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Abstract

We study the blow-down map in cohomology in the context of real projective blowups of Lie
algebroids. Using the blow-down map in cohomology we compute the Lie algebroid cohomology
of the blowup of transversals of arbitrary codimension, generalising the Mazzeo-Melrose theorem
on b-cohomology. To prove the result we develop a Gysin sequence for Lie algebroids. As another
example we use the developed tools to compute the Lie algebroid cohomology of the action Lie
algebroid so(3) ⋉ R3, a result known in Poisson geometry literature. Moreover, we use similar
techniques to compute the de Rham cohomology of real projective blowups.
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1 Introduction
Blowup constructions are well-known in algebraic geometry (see e.g. [Har77]). The idea is to
replace a point or subvariety by all lines normal to it. A famous result by Hironaka [Hir64a, Hir64b]
states that in characteristic zero, one can always desingularise algebraic varieties, i.e. obtain a
smooth variety, by a sequence of blowups. In the context of smooth manifolds, singularities often
arise from additional geometric structures (a Poisson structure, a foliation, etc.).
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There are various kinds of blowup constructions for smooth manifolds known in the literature.
Spherical blowup, which replaces a submanifold by the sphere bundle of its normal bundle, has
been used in Melrose’s b-calculus (see [Mel93], in particular Chapter 4). Furthermore, it has been
used to resolve singularities in the context of Lie groupoids [AM11, Nis19].

In this paper we focus on real projective blowups of smooth manifolds, in which the submanifold
is replaced by the projectivisation of its normal bundle. Of particular interest are blowups of Lie
algebroids, for which the construction is given in [DS17] ([GL13] for a base of codimension 1), see
also [Obs21]. Given a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M and a Lie subalgebroid B ⇒ N over a submanifold
N ⊆ M , blowing up yields a new Lie algebroid Blup(A,B) over the base Blup(M,N) together
with a Lie algebroid morphism back to A, the blow-down map,

Blup(A,B)

Blup(M,N)

A

M

pA

p

Note that there exists a corresponding construction for Lie groupoids [DS17], see also [Obs21]. The
projective blowup construction has been used to desingularise proper groupoids [PTW17, Wan18],
and in the context of Lie algebroids blowing up has been shown to recover interesting Lie algebroids
(a construction called elementary modification in [GL13, Definition 2.11]), like log- or scattering
tangent bundles (see also [Kla17, Lan21]).

In this paper we seek to gain insights into Lie algebroid cohomologies using real projective
blowups. The blow-down map induces a map between the respective cohomology groups

p∗A : H•(A) → H•(Blup(A,B)). (1.1)

It is this blow-down map in cohomology (1.1) we aim to study in this paper: Since it relates two
cohomology groups, understanding of the map allows to gain information about one cohomology
group via the other. This works in two ways: We either start with a known Lie algebroid and are
interested in the cohomology of the blowup, or it is the cohomology of the original Lie algebroid we
are interested in. In this case, we choose the Lie subalgebroid in such a way that the cohomology of
the blowup is easier to compute than that of A, e.g. such that Blup(A,B) is a regular Lie algebroid.
Ultimately, we hope that the combination of desingularisation using blowups and understanding
of the blow-down map in cohomology leads to a new way of computing Lie algebroid cohomologies.

In general, we can fit the blow-down map into the short exact sequence

0 Ω•(A) Ω•(Blup(A,B))
Ω•(Blup(A,B))

p∗
AΩ•(A) 0

p∗A

of cochain complexes, resulting in a long exact sequence in cohomology (1.2) with the following
property, see Theorem 4.2 for details.

Theorem 1 (The blow-down map in cohomology) In the long exact sequence

. . . H•(A) H•(Blup(A,B)) H•
(

Ω•(Blup(A,B))
p∗
AΩ•(A)

)
H•+1(A) . . .

p∗A f

(1.2)
the map f only depends on local data around N and P = p−1(N).

The locality in Theorem 1 can be understood in the following way: If ι : U ↪→ Blup(M,N) is an
open neighbourhood of P then f = fU ◦H(ι∗). Here, H(ι∗) : H•(Blup(A,B)) → H•(Blup(A,B)U )
denotes the map induced in cohomology by the inclusion and fU is the map corresponding to f
in the long exact sequence (1.2) for Ap(U), see again Theorem 4.2 for more details. Another way
to view the locality of the blow-down map in cohomology is by use of jets of forms. For a Lie
algebroid A ⇒ M and a submanifold N ⊆ M we write

J∞
N Ω•(A) = Ω•(A)/

⋂
k∈N

IkNΩ•(A) (1.3)
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for ∞-jets of forms of A along N , where IN denotes the vanishing ideal of N . Then the locality
in Theorem 1 originates from an isomorphism

H•
(
Ω•(Blup(A,B))

p∗AΩ
•(A)

)
≃ H•

(
J∞
P

Ω•(Blup(A,B))

p∗AJ
∞
N Ω•(A)

)
. (1.4)

As a first application of Theorem 1 we express the cohomology of the blowup of a transversal
in terms of H•(A). The proof uses that transversals admit a simple normal form [BLM16].

Theorem 2 (The blowup of transversals) Let ι : N ↪→ M be a closed transversal of A ⇒ M
and denote the projection of the projective bundle P ⊆ Blup(M,N) by πP : P→ N . Let ι!A ⇒ N
be the pullback of A to N .

1. If codimN is odd then we have an isomorphism

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) ≃ H•(A)⊕H•−1(ι!A) (1.5)

and, under (1.5), p∗A becomes the isomorphism p∗A : H•(A)
≃−→ H•(A)⊕ 0.

2. If codimN is even, there exists a tubular neighbourhood E → N such that H•(Blup(A, ι!A))
fits into a long exact sequence

· · · → H•(A)
p∗
A−−→ H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) → H•+1

cv (AE)⊕H•−1(π!
PA)

g−→ H•+1(A) → . . .

where g = i ◦ prH•+1
cv (AE). Here, by H•

cv(AE) we denote compact vertical cohomology and by
i : H•

cv(AE) → H•(A) the natural map.

Recall that by [GL13, Section 2.4.1] we can write the b-tangent bundle associated to a closed
hypersurface N ⊆ M by

T b
NM = Blup(TM, TN),

which is a blowup of a codimension 1 transversal. Theorem 2 then reproduces the Mazzeo-Melrose
decomposition for b-cohomology [GMP14, MT14], see [Mel93] for the original result. In this
sense, Theorem 2 can be seen as a generalisation of Mazzeo-Melrose as it allows for arbitrary Lie
algebroids and transversals of arbitrary codimension.

One of the ingredients needed for proving the second part of Theorem 2 is the existence of a
Gysin-like long exact sequence for the cohomology of the pullback of a Lie algebroid to a sphere
bundle.

Theorem 3 (Gysin sequence for Lie algebroids) Let B ⇒ N be a Lie algebroid with anchor
ρ, π : S → N a sphere bundle of rank k, and π!B ⇒ S the pullback Lie algebroid. There exists a
long exact sequence

. . . H•(B) H•(π!B) H•−k(B, o(S)) H•+1(B) . . .
(π!)∗ (π!)∗ ∧ρ∗e (1.6)

Here, (π!)∗ denotes fibre integration and e ∈ Hk+1(N, o(S)) is the Euler class of the sphere bundle.

A result we obtain while proving Theorem 2 is on the de Rham cohomology of real projective
blowups. For complex projective blowups there exist results on the de Rham cohomology, see
e.g. [GH78], but for real projective blowups we could not find the statement of Theorem 4 in the
literature.

Theorem 4 (de Rham cohomology of real projective blowups) Let N ⊆ M be a closed
submanifold.

1. If codimN is odd, then we have an isomorphism

p∗ : H•(M)
≃−→ H•(Blup(M,N)). (1.7)
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2. If codimN is even, let E → N be a tubular neighbourhood of N in M . Then H•(Blup(M,N))
fits into a long exact sequence

· · · → H•(M)
p∗

−→ H•(Blup(M,N))
h−→ H•+1

cv (E)
i−→ H•+1(M) → . . . (1.8)

Here, h first restricts a form to P, then fibre-integrates and applies the Thom isomorphism.

On the other hand, in some cases blowing up orbits of Lie algebroids with singular orbit
foliation leads to regular Lie algebroids, whose cohomology is easier to compute.

A particular example is the action Lie algebroid so(3) ⋉R3 with singular orbit given by the
origin. We compute its cohomology by blowing up, reproducing the result on cohomology obtained
by averaging in [GW92].

Theorem 5 (The action Lie algebroid so(3)⋉R3) Let A = so(3)⋉R3 and denote by A{0} =
so(3) its restriction to the origin.

1. The blowup Blup(A,A{0}) is a regular Lie algebroid with cohomology given by

Hk(Blup(A,A{0})) ≃

{
{f ∈ C∞(R3) : f only depends on the radius} if k = 0, 3

0 otherwise.

2. The blow-down map in cohomology

p∗A : H•(A)
≃−→ H•(Blup(A,A{0}))

is an isomorphism.

Organization of the paper

After fixing basic definitions and notations in Section 2 we briefly describe the known construc-
tions of real projective blowups of submanifolds, (anchored) vector bundles, and Lie algebroids
in Section 3. In Section 4 we prove Theorem 1 while studying the blow-down map in cohomol-
ogy (1.1). Next, we use Theorem 1 to compute the cohomology of the blowup of transversals in
Section 5, including Theorem 2 and 4. In Section 6 we investigate two particular cases of blowups
of invariant submanifolds. We prove Theorem 5 and conclude the section by showing that, by
repeatedly blowing up restrictions of an action Lie algebroid to orbits one does not always obtain
a regular Lie algebroid using A = sl2(R)⋉R3 in Section 6.2.

Finally, in the Appendix we discuss fibre integration for Lie algebroids to be able to formulate
and prove Theorem 3.
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2 Lie algebroids and pullbacks
In this section we fix notations and prove an identification for the Lie algebroid cohomology of the
pullback of a Lie algebroid to a double cover of its base in Lemma 2.6, which we use repeatedly
throughout this paper. The material presented in this section is standard, see e.g. [Mac05] for the
general theory of Lie algebroids.
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2.1 Lie algebroid cohomology and representations
For a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M we denote the bracket on sections by [ · , · ] : Γ∞(A)×Γ∞(A) → Γ∞(A)
and the anchor by ρ : A → TM . Occasionally, we add a subscript ·A to avoid confusion. For
examples of Lie algebroids see e.g. [DZ05, Chapter 8.1.1].

Since the bracket of a Lie algebroid is defined on sections of a vector bundle, it is not straightfor-
ward to define morphisms of Lie algebroids. However, Lie algebroids always come with a cochain
complex, which allows for a simple definition of morphisms. To include coefficients in the defini-
tion of this cochain complex we need the notion of a representation of Lie algebroids on vector
bundles [HM90, Definition 2.6].

Definition 2.1 Let A ⇒ M be a Lie algebroid and E → M a vector bundle. An R-bilinear map
∇ : Γ∞(A)× Γ∞(E) → Γ∞(E) is called representation of A on E if the following holds:

1. ∇ is C∞(M)-linear in Γ∞(A) and satisfies the Leibniz rule

∇afs = f∇as+ ρ(a)(f)s (2.1)

for f ∈ C∞(M), a ∈ Γ∞(A), and s ∈ Γ∞(E).

2. ∇ is flat, i.e.
∇a∇b −∇b∇a = ∇[a,b] (2.2)

for a, b ∈ Γ∞(A).

Fix a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M and a representation ∇ on E → M . Then on Ω•(A,E), the E-valued
forms on A, one defines a differential d∇ : Ω•(A,E) → Ω•+1(A,E) by

d∇ω(a0, . . . , ak) =

k∑
i=0

(−1)i∇aiω(a0, . . . ,
i
∧, . . . , ak)

+
∑

0≤i<j≤k

(−1)i+jω([ai, aj ], a0, . . . ,
i
∧, . . . ,

j
∧, . . . , ak),

(2.3)

see e.g. [Mac05, Definition 7.1.1]. The corresponding Lie algebroid cohomology of A with coeffi-
cients in E is denoted by H•(A,E). If E = M ×R is the trivial line bundle with representation
∇a = ρ(a) we simply write (Ω•(A),d) and H•(A) for the cochain complex and the cohomology
associated to A, respectively.

Definition 2.2 Let A ⇒ M and B ⇒ N be Lie algebroids, and Φ: A → B a morphism of vector
bundles. Then Φ is a morphism of Lie algebroids if the pullback Φ∗ : Ω•(B) → Ω•(A) defined by

(Φ∗ω)(a1, . . . , ak) :=
(
M ∋ p 7→ ωϕ(p)(Φ(a1(p)), . . . ,Φ(ak(p)))

)
(2.4)

for ω ∈ Ωk(B) and a1, . . . , ak ∈ Γ∞(A) is a chain map.

If ∇B is a representation of B ⇒ N on E → N and Φ: A → B a Lie algebroid morphism over
its base map ϕ : M → N , there is an induced representation of A on the pullback vector bundle
ϕ♯E → M . For s ∈ Γ∞(E) we denote by ϕ♯s ∈ Γ∞(ϕ♯E) the corresponding pullback section and
write ϕ♯ : ϕ♯E → E for the canonical vector bundle morphism.

Proposition 2.3 Let Φ: A → B be Lie algebroid morphism over ϕ : M → N and (E → N,∇B)
a representation of B.

1. There is a representation of A on ϕ♯E on pullback sections given by(
∇A

a ϕ
♯s
)
p
= ∇B

Φ(a(p))s
∣∣
ϕ(p)

∈ ϕ♯Ep, (2.5)

where s ∈ Γ∞(E) and a ∈ Γ∞(A).
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2. The map Φ∗ : Ω•(B,E) → Ω•(A, ϕ♯E) defined by

(Φ∗ω)(a1, . . . , ak) :=
(
M ∋ p 7→ ωϕ(p)(Φ(a1(p)), . . . ,Φ(ak(p))) ∈ ϕ♯Ep

)
(2.6)

for ω ∈ Ωk(B,E) and a1, . . . , ak ∈ Γ∞(A) is a morphism of cochain complexes.

To conclude we introduce some notation for later on.

Notation 2.4 • A pair of manifolds (M,N) is a manifold M together with a closed, embedded
submanifold N ⊆ M with codimN ≥ 1.

• Let B → N be a vector subbundle of a vector bundle A → M with (M,N) a pair of manifolds.
Then we call (A,B) a pair of vector bundles.

• If (A,B) is a pair of vector bundles over (M,N) we write

Γ∞(A,B) = {a ∈ Γ∞(A) : a
∣∣
N

∈ Γ∞(B)} (2.7)

for sections of A that restrict to sections of B.

• Let B ⇒ N be a Lie subalgebroid of A ⇒ M such that (A,B) is a pair of vector bundles.
Then we call (A,B) a pair of Lie algebroids.

2.2 Pullbacks of Lie algebroids
Pullbacks of Lie algebroids, called inverse image Lie algebroids in [HM90, Section 1], are a useful
tool to construct Lie (sub-)algebroids and trivialise representations.

Definition 2.5 Let A ⇒ M be a Lie algebroid, N a manifold, and ϕ : N → M a map transverse
to the anchor. Then the pullback Lie algebroid ϕ!A ⇒ N is given by the following:

1. For x ∈ N , the fibres are given by

ϕ!Ax = {(a, v) ∈ Aϕ(p) × TxN : ρ(a) = Txϕv}. (2.8)

2. The anchor of ϕ!A is given by the projection onto the second factor.

3. The bracket is uniquely defined by

[(f(a ◦ ϕ), X), (g(b ◦ ϕ)), Y ] = (fg([a, b] ◦ ϕ) +X(g)(b ◦ ϕ)− gY (f)(a ◦ ϕ), [X,Y ]) (2.9)

for f, g ∈ C∞(N), a, b ∈ Γ∞(A), and X,Y ∈ X(N) such that (2.8) is satisfied.

Note that in general there is no canonical way to assign meaning to the notion of a pullback
section ϕ!a, where a ∈ Γ∞(A). Regardless, the canonical map

ϕ! : ϕ!A → A

(a, v) 7→ a,
(2.10)

is a morphism of Lie algebroids. If ι : N ↪→ M is a submanifold of M such that the inclusion is
transverse to the anchor, N is called a transversal and we can consider ι!A as a Lie subalgebroid
of A.

