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1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a connected semisimple (Lie or algebraic) group. Thequals its derived subgroup
and itis expected that, in many cases, every elemerisfndeed a commutator. The problem of
understanding under what conditions this claim holds, teast every element can be expressed
as a product of a uniformly bounded quantity of commutatoas, been investigated at length.

The fact that every element in a semisimple compact Lie gi@agommutator dates back to
Gotd [7], whereas counterexamples are easy to construndnrcompact cases — for instance,
in SLy(R), —id does not arise as a commutator. Later, Thompson [13] prdaddassification
of all groups of the fornsL, (k), wherek is an arbitrary field, containing elements that are not
commutators.

Connected semisimple groups are treated in the complexicd46], and in [11] over an
algebraically closed field of any characteristic. More relyeDokovi¢ showed [6], under mild
technical assumptions, that in the real semisimple casg element is a product of at most two
commutators.

Many variations on the topic have also been considered. femnast a few, Brown considered
the analogous statement in the case of simple Lie algebfa8drel studied instead mags® —

G induced by nontrivial group words imletters, showing [2] that they yield dominant maps.

In this paper, we establish a different property of the cortatau map in semisimple compact
Lie groups and Lie algebras: its openness at the identityehe. We say that a mapbetween
two topological spaceX andY is open at a point € X if for all neighborhoodd’ of x the
imagef(U) is a neighborhood of (), so that our claim amounts to showing that elements that
are sufficiently small (i.e., close to the identity elemeaise as commutators of prescribedly
small elements. The usual proofs that in a compact semisitnpl group every element is a
commutator provide little information towards this stataras they proceed by expressing each
elementin the group as the commutator between an elemagtitya torus and some expression,
which is typically “far” from the identity, depending on amiivial Coxeter element chosen in
the associated Weyl group.

In Sectiol 2, we treat the infinitesimal case of compact sempig Lie algebras: in this setting,
the commutator map is a surjective bilinear map. It was as@abproblem answered negatively
by Cohen and Horowitz to establish whether the surjectvity bilinear map implies its openess
in zero [5)8].
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We show that the commutator map of compact semisimple Liebas can be inductively
proved to be open by exploiting combinatorial propertiethefcorresponding root systems. The
basis of induction corresponds to Lie algebras of typand needs to be done by hand.

Our next step is tintegrateto the group level the knowledge we have gathered for Lie-alge
bras. Once more, this is not totally immediate: indeed, tmarautator map for a Lie algebra is
only a second order approximation of the commutator magh®rcbrresponding Lie group, and
we face a scarcity of tools for translating second orderrmétdion from the infinitesimal level
to the local one.

In Sectiori 8, we solve this technical issue in two stepst,Rirs integrate half of the commu-
tator map of the Lie algebrato the map

gxg>3(z,y)—z—explady)r € g,

and then use techniques from Rouviere [12], related to @EhiKvara-Vergne method, to get to
the group level.

We should stress that our strategy employs more than onckadhéhat all elements in a
compact Lie group (resp. Lie algebra) lie in a torus, anddfwee does not immediately extend
to noncompact structures.

We would like to thank Alessandro Berarducci for drawing attention to this problem,
which arises from his work on definable groups. Our openntgsraent is equivalent to the
claim that every element belonging to the infinitesimal hbigurhood of the identity (which is
a perfect subgroup) in the non-standard version of a comgmanisimple Lie group is a com-
mutator. This issue was considered by Berarducci, PetenzilPillay — see in particular the
comments after |1, Proposition 2.14] — in connection to tbeggion whether a finite central
extension of a group definable in amminimal structure)M is interpretable inV/. A positive
answer to the latter question would also imply that a finitetig@ extension of a compact Lie
group has an induced Lie structure making the extension@dgjzal cover.

2. OPENNESS OF THE COMMUTATOR MAP IN A COMPACT SEMISIMPLE.IE ALGEBRA

Throughout the paper; will be a semisimple Lie group angl its Lie algebra. Org we
consider the Killing forme,.

In the following Lemma we characterize pairs of maximal kstbalgebras ofu,, which are
orthogonal to each other with respect to the Killing formuif. . ., u,, is an orthonormal basis
of C" then we denote by, the set of elements isu,, which are diagonal with respect to this
basis.

Lemma21. Letu,,...,u, andvy,...,v, be two orthonormal bases &f*. Thent, is orthog-
onal tot, if and only if

(2.1) |wi - vn| = |uy - vgl,
forall 4, 7, h, k.
Proof. DefineU;; € su,, by
Uij(uh) = —\/—1Uj If h = j;
0 otherwise

and similarly definé/;; using the orthonormal basis. Then the operators;; spant, and the
operators/;; spant,. Easy computations show that

Tr (Uithk) = | - vp* + lu;j - vpl? = |ui - vp)? — [u; vl
Hencet, is orthogonal ta, if and only if

i - o]+ |us - on]? = Ju - on)® + [uy - o]
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for all 7, 7, h, k. Hence if Equatiof 2]1 is verified, then the two subalgebra®ehogonal. Vice
versa, assume they are orthogonal. Then, summingQwvee see that the above equalities imply

Jui - o |* = Juy - vg)?
for all 7, j and summing ovef we get
i - Uh|2 = [u; - ?fk|2
proving the claim. O

Lemma 2.2. Let G be compactt be a maximal toral subalgebra @f. Then there exists a
maximal toral subalgebra gf orthogonal tot.

