = hop] for any v € I'. We also say that an

action pg € Hom(T', Diff (M)) is locally rigid if there exists a neighborhood U of

po in Hom(T", Diff (M)) such that any action p in U is smoothly conjugate to po.
Now, we are ready to state the main theorem of this paper.

Main Theorem. Suppose n,k > 2. Let pp be the standard T, -action on
S™ associated to a basis B of R™. Then, there exists a neighborhood U C
Hom(T',, i, Diff (S™)) of pp such that any p € U is smoothly conjugate to pp
for some basis B' = B'(p) of R™. In particular, any action in U preserves a
C> conformal structure of S™.

The proof is divided into three steps: First, we show a local version of the
main theorem, i.e., rigidity of pp as a local action at co. This is the main step
of the proof. Second, we prove that any perturbation of pp admits a global
fixed point near co. Finally, we extend the local conjugacy obtained in the first
step to a global one.

The strategy for the first step is close to Burslem and Wilkinson’s one in
[1]. However, there is an essential difference from their case; the action pp
admits non-trivial deformation. The difficulty is that there seems no direct
way to find a basis B’ = B’(p) such that p is conjugate to pps for a given
perturbation p of pg. To overcome it, we follow Weil’s idea in [I8], where he
controlled deformation of lattices of Lie groups by the first cohomology of a
deformation complex. Remark that Benveniste [2] and Fisher [6] proved local
rigidity of isometric actions by applying Weil’s idea to Hom(T', Diff (M)). In
their cases, the deformation complex is infinite dimensional, and hence, they
needed Hamilton’s Implicit Function Theorem for tame maps between Fréchet
spaces. In our case, we reduce the deformation complex to a finite dimensional
one and Weil’s Implicit Function Theorem is sufficient.

In [I], Burslem and Wilkinson gave another proof of the first step above for
BS(1, k)-actions on S'. They showed the existence of an invariant projective
structure on a neighborhood of the global fixed point by using the Schwarzian
derivative. The author does not know whether there is an analogous proof for
higher dimensional case. Finding it seems an interesting problem.
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2 Proof of Main Theorem

2.1 Local version of the main theorem

Let M, (R) be the set of real square matrices of size n and GL,,(R) be the group
of invertible matrices in M, (R). We identify each element of M, (R) with an
n-tuple of column vectors in R™. Under this identification, GL, (R) is the set



of bases of R™. By || - ||, we denote the Euclidean norm of R™. Let S"(R™) be
the set of symmetric r-multilinear maps from (R™)" to R™. We define a norm
I+ 11 on S7(R™) by

1) = sup{[|F (&1, & | &, -, & € R™, ||&]] < 1 for any i}

Remark that [|[F(&1,...,8)|| < [|IF] - ||&] - |&-|| for any &, ...,& € R™ and
| A is the operator norm of A € M, (R) = S*(R™).

Let D(R™,0) be the group of germs of local diffeomorphisms of R™ at the
origin. For F' € D(R™,0), we denote the r-th derivative of F' at the origin by

D((JT)F. It is an element of S"(R™). For r > 2, we define the C}, .-topology on

D(R™,0) by a pseudo-distance doy (F,G) = Y7, ||D61)F - DéZ)GH(i). Remark
that dey is not a distance, and hence, the Cj, -topology is not Hausfdorff.
For a discrete group T, the C], _-topology on Hom(I', D(R",0)) is naturally
introduced as before. We say that two local actions Py, P, € Hom(T', D(R",0))
are smoothly conjugate if there exists H € D(R™,0) such that Py o H = Ho P/
for any v € T

Let ¢ be a diffeomorphism from S™\{0} to R™ given by

For B € M, (R), we define a local action Pg € Hom(T',, 1, D(R™,0)) by
P; :gi_)op’éoq;*l.
In this subsection, we prove the following local version of the main theorem.

Theorem 2.1. For B € GL,(R), there exists a C? -neighborhood U of Pp

such that any local action P € U is smoothly conjugate to Pg: for some B’ =
B'(P) € GL,(R).

The proof is divided into several steps. First, we show the stability of linear
part of P%. Let F' be the element of D(R",0) given by

F(z) =k 'a.

Notice that P& = F and D{” P% = I for any B € M,(R) and i = 1,...,n.

Lemma 2.2. Let m be a positive integer and Py be a local action in Hom(T',, 1, D(R™,0)).
Suppose that Dél)Pf =k~ and Dél)Pfi =1 foranyi=1,...,n. Then, there

exists a C}-neighborhood U of P, in Hom(T,, 1, D(R™,0)) such that D((Jl)Pbi =1
foranyPeld andi=1,...,n.