The case where ϕ : M̃ → M is a double cover is of particular interest to us. Writing {p±} =
ϕ−1(p), the map Tp±ϕ is a bijection. Thus the TN -part of a point in ϕ!A is uniquely determined
by the point in A, hence as a vector bundle ϕ!A = ϕ♯A is just the pullback vector bundle. Recall
that for any vector bundle E → M the pullback bundle ϕ♯E carries a canonical Z2-action which
sends vp± to vp∓ , i.e. exchanges the base point without changing the fibre. The induced Z2-action
on Ω•(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E) is given by(

1̂.ω̃
)
(ã1, . . . , ãk) = 1̂.

(
ω̃(1̂.ã1, . . . , 1̂.ãk)

)
, (2.11)

where ω̃ ∈ Ωk(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E), ã1, . . . , ãk ∈ Γ∞(ϕ!A), and 1̂ ∈ Z2 denotes the nontrivial element.
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Lemma 2.6 Let A ⇒ M be a Lie algebroid with a representation on a vector bundle E → M
and ϕ : M̃ → M a double cover.

1. The action of Z2 on Ω•(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E) is by chain maps. The +1 eigenspace of 1̂ ∈ Z2 is given
by

Ω•(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E)+ = (ϕ!)∗Ω•(A,E) ≃ Ω•(A,E). (2.12)

2. Let L = M̃ ×Z2
R → M , where 1̂.(p±, λ) = (p∓,−λ). Consider the representation of A on

L defined by flatness of locally constant sections. Then the −1 eigenspace of 1̂ ∈ Z2 is

Ω•(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E)− = Ω•(A,E ⊗ L). (2.13)

Note that the condition on the representation of A on L in the second part of Lemma 2.6 is
nontrivial as it implies that the representation of A on L factors through the anchor, i.e. there is
a (vector bundle) connection ∇TM on L such that

∇a = ∇TM
ρ(a) (2.14)

for all a ∈ Γ∞(A).

Proof (of Lemma 2.6): To see that Z2 acts by chain maps is straightforward when evaluating
a form on pullback sections. To show the identifications of complexes, consider first the +1
eigenspace. Clearly, pullback forms are invariant. On the other hand, if ω̃ ∈ Ωk(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E)+ we
can define ω ∈ Ωk(A,E) by

ω(a1, . . . , ak) : M ∋ p 7→ ω̃p̃(ϕ
♯a1(p̃), . . . , ϕ

♯ak(p̃)) ∈ ϕ♯Ep̃ = Ep,

where a1, . . . , ak ∈ Γ∞(A) and p̃ ∈ ϕ−1({p}). This is well-defined by Z2-invariance of ω̃ and
(ϕ!)∗ω = ω̃, proving the first part.

For the second part L be given as stated. The line bundle L is trivial if and only if M̃ → M
is the trivial double cover and the representation of A on L is trivial, implying

Ω•(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E)− = Ω•(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E)+ = Ω•(A,E) = Ω•(A,E ⊗ L)

using the first part. If L is nontrivial, then the pullback bundle ϕ♯L is trivial. In a trivialisation
ϕ♯L = M̃ ×R for every vp ∈ Lp we have that

(ϕ♯)−1({vp}) = {(p+, r(vp)), (p−,−r(vp))} ⊆ M̃ ×R, (∗)

where {p+, p−} = ϕ−1({p}), and the Z2-action flips the two points. Let ω = η⊗ ℓ ∈ Ωk(A,E⊗ L)
be given, where η ∈ Ωk(A,E) and ℓ ∈ Γ∞(L). Then we can define a form ω̃ ∈ Ωk(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E) by

ω̃(ã1, . . . , ãk) : M̃ ∋ p± 7→ ±r
(
ℓ(ϕ(p±))

)
η
(
ϕ!(ã1(p

±)), . . . , ϕ!(ãk(p
±))
)
∈ Eϕ(p±) = ϕ♯Ep± ,

where ã1, . . . , ãk ∈ Γ∞(ϕ!A). C∞(M)-linear extension as a module morphism along ϕ∗ gives a map
Ω•(A,E ⊗ L) → Ω•(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E) which maps into the subcomplex of anti-invariant forms. To show
that it is a bijection let ω̃ ∈ Ωk(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E) = Ωk(ϕ!A, ϕ♯(E⊗L)) be given. For a1, . . . , ak ∈ Γ∞(A)
we set

ω(a1, . . . , ak) : p 7→ ϕ♯
(
ω̃p̃(ã1(p̃), . . . , ãk(p̃))

)
, (2.15)

where ãj(p̃) is chosen such that ϕ!(ãj(p̃)) = aj(p). This map is well-defined by Z2-anti invariance
of ω̃ and defines a smooth section since ϕ is a local diffeomorphism. Clearly, the two constructions
are inverses to each other. Finally, one needs to check that this construction gives a chain map,
but this follows from the definition of the pullback representation. □

Finally, we note that the (anti-) invariant part of the cohomology is the cohomology of the
(anti-) invariant subcomplex.

Lemma 2.7 Let A ⇒ M , ϕ : M̃ → M , E → M and L → M be given as in Lemma 2.6. Then

H•(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E)± = H•(Ω•(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E)±). (2.16)

Proof: This is obtained by averaging the Z2-action: For example, to see that the natural map
for the invariant eigenspaces is injective let [ω]+ ∈ H•(Ω•(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E)+) be given. If [ω] = 0 there
exists θ ∈ Ω•−1(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E) with dθ = ω. But then

1
2 (θ + (−1).θ) ∈ Ω•−1(ϕ!A, ϕ♯E)+

is an invariant primitive for ω. □
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3 Blowup of Lie algebroids
The idea of the blowup of a Lie algebroid is the following. Suppose that (A,B) ⇒ (M,N) is a pair
of Lie algebroids. Then blowing up will lead to a new Lie algebroid Blup(A,B) ⇒ Blup(M,N)
together with a morphism of Lie algebroids pA : Blup(A,B) → A. This means we get an induced
map in cohomology p∗A : H•(A) → H•(Blup(A,B)). Now two scenarios are possible: Either the
blown-up Lie algebroid is of interest and we would like to understand its cohomology in relation
to H•(A), or we are interested in computing H•(A). In the second case, one chooses the Lie
subalgebroid B in such a way that H•(Blup(A,B)) is easier to compute and then draws conclusions
regarding H•(A) via the blow-down map.

3.1 Real projective blowups of smooth manifolds
Throughout this section let (M,N) be a pair of manifolds. The blowup Blup(M,N) of N in M
is as a set given by

Blup(M,N) = (M \N) ∪P, (3.1)

i.e. by replacing N with P = P(ν), the projectivisation of the normal bundle

ν = ν(M,N) = TM |N/TN

of N in M . However, (3.1) does as written does not carry an obvious smooth structure. There
are several equivalent ways to define the blowup as a manifold. Since they are all useful to keep
in mind we list them here, but define the blowup using a universal property [Obs21, Proposition
5.30].

Definition 3.1 The blowup of N in M is given by a pair of manifolds (B,P ) together with a
map of pairs p : (B,P ) → (M,N) such that

1. P ⊆ B is a submanifold of codimension 1,
2. p−1(N) = P and the normal derivative dNp : ν(B,P ) → ν(M,N) is fiberwisely injective,
3. it satisfies the following universal property: If (X,Y ) is another pair of manifolds and

q : (X,Y ) → (M,N) satisfies the first two conditions, there exists a unique map of pairs
Φ: (X,Y ) → (B,P ) such that q = p ◦ Φ.

The map p : B → P is called the blow-down map.

In accordance to the description in (3.1) we write Blup(M,N) = B and P = P for the
codimension 1 submanifold. From Definition 3.1 we see that if codimN = 1 then Blup(M,N) = M
are isomorphic via the blow-down map, while it hides that the blow-down map is proper (see [AK10,
Lemma 2.2] and [Obs21, Proposition 5.34] for a proof), and that the restriction

p
∣∣
Blup(M,N)\P : Blup(M,N) \P→ M \N (3.2)

is a diffeomorphism. One way to construct the blowup is via the deformation to the normal cone
[DS17, Section 4], which also gives insights into the functorial properties of the blowup. As a set
the deformation to the normal cone is given by

DNC(M,N) = M × (R \ {0}) ∪ (ν × {0}) (3.3)

and is endowed with a smooth structure that magnifies normal directions for R ∋ t → 0, which
can be understood in terms of smoothness of a R×-action given by

λ.(v, t) =

{
(v, λ−1t) if t ̸= 0

(λv, 0) if t = 0.
(3.4)

This action is proper and free on DNC(M,N) \ (N ×R). Here we consider N × {0} to sit inside
the normal bundle ν as the zero section. The blowup of N in M is then given by the quotient

Blup(M,N) =
DNC(M,N) \ (N ×R)

R× = M \N ∪P(ν) (3.5)

and the blow-down map on the projectivisation of the normal bundle is just the fibre projection.
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Remark 3.2 Even though the deformation to the normal cone constitutes a functor from the
categories of pairs of manifolds to the category of manifolds, the same is not quite true for blowups,
see [DS17, Definition 4.8]. If f : (M,N) → (X,Y ) is a map of pairs of manifolds, we can only
define a blowup of f on

Blup(f) : Blupf (M,N) :=
DNC(M,N) \DNC(f)−1(Y ×R)

R× → Blup(X,Y ). (3.6)

In particular, Blup(f) is defined on all of Blup(M,N) iff f−1(Y ) = N and the normal derivative
of f is fiberwisely injective.

For local computations charts describing the smooth structure of the blowup are most useful
[Obs21, Remark 5.29].

Remark 3.3 (Charts for Blup(M,N)) Let (M,N) be a pair of manifolds and let (U, (x, y)) be
a submanifold chart, i.e. U ∩N = {x = 0}, where for simplicity we assume (x, y)(U) = Rn. Then
the collection {Ui}i=1,...,k defined by

Ui = p−1({xi ̸= 0}) ∪ {[v]q ∈ PU∩N : dNxi(v) ̸= 0} (3.7)

yields an open cover of p−1(U) and for i ∈ {1, . . . , k} the maps

Φi : Ui → R
n

ξ 7→

{
(y(p(ξ)), x1(p(ξ))

xi(p(ξ))
, . . . , xi−1(p(ξ))

xi(p(ξ))
, xi(p(ξ)),

xi+1(p(ξ))
xi(p(ξ))

, . . . xk(p(ξ))
xi(p(ξ))

) for yi(p(ξ)) ̸= 0

(y(p(ξ)), dNx1(v)
dNxi(v)

, . . . , dNxi−1(v)
dNxi(v)

, 0, dNxi+1(v)
dNxi(v)

, . . . dNxk(v)
dNxi(v)

) for ξ = [v]p(ξ)

yield charts for Blup(U,U ∩N) ⊆ Blup(M,N).

The final point of view we want to take is locally around the submanifold N in a tubular
neighbourhood. Using gluing, this is enough to define the blowup even globally, see e.g. [Mik97,
Section 2]. Moreover, it implies that every tubular neighbourhood of N in M induces a tubular
neighbourhood of P in Blup(M,N), see Corollary 3.6.

Remark 3.4 Let E → N be a vector bundle and view N as a subset of E via the image of the
zero section. Then

Blup(E,N) ≃ L(E) = L, (3.8)

where L(E) is the tautological line bundle over the projectivisation of E, i.e. it is the line bundle
over P with fibres given by

L[v] = {v′ ∈ E : v′ = λv for some λ ∈ R} (3.9)

for v ∈ E \N . In this case, the blow-down map is given by v′[v] 7→ v′.

Thus every tubular neighbourhood of N in M induces a tubular neighbourhood of P in
Blup(M,N). We show that the respective Euler vector fields are related by the blow-down map.
For that, we first note that vector fields on M that are tangent to N lift to the blowup in a unique
way.

Lemma 3.5 Let N ⊆ M be a submanifold, X ∈ X(M) and write p : Blup(M,N) → M for
the blow-down map. Then there is a vector field X̃ ∈ X(Blup(M,N)) with X̃ ∼p X if and
only if X ∈ Γ∞(TM, TN), i.e. X is tangent to N . In that case, X̃ is unique and tangent to
P ⊆ Blup(M,N).

Proof: First suppose that X̃ exists. Note that for [v] ∈ P we have im(T[v]p) = Tp([v])N ⊕Rv,
making use of a tubular neighbourhood. Then⋂

[v]∈Pp

im(T[v]ρ) = TpN,
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thus X ∈ Γ∞(TM, TN) follows immediately. Conversely let X ∈ Γ∞(TM, TN) be given. Take
an adapted chart (U, (y, x)) of N in M with N ∩ U = {x = 0}. Then X is locally given by

X
∣∣
U
= f j ∂

∂yj
+ gk

∂

∂xk

for f j , gk ∈ C∞(M), where all gk vanish on N . Fix i ∈ {1, . . . , codimN} and consider the chart
(Ui,Φi = (ỹ, x̃)) of the blowup adapted to P (given by x̃i = 0). Then on Ui \P we have

p∗X = p∗f j ∂

∂ỹj
+ p∗gi

∂

∂x̃i
+
∑
k ̸=i

1

x̃i
(p∗gk − p∗gix̃k)

∂

∂x̃k
. (∗)

Since for all k ∈ {1, . . . , codimN} we have gk
∣∣
N

= 0, p∗gk
∣∣
P
= 0 follows. Thus there are functions

g̃k ∈ C∞(Ui) such that p∗gk = x̃ig̃k. Inserting this in (∗) shows that p∗X
∣∣
U\N extends smoothly

to a vector field on Ui, hence p∗X
∣∣
M\N extends smoothly to P. □

Corollary 3.6 Let E → N be a vector bundle with Euler vector field ξ ∈ X(E). Then the lift of
ξ is the Euler vector field of the line bundle L = Blup(E,N) → P.

Proof: Lemma 3.5 implies that ξ lifts to the blowup. Since the blow-down map is a vector
bundle morphism and a diffeomorphism on E \N , we can compare the flows of the vector fields
there to see that the lift is indeed the Euler vector field. □

3.2 Blowups of Lie algebroids
Starting from a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M and a Lie subalgebroid B ⇒ N , the blowup Blup(A,B)
according to Definition 3.1 will in general not carry a natural structure of a Lie algebroid. In fact,
if rank(B) < rank(A), by Remark 3.2 already the vector bundle projection π : A → M of A will
not lift to the blowup. Instead, one has to consider Blupπ(A,B).

We start by blowing up vector subbundles, then anchored subbundles, and finally Lie subalge-
broids. Even though each construction will bring its own universal property, we only state it for
the blowup of Lie algebroids.

Lemma 3.7 Let π : (A,B) → (M,N) be a pair of vector bundles. Then Blup(π) : Blupπ(A,B) →
Blup(M,N) is a vector bundle with sections given by the C∞(Blup(M,N))-span of

{Blup(s) : Blup(M,N) → Blupπ(A,B) : s ∈ Γ∞(A,B)}, (3.10)

considering s ∈ Γ∞(A,B) as a map of pairs (M,N) → (A,B).

Proof: See [Obs21, Section 5.4.2]. Note that Blup(s) : Blups(M,N) → Blup(A,B) is actually
defined on all of Blup(M,N) and maps into Blupπ(A,B) since s is a section. □

From Lemma 3.7 we can immediately write down local frames for the blowup.

Remark 3.8 (Local frames for Blupπ(A,B)) Let B → N be a vector subbundle of corank k
of π : A → M . Let (U, (x, y)) be a submanifold chart of N in M , i.e. U ∩N = {x = 0}. Moreover,
let {e1, . . . , ek, f1, . . . , frankB} be a local frame of AU adapted to B, meaning {f1

∣∣
N
, . . . frankB

∣∣
N
}

is a local frame for BU∩N . Then the collection

{Blup(xie1), . . . ,Blup(xiek),Blup(f1), . . . ,Blup(frankB)} (3.11)

yields a local frame for Blupπ(A,B)Ui
.

Lemma 3.9 Let π : (A,B) → (M,N) be a pair of vector bundles and let p : Blup(M,N) → M
denote the blow-down map of the base.

1. As vector bundles, Blupπ(A,AN ) = p♯A. Under this identification we have pA = p♯.

2. As vector bundles, Blupπ
p♯A

(p♯A, p♯B) = Blup(A,B).
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Proof: Both statements follow from Remark 3.8 using their respective local frames. □

Given a map of pairs of vector bundles Φ: (A,B) → (E,F ) over a base map ϕ : (M,N) →
(X,Y ) we obtain an induced map of vector bundles

Blup(Φ): BlupπA
(A,B)Blupϕ(M,N) → BlupπE

(E,F ). (3.12)

Next, we can include an anchor map into the construction, i.e. a vector bundle morphism ρ : A →
TM over the identity.