Proof. We first analyse the cage= su,. Set( = e, and letuy, ..., u, be an orthonormal
basis ofC"” such that = t,. Forj = 1,...,n define

Ui = %(M + Fun + ug + -+ (V).
Thenv,, ..., v, is an orthonormal basis &" and |u; - v;| = 1/4/n for all i, 5. Hencet, is
orthogonal tat,. Forg not isomorphic tau,, we proceed by induction on the rank @fIf g is
not simple the claim follows immediately by induction, so assume thag is simple.

Let gc (resp. tc) be the complexification of (resp. tc), denote byd the associated root
system and choose a simple basis- ¢. Letw,, fora € A, be the corresponding fundamental
weights, and be the highest root ab. Sinceg is not of typeA there exists a simple roatsuch
thatd = w, orf = 2w,, seel[8, Planches II-IX]. Le¥ be the root system generated Ay, {a}.

We can choose a standard Chevalley basiswith « € A andzx, with a € ® such that
elements

ko =/—1h, Ug = To — T_o aNd vy = V—1(xy +2_,)
are a basis of, seel[9, Theorem 6.11, Formula (6.12)]. Notice that the pates orthogonal of
is the linear span of the elements andv,. Define

b = <k55,u5,v5 : ﬁ € ‘I’)
This is the semisimple part of the maximal Levi subalgebsoasted tay. In particular the
claim is true forh. Lets be a maximal toral subalgebra orthogonal to the maximal saaalge-
bra off given byt N b.
Notice also that we haviey, h] = [u_g, h] = 0. Hence, for dimension reasons,

5 @ Ruyg
is a maximal toral subalgebra gforthogonal ta. O
We can now prove the following fact.
Theorem 2.1. Let G be compact. Then the commutator map
commg:gxg>3(z,y)—[r,y €9
is open at(0, 0).

Proof. We need to prove that if’ is neighbourhood of thencommy(U x U) contains a neigh-
bourhood of0. Notice first that being> compact we can assume tHatis G-stable under the
adjoint action.

Choose now a regular elementc U (an element is said to be regular if its centralizer is a
toral subalgebra) and lebe its centralizer. Lei be the orthogonal of Then

ad, : m—m

is a linear isomorphism. Hence there exists-atable neighbourhood of G such thatd,(mnN
UyomnV.
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Consider nowy) : G x (m N U) given by (g,y) = Ady[z,y]. Itis clear that the image of
1 is contained ircomm, (U x U) and that the image af containsG - (V N m). Finally from
the previous Lemma we have that- (VV N m) = V. Hencecomm,(U x U) D V proving the
Theorem. OJ

3. OPENNESS OF THE COMMUTATOR MAP IN ALIE GROUP

We will now show that the commutator map
Commg: G x G2 (X,)Y)— XYX 'Y leq
is open atid, id) as soon as the corresponding infinitesimal commutatordamam, : gxg — g
is open at0,0).
Lemma 3.1. The mapcommy, is open at0, 0) if and only if the map
Cy:gxg3(z,y) =z —explady)r €9
IS SO.

Proof. The map

¢:9X99(Sc,y)H(%(x>,y)egxg

is smooth, and has invertible differential (i, 0), so it is a local diffeomorphism. However, the
composition ofkcomm, o ¢ equalsCy,. OJ

In order to deal with openness of the commutator map in a gragpare going to use the
following variant [12, Remarque 4.2], related to the Kasdmia¥Vergne method, of the Baker-
Campbell-Hausdorff formula.

Proposition 3.1. There exist, in a neighbourhood @, 0) € g x g, analytical functions
PQ:gxg—G,  P(0,0)=Q(0,0) =id,
satisfying
exp(a + b) = exp(P(a,b).a) exp(Q(a,b).b),
forall a,b.

Theorem 3.1. The group commutator mapommg; is open afid, id) as soon as the infinitesimal
commutator mapomm, is open at(0, 0).

Proof. Let us apply Proposition 3.1 0 = =, b = — exp(ad, )z. Using the notation introduced
above, we seP = P(a,b),Q = Q(a,b) and obtain

exp(z —exp(ady)r) = exp(P.z)exp(—Q.exp(ady)x)
P exp(z) P7H(Q exp(y)) exp(—2)(Q exp(y)) ™
ABA'B7,
whereA = Pexp(z)P~!, B = Qexp(y) P~

Let U be a (G-stable) neighbourhood of € g on whichexp restricts to a diffeomorphism.
The mapy : g x g — G defined by

(z,y) = Q(z,exp(ady)x) exp(y) P(z, exp(ad,)z)”
is analytical, hence continuous. We may then find a neightmmd U’ of 0 € g, which we
assume to bé’-stable and contained i, such that)(U’ x U’) C exp U. If z,y lie in U’, then
AandB = (z,y) lie in exp U; moreover, the compositiaxp o Cy maps(z, y) in ABA™'B~!
and is open a0, 0).

We thus conclude that all elements in a suitable neighbaatbbid €  arise as commutators
of elements fromexp U. O

1

Corollary 3.1. If G is a compact semisimple Lie group, th@amm,; is open af(id, id).
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