Proof. Put ci; = k!/[j!(k — j)!]. There exists 6 > 0 such that

k
§- [k+k+> 021+ k0 | <

1
: 2
j=2



Take a C}, -neighborhood U of P, such that ||D((Jl)P7 - Dél)PﬂH < § for any

PelUand v = a,by,...,by. Fix P U and i =1,...,n. We put A =
p{Vpe — DSV Pe and B = DY P — DV PP, We need to show that B =
0. Since Dél)Pf = k1], Dél)Pfi = I, and P%o Pb = PY o P?, we have
(k7T + A)(I + B) = (I + B)*(k~'I + A). Hence,
. 1)
(k—1D)|B|" = |kAB — kE*BA =Y cx; BI(I + kA)

Jj=2

k
KO+ K25+ erid? M1+ ko)) | - || B

<
j=2
1
< = ||B||W.
<318l
Since k£ > 2, we obtain that B = 0. o

Second, we show the stability of the linear part of P% Let (-, ) be the
Euclidean inner product of R™. For v € R", we define Q, € S?(R") by

Qu(&:m) = (&m)-v—= (&) -n—(n,0) - & (1)

By a direct calculation, we can check that
2) pbi __
DP Pl =2Q,,
for any B = (v1,...,v,) € Mp(R) and i =1,...,n.
Lemma 2.3. For any given B € GL,,(R), there exists a C3-neighborhood U of
Pgp in Hom(T'y, x, D(R™,0)) such that D(()l)P“ = k™I for any P € U.
Proof. For any F,G € D(R"™,0) with D(()l)G =1, it is easy to see that
DY (FoG)=DPF+ D{VFoD{Ya,
D(G* o F) = DY'F + k- DY G o (DSVF, DSV F).

Put B = (v1,...,v,). Since B = (v1,...,v,) is a basis of R™, there exists a
constant € > 0 such that max;—;,__,{[|Av;||} > €]|A’|V) for any A" € M, (R).
By Lemmal[22] there exists a C}. -neighborhood U of Pp such that D((Jl)Pbi =1
for any P € U. Let U be a C?, _-open neighborhood of Pp consisting of P € U
such that

mas {3|DFVP" —2Qu,|? + k- DV P* 1| - | DF P

(2)} < €.

Fix P € U; and put
A=k-D\VpPe—1,
B; = D P — DP Pl = D P - 2Q,,,
Ci = Ao Qy, —2Qy, o (A,1).



We will show that A = 0. Since P% o P% = P% o P? we have
kNI + A)o (2Qu, + Bi) = k- (2Qu, + B;) o (k™" (I + A), k™" (I + A)).
It implies that
2||Cil|® = [|[Ao B; — 2B; o (A, 1) — (2Qu, + Bi) o (4, A)||®
< AN - (3Bl + AP - 1DE P @)

<A™
for any i = 1,...,n. The definition of @, also implies C;(v;,v;) = |Jv|? - Av;,
and hence, ||C;||® > ||Av;||. Therefore, we obtain

2e[ A1V <2 max | Avil| < €] A,

It implies that A = 0, and hence, D{” P? = k=1 - I. O

Let M) be the subset of Hom(T',, x, D(R™,0)) consisting of local actions P
such that P = F and Dél)Pbi =1 for any ¢ = 1,...,n. Notice that Pg is an
element of M/ for any B € GL,,(R).

Proposition 2.4. Let B be an element of GL,,(R). For any given C? _-neighborhood
Uy of Pg in Hom(T,, i, D(R™,0)), there exists another C? -neighborhood U of

loc
Pp such that any P € U is smoothly conjugate to a local action in Uy N M].

Proof. By Lemmas and I3 there exists a C? -neighborhood U; of Pp in
Hom (T, 5, D(R™,0)) such that D{YPa = k=1 . T and D" P = I for any
PelUiandi=1,...,n. Fix P €U;. It is known that if a local diffeomorphism

F € D(R"™,0) satisfies D(()l)F = ad for some 0 < « < 1 then it is smoothly
linearizable (see e.g. [11, Theorem 6.6.6]). Hence, their exists H € D(R",0)

such that D((Jl)H =TI and F = Ho P*o H™'. We define a local action PH €
Hom(T, ¢, D(R™, 0)) by (PH)Y = Ho PYo H=1. Since D\ (PH)¥ = DV pbi =
I, the local action P is contained in M}. From the equation Déz)(H oF) =
D((JQ) (P%o H), we obtain (k — 1)D(()2)H = kzD((f)P“. Hence, there exists a small
C? -neighborhood U C U; of Py such that PH € Uy for any P € U. O

loc™

Following Weil’s idea, we reduce Theorem [2.1] to exactness of a linear com-
plex. Put

Mo = GL,(R) x GL(R),
My = {(Gi)lﬁign € D(R",0)" D(()l)Gi =I1,FoG;=G}oF forany 7;}7
My = {(Cij)i<icj<n | Cij € S*R™)} = (SPR™)""~ /2,



Define maps ® : Myg—M; and ¥ : M;— M5 by
(I)(A, B) = (A o] P]gf 0] A_l)lgign,

Y((Gi)i<i<n) = G [D((JB)(GZ' 0G;j) — D§V(Gjo Gi)D

1<i<j<n
By O, we denote the zero element of My = S3(R")™"~1)/2, Then,
Uo®(A B)=0nr,, WP, ... P")=0u,

for any (A,B) € Mg and P € M. Moreover, if ®(4,B) = (P",..., P’),
then P is smoothly conjugate to Pg by the linear map A.
The following is a direct corollary of Proposition 2.41

Corollary 2.5. To prove Theorem [21), it is sufficient to show the existence of

a C},-neighborhood V. of (Py)i<i<n in My such that
T Om,) NV =Im @ NV,
for any given B € GL,(R). O

Let us recall Weil’s Implicit Function Theorem.

Theorem 2.6 (Weil, [18]). Let o : Mo— My and &1 : M1—Ms be smooth maps
between manifolds My, My, and Ms. Suppose that ®10P is a constant map with
value 9 € My. If Ker(D®q),, = Im(D®g),, for xg € My and 1 = Pg(xg) €
My, then there exists a neighborhood U of x1 such that Im ®oNU = @fl(:vg)ﬁU.