Lemma 3.10 Let (π : A → M,ρ) be an anchored vector bundle and B → N a subbundle with
ρ(B) ⊆ TN . Then there is an induced anchor on Blupπ(A,B) which on blowup sections is given
by

ρBlup(Blup(s)) = ρ̃(s), (3.13)

where s ∈ Γ∞(A,B) and ρ̃(s) is the extension from Lemma 3.5. In particular, the blow-down map
is a morphism of anchored vector bundles.

Alternatively, one can blowup the map of pairs ρ : (A,B) → (TM, TN) and consider the
concatenation

ρBlup : Blupπ(A,B) → BlupπTM
(TM, TN) → TBlup(M,N), (3.14)

where the second map is given by the identity in fibres over M \N and by the differential of the
projection ν(M,N) \ 0 → P(M,N) over the projective bundle [Obs21, Proposition 5.58]. Lastly,
the universal property of the blowup of Lie algebroids is the following.

Definition 3.11 Let (A,B) ⇒ (M,N) be a pair of Lie algebroids. Then the blowup of B in A
is a pair of Lie algebroids (Ã, B̃) together with a morphism pA : (Ã, B̃) → (A,B) of pairs of Lie
algebroids such that

1. B̃ is a full rank Lie subalgebroid over a base of codimension 1,
2. p−1

A (B) = B̃ and the normal derivative dNpA : ν(Ã, B̃) → ν(A,B) is fiberwisely injective,
3. it satisfies the following universal property: If (E,F ) is another pair of Lie algebroids and

ϕ : (E,F ) → (A,B) a morphism of pairs of Lie algebroids such that the first two conditions
are satisfied, there exists a unique morphism of pairs of Lie algebroids Φ: (E,F ) → (Ã, B̃)
such that ϕ = pA ◦ Φ.

One can obtain an explicit model for the blowup of Lie algebroids by equipping Blupπ(A,B)
with the anchor from Lemma 3.10 and bracket on blowup sections given by

[Blup(a),Blup(b)] = Blup([a, b]) (3.15)

for a, b ∈ Γ∞(A,B). Together with the Leibniz rule, (3.15) defines the bracket uniquely as these
sections generate Γ∞(Blupπ(A,B)). Then the blow-down map pA : Blupπ(A,B) → A becomes a
Lie algebroid morphism over p : Blup(M,N) → M . Proving that this construction satisfies the
universal property is analog to the case of blowups of manifolds, for which it is given in [Obs21,
Proposition 5.30].

Example 3.12 (Elementary modifications) Elementary modifications [Kla17, GL13, Lan21]
can be expressed in terms of blowups. If N ⊆ M has codim(N) = 1, the blow-down map is a
diffeomorphism. In particular, when blowing up the base manifold does not change, and in this
case the sections of the Lie algebroid blowup are precisely given by

Γ∞(Blupπ(A,B)) = Γ∞(A,B) (3.16)

by Lemma 3.7. Examples of these modifications are

1. the log-tangent bundle T b
NM = BlupπTM

(TM, TN),
2. the scattering tangent bundle Blupπ

Tb
N

M
(T b

NM, 0N ).

11



4 The blow-down map in cohomology
Since for a pair of Lie algebroids (A,B) ⇒ (M,N) the only interesting blowup to consider is
Blupπ(A,B), we drop the additional subscript π from now on.

The blow-down map pA : Blupπ(A,B) → Blup(M,N) is a morphism of Lie algebroids, hence
induces a map in Lie algebroid cohomology

p∗A : H•(A) → H•(Blupπ(A,B)). (4.1)

In this section we study the blow-down map in cohomology by first considering the pullback
by the blow-down map

p∗A : Ω•(A) → Ω•(Blup(A,B)) (4.2)

on the level of forms. For a pair of Lie algebroids (A,B) ⇒ (M,N) the pullback (4.2) will not be
surjective unless both N ⊆ M is of codimension 1 and B = AN . However, if we restrict to forms
that are flat along N and P = p−1(N), respectively, p∗A becomes an isomorphism. Here we mean
flatness in the following sense:

Definition 4.1 Let E → M be a vector bundle and N ⊆ M a submanifold. Let IN denote the
vanishing ideal of N .

1. The space of flat sections along N is

Γ∞
N (E) =

⋂
k∈N

IkNΓ∞(E). (4.3)

2. The ∞-jets of sections along N are

J∞
N Γ∞(E) =

Γ∞(E)

Γ∞
N (E)

. (4.4)

With the notation fixed we can formulate the important result of this section, which shows
that the blow-down map in cohomology only depends on local data around the blown-up manifold.

Theorem 4.2 Let (A,B) ⇒ (M,N) be a pair of Lie algebroids.

1. The induced map on flat forms

p∗A : Ω•
N (A) → Ω•

P(Blup(A,B)) (4.5)

is an isomorphism of cochain complexes.

2. By part 1 we obtain an isomorphism of cochain complexes

Ω•(Blup(A,B))

p∗AΩ
•(A)

∼=
J∞
P

Ω•(Blup(A,B))

p∗AJ
∞
N Ω•(A)

. (4.6)

In particular, in the long exact sequence

. . . H•(A) H•(Blup(A,B)) H•
(

Ω•(Blup(A,B))
p∗
AΩ•(A)

)
H•+1(A) . . .

pA f

(4.7)
the map f only depends on local data around N and P, e.g. if ι : U ↪→ Blup(M,N) is an open
neighbourhood of P then f = fU ◦ H(ι∗). Here, H(ι∗) : H•(Blup(A,B)) → H•(Blup(A,B)U )
denotes the map induced in cohomology by the inclusion and fU is the map corresponding to
f in the long exact sequence (4.7) for Ap(U).

To show the first part of Theorem 4.2 we use that a flat form on A along N can be written
as a locally finite sum of ∧-products of flat functions and flat 1-forms. To show this, we need the
following [Nag73, Theorem 1].
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Lemma 4.3 Let Ω ⊆ Rn be open and F ⊆ Ω be closed. Let {fi}i∈N ⊆ C∞
F (Ω) be any countable

collection of functions which are flat along F . Then there exist {gi}i∈N ⊆ C∞
F (Ω) and h ∈ C∞

F (Ω)
such that

1. h(x) > 0 if x ∈ Ω \ F ,

2. fi = hgi for all i ∈ N.

Lemma 4.4 Let E → M be a vector bundle and N ⊆ M a submanifold. Then any ω ∈ Γ∞
N (Λ•E)

can be written as a locally finite sum of ∧-products of elements in C∞
N (M)⊕ Γ∞

N (E).

Proof: Let (Uα, xα)α be an atlas of submanifold charts with local frames {e1α, . . . , eℓα} of EUα

and ω ∈ Γ∞
N (ΛkE) for some k > 1. Let {χα}α be a partition of unity of order k + 1 subordinate

to the open cover {Uα}α, i.e. supp(χα) ⊆ Uα for all α and
∑

α χk+1
α = 1. Locally,

ω
∣∣
Uα

= fα,j1,...,jke
j1
α ∧ · · · ∧ ejkα

in the chart (Uα, xα). Flatness of ω on N means flatness of all coefficient functions fα,j1,...,jk on
Uα ∩N . In particular, χαfα,j1,...,jk is flat on Uα ∩N and by applying Lemma 4.3 k times we find
g1,α,j1,...,jk , . . . , gk,α,j1,...,jk ∈ C∞

Uα∩N (Uα) such that

g1,α,j1,...,jk · · · gk,α,j1,...,jk = χαfα,j1,...,jk .

Thus we can decompose

ω =
∑
α

χk+1
α ω =

∑
α

χk
αχαfα,j1,...,jke

j1
α ∧ · · · ∧ ejkα

=
∑

α,j1,...,jk

χk
αg1,α,j1,...,jk · · · gk,α,j1,...,jkej1α ∧ · · · ∧ ejkα

=
∑

α,j1,...,jk

(
χαg1,α,j1,...,jke

j1
α

)
∧ · · · ∧

(
χαgk,α,j1,...,jke

jk
α

)
,

which proves the claim as χαgℓ,α,j1,...,jke
jℓ
α is a well-defined 1-form on all of M which is flat on

N . □

Using Lemma 4.4 we can show Theorem 4.2. Since the first part is a statement about sections
of vector bundles and does not involve the additional structures provided by a Lie algebroid, we
formulate and prove it in a separate lemma.

Lemma 4.5 Let (E,F ) → (M,N) be a pair of vector bundles. Then the pullback of the blow-down
map p∗E : Γ∞(E∗) → Γ∞(Blup(E,F )∗) restricts to an isomorphism

p∗E : Γ∞
N (E∗)

≃−→ Γ∞
P (Blup(E,F )∗). (4.8)

Proof: The proof consists of two steps. First, we show that p∗ : C∞
N (M) → C∞

P
(Blup(M,N))

is an isomorphism (which corresponds to E = M ×R and F = N ×R). Then we can prove the
statement for general vector bundles. It is clear that p∗ factors to flat functions (as p∗IN ⊆ IP)
and is injective. Thus, let f ∈ C∞

P
(Blup(M,N)) be given. Since f

∣∣
P

= 0 we find a function
f̃ ∈ C∞(M) with p∗f̃ = f , which is automatically continuous. To show that it is smooth and
flat along N we use the charts from Remark 3.3. First we note that differentiation along N is
just differentiating along the base coordinates of P, hence there is nothing to check. Thus we can
assume that N is a point and, since differentiation is local, M = Rn. As the computations in
arbitrary dimensions are the same as in two with more bookkeeping, suppose n = 2.

In the chart Φ1 the blow-down map maps

p(Φ−1
1 (x1, x2)) = (x1, x1x2).

We use (x1, x2) for the coordinates on U1 ⊆ Blup(R2, {0}) and (x, y) on R2. We show induc-
tively that for any α ∈ N and β ≤ k the derivative ∂β

∂xβ
∂α−β

∂yα−β f̃ pulls back to a function in
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C∞
P
(Blup(M,N)) and thus extends continuously to zero. Regarding the differential of the blow-

down map we find
T(x1,x2)p(∂x1) = ∂x + x2∂y = ∂x +

y

x
∂y

T(x1,x2)p(∂x2
) = x1∂y = x∂y.

In other words, away from the origin in p(U1) we have for the pullback with p that

p∗∂x = ∂x1
− x2

x1
∂x2

p∗∂y =
1

x1
∂x2

.
(4.9)

These are singular vector fields, but since f is flat along P we find g ∈ C∞
P∩U1

(U1) such that
f = x1g. Hence we can apply them to f , yielding a function that is again flat along P. The same
computation for (U2,Φ2) shows that the first derivatives of f̃ indeed pull back to flat functions as
claimed. But then the same argument also shows the step k → k + 1.

For the general vector bundle blowup, let (U, (x, y)) be a submanifold chart of N such that
U ∩ N = {x = 0}, and {e1, . . . , ecorankF , f1, . . . , frankF } be a local frame for EU such that the
collection {fα}α restricts to a frame of F over U ∩ N . Recall that for Ui ⊆ Blup(M,N), i =
1, . . . , codimN , a local frame for Blup(E,F )Ui

is given by

{Blup(xie1), . . . ,Blup(xiecorankF ),Blup(f1), . . . ,Blup(frankF )}, (∗)

see Remark 3.8. For the pullbacks of the dual frames of EU to Ui one immediately finds

p∗Ef
α(Blup(fα)) = 1

p∗Ee
k(Blup(xiek)) = xi,

while all other pairings are zero. Writing the dual frame of (∗) as

{Blup(xie1)
∗, . . . ,Blup(xiecorankB)

∗,Blup(f1)
∗, . . . ,Blup(frankB)

∗},

any ω̂ ∈ Γ∞
P
(Blup(E,F )) can locally be written as ω̂

∣∣
Ui

= ω̂kBlup(xiek)
∗ + ω̂αBlup(fα)

∗. But

since ω̂ is flat along P∩Ui, the functions ω̂k

xi
are still well-defined on Ui and flat along P∩Ui. On

p(Ui) \N , we can define the 1-form

ωi =
∑
α

(pE)∗(ω̂
α)fα +

∑
k

(pE)∗
(
ω̂k

xi

)
ek.

Since p∗Eωi = ω̂
∣∣
Ui\P

, we have ωi = ωj for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , codimN} whenever their domain of
definition overlap. Thus, gluing gives ω ∈ Ω1(U \N), which extends flatly to N ∩ U and satisfies
p∗Eω = ω̂

∣∣
p−1(U)

. □

Proof (of Theorem 4.2): The first part follows from Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5. For the
second part consider the following commutative diagram.
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0 0 0

0 0 0

0

0

0

0

0

00Ω•
P
(Blup(A,B))Ω•

N (A)

Ω•(Blup(A,B))
p∗
AΩ•(A)Ω•(Blup(A,B))Ω•(A)

J∞
P

Ω•(Blup(A,B))
p∗
AJ∞

N Ω•(A)
J∞
P

Ω•(Blup(A,B))J∞
N Ω•(A)

p∗A

p∗A

p∗A

Exactness of the first and second column is clear. Regarding exactness of the second and third
row note that pA is a diffeomorphism on M \ N , implying injectivity of p∗A. From the first part
we get exactness of the first row, and thus

Ω•(Blup(A,B))

p∗AΩ
•(A)

∼=
J∞
P

Ω•(Blup(A,B))

p∗AJ
∞
N Ω•(A)

by the 3× 3-Lemma [Mac63, Chapter 2, Lemma 5.1]. The remaining claim follows from the local
nature of jet spaces. □

5 Blowups of transversals
One class of Lie subalgebroids of A ⇒ M is given by transverse submanifolds ι : N ↪→ M , i.e.
submanifolds such that the inclusion is transverse to the anchor. Then ρ−1(TN) = ι!A ⊆ A is a
Lie subalgebroid, see Section 2.2. An example of such is e.g. TN ⊆ TM for any closed submanifold
N ⊆ M as a Lie subalgebroid of the tangent Lie algebroid. We compute the cohomology of
Blup(A, ι!A) in Corollary 5.6 after characterising the blow-down map in cohomology in this setting
in Theorem 5.4.

A property of transversals we will use is that they admit simple normal forms [BLM16, Section
4].

Theorem 5.1 Let A ⇒ M be a Lie algebroid and ι : N ↪→ M a transversal. Then there exists a
tubular neighbourhood pr: E → N of N in M such that

AE
∼= pr!ι!A (5.1)

are isomorphic as Lie algebroids.

Moreover, any such isomorphism AE
∼= pr!ι!A induces an isomorphism

H•(AE) = H•(ι!A) (5.2)

by means of the restriction map, see [Fre19, Theorem 2]. The proof in [Fre19] utilises [Cra00,
Theorem 2], a spectral sequence argument, see also [MS24, Section 5.2].

According to Theorem 4.2 it is enough to understand the blow-down map in cohomology in a
neighbourhood of N , thus we can utilise Theorem 5.1 to calculate H•(Blup(A, ι!A)). To formulate
the result we need two definitions.

Definition 5.2 Let A ⇒ M be a Lie algebroid and B ⇒ N a Lie subalgebroid of A.
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1. A vector field X ∈ X(M) is called Euler-like along N if it is complete and there is a tubular
neighbourhood embedding ϕ : E → U of a vector bundle E → N onto an open neighbourhood
U of N in M such that ϕ∗X is the Euler vector field of E [BLM16, Definition 2.6].

2. A section a ∈ Γ∞(A,B) is called Euler-like along B if ρ(A) is Euler-like along N and it
induces the trivial inner derivation

[a
∣∣
N
, · ]B = 0: Γ∞(B) → Γ∞(B). (5.3)

From [BLM16, Lemma 3.9] we know that, given a transversal N , we can always find Euler-like
sections a ∈ Γ∞(A) along B with a

∣∣
N

= 0. Note that this definition of an Euler-like section of a
Lie algebroid differs from the one given in [BBLM20] in the way that we do not require a

∣∣
N

itself
to vanish. The reason behind this is that, for an isomorphism like (5.2) to hold, the existence of an
Euler-like section in our sense is enough, one does not necessarily need a trivialisation AE

∼= pr!ι!A
of Lie algebroids, see [MS24, Theorem 3.24].

Moreover, to formulate Theorem 5.4 we need the notion of compact vertical cohomology.

Definition 5.3 Let π : E → M be a fibre bundle and A ⇒ E a Lie algebroid. The subcomplex of
forms of A compactly supported in vertical directions is defined as

Ω•
cv(A) = {ω ∈ Ω•(A) : supp(ω) ∩ π−1(K) is compact for all compact K ⊆ M}. (5.4)

Since the differential is a local operator, (5.4) is indeed a subcomplex, with cohomology denoted
by H•

cv(A), called the compact vertical cohomology (see e.g. [BT82]). Of course, the same notion
can be defined also for forms with coefficients in some representation. Regarding the cohomology
of the blowup of transversals, we obtain the following results.

Theorem 5.4 Let ι : N ↪→ M be a closed transversal of a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M . Denote the
blow-down map by pA : Blup(A, ι!A) → A, the blow-down map of the base by p : Blup(M,N) → M
and the projection of the projective bundle by πP : P→ N .

1. We have (canonical) isomorphisms

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) ∼= H•(Blup(p!A, π!
PA)) (5.5)

∼= H•(p!A)⊕H•−1(π!
PA). (5.6)

Under the identification (5.6), the blow-down map p∗A in cohomology becomes (p!)∗ : H•(A) →
H•(p!A).

2. If codimN is odd then
(p!)∗ : H•(A)

≃−→ H•(p!A). (5.7)

3. If codimN is even then any section a ∈ Γ∞(A) Euler-like along ι!A with a
∣∣
N

= 0 and
corresponding tubular neighbourhood E → N in M gives rise to a long exact sequence

. . . H•(A) H•(p!A) H•+1
cv (AE) H•+1(A) . . .

(p!)∗ (p!)∗ i (5.8)

where (p!)∗ first restricts a form to P, fibre integrates and applies the Thom isomorphism
(Lemma A.9), and i([ω]) = [ω] for any [ω] ∈ H•

cv(AE).

Note that the choice of Euler-like section in the third part only affects the tubular neighbourhood,
i.e. two Euler-like sections inducing the same tubular neighbourhood lead to the same long exact
sequence (5.8).

Theorem 5.4 characterises the blow-down map in cohomology completely. Note that the reason
for the distinction between even and odd codimension lies in the de Rham cohomology of the
projective spaces that constitute the fibres of P → N , see also Theorem 5.5. In the case of odd
codimension the cohomology is trivial in all but 0-th degree, leading to the simplified form. We
prove Theorem 5.4 in two steps: First we prove the case of codimN = 1 in Section 5.1 and then
complete the proof in Section 5.3.

From Equation (5.6) we see that the only missing ingredient to compute the cohomology of
the blowup of a transversal is computing H•(π!

P
A).
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Theorem 5.5 Let B ⇒ N be a Lie algebroid. Let E → N be a vector bundle of rank k, o(E) →
N its orientation bundle, and e ∈ Hk(N, o(E)) its Euler class. Let πP : P → N denote the
projectivisation of E.

1. If k is odd then we have an isomorphism

(π!
P)

∗ : H•(B)
≃−→ H•(π!

PB). (5.9)

2. If k is even then there is a Gysin-like long exact sequence

. . . H•(B) H•(π!
P
B) H•−(k−1)(B, o(E)) H•+1(B) . . .

(π!
P
)∗ (π!

P
)∗ ∧ρ∗e

(5.10)
Here, (π!

P
)∗ denotes fibre integration.

Proof: Let N be of odd codimension. In this case, the fibres of the projective bundle πP : P→ N
are projective spaces of even dimension, which have nontrivial de Rham cohomology only in degree
0. By the Serre-Leray spectral sequence for Lie algebroids [MS24, Corollary 5.8], we immediately
obtain

(π!
P)

∗ : H•(B)
≃−→ H•(π!

PB).

The second part follows from Theorem A.10 noting that all maps are compatible with the antipodal
action. □

Putting together Theorem 5.4 and Theorem 5.5 we can compute H•(Blup(A, ι!A)).

Corollary 5.6 Let ι : N ↪→ M be a closed transversal of a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M . Denote the
blow-down map by pA : Blup(A, ι!A) → A, the blow-down map of the base by p : Blup(M,N) → M ,
and the projection of the projective bundle by πP : P→ N .

1. If codimN is odd then

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) = H•(A)⊕H•−1(ι!A) (5.11)

and, under (5.11), p∗A : H•(A)
≃−→ H•(A)⊕ 0.

2. If codimN is even, H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) fits into a long exact sequence

· · · → H•(A)
p∗
A−−→ H•(Blup(A, ι!A))

f−→ H•+1
cv (AE)⊕H•−1(π!

PA)
g−→ H•+1(A) → . . .

where im(f) = X ⊕H•−1(π!
P
A) for a subspace X ⊆ H•+1

cv (AE), and g = i ◦ prH•+1
cv (AE).

As a corollary, Theorem 5.4 also computes the de Rham cohomology of real projective blowups
of manifolds.

Corollary 5.7 Let (M,N) be a pair of manifolds.

1. If codimN is odd, then
p∗ : H•(M)

≃−→ H•(Blup(M,N)). (5.12)

2. If codimN is even, let E → N be a tubular neighbourhood of N in M . Then H•(Blup(M,N))
fits into a long exact sequence

. . . H•(M) H•(Blup(M,N)) H•+1
cv (E) H•+1(M) . . .

p∗ p∗ i

(5.13)
Here, p∗ first restricts a form to P, then fibre-integrates and applies the Thom isomorphism.

Proof: The statement follows from Equation (5.7) for odd codimension and Equation (5.8) for
even codimension of N , applied to the Lie algebroid A = TM . □
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5.1 The case of codimension 1
In this section we prove Theorem 5.4, 1 for codim(N) = 1. In this case, p : Blup(M,N)

≃−→ M
and P ≃ N , hence the statement reduces to

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) = H•(A)⊕H•−1(ι!A). (5.14)

We prove a slightly stronger statement, which can be seen as the Mazzeo-Melrose analogue for
the blowup of a codimension 1 transversal, by adapting the proof in [MT14, Section 2.1] to our
situation.

Theorem 5.8 (Mazzeo-Melrose for Lie algebroid transversals) Let ι : N ↪→ M be a codi-
mension 1 transversal of a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M . Then the sequence

0 Ω•(A) Ω•(Blup(A, ι!A)) Ω•−1(ι!A) 0
p∗A jBlup(a)

∣∣
N (5.15)

where j denotes the right insertion of sections and a ∈ Γ∞(A) is Euler-like along N with a
∣∣
N

= 0,
is a split exact sequence of cochain complexes and does not depend on the choice of a. In particular,
the Lie algebroid cohomology of the blowup is given by

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) = H•(A)⊕H•−1(ι!A). (5.16)

We prove Theorem 5.8 in the remainder of this section. First, we collect properties of Blup(a) ∈
Γ∞(Blup(A, ι!A)) for a ∈ Γ∞(A) as in the Theorem.

Lemma 5.9 Let ι : N ↪→ M be a Lie algebroid transversal of any codimension codimN ≥ 1. For
an Euler-like section a ∈ Γ∞(A) with a

∣∣
N

= 0 (which exists by [BLM16, Lemma 3.9]), the blowup
section Blup(a) ∈ Γ∞(Blup(A, ι!A)) satisfies the following:

1. ρBlup(Blup(a)) is Euler-like along P.

2. Blup(a) ∈ Γ∞(Blup(A, ι!A)) is nowhere vanishing on N and satisfies pA(Blup(a)
∣∣
P
) = 0,

where pA : Blup(A, ι!A) → A denotes the blow-down map.

3. Blup(a) is Euler-like along the Lie subalgebroid Blup(A, ι!A)P.

4. If a′ ∈ Γ∞(A) is another section Euler-like along ι!A with a′
∣∣
N

= 0, we have

(Blup(a)− Blup(a′))
∣∣
N

= 0. (5.17)

In particular, (5.15) does not depend on the choice of a.

Proof: The first part follows from Corollary 3.6.For the second part, since pA(Blup(a)
∣∣
P
) = 0 is

clear we, only have to show that Blup(a)
∣∣
P

is nowhere vanishing. For this, consider ρ : (A, ι!A) →
(TM, TN) and ρ(a) : (M,N) → (TM, TN) as map of pairs. Then

Blup(ρ)(Blup(a)) = Blup(ρ(a)) ∈ Γ∞(Blup(TM, TN)). (5.18)

But for the tubular neighbourhood for which ρ(a) is the Euler vector field it is easy to see that
Blup(ρ(a)) is nowhere vanishing on P using Remark 3.8. Thus Blup(a), too, must be nowhere
vanishing on P.

For the third part let f ∈ C∞(Blup(M,N)) and µ ∈ Γ∞(Blup(A, ι!A)) be given. Then

[Blup(a), fµ]Blup

∣∣
P
= ρBlup(Blup(a))︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0 on P

(f)
∣∣
P
µ+ f [Blup(a), µ]Blup

∣∣
P
,

so it is enough to check the statement on a set of generators, namely Blup(Γ∞(A, ι!A)). Next, we
use a ∈ Γ∞(A) to obtain an isomorphism of Lie algebroids

A
∣∣
E
∼= pr!ι!A
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for the tubular neighbourhood pr: E → N corresponding to ρ(a). Since the statement is a
local one around P it is enough to work in this neighbourhood. By [BLM16, Remark 3.19] this
isomorphism maps a ∈ Γ∞(A) to (0, ξE), where ξE is the Euler vector field of E. Pick a linear
connection on E with corresponding horizontal lift · hor. Let {Uα}α be an open cover of N such
that there are local frames {f1, . . . , frank ι!A} of (ι!A)U and {e1, . . . , ecodimN} of EU . Then the
collection {f̃1, . . . , f̃rank ι!A, ẽ1, . . . , ẽcodimN} defined by

f̃i = (fi ◦ pr, (ρι!A(fi))hor)
ẽj = (0, everj )

yields a local frame of pr!ι!AEU
. The module Γ∞(pr!ι!AEU

, ι!AU ) is generated by f̃i’s and gẽj ’s,
where g ∈ JN is in the vanishing ideal of N . By definition we have

[Blup(a),Blup(b)]Blup = Blup([a, b])

and want to show that
Blup([a, b])

∣∣
P
= 0

for any such section b. For this, note that it is enough to show that [a, b] vanishes to second order
along N . Clearly, we have

[a, f̃i] = [(0, ξE), (fi ◦ pr, ρι!A(fi)hor)] = (0, [ξE , ρι!A(fi)
hor]) = 0.

Thus let g ∈ JN be given. Then

[a, gẽj ] = (0, ξE(g)e
ver
j ) + g(0, [ξE , e

ver
j ])

= (0, ξE(g)e
ver
j − geverj )

= 0 mod I2N

as ξE(g) = g mod J2N .
For the last part, let a′ ∈ Γ∞(A) be another choice of Euler-like section. In the trivialisation

induced by a we can write
a′ = gif̃i + hj ẽj

for gi, hj ∈ C∞(M). Since by assumption a′
∣∣
N

= 0, gi ∈ IN follows. Since ρA(a
′) is Euler-like

along N ,
ξE − hj ẽj ∈ I2NX(M)

vanishes to second order. In conclusion, Blup(a− a′)
∣∣
P
= 0. □

Next, we show that the insertion of Blup(a)
∣∣
N

is a cochain map. Clearly the restriction to
N itself is a cochain map, so the crucial part happens inside the Lie subalgebroid Blup(A, ι!A)N .
We first note that, in the case of codimN = 1, the Lie algebroid Blup(A, ι!A)N is an abelian
extension according to the definition in [Mac05].

Lemma 5.10 Let ι : N ↪→ M be a transversal of a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M of any codimension.
Then Blup(A, ι!A)P fits into a short exact sequence of Lie algebroids

0 L Blup(A, ι!A)P ι!A 0

P P N

i pA

idP p

(5.19)

where L := ker pA
∣∣
P

and i : L ↪→ Blup(A, ι!A)P denotes the inclusion.
Moreover, if codimN = 1 the sequence (5.19) is an abelian extension of Lie algebroids.
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Proof: Since pA
∣∣
P
: Blup(A, ι!A)P → AN is a vector bundle morphism with image given by ι!A,

it follows that L = ker pA
∣∣
P

is a vector bundle of rank codimN and (5.19) is a short exact sequence
of Lie algebroids. To show that in case of codimN = 1 the Lie algebroid L is abelian, note that
the anchor of the blowup makes the diagram

Blup(A, ι!A)N AN

TMN TMN

pA

ρBlup ρ

=

commute, from which L ⊆ ker ρBlup follows. Thus the inherited anchor is zero, turning L into an
abelian Lie algebroid of rank 1. □

Remark 5.11 For an arbitrary codimension of N , the extension (5.19) is not abelian. Consider
A = TR2 ⇒ R2 and ι : N = {0} ↪→ R2. Then L = Blup(A, ι!A)P, and

[Blup(x∂x),Blup(x∂y)]Blup = Blup(x∂x)

does not vanish on P.

By Lemma 5.10, for ι : N ↪→ M a transversal of a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M of codimension 1 there
is a representation of ι!A on L given by

∇bη = [b̃, η] = [b̂, η̂]
∣∣
N

(5.20)

for b̃ ∈ Γ∞(Blup(A, ι!A)
∣∣
N
) with p(b̃) = b or, alternatively, b̂, η̂ extensions of b̃, η to a section of

Blup(A, ι!A) [Mac05, Proposition 3.3.20].
Key to showing that jBlup(a)

∣∣
N

in (5.15) is a chain map is to see that it is enough for Blup(a)
∣∣
N

to be constant with respect to the representation of ι!A.

Lemma 5.12 Let A ⇒ M be a Lie algebroid, ι : N ↪→ M a codimension 1 transversal and
L = ker pA

∣∣
N

. Suppose η ∈ Γ∞(L) is constant with respect to the action of ι!A, i.e.

∇bη = 0 (5.21)

for all b ∈ Γ∞(ι!A). Then the map

Ω•(Blup(A, ι!A)) ∋ ω 7→ jηω
∣∣
N

∈ Ω•−1(ι!A) (5.22)

is a chain map, where for ω ∈ Ωk(Blup(A, ι!A)) and b1, . . . , bk−1 ∈ Γ∞(ι!A) we define

jηω
∣∣
N
(b1, . . . , bk−1) = ω

∣∣
N
(b̃1, . . . , b̃k−1, η). (5.23)

Here b̃i is any section of Γ∞(Blup(A, ι!A)N ) such that pA(b̃i) = bi.

Proof: Let ω ∈ Ωk(Blup(A, ι!A)) and b0, . . . , bk−1 ∈ Γ∞(ι!A) be given with corresponding b̃i.
Then we get

jη dω
∣∣
N
(b0, . . . , bk−1) = (dω)(b0, . . . , bk−1, η)

=

k−1∑
i=0

(−1)iρBlup(b̃i)ω
∣∣
N
(b̃0, . . . ,

i
∧, . . . , b̃k−1, η) + (−1)kρBlup(η)ω

∣∣
N
(b̃0, . . . , b̃k−1)

+
∑

0≤i<j≤k−1

(−1)i+jω
∣∣
N
([b̃i, b̃j ], b̃0, . . . ,

i
∧, . . . ,

j
∧, . . . , b̃k−1, η)

+ (−1)k
k−1∑
i=0

(−1)iω
∣∣
N
([b̃i, η], b̃0, . . . ,

i
∧, . . . , b̃k−1)

=d(jηω
∣∣
N
)(b0, . . . , bk−1) + (−1)kρBlup(η)ω

∣∣
N
(b̃0, . . . , b̃k−1)

+ (−1)k
k−1∑
i=0

(−1)iω
∣∣
N
([b̃i, η], b̃0, . . . ,

i
∧, . . . , b̃k−1).
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Thus it defines a chain map if and only if the expression

ρBlup(η)ω
∣∣
N
(b̃0, . . . , b̃k−1) +

k−1∑
i=0

(−1)iω
∣∣
N
([b̃i, η], b̃0, . . . ,

i
∧, . . . , b̃k−1)

is zero. But under the assumptions on η every single summand vanishes. □

Corollary 5.13 Let ι : N ↪→ M be a transversal of a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M with codimN = 1
and a ∈ Γ∞(A) the Euler-like section from Lemma 5.9. Then the map

jBlup(a)

∣∣
N
: Ω•(Blup(A, ι!A)) → Ω•−1(ι!A) (5.24)

is a chain map.

As a last ingredient we need the concept of an adapted distance function, see [MT14, Section
2.1].