The spaces M admits a natural smooth structure as an open subset of a
finite dimensional vector space M,,(R)2. The space My = (S3(R"))™»~1)/2 also
does as a finite dimensional vector space. If the maps ® and ¥ are smooth with
respect to some smooth structure on M; compatible to the C? -topology and
they satisfy Ker D\I/(P}z;1 vvvvv piny = Im D®(; gy, then Theorem 2.1] follows from
Corollary 2.5l and Weil’s theorem. To introduce a smooth structure on M, we
define a map © : M;—8?(R")" by

1
O(Gy,...,Gn) = 5(fo’Gl, .., DPa,).

Lemma 2.7. The map © is a homeomorphism with respect to the Cfoc-topology

on Mj.

Proof. Since D((Jl)Gi = [ for any (G1,...,G,) € M; and any 4, the map O is
continuous by the definition of the C? -topology.

Next, we show that © is surjective. Put (e1,...,e,) = I and take Q €
S%(R™). Let Gg € D(R™,0) be the time-t map of the local flow generated by

the quadratic vector field Xg(z) = Q(z,x). Then, G§,(0) = 0, Dél)GtQ =1,



and F'OGtQ ngOF'for any t € R. Since

d. 2 o O t

—I|D iy Cj = 9t 901,

7 Po Golle ej)t:to ot 5501'5%‘GQ(I) (2,£)=(0,t0)
_ 8722 5(z)

8xi8xj ot @ (z,t)=(0,t0)

=P 6 (@), ¢ )
o 8$18$j Q ) @ ! =0
- (D to(e,), DSV G (e,
=2Q(Dy "G (ei), Dy "G (e;)
= 2Q(ei7 e])

for any 4,7 =1,...,n and tg € R, we have D(()2)Gz2 = 2tQ for any t. Therefore,
OG-, Gh ) = (Q1,...,Qn) for any (Q1,...,Qn) € SHR™)".

Finally, we show that © is injective. Remark that the bijectivity of © implies
that it is an open map. Take G1,G2 € D(RY,0) such that that D((Jl)Gi =1
and FoG; = Gk o F for i = 1,2, and DPGy = D' G,. We will show that
G1 = Go. For R > 0, we put Bg = {z € RY | ||z|| £ R}. Fix representatives
G of G; for each i = 1,2. Since G;(0) = 0 and D{"G; = I, there exists Ry > 0
and 1 < ¢ < vk such that

. ég” ) é’lnl is well-defined on Bpg, for any m,m’ =1,...,k,
° FOéizéfoponBRo fori=1,2,

o max{||GT(2)], G20 GT"(2)[|} < cl|z], and [|G5*(2) = G5 (=")[| < ¢z — 2|
for any z,2’ € Bg, and m=1,...,k

For 0 < R < Ry, we put

A(R) = Zseug)R HGl (Zﬂ;f?(z)”

Since D(()Q)Gl = D(()Q)G27 then Gl — GQ is of at least third order at the ori-
gin. Hence, A(R) is finite. For any z € Bg, and m = 1,...,k, we have
max{[|GT" (k™' 2)||, [[G2 0 GT"(k~'2) ||} < (¢/k)]|2]| < Ro, and hence,
1G1(2) = Ga(2)|| = k- | F o G1(2) — F o Ga(2)||
=k-||GY (k™ 2) = GE(k12))
k
<EY NGE oG (kT ) = G o G (2|
m=1

k
< ke Z [GE=mFL (B ) — Gy o GE™(k712).

m=1



Since [|GE=™(k=12)|| < (¢/k)||z|| < Ro, it implies that
1G1(2) = G2(2)|| < K?c- A(Ro) - [(e/k) - [12]]° = (¢ /k) - A(Ro) - |12].

Therefore, A(Ry) < (c*/k)A(Ro). Since ¢ < vk, we have A(Ry) = 0, and
hence, G; = G2 on Bg, O

Since
DS (AoPloA™ )= Ao DP Py o(A™, A1) =240Q,, 0 (A1, A7),
for A € GL,(R) and B = (v1,...,v,) € GL,(R), the map © o ® satisfies
(©0®)(A,B)=(A0Qy, o (A7, A ) 1<icn. (2)

Hence, © o ® is smooth. For Q,Q" € S?(R"), we define the bracket [Q,Q’] €
S*(R™) by
[Q,Q'1(&:n.0) ={Q(&,Q'(n,0)) + Q(n,Q'(0,€)) + Q(6,Q" (&)}
—{Q'(§,Q(n,0)) +Q'(n,Q(0,6)) + Q'(0,Q(&,n))}

It can be checked that
DGy, DY Ga] = D) (Gy 0 Ga) — DG 0 Gy) (3)
for any Gy, G2 € D(RY,0) with Dél)Gl = D(()l)GQ = I. Therefore,

(WoO M) (Q1, .., Qn) = ([Qi, Qi) 1<icj<n- (4)

Since the bracket is bi-linear, the map ¥ o ©~! is a smooth map.
For B = (v1,...,v,) € GL,(R), we put

L% =D(©0®) ;1 p),
LY — D(\If o @_1)((;)”17””’@%).