Definition 5.14 Let E → N be a vector bundle equipped with a metric. A function λ : E \N →
R

+
0 is called an adapted distance function if the following hold:

1. λ ∈ C∞(E \N).
2. For all x ∈ E \N with |x| < 1

2 , λ(x) = |x|.
3. λ(x) = 1 for all x ∈ E with |x| > 1.

Note that such a function always exists, see e.g. [Geu17, Section 8.5]. With the notion of an
adapted distance function at hand, we can proof Theorem 5.8.

Proof (of Theorem 5.8): First note that jBlup(a)

∣∣
N
◦p∗A = 0 is clear as a

∣∣
N

= 0. Suppose that
ω ∈ Ωk(Blup(A, ι!A)) is mapped to 0 under jBlup(a)

∣∣
N

. Since we have the short exact sequence

0 L Blup(A, ι!A)N ι!A 0,
pA

this just means that ω
∣∣
N

actually is the pullback of a form on ι!A. By computing in local
coordinates one can then easily show that ω ∈ p∗Ωk(A): If {b1, . . . , bk, e} is a local frame an
adapted chart U ⊆ M , N ∩U = {x = 0} such that the collection of b′s yield a local frame for ι!A
when restricted to N , a form of the blowup is generated by forms that locally looks like

ω = f
e∗

x
∧ (b∗)I + (b∗)J ,

for some f ∈ C∞(N), denoting the dual frames with a · ∗ and I, J multi-indices, meaning that
e.g. (b∗){i1,i2} = b∗i1 ∧b∗i2 . Then the condition jBlup(a)ω

∣∣
N

= 0 implies that f = xg since Blup(a)
∣∣
N

is nowhere vanishing. Finally, by Corollary 5.13 the sequence (5.15) is indeed a sequence of chain
complexes.

To define a splitting let λ(r) be an adapted distance function on E. Then d log λ is a form
on E \ N dual to the vertical Euler vector field is a neighbourhood of N , thus there exists
ρ∗ d log λ ∈ Ω1(A

∣∣
E\N ). The corresponding form α = ρ∗Blup d log λ extends smoothly to N (as can

again be seen in local coordinates) and satisfies α(Blup(a)) = 1 on N by continuity. Moreover, it
is compactly supported in fiber direction of E (by definition of λ) and closed as ρ∗Blup is a chain
map and d log λ is closed on the dense subset E \N . Thus we can define the map

Ω•−1(ι!A) ∋ ω̃ 7→ p∗A(pr
!)∗ω̃ ∧ α ∈ Ω•(Blup(A, ι!A)).

By closedness of α this is a chain map, thus defining the desired splitting. In particular, jBlup(a)

∣∣
N

is surjective, hence the sequence is exact. But now it is clear that in the decomposition

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) = H•(A)⊕H•−1(ι!A),

the pullback by the blow-down map maps into the first factor. □
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Remark 5.15 One way to interpret the closed 1-form α = ρ∗Blup d log λ from the proof of Theo-
rem 5.8 is as a Lie algebroid splitting for (5.19): Restricted to N it is still closed, hence we can
identify

ι!A ≃ kerα
∣∣
N

⊆ Blup(A, ι!A)N (5.25)

as Lie algebroids. Thus, by Corollary 6.5 we find

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)N ) = H•(ι!A)⊕H•−1(ι!A) (5.26)

using that L is trivialisable such that the representation of ι!A becomes the trivial one. This
observation alone is enough to prove Theorem 5.8. Indeed, let E → N denote the tubular
neighbourhood induced by the chosen Euler-like section a ∈ Γ∞(A) and L its tautological line
bundle (see Remark 3.4). Then there is an isomorphism

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)L) ∼= H•(Blup(A, ι!A)N ) (5.27)

induced by the restriction, see [MS24, Theorem 3.24] in combination with Lemma 5.9. Together
with H•(AE) ∼= H•(ι!A) we find that in cohomology we obtain a long exact sequence

. . . Hk(AE) Hk(Blup(AE , ι
!A)) Hk−1(ι!A) Hk+1(AE) . . .

p∗A f g

(5.28)
in which f is surjective and g is zero. Moreover, this identifies

H•
(
Ω•(Blup(AE , ι

!A))

p∗AΩ
•(AE)

)
= H•−1(ι!A). (5.29)

Then Theorem 5.8 can be proven with the same local-to-global technique used to prove Theo-
rem 5.4, 3 in Section 5.3.

5.2 From arbitrary codimension to codimension 1
The next step to proving Theorem 5.4 is to show that for a transversal ι : N ↪→ M of any codimen-
sion the blowup is isomorphic to the blowup of a codimension 1 transversal in a different Lie alge-
broid, namely in p!A. Since N is a transversal and, for every x ∈ P, Tp(x)N ⊆ TxpTxBlup(M,N),
the blow-down map is transverse to the anchor, hence p!A is a well-defined Lie algebroid. More-
over, at the end of the subsection we show that (p!)∗, like p∗A, is an isomorphism when restricted
to flat forms.

Proposition 5.16 Let A ⇒ M be a Lie algebroid and ι : N ↪→ M a transversal. Denoting the
blow-down map of the base by p : Blup(M,N) → M and the inclusion of the projective bundle by
ιP : P ↪→ Blup(M,N), there is an isomorphism of Lie algebroids

Blup(A, ι!A) ∼= Blup(p!A, ι!Pp
!A) (5.30)

over the identity. The corresponding map on sections is given by

Γ∞(Blup(A, ι!A)) ∋ b 7→ (pA(b), ρBlup(b)) ∈ Γ∞(p!A, ι!Pp
!A), (5.31)

identifying Γ∞(Blup(p!A, ι!
P
p!A)) = Γ∞(p!A, ι!

P
p!A). Here, pA : Blup(A, ι!A) → A denotes the

blow-down map. In particular, under this isomorphism pA and p! ◦ pp!A coincide.

Proof: First note that ιP : P ↪→ Blup(M,N) is a transversal in p!A because ι : N ↪→ M is. For
X ∈ Γ∞(TM, TN) we denote by X̃ ∈ X(Blup(M,N)) the vector field with X̃ ∼p X, which exists
by Lemma 3.5. We first check that (5.31) is well-defined. Since both spaces are C∞(Blup(M,N))-
modules and (5.31) is compatible with the module structure, it is enough to check well-definedness
on a set of generators, namely Blup(Γ∞(A, ι!A)). Thus, let a ∈ Γ∞(A, ι!A) be given. Then

Blup(a) 7→ (pA(Blup(a)), ρBlup(Blup(a)) = (a ◦ p, ρ̃(a)).
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Since ρ̃(a) ∼p ρ(a), (a ◦ p, ρ̃(a)) ∈ Γ∞(p!A) follows. Moreover, by Lemma 3.5, ρ̃(a) is tangent to
TP, so Blup(a) maps to a section in Γ∞(p!A, ι!

P
p!A) as claimed.

Now it is immediate to see that outside of P, Equation (5.31) gives an isomorphism (of vector
bundles). Thus it is enough to consider the neighbourhood around N provided by the normal
form theorem 5.1. Suppose pr: E = M → N is a vector bundle and A = pr!ι!A. As in the proof
of Lemma 5.9, let {a1, . . . , ak} be a local frame of ι!A and {s1, . . . , scodimN} a local frame of E
over some common open U ⊆ N (we will use the dual frame on E as fibre coordinates on EU ).
According to Remark 3.8, for β ∈ {1, . . . , codimN} we get a frame for Blup(A, ι!A)Uβ

by

{Blup(ã1), . . . ,Blup(ãk),Blup(sβ s̃1), . . . ,Blup(sβ s̃codimN )},

where
ãi = (ai ◦ pr, (ρι!A(ai))hor)
s̃j = (0, sverj )

for the horizontal lift of some linear connection on E → N . Then (5.31) maps

Blup(ãj) 7→ (ãj ◦ p, ρ̃(aj)),

Blup(sβ s̃α) 7→ (0,
˜
sβ

∂

∂sα
).

The above collection of sections still span Γ∞(p!A, ι!
P
p!A) locally over Uβ as

˜
sβ

∂

∂sα
=

{
∂

∂s̃α if α ̸= β

sβ ∂
∂s̃β

−
∑

γ ̸=α s̃γ ∂
∂s̃γ if α = β.

Finally, we check that it is a morphism of Lie algebroids. Clearly, (5.31) preserves anchors by
its very definition. Thus it is enough to check compatibility with the Lie bracket using a set of
generators. Let a, a′ ∈ Γ∞(A, ι!A) be given, then

[Blup(a),Blup(a′)] 7→(pA(Blup([a, a
′])), ˜ρ([a, a′]))

=([a, a′] ◦ p, ˜[ρ(a), ρ(a′)])

=([a, a′] ◦ p, [ρ̃(a), ρ̃(a′)])

=[(a ◦ p, ρ̃(a)), (a′ ◦ p, ρ̃(a′))],

hence (5.31) constitutes an isomorphism of Lie algebroids. □

Using Theorem 5.8, the identification Blup(A, ι!A) ∼= Blup(p!A, ι!
P
p!A) from Proposition 5.16

implies the following.

Corollary 5.17 Let ι : N ↪→ M be a transversal of a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M . Then

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) = H•(p!A)⊕H•−1(ι!Pp
!A), (5.32)

where p : Blup(M,N) → M denotes the blow-down map of the base manifolds and ιP : P ↪→
Blup(M,N) the inclusion of the projective bundle. Under this identification, p∗A : H•(A) →
H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) maps into H•(p!A) and is given by (p!)∗.

Thus, to compute the cohomology of the blowup one needs to compute the cohomology of p!A.
By the normal form theorem 5.1 and (5.2), locally this comes down to comparing the cohomology
of ι!A to that of π!

P
A, the pullback to a projective bundle. And since in this case, (p!)∗ too

constitutes an isomorphism when restricted to flat forms, the local picture will be enough.

Lemma 5.18 Let N ⊆ M be a transversal of a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M . Denoting the blow-down
map of the base by p : Blup(M,N) → M , the map

(p!)∗ : Ω•
N (A) → Ω•

P(p
!A) (5.33)

is an isomorphism.
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Proof: We know that the diagram

Ω•(A)

Ω•(Blup(A, ι!A))

Ω•(p!A)

Ω•(Blup(p!A, p!ι!A))

p∗A

(p!)∗

Φ∗

≃

p∗p!A

commutes, see Proposition 5.16 for the upper isomorphism. We see that the maps factor to flat
forms, and there p∗A and p∗p!A are isomorphisms, thus so is (p!)∗. □

Lemma 5.19 Let E → N be the tubular neighbourhood corresponding to an Euler-like section
a ∈ Γ∞(A). Then the inclusions ι!A ↪→ AE and π!

P
ι!A ↪→ p!AE induce isomorphisms such that

H•(AE) H•(ι!A)

H•(p!AE) H•(π!
P
ι!A)

∼=

∼=

(p!)∗ (π!
P
)∗ (5.34)

commutes. Here, πP : P→ N denotes the projection of the projective bundle.
If codimN is odd, then all maps in (5.34) are isomorphisms.

Proof: The inclusions yield a commutative diagram

AE ι!A

p!AE π!
P
ι!A

p! π!
P

of Lie algebroids, leading to (5.34) in cohomology, where the inclusions become isomorphisms
by (5.2). If codimN is odd, Theorem 5.5 shows the remaining statement. □

5.3 Proof of Theorem 5.4
The third part of Theorem 5.4 is more technical, thus we prove the remaining statements of
Theorem 5.4 first.

Proof (of Theorem 5.4, 1 and 2): For the first part, the isomorphism

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) ∼= H•(Blup(p!A, π!
PA))

is Proposition 5.16, while H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) ∼= H•(p!A)⊕ H•−1(π!
P
A) is Theorem 5.8 since P is a

transversal of codimension 1 inside p!A. For the second part note that we find a neighbourhood
E of P in Blup(M,N) such that H•(p!AE) ∼= H•(π!

P
A) by means of an Euler-like section. Thus

we have

H•
(

Ω•(p!A)

(p!)∗Ω•(A)

)
∼= H•

(
Ω•(p!AE)

(p!)∗Ω•(AE)

)
= 0,

where the first isomorphism is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.18 (see also Theorem 4.2), and
the second identification follows from Lemma 5.19. From this,

(p!)∗ : H•(A)
≃−→ H•(p!A)

follows at once, implying H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) = H•(A)⊕H•−1(ι!A) by the first part. □
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To show Theorem 5.4, 3 we first work in a tubular neighbourhood pr: E → N induced by an
Euler-like section of A along N .

Lemma 5.20 Let pr: E → N be a vector bundle with zero section ι : N ↪→ E and B ⇒ N a Lie
algebroid. Then there is a long exact sequence

. . . H•(pr!B) H•(p!pr!B) H•+1
cv (pr!B) H•+1(pr!B) . . .

(p!)∗ (p!)∗ i (5.35)

Here, p : Blup(E,N) → E is the blow-down map of the base, (p!)∗ denotes the composition of
the Thom isomorphism after fibre integrating the restriction of a form to P, and i : H•

cv(pr
!B) →

H•(pr!B) denotes the map that regards a form compactly supported in fibre direction as just a form
on pr!B.

Proof: This follows from Theorem 5.5, 2 using the same reasoning as in Lemma A.11, as we
again have both

H•(pr!B) ∼= H•(B) and

H•(p!B) ∼= H•(π!
PB)

by means of the respective restrictions. □

This already gives Theorem 5.4, 3 in the local setting. To prove the global statement, we use
that by Lemma 5.18 for any tubular neighbourhood E → N ,

Q• := H•
(

Ω•(p!A)

(p!)∗Ω•(A)

)
= H•

(
Ω•(p!AE)

(p!)∗Ω•(AE)

)
=: Q•

E , (5.36)

where equality already holds on the level of chain complexes. The plan is to identify Q• and
H•+1

cv (AE) to complete the proof of Theorem 5.4. We can define a map Q•
E → H•+1

cv (AE) in the
following way: First, pick any splitting σ of the short exact sequence

0 Ω•(AE) Ω•(p!AE)
Ω•(p!AE)

(p!)∗Ω•(AE) 0
(p!)∗ τ

σ

and let χ ∈ C∞(E) be a smooth function with compact vertical support such that χ = 1 in
a neighbourhood of N . Then also σ̃ = p∗χσ defines a splitting for τ , since by Lemma 5.18 τ
depends only on local data around P, and there the map did not change. We proceed now to
define a map the same way one would construct the edge endomorphism in the corresponding
long exact sequence in cohomology: For [λ] ∈ Q•

E we know that τ dσ̃λ = dλ = 0, so we can find
a unique η ∈ Ω•(AE) such that (p!)∗η = dσ̃λ. Consequently, η has compact vertical support,
and since (p!)∗ is injective, dη = 0. We map [λ] to [η] ∈ H•+1

cv (AE). This is well-defined: If
λ′ ∈ [λ], then τ(σ̃λ − σ̃λ′) = 0, thus there is ξ ∈ Ω•

cv(AE) with (p!)∗ξ = σ̃λ − σ̃λ′. But then
(p!)∗ dξ = d(σ̃λ − σ̃λ′), showing that the cohomology class [η] ∈ H•+1

cv (AE) does not depend on
the chosen representative.

Lemma 5.21 The above constructed map Ψ: Q•
E → H•+1

cv (AE) is an isomorphism.

Proof: We will show this by using the 5-lemma [Mac63, Chapter 1, Lemma 3.3]. Note that Q•
E

and H•+1
cv (AE) fit into a long exact sequence

. . . H•(AE) H•(p!AE) Q•
E H•+1(AE) H•+1(p!AE) . . .

. . . H•(AE) H•(p!AE) H•+1
cv (AE) H•+1(AE) H•+1(p!AE) . . .

(p!)∗ τ δ (p!)∗

(p!)∗ −2(p!)∗ i (p!)∗

Ψ

where δ denotes the edge homomorphism and unlabeled vertical arrows are the identity. By the
5-Lemma, if the diagram commutes, Ψ is an isomorphism. Thus we have to check if the squares
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left and right to Ψ are commuting. For the square on the right this is obvious, since Ψ is defined
in the same way one constructs the edge homomorphism.

Consider the square on the left and let [ω] ∈ H•(p!AE) be given. We first compute −2(p!)∗[ω]
explicitly and then check that it coincides with Ψτ [ω]. By the choice of E, we find η ∈ Ω•(π!

P
ι!A)

such that [ω] = [(π!
L
)∗η] by (5.2). Here, πL : L→ P and πP : P→ N denote the bundle projections

of the tautological line bundle and the projective bundle, respectively. We can also consider the
double cover of P given by the sphere bundle p : S→ P and the surjective submersion q : E\0 → S

to pull η back to a form (q!)∗(p!)∗η on AE\0. Pick a fibre metric on E and let χ ∈ C∞(E) be a
function such that χ = 1 in a neighbourhood of N , χ only depends on the radius and χ(x) = 0
for all x ∈ E with |x| > 1. Then

η̂ = dχ ∧ (q!)∗(p!)∗η

defines a closed form in Ω•
cv(AE) that is send to −2(p!)∗[ω] by fibre integration, hence

−2(p!)∗[ω] = [η̂].

Next, we have
(p!)∗η̂ = (p!)∗(dχ ∧ (q!)∗(p!)∗η)

= d(p∗χ) ∧ ((p ◦ q ◦ p)!)∗η
= d(p∗χ(π!

L)
∗η).

So choosing the cut-off function in the definition of Ψ to be p∗χ and the splitting σ such that
σ(τ(π!

L
)∗η) = (π!

L
)∗η, it follows that the left square commutes and thus Ψ constitutes an isomor-

phism. □

We can now complete the proof of Theorem 5.4.

Proof (of Theorem 5.4, 3): We want to show that for a transversal ι : N ↪→ M of a Lie
algebroid A ⇒ M of even codimension any Euler-like section of A along N gives rise to a long
exact sequence

. . . H•(A) H•(p!A) H•+1
cv (AE) H•+1(A) . . .

(p!)∗ (p!)∗ i

where p : Blup(M,N) → M denotes the blow-down map of the base. Since (p!)∗ : Ω•(A) → Ω•(p!A)
is a chain map, we obtain a long exact sequence

. . . H•(A) H•(p!A) Q• H•+1(A) . . .
(p!)∗ τ δ

In this long exact sequence, by Lemma 5.18 the map τ only depends on local data, i.e. writing
ιE : AE → A we have τE ◦H(ι∗E) = τ . Moreover, the connecting homomorphism δ is defined using
any kind of splitting, so in particular we can choose one with support localised inside E. Then
the result follows from (the proof of) Lemma 5.21. But then the rest of the statement follows
from the identification

H•(Blup(A, ι!A)) = H•(p!A)⊕H•−1(π!
PA)

from Corollary 5.17. □

6 Invariant submanifolds
Suppose the orbit foliation of A ⇒ M is singular with N ⊂ M a closed and embedded singular leaf.
Then one can hope to increase the dimensions of the orbit by blowing up AN , possibly turning
Blup(A,AN ) into a regular Lie algebroid with more easily computable cohomology. In this section
we discuss two examples: The action Lie algebroids so(3) ⋉ R3 and sl2(R) ⋉ R3 with singular
leaves given by the origin, where in both cases we consider the adjoint action. For so(3)⋉R3 we
find that blowing up the origin resolves the singularity, allowing to compute the cohomology of
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both the blowup and so(3) ⋉R3, while for sl2(R) ⋉R3 we find that even iterated blowups will
not result in a regular Lie algebroid.

To compute the cohomology of Blup(A,AN ) there exists no auxiliary statement analog to
Theorem 5.1. Instead, one can work directly on formal cohomology, for which we can utilise the
Serre spectral sequence developed in [MS24]. If i : L ↪→ A is any Lie subalgebroid, the differential
ideal

I(L) := ker(i∗ : Ω•(A) → Ω•(L))

induces a filtration on Ω•(A) by

FpΩ•(A) := (I(L)∧pΩ(A))•.

This filtration gives rise to a spectral sequence, called the Serre spectral sequence associated to L in
[MS24], which we will denote by {(EL)

•,•
r }r≥0. Recall the following results on formal cohomology

along (invariant) submanifolds [MS24, Theorem 3.17, Theorem 3.18].

Theorem 6.1 Let N ⊂ M be a closed and embedded submanifold of a Lie algebroid A ⇒ M .

1. The Serre spectral sequence associated to any Lie subalgebroid L ⇒ N converges to formal
Lie algebroid cohomology along N .

2. If N is an invariant submanifold the first page of the Serre spectral sequence associated to
AN is given by

(EAN
)p,q1 ≃ Hp+q(AN , Spν∗) =⇒ Hp+q(J∞

N Ω•(A)). (6.1)

3. If A is linearisable around N then

H•(J∞
N Ω•(A)) =

∞∏
p=0

H•(AN , Spν∗). (6.2)

The representation of AN on the normal bundle ν of N in M is given by (see e.g. [FM22,
Section 6.1])

∇a(X|N mod TN) = [ρ(ã), X]|N mod TN,

where X ∈ X(M) and ã ∈ Γ∞(A) is some extension of a ∈ Γ∞(AN ). The Lie algebroid A ⇒ M
is called linearisable around N if, around N , it is diffeomorphic to the action Lie algebroid A⋉ ν,
see [HM90, Theorem 2.4] for the general construction of action Lie algebroids.

When blowing up the restriction of a Lie algebroid to an invariant submanifold, the blow-down
map naturally induces a map between spectral sequences.

Lemma 6.2 Let A ⇒ M be a Lie algebroid and N ⊆ M a closed and embedded invariant sub-
manifold.

1. The blow-down map pA : Blup(A,AN ) → A induces a map between Serre spectral sequences

p∗A : {(EAN
)•,•r }r≥0 → {(ẼBlup(A,AN )P)

•,•
r }r≥0. (6.3)

2. If the induced map

p∗A : H•(AN , Spν(M,N)∗) → H•(Blup(A,AN )P, S
pν(Blup(M,N),P)∗) (6.4)

is an isomorphism for all p ∈ N then

p∗A : H•(J∞
N Ω•(A))

≃−→ H•(J∞
P Ω•(Blup(A,AN ))) (6.5)

is an isomorphism.

Proof: It is easy to check that p∗A respects the corresponding filtrations and thus induces a map
between spectral sequences. Then the second part follows from Theorem 6.1, 2. and the Mapping
Lemma for spectral sequences [Wei94, Lemma 5.2.4]. □

27



To compute cohomologies in this section we also need the spectral sequence of an abelian
extension introduced in [Mac05].

Definition 6.3 A Lie algebroid A ⇒ M is called abelian extension if it fits into a short exact
sequence of Lie algebroids

0 L A B 0
i Φ (6.6)

over M such that L ⇒ M is abelian.

There is a representation of B on L given by ∇L
b ℓ = [a, i(ℓ)], where a ∈ Γ∞(A) satisfies Φ(a) =

b ∈ Γ∞(B) and ℓ ∈ Γ∞(L), see [Mac05, Proposition 3.3.20]. The extension class [γ] ∈ H2(B,L)
of an abelian extension is defined via a splitting σ : B → A of (6.6) by the class of the induced
curvature tensor γ ∈ Ω2(B,L), where

γ(b1, b2) = [σ(b1), σ(b2)]A − σ([b1, b2]B) ∈ Γ∞(L) (6.7)

for b1, b2 ∈ Γ∞(B). Note that [γ] is independent of the chosen splitting. Then one obtains
the following (see [MZ22, Corollary 4.2] for Φ the anchor of regular Lie algebroids, and [MS24,
Theorem 7.1] for a Lie algebroid B ⇒ Q over an arbitrary manifold).

Theorem 6.4 Given an abelian extension (6.6), there is a spectral sequence converging to the
cohomology of A with second page given by(

d2 : Ep,q
2 → Ep+2,q−1

2

)
≃
(
(−1)pi[γ] : H

p(B,ΛqL∗) → Hp+2(B,Λq−1L∗)
)
. (6.8)

Corollary 6.5 If the abelian extension (6.6) splits as Lie algebroids, i.e. the extension class is
zero, and L = M ×R is trivial with trivial representation of B, the cohomology of A is given by

H•(A) = H•(B)⊕H•−1(B). (6.9)

6.1 The action Lie algebroid so(3)⋉R3

In this section we consider A = so(3)⋉R3, the action Lie algebroid corresponding to infinitesimal
rotations in R3, which is linear around the origin. More abstractly, A ⇒ R3 is a trivial vector
bundle with global frame {e1, e2, e3}, and bracket and anchor given by

[ei, ej ] =

3∑
k=1

εijkek, (6.10)

ρ(ei) =

3∑
j,k=1

εijkxj∂k. (6.11)

Since so(3) is compact, averaging [GW92] shows that

H•(A) ≃ H•(so(3))⊗ C∞(R3)so(3) = A ⊕ 0⊕ 0⊕ A, (6.12)

identifying C∞(R3)so(3) = A = {f ∈ C∞(R) : f(−x) = f(x) for all x ∈ R} with the even
functions on R, as C∞(R3)so(3) = {f ∈ C∞(R3) : f only depends on the radius}. Blowing up
the Lie subalgebroid A{0} results in yet another action Lie algebroid,

Blup(A,A{0}) = so(3)⋉ Blup(R3, {0}), (6.13)

see [Obs21, Corollary 5.93], and we write

ẽi := Blup(ei) = p♯ei ∈ Γ∞(Blup(A,A{0})). (6.14)

We compute the cohomology of the blowup and can reproduce (6.12).
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Proposition 6.6 Let A = so(3)⋉R3. Then

H•(A) = H•(so(3)⋉ Blup(R3, {0})) = A ⊕ 0⊕ 0⊕ A. (6.15)

We first show the second equality by computing the cohomology of the blowup using the
spectral sequence for abelian extensions and then show that the cohomology of the blowup is
isomorphic to the cohomology of A by proving that the formal cohomologies are isomorphic. First
we see that the blowup indeed is an abelian extension.

Lemma 6.7 The blowup Blup(A,A{0}) is an abelian extension, i.e. it fits into an exact sequence
of Lie algebroids

0 L = ker ρBlup Blup(A,A{0}) TF 0
ρBlup (6.16)

where F denotes the orbit foliation of Blup(A,A{0}) given by

F = {p−1({x2
1 + x2

2 + x3
3 = r2})}r≥0. (6.17)

In particular, Blup(A,A{0}) is a regular Lie algebroid.

Proof: Recall that the blow-down map pA : Blup(A,A{0}) → A restricted to Blup(R3, {0}) \P
is a diffeomorphism, thus on this set the orbit foliation is the same as on R3 \ {0} under p. To see
that P is a single orbit, since the situation is highly symmetric it is enough to consider one of the
charts of Blup(R3, {0}) from Remark 3.3, say U1. Using (x̃1, x̃2, x̃3) to denote the coordinates on
U1 we find

ρBlup(ẽ1)
∣∣
U1

= x̃3∂̃2 − x̃2∂̃3

ρBlup(ẽ2)
∣∣
U1

= −x̃1x̃3∂̃1 + x̃2x̃3∂̃2 + (1 + x̃2
3)∂̃3

ρBlup(ẽ3)
∣∣
U1

= x̃1x̃2∂̃1 − (1 + x̃2
2)∂̃2 − x̃2x̃3∂̃3.

(6.18)

Thus we see that on U1 ∩ P = {x̃1 = 0}, the image of ρBlup still spans a two-dimensional
distribution. Since P is connected, this implies that P is a single orbit. □

Thus we are in the framework of Theorem 6.4. Note that in this particular case the spectral
sequence will stabilise after the second page as rankL = 1. As a vector bundle, L is given by the
pullback of the tautological line bundle back to itself.

Lemma 6.8 Denoting the projection of the tautological line bundle L of P by πL : L → P, the
kernel of ρBlup is isomorphic to

L = ker ρBlup = π♯
L
L, (6.19)

by mapping
π♯
L
L ∋ ((v1, v2, v3)[v′])w[v′] 7→ (v1ẽ1 + v2ẽ2 + v3ẽ3)

∣∣
w[v′]

∈ L. (6.20)

Proof: The defined map identifies π♯
L
L with a rank 1 subbundle of Blup(A,A{0}). Thus, we

only need to show that its image lies in the kernel of ρBlup. In the view of the chart for U1 of the
blowup, recall that the canonical chart for U1 already is a vector bundle chart for LU1∩P with x̃1

as the fibre coordinate. Here, the map (6.20) becomes

((x̃1)[1:x̃2:x̃3])(x̃′
1,x̃2,x̃3) 7→ x̃1(ẽ1 + x̃2ẽ2 + x̃3ẽ3).

But given (6.18) it is easy to check that points of the form ẽ1 + x̃2ẽ2 + x̃3ẽ3 lie in the kernel of
ρBlup. □

In particular, L is not a trivial vector bundle. Pulled back to a double cover, however, we can
even trivialise the action of the orbit foliation.
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Lemma 6.9 Consider the double cover pr: S2 ×R→ Blup(R3, {0}) defined by

pr: (x, t) 7→

{
p−1(tx) if t ̸= 0

[x] if t = 0
(6.21)

where we view S2 as the unit sphere in R3. Then the induced abelian extension

0 pr!L pr!Blup(A,A{0}) pr!TF 0,
ρpr! (6.22)

where ρpr! denotes the anchor of pr!Blup(A,A{0}), has the following properties:

1. The Lie algebroid pr!Blup(A,A{0}) is a product Lie algebroid

pr!Blup(A,A{0}) ≃ pr!Blup(A,A{0})S2×{1} × (0 ⇒ R). (6.23)

2. The Lie algebroid pr!TF is the foliation Lie algebroid of the foliation

{S2 × {t}}t∈R. (6.24)

3. There exists a non-vanishing section g ∈ Γ∞(pr!L), anti-invariant under the action of Z2,
which is constant under the action of pr!F.

Proof: For the first part, recall that

Blup(A,A{0}) = so(3)⋉ Blup(R3, {0})

is an action Lie algebroid. Since pr: S2 ×R→ L is a double cover, we obtain

pr!Blup(A,A{0}) = so(3)⋉ (S2 ×R).

We show that the action of so(3) is independent of the R variable, from which the statement
follows.

Note that out of charts for the blowup we get charts on U±
i = pr−1(Ui) in the natural way.

Consider (U±
1 , x̃ ◦ pr). The coordinate transformation

y1 = x̃1

√
1 + x̃2

2 + x̃2
3,

y2 = x̃2

y3 = x̃3

gives a product chart for U±
1 ×R, where y1 is the coordinate on R. In this chart, the anchor is

given by

ρ(pr!ẽ1) = y3
∂

∂y2
− y2

∂

∂y3

ρ(pr!ẽ2) = −y2y3
∂

∂y2
− (1 + y23)

∂

∂y3

ρ(pr!ẽ3) = (1 + y22)
∂

∂y2
+ y2y3

∂

∂y3
.

Thus the action of so(3) does not depend on the R variable y1.
Using the first part, the second part is clear. For the last part, define a section over U±

i of
pr!L by (g±i , 0), where

g±i =
±1√

1 +
∑

j ̸=i y
2
j

(pr!ẽi +
∑
j ̸=i

yjpr
!ẽj). (6.25)

These definitions agree on overlaps and thus define a global trivialising section, which is constant
under the action of pr!TF as a straightforward computation shows. □
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This is sufficient to compute the spaces on the second page of the spectral sequence associated
to the abelian extension (6.22) (Theorem 6.4). For the differential on the second page we show
that the extension class does not vanish in a way that d2 : E

0,2
2 → E1,0

2 is an isomorphism.

Proposition 6.10 The cohomology of Blup(A,A{0}) is given by

H•(Blup(A,A{0})) = A ⊕ 0⊕ 0⊕ A, (6.26)

where A = {f ∈ C∞(R) : f(−x) = f(x) for all x ∈ R}.

Proof: By Theorem 6.4 and Lemma 6.9 the nontrivial entries on the second page of the spectral
sequence associated to (6.22) are given by

C∞(R) 0 C∞(R)

C∞(R) 0 C∞(R)

d2

as H•(pr!TF) = C∞(R) ⊕ 0 ⊕ C∞(R) by [MS24, Lemma 5.4], see also [CM13, Lemma 3]. Note
that in the third column we integrated along the spheres of the foliation to identify the cohomology
with functions on R, and that the Z2-action reverses the orientation.

For the differential d2 we compute the extension class (6.7). To do so, note that by Lemma
6.9 it is enough to consider the short exact sequence (6.22) restricted to a single fibre S2 × {1}.
We show that the extension class is given by the volume form on S2. Consider S2 ⊆ R3, identify
the trivial vector bundles pr!Blup(A,A{0})S2×{1} ≃ TR3

∣∣
S2 , and identify for x ∈ S2 the tangent

space
TxS

2 ≃ {v ∈ TxR
3 : ⟨x, v⟩ = 0} ⊆ TxR

3.