We identify the tangent spaces of Mg and §?(R™)™ of each point with M, (R™)?
and S?(R™)", respectively. Then, Equations (2) and (@) imply that
LY(A' B = (A 0Qy, — Qu, 0 (A, 1) — Qu, 0 (I, A') + Qu )1<i<n
LE(ar, - qn) = ([a5, Qo] — [0, Qui])1<icj<n

for any (A’,B’) € M,(R)?> with B’ = (w1,...,w,) and any (qi1,...,qn) €
S%(R™)™. The following proposition can be shown by a formal computation
and we postpone the proof until Section 2.3

Proposition 2.8. Ker LY = Im L‘IE}.

Theorem 2.1 follows from Corollary 2.5] Theorem 2.6, and the proposition
since H is a homeomorphism between M; and S?(R™)™.



2.2  From local to global

In this subsection, we prove the main theorem. For a discrete group I' and a
I'-action p on a manifold M, we say that a point p € M is a global fized point
if p7(p) = p for any v € T'. Remark that the point oo is the unique global fixed
point of pp for any B € GL,(R).

In this subsection, we assume that n > 2 since the case n = 1 was already
shown by Burslem and Wilkinson. First, we show that any local conjugacy to
the standard I';, x-action extends to a global one.

Proposition 2.9. Suppose that an action p € Hom(T',, i, Diff(M)) admits a
global fized point pso and there exists a smooth coordinate ¢ of S™ at poo and
B € GL,(R) such that ¢(pss) = 0 and ¢pop? o~ = P} as elements of D(R™,0)
for any v € I'y, . Then, p is smoothly conjugate to pp.

Proof. Recall that ¢ : S"—R™ is the local coordinate at oo glven by o(z) =
(1/||«]|?) - = and the local action Pg is deﬁned by P} = ¢oppop. We put
U, = S"\[-r,7]" for r > 0 and A, = {bi',...,bE'}. By assumption, there
exists R > 0 and a neighborhood U’ of p such that

bopTost = dophod!

on ¢(Ug) for any v € {a*'} U Ay. Since plgn (x) converges to oo as n goes to
infinity for any x € S™, we can take m, > 0 such that pg ’ (x) is contained in
Ug. Define a map h : S*"—S" by

my _ bmm
haz)=p" " o(p7 od)opg (2)
First, we see that h(z) does not depend on the choice of m,. Suppose that

plg (z) is contained in Ug. Since p}, is a translation for any v € Ay and S™\Ug =
[—R, R]|"™ is a convex subset of R, there exists a L sequence (75)1<j<i of elements

of Ay such that b7 = 7,716 and pli~ "

( ) is contained in Ug for any
j=1,...,1[1 Then,

ey BT _ - . ey b
oo (67 0 d) oy M (@) = (97 0 @) o p T (a),

This implies that

P o (¢ o g) o p (x) = ptr (¢ o ¢) Mot (x)
=ph" o (o~ O@OPZ)TI(CC)
= Pb;m ° ( 0 ¢) o (z)
= h(z).

Therefore, h(z) does not depend on the choice of m,.

IWe need n > 2 here.
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For any given zy € S™, there is a choice of (my)zesn which is constant
on a small neighborhood of xg. This implies that h is a locally diffeomorphic
at xg, and hence, h is a covering map. Since S™ is simply-connected, h is
diffeomorphism.

It is easy to see that hop}, = p” o h for any v € Ay. For any given x € S™,

km
there exists m > 1 such that pl];l (2) is contained in Ug. Then,

a _ prkm —1 g b)fm a
hopg(x)=p  o(¢  0d)opy opp(a)
—km _ _ a pm
=ph o9 o) ophopg (x)
—km a _ — b7n
=p" " opto(¢Ttod)opy (x)
a —m _ — pm
=ptop’ o (¢ 0 g)opg (2)
= p® o h(x).

Therefore, h is a smooth conjugacy between pp and p. O

Next, we give a criterion for the persistence of a global fixed point of a
I';, p-action.

Lemma 2.10. Let M be a manifold and p be an action in Hom(T',, i, Diff (M)).
Suppose that po has a global fized point py such that (Dpd),, = k~'I and
(ngi)p0 =1 for any i = 1,...,n. Then, there exists a neighborhood U C
Hom(T',, &, Diff (M) of po and a continuous map p : U—M such that p(po) = po
and p(p) is a global fized point of p for any p € U.

Proof. Take k™! < A < 1and § > 0 so that A+ ké < 1. Fix an open neighbor-
hood U of py and a local coordinate ¢ : U—R™. There exist convex neighbor-
hoods V and V; of ¢(pg) and a neighborhood Uy of pg which satisfy the following
conditions for any p e Uy and i = 1,...,n;

o $0p" 0! is well-defined on V for any I = 0,1 and m =0, ..., k.

° (bopbi o¢_1(Vl) cV.

e [D(poprod )| < Xand |[D(pop’ opt), —I|| <6 forany z € V
andm=1,...,k.

By the persistence of attracting fixed point, there exists a neighborhood U C Uy
of po and a continuous map p : U—¢~1 (V1 NV) such that p(po) = po and p(p) is
an attracting fixed point of p® for any p € U. Since pgi (po) = po, by replacing U
with a smaller neighborhood of pg, we may assume that p% (p(p)) € ¢~ (ViNV)
forany peld andi=1,...,n.

Fix i = 1,...,nand p € U. Put z. = ¢(p(p)), F = ¢pop®o ¢t and
G = ¢op’op~l. We will show G(z.) = 2z,. Since 2, and G(z,) are contained
in V,

[F0G(z) = F(z) || < MG (2:) = 2,
(G™H(2) = G(2:)) = (G™(2) — 2| < OIIG(2s) — 2]l

11



form=0,...,k—1. Since Fo G = G* o F and F(2,) = z., the former implies

IG* (20) = 2]l < MG (22) = 2.

Hence,
k-1
ko2 = Gl < G (20) = 2]l + D IG™HH (2) = G (20) = Glza) + 2|
m=0

<A+ KO- ||G(2) — 2]

Since A+ k6 < 1, this implies G(z.) = z.. Therefore, p(p) is a global fixed point
of p. O

Now, we prove the main theorem.

Proof of Main Theorem. Take open neighborhoods U C S™ of co and V C R"
of 0, and a family (¢p)pev of diffeomorphisms from U to V such that ¢o, =
¢, ¢p(p) = 0 for any p € U, and the map (p,q) — ¢,(q) is smooth. Fix
B € GL,(R). The action pp satisfies the assumption of Lemma Hence,
there exists a neighborhood U; of pp and a continuous map p : Uy —U such
that p(p) is a global fixed point of p for any p € U;. We define a local action
P, € Hom(I,, 1, D(R™,0)) by P} = ¢y, 0 p” 0 ¢1;(1p). Then, the map p +— P, is
C? -continuous map from U; to Hom(I',, 5, D(R™,0)). By Theorem 1] there
exists a neighborhood U C U; of pp such that P, is smoothly conjugate to Pp:
for some B’ = B'(p) € GL,(R) for any p € U. By Proposition[29] p is smoothly
conjugate to pp. o

2.3 Proof of Proposition 2.8

In this subsection, we give a proof of the following proposition, which we have
not shown in Subsection 2.1

Proposition 2.8l Ker LY =Im L$.

Our proof is formal and lengthy computation. It may be interesting to find
a more geometric proof.

Fix B = (v1,...,v,) € GL,(R). Recall that the linear maps L% : M,,(R")?—8?(R")"
and L} : S?(R")"—S3(R™)™"~1/2 are given by

L%(A/7 B/) = (A/ o Q'Ui - Q'Ui © (Alv I) - QU'L o (Iv A/) + Qwi)lﬁiﬁn
LE(ar, - an) = ([a5, Qu,] — [0, Qui])1<icj<n

for any (A’,B’) € M,(R)? with B’ = (w1,...,w,) and any (qi,...,q,) €
S?(R™)", where

Qu(&m) = (&) -v— (&) -n—(n,v) - & (5)
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and

[Q,Q1(6,n.0) ={Q(5,Q'(n,0)) + Q(n, Q"(6,€)) + Q(,Q"(&,n))}

First, we reduce the problem to the case B = I.

Lemma 2.11. For B, B’ € GL,(R), Ker L}, = Im LY, if and only if Ker LY, =
ImL%,.

Proof. Put B = (v1,...,v,) and B' = (w1,...,w,). Take A = (a;;) € GL,(R)
such that B’ = BA. Since the map v — @, is linear,

(Qw17"'7an) = (Qvlv"'van)'A'

It implies that Im LY, = Im LY - A. For (qi,...,q,) € Ker L} we have

<Z am%) yQuy | — KZ alez) 7Qwi1 = > aria;([gr, Qu] = @1, Quy)) = 0.
=1 =1

k=1
Hence, Ker L% - A is a subspace of Ker L,. Similarly, Ker L}, - A~! is a subspace
of Ker L. Therefore, Ker L}, = Ker L}, - A. O

By the lemma, it is sufficient to show Proposition 2.8 for B = I. Put
I=(ey,...,en). It is easy to check the following properties of Q..

Lemma 2.12. For v € R" and mutually disjoint 1,5,k =1,...,n,
Qei (ei; U) = Qei (U, e’i) = -0,

Qei(ej’ej) = €4,
Qe (ej,ex) = 0.

O
Let W be the subspace of S?(R"™)" consisting of (q1,...,qn) such that
g5(ej,¢5) =0, (6)
(ei,q5(eis €4)) + (ej, qiles, €5)) = 0, (7)
{e1, qr(ej,€5)) =0 (8)

forany i,7=1,...,n.
Lemma 2.13. IfKer LY NW = {0}, then Ker LY =Im LY.

Proof. We show that S?(R™)" = W + Im LT. Once it is shown, then the as-
sumption Ker LY N W = {0} implies Ker LY = Im L? since Im LY C Ker LY.
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For A,B € M,(R), let q;"B be the j-th component of LY(A, B). Fix
(q1,---,qn) € S2(R™)" and we will find A, B € M,,(R) such that

0;"P(ej.e5) = q;(ej.€)) 9)
(e, @) P(eired)) + (e, 7P (e, €5)) = (eirqj(eir i) + (e, ailejre5))  (10)
(er. 1" (ej.€))) = (er. qulej. €5)). (11)

These equations imply that (g1, ...,q,) — LT (A, B) is an element of W.
Take A = (ai;), B = (bi;) € Mp(R). A direct computation with Lemma [ZT2]
implies that

q;'q)B(ejv ej) =Ao er (ejv ej) - 2er (Aejv ej) + QBej (ejv ej)