Note that this gives a splitting σ of the short exact sequence. To determine the curvature, note
that under these identifications, the section g ∈ Γ∞(pr!L) defined in (6.25) is given by the outward
pointing unit normal vector field of S2. The Lie bracket on the constant sections of TR3

∣∣
S2 is the

cross product.
For V ∈ X(S2), we write σ(V ) = viei for some vi ∈ C∞(S2). Let V,W ∈ X(S2) be given.

Pairing the curvature with the trivialising normal vector field yields

⟨x, γ(V,W )⟩ = ⟨x, [σ(V ), σ(W )]⟩
= ⟨x, ρ(σ(V ))wℓeℓ − ρ(σ(W ))vℓeℓ⟩+ ⟨x, σ(V )× σ(W )⟩
= 3⟨x, σ(V )× σ(W )⟩
= 3iσ(W )iσ(V )ixvolR3 ,

since

⟨x, ρ(σ(V ))wℓeℓ − ρ(σ(W ))vℓeℓ⟩ =
3∑

i,j,k,ℓ=1

(
εijkxjxℓ(v

i(∂kw
ℓ)− wi(∂kv

ℓ))
)

=

3∑
i,j,k,ℓ=1

(
εijkxj(v

i(∂k xℓw
ℓ︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

)− viδkℓw
ℓ − wi(∂k xℓv

ℓ︸︷︷︸
=0

) + wiδklv
ℓ)
)

=

3∑
i,j,k=1

(
εijkxj(−viwk + wivk)

)
=

3∑
i,j,k=1

2εijkxjw
ivk

= 2⟨x, σ(V )× σ(W )⟩.

Thus γ is a multiple of the volume form on S2 and, in conclusion, wedging with the extension
class of (6.22) is an isomorphism. Thus, the cohomology of pr!Blup(A,A{0}) is given by

H•(pr!Blup(A,A{0})) = C∞(R)⊕ 0⊕ 0⊕ C∞(R).
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Using Lemma 2.6 the statement follows: In degree 0 the invariant functions give the cohomology
of the blowup, whereas in degree 3, since we trivialised the representation, we need anti-invariant
classes of forms. But after integrating anti-invariant forms correspond to invariant functions as
the Z2-action reverses the orientation. □

Next, we compute the cohomology associated to the representation of Blup(A,A{0})P on the
normal bundle ν(Blup(R3, {0}),P) = L. For the original Lie algebroid we know by [GW92,
Theorem 3.5] that

Hk(A{0}, S
ℓ(R3)∗) =

{
R if k = 0, 3 and ℓ even
0 otherwise.

(6.27)

We show that (6.27) is isomorphic to H•(Blup(A,A{0})P, S
ℓL∗), which by Lemma 6.2 implies that

H•(J∞
P Ω•(Blup(A,A{0}))) ≃ H•(J∞

{0}Ω
•(A)).

Then the cohomology of the quotient complex

J∞
P

Ω•(Blup(A,A{0}))

p∗AJ
∞
{0}Ω

•(A)
(6.28)

vanishes.

Proposition 6.11 The cohomology of Ω•(Blup(A,A{0})P, S
ℓL∗) is given by

Hk(Blup(A,A{0})P, S
ℓ
L

∗) =

{
R if k = 0, 3 and ℓ even
0 otherwise.

(6.29)

In particular,
p∗A : H•(A) → H•(Blup(A,A{0})) (6.30)

is an isomorphism.

Proof: We again make use of the double cover of P given by

pr: S2 ∋ x 7→ [x] ∈ P.

First, consider ℓ = 1. The constant section of the trivial bundle pr♯L = S2 × R trivialises the
representation. Note that these sections are anti-invariant under the Z2-action. Now we can
proceed as in the proof of Proposition 6.10 using a spectral sequence argument to compute the
cohomology of Ω•(pr!Blup(A,A{0})P,pr

♯SℓL∗). By Theorem 6.4 the second page of the spectral
sequence is given by

R 0 R

R 0 R

d2

as H•(S2) = R⊕0⊕R, using integration in degree 2, and the differential is again an isomorphism
following a similar reasoning as in Proposition 6.10. Thus

H•(pr!Blup(A,A{0})P,pr
♯Sℓ
L

∗) = R⊕ 0⊕ 0⊕R.

Since all cohomology groups are one-dimensional, Hk(Blup(A,A{0})P, S
ℓL∗) will either be trivial

or R. We argue that it is nontrivial if and only if ℓ is even and k = 0, 3. Indeed, only in this case
the trivialising section of pr♯SℓL∗ is invariant, thus the cohomological degree 0 part is invariant.
In degree 3 the coefficients are tensored with one more copy of L∗, but since we used integration
which is anti-invariant under the Z2-action, again R = H3(Blup(A,A{0})P, S

ℓL∗). If ℓ is odd,
similar reasoning shows that Hk(Blup(A,A{0})P, S

ℓL∗) = 0. Hence, we have

Hk(Blup(A,A{0})P, S
ℓ
L

∗) ≃ Hk(A{0}, S
ℓ(R3)∗).

The rest follows from Lemma 6.2. □
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6.2 A non-example: sl2(R)⋉R3

Consider the action Lie algebroid A = sl2(R) ⋉ R3 coming from the coadjoint action of sl2(R),
which is a trivial vector bundle with global frame {e1, e2, e3} and anchor

ρ(e1) = −x3∂2 − x2∂3,

ρ(e2) = x3∂1 + x1∂3,

ρ(e3) = x2∂1 − x1∂2.

(6.31)

The bracket can be expressed in terms of the global frame, but will not be used in this section.
The orbits of this Lie algebroid are given by the connected components of the level sets of the

function f = x2
1 + x2

2 − x2
3, where f−1({0}) splits into three orbits x3 > 0, x3 < 0, and the origin.

Hence, the origin is the only leaf of this foliation that is not two dimensional. In this section
we show that by means of repeatedly blowing up restrictions of A (or its blowups) to orbits, one
cannot construct a regular Lie algebroid.

Proposition 6.12 The restriction of the Lie algebroid Ã = Blup(A,A{0}) to P consists of three
orbits:

• A one-dimensional orbit

Z = {[x1 : x2 : x3] ∈ P : x2
1 + x2

2 = x2
3}; (6.32)

• Two two-dimensional orbits given by the connected components of P \Z, explicitly given by

{[x1 : x2 : x3] ∈ P : x2
1 + x2

2 < x2
3} and {[x1 : x2 : x3] ∈ P : x2

1 + x2
2 > x2

3}. (6.33)

.

Proof: In the charts of Blup(R3, {0}) from Remark 3.3 we can e.g. compute over (U1, x̃)

ρBlup(p
♯e1)

∣∣
U1

= −(x̃3∂̃2 + x̃2∂̃3),

ρBlup(p
♯e2)

∣∣
U1

= x̃1x̃3∂̃1 − x̃2x̃3∂̃2 + (1− x̃2
3)∂̃3,

ρBlup(p
♯e3)

∣∣
U1

= x̃1x̃2∂̃1 − (1 + x̃2
2)∂̃2 − x̃2x̃3∂̃3.

Thus, on the invariant submanifold P ∩ U1, the orbit foliation is spanned by

{x̃3∂̃2 + x̃2∂̃3︸ ︷︷ ︸
(I)

, (1 + x̃2
2)∂̃2 + x̃2x̃3∂̃3︸ ︷︷ ︸

(II)

, x̃2x̃3∂̃2 − (1− x̃2
3)∂̃3︸ ︷︷ ︸

(III)

}.

If x̃3 = 0 then this equals the span of {∂̃2, ∂̃3}, which is two-dimensional. If x̃3 ̸= 0 then (I) and
(II) span a two-dimensional subspace as long as 1 + x̃2

2 − x̃2
3 ̸= 0 as

det

(
x̃2 x̃3

(1− x̃2
3) −x̃2x̃3

)
= −x̃3(1 + x̃2

2 − x̃2
3).

If x̃2 = 0 and x̃3 = 1, i.e. it is a point in Z, the span clearly is one-dimensional. Thus let x̃2 ̸= 0
and 1 + x̃2

2 = x̃2
3. Then

x̃3(II) + x̃2(I) = x̃3∂̃2 + x̃2∂̃3,

x̃3(II)− x̃2(I) = x̃3(x̃
2
2 + x̃2

3)∂̃2 + x̃2(x̃
2
2 + x̃2

3)∂̃3,
(6.34)

both of which are multiples of x̃3∂̃2+x̃2∂̃3, which shows that the image of ρ over points in Z∩U1 is
one-dimensional. Similar computations for the other charts show that the orbit foliation is indeed
as stated. □
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Thus by blowing up the foliation has become less singular. Since Z is completely contained in
U = U3 \ {[0 : 0 : 1]}, in showing that the remaining singularity cannot be resolved in the sense
that always at least one orbit will be one-dimensional, we can restrict the discussion to this open
subset. Firstly, in this chart let us introduce polar coordinates for (x̃1, x̃2) by

(x̃1, x̃2, x̃3) = ((r + 1) cosϕ, (r + 1) sinϕ, x̃3), (6.35)

where r ∈ (−1,∞).

Lemma 6.13 Over U the image of the anchor map is generated by

{∂ϕ, r(r + 2)∂r − (r − 1)x̃3∂̃3}. (6.36)

Proof: Over U3, the anchor of the blowup maps

ρBlup(p
♯e1)

∣∣
U3

= x̃1x̃2∂̃1 + (x̃2
2 − 1)∂̃2 − x̃2x̃3∂̃3,

ρBlup(p
♯e2)

∣∣
U3

= (1− x̃2
1)∂̃1 − x̃1x̃2∂̃2 + x̃1x̃3∂̃3,

ρBlup(p
♯e3)

∣∣
U3

= x̃2∂̃1 − x̃1∂̃2.

The change of coordinates leads to

ρBlup(p
♯e1)

∣∣
U
= r(r + 2) sinϕ∂r − 1

r+1 cosϕ∂ϕ − (r + 1)x̃3 sinϕ∂̃3,

ρBlup(p
♯e2)

∣∣
U
= −r(r + 2) cosϕ∂r − 1

r+1 sinϕ∂ϕ + (r + 1)x̃3 cosϕ∂̃3,

ρBlup(p
♯e3)

∣∣
U
= −∂ϕ,

which implies the statement. Indeed, the collection {f1, f2, f3} with f1 = sinϕp♯e1 − cosϕp♯e2,
f2 = cosϕp♯e1 + sinϕp♯e2 and f3 = p♯e3 constitutes a frame over U , where f3 and f1 are mapped
to (6.36), while ρBlup(f2) is a multiple of ∂ϕ. □

Setting s = r
(r+2)3 one can simplify (6.36) in the sense that the image of the anchor is then

spanned by
{∂ϕ, 2s∂s + x̃3∂̃3}. (6.37)

Remark 6.14 From Lemma 6.13 we also find that ÃP is an abelian extension

0 L ÃP Blup(TP, TZ) 0 (6.38)

where (L ⊆ ker ρBlup)P is an abelian Lie algebroid of rank 1.

However, the generating sections (6.37) of ρBlup(ÃU ) show that we cannot remove the singu-
larity by blowing up further. There will always remain at least one leaf of dimension 1.

Lemma 6.15 Let U ⊆ Rn be open with 0 ∈ U and a1, . . . , an ∈ C∞(U). Then the section∑
i

xiai∂i ∈ X(U) (6.39)

induces a section s ∈ Γ∞(Blup(TU, {0})) of the Lie algebroid blowup Blup(TU, {0}), and ρBlup(s)
vanishes on the subset Z = {[1 : 0 : · · · : 0], . . . , [0 : · · · : 0 : 1]}.

Moreover, around points in Z the vector field ρBlup(s) is again of the form (6.39).

Proof: Fix i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Writing p : Blup(U, {0}) → U for the blow-down map, we have inside
the chart (Ui, x̃)

ρBlup(s)
∣∣
Ui

= x̃ip
∗(ai)∂̃i +

∑
j ̸=i

x̃j(p
∗(aj)− p∗(ai))∂̃j .

This section vanishes in the origin of Ui, i.e. the point [0 :, . . . , : 1︸︷︷︸
i

: · · · : 0], and is of the form

(6.39). □
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Corollary 6.16 Repeatedly blowing up the one-dimensional orbits will not result in a Lie alge-
broid that has a 2-dimensional orbit foliation. Every blowup along a single 1-dimensional orbit
will increase the number of 1-dimensional orbits by 1.

Proof: After the first blowup the statement follows inductively from Lemma 6.15. Indeed, con-
sidering the sections (6.37) that generate the image of the anchor map around the one-dimensional
orbit, the section 2s∂s + x̃3∂̃3 satisfies the requirements of Lemma 6.15. □

In conclusion, blowing up further will only increase the number of singularities.

A A Gysin sequence for Lie algebroids
We develope a Gysin sequence for Lie algebroids, which we made use of in Section 5. To be able
to formulate the result we first introduce a notion of fibre integration for Lie algebroids.

A.1 Integration along fibres
Throughout this section let pr: F → N denote a locally trivial fibre bundle with orientable and
connected fibres and B ⇒ N a Lie algebroid. We aim to define a notion of integrating along fibres

(π!)∗ : H
•
cv(π

!B) → H•−rankF (B, o(F )), (A.1)

where H•
cv(π

!B) denotes compact vertical cohomology, see Definition 5.3. Here, o(F ) → N denotes
the orientation bundle of F . This is standard for vector bundles, but can also be made sense of
in our more general situation. Since the fibres are orientable we can construct a double cover Ñ
of N by

Ñp = {λ : λ is an orientation on the manifold Fp} (A.2)

with the obvious smooth structure, which we call the orientation double cover. On the trivial
bundle Ñ ×R→ Ñ we have a Z2 action given by

(−1).(λ, t) = (λ̄,−t), (A.3)

where λ̄ denotes the opposite orientation. Then

o(F ) = Ñ ×R/Z2 → N. (A.4)

The bundle (A.4) is trivial if and only if there is a globally consistent way of choosing orientations
for the fibres of F . In this case, we call the fibre bundle F → N orientable.

Remark A.1 If F → N is a fibre bundle such that o(F ) is not the trivial bundle, pulling back
F to Ñ will result in an orientable fibre bundle.

The orientation bundle carries a canonical flat connection of TN (induced by the trivial TÑ -
connection on Ñ × R) analogous to [BT82, Chapter 7] in the case of vector bundles, and the
representation of B on o(F ) is induced by this connection using the anchor map.

To define fibre integration we first consider the case B = 0, i.e. π!B = F(π) is the Lie algebroid
corresponding to the foliation of F into the fibres of π.

Definition A.2 Let π : F → N be a locally trivial fibre bundle of rank k with orientable and
connected fibres. Then fibre integration on Ω•

cv(F(π)) is defined by∫
F(π)

ω =

{(
N ∋ p 7→

∫
Fp

ι∗pω
)
∈ Γ∞(o(F )) if ω ∈ Ωk

cv(F(π))

0 otherwise.
(A.5)

Here, ιp : Fp → F denotes the inclusion of the fibre at p ∈ N .
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Remark A.3 Fibre integration is well defined and coincides with the standard notion of fibre
integration in the following sense: Since F(π) ↪→ TF we can choose a vector bundle complement
(a horizontal subbundle) C, i.e. TF = F ⊕ C, to extend foliated forms to forms on TF . The
result of the ordinary fibre integration will not depend on the chosen complement (since it is a
top-degree form of F(π)) and coincides with (A.5).

Proposition A.4 Fibre integration descends to a map∫
F(π)

: Hk
cv(F(π)) → Γ∞(o(F )). (A.6)

Proof: We only need to check that integration vanishes on exact forms. But, since we have for
foliated forms ω ∈ Ω•(F(π)) that

dFpι
∗
pω = ι∗p dFω,

this follows from Stoke’s theorem. □

Recall that in case of an orientable vector bundle F → N , ordinary fibre integration of differ-
ential forms yields an isomorphism

H•
cv(F ) ≃ H•−k(N), (A.7)

where the pre-image of 1 ∈ H0(N) is the Thom class θ ∈ Hk
cv(F ) (see [BT82, (12.2.1)]). In

our setting we obtain a similar statement in Lemma A.9, which in the current situation is the
following.