= Aej + ) bij Qe (e, €5)
k=1
= (aj; = bjj)ej + ) (anj +bij)er, (12)
ki
6" (ej,¢5) = Ao Qe,lej,¢5) — 2Qc, (A, €5) + Qe, (€5, €5)

=Aei =2 ar;Qeex €j) + Y briQey (€5, €5)

k=1 k=1
= (aii — 2aj; + bii)ei + (aji + 2a;; — bji)ej + Z (aki + bri)ex
k#i,5
for any mutually distinct ¢,5 = 1,...,n. The latter equation implies that

(eia P (eire)) + (e )" (eg, €5)) = B(aij + aji) — (bij +bji)  (13)
for any mutually distinct ¢, =1,...,n and
(e1.q1 P (ej. €5)) = a1 — 2a;; + bnn (14)

forany j=2,...,n
Pllt Sij = <ei7qj(€j;ej)>7 tij = <6j,qi(6j,€j)>, and ’(,Lj = <€1,Q1(€j,6j)> fOI‘
i,j = 1, ey n. Remark that S11 = tll = Uuz. Put all = 811/2, b11 = —511/2,
aj; = —uj/2, bjj = —sj; — (u;/2)

for j =2,...,n, and

1
Z(Sz‘j +ti5),

Qi =

1

73815 — tig)

for any mutually distinct ¢,j = 1,...,n. By the equations (I2)), (I3]), and (EIZI)
A = (a;;) and B = (b;;) satisfy the equatlons @, @), and ([II.

bij = sij — i =
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Fix (q1,...,q,) € Ker LY N W. By the lemma, the goal is to show that
G =--=qn=0.

Lemma 2.14. ¢;(e;,e;) = g;(ej,e;) =0 forany i,j=1,...,n.

Proof. When ¢ = j, it is just shown by Equation (@) in the definition of W.
Take mutually distinct 7,7 = 1,...,n. Then,

0= 5105 Qu,] — [a5, Qe )es 5.6
= {aile;, Qc, (€5, €5)) — Qe; (5, qilej, €5)) }
—{g5(ej, Qe (e5,¢5)) — Qe (ej,q5(ej,€5))}
= {ailej, —e;) +ailej, e5)} — {gj(ej. €) — Qe,(e;,0)}

= —q;(ej, ).
Since g; is symmetric, we also obtain that ¢;(e;,e;) = 0. O
Lemma 2.15. For anyt,j=1,...,n,
(ei qi(ej, e5)) + (ej, gj(eis ei)) = 0. (15)
For any i,j,k=1,...,n with i # k,

(ex, qi(ej, €5)) = 0. (16)
Proof. When i = j, Lemma follows from the definition of W. Suppose that
i # j. Since gi(ei, e;) = g;(es,e;) = gj(ej, ;) = 0 by Lemma 214 and Equation
(@) in the definition of W, we have
[qia er](eiv €5, ej) = {qi(eia er (Ej, ej)) + ZQi(eja er (61', ej))}
- {er (61', qi(ejv ej)) + 2Q8j (Ej, qi(eia ej))}
= {aqi(ei; —€5) + 2qi(ej, —e;)}
— {{eiailejeg)) - ej — (ej, ailej, e5)) - € +2Qe; (€5, 0) }
= (ej, qilej, €5)) - €i — (ei, qilej, €5)) - €5,
(07, Qe.](€i: €5, €5) = {gj(ei, Qe (€5, €5)) + 245 (€5, Qe, (€4, €5)) }
—{Qei(eis qj(ej,€5)) +2Qe, (e),q5(ei, €5)) }
= {g;(ei, e:) + 2q5(ej, —€5)} — {Qe,(€:,0) 4+ 2Qc, (¢, 0) }
= q;(ei, €i).
Since [gi, Qc,;] — [¢j, Qe,] = 0,
qj(eis €i) = (5, qi(ej, €5)) - e; — (ei, qi(ej, €5)) - €.
By taking the inner product with ey, we obtain that (gi(e;,e;),ex) = 0 for
k #14,j. By taking the inner product with e; and e;, we also have
(ei,qj(eiseq)) — (ej, qi(ej, €5)) =0
(ej,qj(ei, €i)) + (e qilej, e5)) = 0.
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The latter is Equation ([[3). Equation (I6]) follows from the former and Equation
(@) in the definition of W. O

Equations [®) and (IH) imply that

(e1,q1(ej,€5)) = (€5, qj(e1, e1)) = 0. (17)
for any j = 1,...,n. Now, we prove Proposition 2§ for n = 2.
Proposition 2.16. Ifn =2, then Ker L}I’ =Im L}D.

Proof. For (q1,q2) € Ker LY N W, (e;,q;(ex,e;)) = 0 for any 4,5,k,1 = 1,2 by
Lemmas 214 215 and Equation ([I7). Therefore, g1 = g2 = 0. Lemma 213
implies that Ker LY = Im LY. Proposition for n = 2 follows from Lemma

211 O
We continue the proof for n > 3.

Lemma 2.17. g;(ej,ex) = q;(er, i) = qu(ei,e;) for mutually distinct i, j,k =
1,...,n.
Proof. Since 1, j, k are mutually distinct, Lemma implies
1
3 [0, Qc,](ers er, ex) = qiler, Qe, (ex, ex)) — Qe; (ek, qi(er, ex))
= qi(ex, ;) — {(ex, giex, ex)) - €j — (ej, qiex, ex)) - ex}

= gi(ex, €j).

Similarly, we have (1/3) - [q;, Qe;](ek, ek, €x) = g;(ek, €;). Hence,

’ ([iner] - [qj7Q8i])(ekvek7ek) =0.

gi(er,ej) — qjler, e;) =

Wl =

It implies ¢;(e;, ex) = gi(ex, e;) = g;(ex, €;). By permutations of indices (¢, j, k),
we obtain that g;(ex, e;) = qx(es, ;). O

Lemma 2.18. Fori,j,k=1,...,n,

qi(ej7 ej) =0, (18)
<ei= Qi(ejv ek)> = <€j7 Qi(ejv ek)> = <ek7 Qi(ejv ek)> =0. (19)
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Proof. For mutually distinct 7,5,k =1,...,n,

[ai, Qc,](e), ers ex) = {ai(ej, Qe, (ex, ex)) + 2¢i(ex, Qe, (e5, €x)) }
—{Qe, (e, qi(ex, ex)) + 2Qe, (ex, qi(ej, €x)) }
= {ai(ej, ej) + 2qi(ex, —ex)}
—{—ailer, ex) + 2 ({ex, ai(ej, ex)) - €; — (€5, ¢i(e;, €x)) - €x)}
= qi(ej, €j) — gilex, ex)
— 2{ex, gilej, ex)) - €5 + 2(ej, qi(ej, ex)) - ex,
[, Qe ](e), exs ex) = {gj(ej, Qe, (ex, ex)) + 2q;j(ex, Qe (€5, €x)) }
- {Qei (ejv q; (ek7 ek)) + 2@61‘ (ekv q; (€j7 ek))}
= {gj(ej, i) + 2q;(ex, 0)}
—{{ej,qj(er, ex)) - €i — (e, gj(exs ex)) - €j + 2Qe, (ex, 0)}

= —(ej, qs(ex ex)) - €.
Since [gi, Qc,] — [¢j, Qe;] = 0, we obtain that
qi(ej, ej)—ai(er, ex) = —(q;(ex, ex), ) €i+2{qi(ej, ex), ex)-€;—2(¢(e;, ex), €j)-ex.
By taking the inner product of the with e; and e;,
(ei,qi(ej,€5)) — (eis qiler, ex)) = —(e;, qj(er, ex)),
(ej. qiej, €5)) — (€5, qilens ex)) = 2(ex, gi(e;, €x))- (20)

The former equation for ¢ = 1 implies (ej,q;(ex,ex)) = 0 for any mutually
distinct j,k = 2,...,n. By Equation (7)), the same equation holds for the case
j=1or k=1. Combined with Equation (I8]), we obtain Equation (Ig]).
Equations (I6) and @20) imply (ex,q:(ej,ex)) = 0. By permutations of in-
dices (i, j,k) and Lemma 2T7 we obtain Equation (I9)) for mutually distinct
i,7,k. Equation () for other cases follows from Lemma [ZT14] and Equation

(@s). O
Proposition [2.8] for n = 3 follows from the lemma.
Proposition 2.19. Ifn = 3, then Ker L}I’ =Im L}D.

Proof. For (q1,q2,q3) € Ker LY N W, Equation ([0) in Lemma 218 implies
@1 = ¢ = g3 = 0if n = 3. By Lemma 2I3, we have Ker LY = ImL?.
Proposition 2.8 for n = 3 follows from Lemma 2111 O

The following lemma completes the proof for n > 4.
Lemma 2.20. g;(ej,ex) =0 for any i,5,k=1,...,n.

Proof. By Lemma 214 and 218 it is sufficient to show that (e;, g;(ex,er)) =
0 for mutually distinct 4,4, k,0 = 1,...,n. Take mutually disjoint i, j,k,I =
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1,...,n. Then,

[6i, Qc,)(ens €1, €1) = {ai(ex, Qc, (e1, €1)) + 2qi(er, Qe, (ex, €1)) }
—{Qe; (ex, qi(er, €1)) + 2Qc, (€1, gilen, 1)) }
= {Qi(eka 6]) + 2qi(el7 0)}
—{Qe; (er,0) + 2(er, gilen, e1)) - ¢j — (e, qiler, e1)) - er) }
= qi(ej,ex) — 2(ej, gi(ex, e1)) - €.
Similarly, we obtain that
(g5, Qe;] (e, €1, e1) = gj(ei, ex) — 2(es, gj(ex €1)) - e
Since [Qia er] - [Qja Qei] = 07
gi(ej, en) — q;(ei ex) = {(ej, qilew, er)) — (€, qj(ex, €1))} - e

By Lemma 21T, gi(ej,ex) = gqj(ex,er) and g;(ex,er) = qr(er, e;). Hence, we
have

<€j7 qk(elu €i)> = <€i7 q; (ek? €[)>.
By take permutations of indices (i, j, k, 1),
(e1, qi(ej, ex)) = (ei, qj(ex, er)) = (ej, ar(er, e:)) = (qu(ei, €5), ex). (21)
On the other hand, we have
[qi7 er](eja €k, el) = {ql(eju er (ekH el)) + qi(eka er (elu e])) + qi(elu er (ej7 619))}
—{Qe, (e, gi(ex, €1)) + Qc, (ex, gi(e1, €5)) + Qe, (€1, qi (€5, €x)) }
= {qi(e;,0) + qi(ex, —er) + qi(er, —ex)}
—{—ai(er, e1) + (ex, qi(er, e5)) - e5 + {er, qi(ej, ex)) - €5}
= —qi(er,e1) — 2(ej, qiler, 1)) - €5,
and
[7j, Qe,l(ej, exs er) = {gqj(ej, Qe, (ex, e1)) + gj(er, Qe (e1,€5)) + qj(er, Qe (e, €x))}
—{Qe, (ej,qj(er, €1)) + Qe, (er, qgj(er,€5)) + Qe, (€1, q5(ej, ex)) }
= {g;j(e,0) + g;(ex, 0) + g; (e, 0)}
- {_<eia qj(ek7 €l)> C €5 + QEi (ekv 0) + Qei (6[, 0)}
= <€jaQi(6k7€l>> I E
Since [sz er] - [qja Qei] = 05
gi(er,er) +3 - (ej,qi(ex, e1)) - e; = 0.

By taking the inner product with e;, we have (e;, ¢;(ex, e;)) = 0. Hence,

(eirqjler,er)) =0

by permuting indices (i, j, k, ). O
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Now, we prove Proposition for n > 4. The last lemma implies that
@ = = ¢, =0 for any (q1,...,¢,) € Ker LY N W. By Lemma T3, we
obtain that Ker LY = Im LF. Proposition 8 follows from Lemma 2111

3 Classification of the standard actions

In this section, we classify the standard I',, y-actions up to smooth conjugacy.
Let O(n) be the orthogonal group of R™.

Proposition 3.1. For B, B’ € GL,(R), pp and pp: are smoothly conjugate if
and only if there exists T € O(n) and ¢ > 0 such that B’ = (¢T')B.

Remark that all standard I', y-actions are topologically conjugate to each
other i.e. there exists a homeomorphism h of S™ such that p), o h = ho p},
for any v € 'y . In fact, if B = AB for some A € GL,(R), then the linear
map z — Ax on R" extends to a homeomorphism h4 on S™. It is easy to check
that p%, o ha = haopjp for any v = a,b1,...,b,. When A = ¢T with ¢ > 0
and T € O(n), then hy is a diffeomorphism. Hence, pp and pps are smoothly
conjugate in this case.

To prove the “only if” part of Proposition 3.1l we need a technical lemma.
Recall that Q, € S*(R") is defined by

Qv(ﬁﬂ?):@ﬂﬁ'v—<§a”>'77—<77av>'§- (22)

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that Ao Q, = Qy o (A, A) for v,w € R"\{0} and A €
GL,(R). Then, A= cT for some ¢ >0 and T € O(n).

Proof. By a direct computation, we have

Qu(AE, AE) = | AE||? - w — 2(A€, w) - AE,
A0 Qu(&,€) = [I€]* - Av — 2(&,v) - A€,
Hence,

I AE1? - w — [[€]J* - Av = 2 ((A€, w) — (€, v)) - A€ (23)
for any ¢ € R". Put A = (2(Av,w) — ||[v|?) /||Av[|?>. Then, the equation for
& = v implies w = AAv. By substituting it to Equation (23)), we have

(AAENZ = [I€1*) Av = 2 (MAE, Av) — (€, v)) - AL

Since A is invertible, it implies that ||A¢|| = A71||¢]| for any & € R™\Rw. Since
R™\Rwv is a dense subset of R™, the same holds for any £ € R™. Hence, there
exists T' € O(n) such that A = A71T. O

Proof of Proposition[Z1l Tt is sufficient to show the “only if” part. Suppose
that pp and pp: are smoothly conjugate. Take a diffeomorphism A of S™ such
that p), o h = ho p}h for any v € I'; . Since oo is the unique global fixed

19



point of pp and pp/, the diffeomorphism h fixes co. Recall that Pg and Ppg/ are
the local I',, y-actions defined by P} = ¢ophod~! and P} = ¢oph oo™,
where ¢(z) = (1/|z||]?) - 2. Put H = gohod ! and A = DVH. Then,
P2, 0 H = H o P}, and hence,

DV P}, o DY H+ DY P}, 0 (A, A) = Ao DY P+ DY Ho (DY PY, DSV PY).
(24)
Since P&(z) = P& (z) = k™ 'z, the equation for v = a implies k‘lD((f)H =
k_2D(()2)H. Therefore, D(()2)H =0. Put B = (v1,...,v,) and B = (wy,...,wy).
2)Pgi = 2Q,, and D((JQ)P%, = 2Qw,, Equation (24]) for v = b; implies

Since Dé
Qwi © (AaA) =Ao Qvi

forany i = 1,...,n. By Lemmal[3.2] there exists ¢ > 0 and T' € O(n) such that
A = cT. Since T preserves the inner product,

(cT) 0 Qu,(&:m) = Qu, ((cT)E, (cT)n)
= (T, TE) - wi — (T& wy) - Ty — (T, w;) - TE}
= (cT) o {(&m) - (T Mw; = (& (T Hwy) -n = (n, (T~ Hwy) - £}
= (cT) o Qer-1u,(§:m)

for any £, € R™. It implies that v; = ¢T'~'w; for any i = 1,...,n. Therefore,
B' = (c'T)B. O
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