Lemma A.5 Let π : F → N be a vector bundle of rank k. Then

Hn
cv(F(π)) =

{
Γ∞(o(F )) if n = k

0 otherwise,
(A.8)

where we identify the C∞(N)-modules∫
F(π)

: Hk
cv(F(π))

∼−→ Γ∞(o(F )) (A.9)

If F is oriented then for 1 ∈ C∞(N) = Γ∞(o(F )) we have(∫
F(π)

)−1

(1) = ρ∗Fθ, (A.10)

where θ ∈ Hk
cv(F ) denotes the Thom class and ρF denotes the anchor of F(π).

Proof: We first show (A.9). Note that integrating is indeed a map of C∞(N)-modules, where
the module structure on H•

cv(F(π)) is given by multiplying with pullbacks. The statement in the
non-orientable case follows from the orientable one by pulling everything back to a double cover
Ñ → N which trivialises o(F ). Thus, suppose F is orientable and let θ ∈ Hk

cv(F ) denote the
Thom class of the orientable vector bundle. We can pick any representative of the Thom class to
compute its integral, and for the computation we only need the contributions that are k-tangent
to the foliation since the rest is mapped to zero anyway. But those are given by ρ∗Fθ, so we get∫

F(π)

ρ∗Fθ = 1 ∈ C∞(N)

immediately. Since integrating is a module morphism, this implies surjectivity. For injectivity it
is enough to argue locally, since we can exploit the C∞(N)-module structure and the existence of
a partition of unity on N . Thus, let F = N ×Rk with coordinates (x, y) and

ω = f dy1 ∧ · · · ∧ dyk ∈ Ωk
cv(F(π))
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be given, where f ∈ C∞
cv (F ). Suppose that

∫
F(π)

ω = 0, i.e.∫
f(x, y)dy = 0

for every x ∈ N . One can adapt the proof of [GR02, Lemma 2.4] to show that there exist functions
g1, . . . , gk ∈ C∞

cv (F ) such that

f =

k∑
i=1

∂gi
∂yi

.

Then η ∈ Ωk−1
cv (F(π)) defined by

η =

k∑
i=1

(−1)i+1gi dy1 ∧ · · · dyi−1 ∧ dyi+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dyk

is a primitive for ω.
To show that Hn

cv(F(π)) = 0 if n ̸= k, first note that for n = 0 the statement is clear. For
1 ≤ n < k note that again Hn

cv(F(π)) is a C∞(N)-module. Hence it is enough to show that the
cohomology vanishes over a small enough open subsets of N , where we utilise the proof of the
well-known Poincaré-Lemma for compact support. Let U ⊂ N be relatively compact such that
F is trivial over an open neighbourhood of the closure of U . Let ω ∈ Ωn

cv(F(π)) be closed. By
definition of Ωn

cv(F(π)) and by compactness of K there exists a compact subset A ⊆ Rk such that

suppω
∣∣
π−1(U)

⊆ A× U.

Denote by i : Rk ↪→ Sk the embedding of Rk into the k-sphere via the stereographic projection of
the north pole N, and by

i∗ : Ω
n
cv((π)π−1(U)) → Ωn

F(S
k × U)

the extension by 0 as a foliated form on Sk × U → U . Then, since Hn
F(S

k × U) = 0 by [MS24,
Lemma 4.8], and di∗ω = 0, there exists η ∈ Ωn−1

F (Sk × U) with dFη = i∗ω. Let O ⊂ Sk \ i(A)
be a contractible neighbourhood of N and χ a bump function which is 1 in a neighbourhood of N
and supported on O. On O × U , we have

dFη
∣∣
O×U

= i∗ω
∣∣
O×U

= 0. (∗)

Thus, if n > 1, there exists η̃ ∈ Ωn−2(O × U) with dFη̃ = η
∣∣
O×U

, again by [MS24, Lemma 4.8].
Then

i∗(η − dF(χη̃)) ∈ Ωn−1
cv (Rk × U)

is a well-defined primitive of ω.
If n = 1, then (∗) implies that η

∣∣
O×U

is the pullback of a function f ∈ C∞(U). Hence, in this
case i∗(η − π∗

Sk×Uf) ∈ C∞
cv (R

k × U) is a primitive of ω. □

If the fibres of π : F → N are compact, orientable, and connected the situation, we obtain a
similar statement for the top degree foliated cohomology.

Lemma A.6 Let π : F → N be a locally trivial fibre bundle with typical fibre a compact, orientable,
and connected manifold of dimension k. Then fibre integration yields an isomorphism∫

F(π)

: Hk(F(π))
∼−→ Γ∞(o(F )) (A.11)

Proof: By [MS24, Lemma 4.8], the foliated cohomology Hk(F(π)) are sections of a line bundle
over N with fibres Hk(π−1(x)) for all x ∈ N , which can be readily identified with o(F ) via fibre
integration. □

This concludes the discussion for π!B, where B ⇒ N is the zero Lie algebroid. For a general
Lie algebroid we can first decompose the forms on π!B according to their vertical part.
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Lemma A.7 Let F → N be a locally trivial fibre bundle and B ⇒ N a Lie algebroid. Picking a
connection on F leads to a decomposition

π!B = Ver(F )⊕ π♯B (A.12)

with the property that the anchor is given by the identity on vertical vectors and maps π♯a 7→ ρ(a)hor

for a ∈ Γ∞(B), and π! : π!B → B is given by π! = π♯ ◦ (prπ!B→π♯B).

Proof: Given a connection on E and local frames {sα}α of FU and {ai}i of BU for some open
U ⊆ N , the collection

{(0, sverα )}α ∪ {(π♯a, ρ(ai)
hor)}i

yields a local frame for π!BFU
. Then the statements follow immediately. □

Thus, by choosing a connection on F we obtain a decomposition

Ω•
cv(π

!B) =
⊕

p+q=•
Ωp

cv(F(π), π
♯ΛqB∗). (A.13)

This allows to define fibre integration for forms on π!B by just integrating out the fibre components.
More precisely, for ω =

∑
i,j ηi,j ⊗ π♯αi,j , where ηi,j ∈ Ωj

cv(F(π)) and αi,j ∈ Ω•(B), we define

(π!)∗

(∑
i,j

ηi,j ⊗ π♯αi,j

)
=
∑
i

(∫
F(π)

ηi,k

)
αi,k. (A.14)

It is clear that (A.14) yields a map

(π!)∗ : Ω
•
cv(π

!B) → Ω•−k(B, o(F )). (A.15)

Since only contributions of Ωk(F(π)) (i.e. of top degree) matter in computing the integral, it
does not depend on the chosen connection, which is also emphasised by the following descrip-
tion. Consider ω ∈ Ω•

cv(π
!B) and fix p ∈ N . Then we can define the k-fold restriction ω

∣∣k
Fp

∈
Ωk

c (Fp,Λ
•−kB∗

p) of ω to Fp in the following way: For X1, . . . , Xk ∈ Γ∞(TFp) we define

ω
∣∣k
Fp
(X1, . . . , Xk) : Fp → Λ•−k(π♯B∗)

∣∣
Fp

= Λ•−k(B∗
p) (A.16)

in the obvious way, as π!B/F(π) = π♯B. Then one integrates this form along Fp, which yields the
same result as (A.14) (note that the integral will vanish if ω is not of foliated degree k).

Lemma A.8 Let F → N be a locally trivial fibre bundle of rank k with orientable and connected
fibres with trivial orientation bundle, and B ⇒ N a Lie algebroid. Then (π!)∗ : Ω

•
cv(π

!B) →
Ω•−k(B) is, up to a sign depending on the degree, a morphism of cochain complexes and induces
a map

(π!)∗ : H
•
cv(π

!B) → H•−k(B). (A.17)

Proof: Since (π!)∗, dπ!B and dB are local in the sense that to calculate them in a point p ∈ N
we only need information about the form on FU and U , respectively, where U is a neighbourhood
of p. Thus, suppose that π : F = F̃ × N → NF̃ is a product bundle. Then the canonical flat
connection induces a decomposition

Ωn
cv(π

!B) ≃
⊕

i+j=n

Ωi
cv(F(π))⊗C∞(B) Ω

j(B).

Under this decomposition, we obtain the following.

1. By flatness of the connection the differential on Ωn
cv(π

!B) splits into

dπ!B = dF(π) ⊗ id+(−1)j id⊗ dB .
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2. By definition of (π!)∗ we have for ω ∈ Ω•
cv(F(π)) and α ∈ Ω•(B) that

(π!)∗(ω ⊗ (π!)α) = ((π!)∗ω)⊗ (π!)∗α.

3. By Lemma A.5 we have
(π!)∗ dF(π)Ω

•
cv(F(π)) = 0.

Together, this implies the statement. □

With the fibre integration on cohomology defined, we get a Thom isomorphism for Lie alge-
broids as a consequence of Lemma A.5.

Lemma A.9 (Thom isomorphism for Lie algebroids) Let π : E → N be a vector bundle of
rank k with orientation bundle o(E) and B ⇒ N a Lie algebroid. Then fibre integration

(π!)∗ : H
•
cv(π

!B) → H•−k(B, o(E)) (A.18)

is an isomorphism. If θ ∈ Hk
cv(E, π♯o(E)∗) denotes the Thom class of the vector bundle, the

inverse of (π!)∗ is given by

H•−k(B, o(E)) ∋ ω 7→ ρ∗π!Bθ ∧ (π!)∗ω ∈ H•
cv(π

!B). (A.19)

Proof: The statement follows from a spectral sequence argument. Consider the filtration on
Ω•

cv(π
!B) given by

FpΩ•
cv(π

!B) = (Ωcv(F(π))
∧p ∧ Ωcv(π

!B))•

And the induced spectral sequence {Ep,q
r }r≥0. By standard arguments we obtain

Ep,q
1 ≃ Hq(B,Hp

cv(F(π))).

Then by Lemma A.5 the statement follows. □

A.2 The Gysin sequence
We prove a Gysin-like sequence, which we have used in Section 5, for the cohomology of π!B,
where B ⇒ N is a Lie algebroid and π : S→ N is a sphere bundle of rank k, i.e. a locally trivial
fibre bundle with a k-dimensional sphere as typical fibre. In this case, by the Serre spectral
sequence for fibre bundles [MS24, Theorem 5.7] we obtain a spectral sequence converging to the
Lie algebroid cohomology of π!B with second page given by

Ep,q
2 = Hp(B,Hq(S)). (A.20)

Here, Hq(S) → N denotes a smooth vector bundle with fibres given by Hq(S)x = Hq(π−1(x)) for
x ∈ N . Thus, Ep,q

2 has nontrivial entries only if q = 0 or q = k. Therefore the next (and last)
nontrivial differential is dk+1. Recall that in case of B = TN and trivial orientation bundle it is
given by dk+1 = ∧e, where e ∈ Hk+1(N) is the Euler class of the sphere bundle [BT82, Chapter
11]. If o(S) is nontrivial, we can consider the pullback to a trivialising double cover Ñ → N and
find that e ∈ Hk+1(Ñ)− = Hk+1(N, o(S)) instead.

Theorem A.10 Let B ⇒ N be a Lie algebroid with anchor ρ and π : S→ N a sphere bundle of
rank k. Then there is a long exact sequence

. . . H•(B) H•(π!B) H•−k(B, o(S)) H•+1(B) . . .
(π!)∗ (π!)∗ ∧ρ∗e (A.21)

Here, (π!)∗ denotes fibre integration and e ∈ Hk+1(N, o(S)) is the Euler class of the sphere bundle.
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Proof: If o(S) is nontrivial we can pull everything back to a trivialising double cover. Using
Lemma 2.6 and noting that integration and ∧e map Z2-invariant classes to anti-invariant ones
and vice versa, one then obtains the result in general. Thus, let o(S) be trivial. The differential
dk+1 : E

0,k
2 → Ek+1,0

2 can be computed by evaluating on a generator s. We can write s =
∑

i χi[ωi],
where ωi ∈ Ωk(SUi

) are closed with respect to the de Rham differential and χi ∈ C∞(N). Let
γ : π♯B → π!B be a splitting, ω =

∑
i χiωi, and a0, . . . , ak ∈ Γ∞(B). Using that for B = TN we

have ddRω = π∗e, by a standard calculation we obtain

dk+1ω(γπ
♯a0, . . . , γπ

♯ak) =

k∑
i=0

(−1)iρπ!A(γπ
♯ai)ω(γπ

♯a0, . . . ,
i
∧, . . . , γπ♯ak)

+
∑

0≤i<j≤k

(−1)i+jω([γπ♯ai, γπ
♯aj ], γπ

♯a0, . . . ,
i
∧, . . . ,

j
∧, . . . , γπ♯ak)

=

k∑
i=0

(−1)iρπ!A(γπ
♯ai)ω(ρπ!A(γπ

♯a0), . . . ,
i
∧, . . . , ρπ!A(γπ

♯ak))

+
∑

0≤i<j≤k

(−1)i+jω(ρπ!A([γπ
♯ai, γπ

♯aj ]), ρπ!A(γπ
♯a0), . . . ,

i
∧, . . . ,

j
∧, . . . , ρπ!A(γπ

♯ak))

=ddRω(ρπ!A(γπ
♯a0), . . . , ρπ!A(γπ

♯ak))

=π∗e(ρπ!A(γπ
♯a0), . . . , ρπ!A(γπ

♯ak))

=π∗(ρ∗Ae(a0, . . . , ak)).

The rest then follows analogously to the proof of [BT82, Proposition 14.33]. □

If S→ N actually comes from a vector bundle pr: V → N , we can rewrite the Gysin sequence
using the Thom isomorphism on H•−(k−1)(B, o(S)).

Lemma A.11 Let B ⇒ N be a Lie algebroid with anchor ρ and pr: V → N a vector bundle of
rank k. Then, under the isomorphism H•(B) = H•(pr!B) induced by (ι!)∗, the diagram

H•−k(B, o(S)) H•(B)

H•
cv(pr

!B) H•(pr!B)

ρ∗e∧

Φ ∼=

i

(ι!)∗∼=

commutes, where Φ: H•−k(B, o(S)) → H•
cv(pr

!B) denotes the Thom isomorphism from Lemma
A.9, ι! : B → pr!B is the inclusion of Lie algebroids over the zero section ι : N → V , and i denotes
the natural map of considering a compact vertical form as just a form on pr!B.

Proof: First note that o(V ) = o(S) since the sphere bundle is associated to V [BT82, Proposition
11.2]. Again, we will only proof the statement for orientable vector bundles. Writing θ ∈ Hk

cv(V )
for the Thom class, for any ω ∈ H•(B) we have

(ι!)∗Φ(ω) = (ι!)∗ρ∗pr!Bθ ∧ ω = (ρpr!B ◦ ι!)∗θ ∧ ω = (Tι ◦ ρ)∗θ ∧ ω = ρ∗e ∧ ω

as the pullback of θ by the zero section is the Euler class. □

Corollary A.12 Let B ⇒ N be a Lie algebroid, and pr: V → N a vector bundle with induced
sphere bundle π : S→ N . Then there is a long exact sequence

. . . H•(pr!B) H•(π!B) H•+1
cv (pr!B) H•+1(pr!B) . . .

(π!)∗ (π!)∗ i (A.22)

40



References
[AK10] G. Arone and M. Kankaanrinta. On the functoriality of the blow-up construction.

Bulletin of the Belgian Mathematical Society - Simon Stevin, 17(5):821 – 832, 2010.

[AM11] P. Albin and R. Melrose. Resolution of smooth group actions. In Spectral theory and
geometric analysis, volume 535 of Contemp. Math., pages 1–26, United States, 2011.
American Mathematical Society.

[BBLM20] F. Bischoff, H. Bursztyn, H. Lima, and E. Meinrenken. Deformation spaces and normal
forms around transversals. Compositio Mathematica, 156(4):697–732, 2020.

[BLM16] H. Bursztyn, H. Lima, and E. Meinrenken. Splitting theorems for Poisson and related
structures, 2016. arXiv 1605.05386.

[BT82] R. Bott and L. W. Tu. Differential Forms in Algebraic Topology. Springer, New York,
9 edition, 1982.

[CM13] M. Crainic and I. Mărcuţ. Reeb-Thurston stability for symplectic foliations. Mathe-
matische Annalen, 363:217–235, 2013.

[Cra00] M. Crainic. Differentiable and algebroid cohomology, Van Est isomorphisms, and
characteristic classes. Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici, 78:681–721, 2000.

[DS17] C. Debord and G. Skandalis. Blowup constructions for Lie groupoids and a Boutet de
Monvel type calculus, 2017.

[DZ05] J.-P. Dufour and N. T. Zung. Poisson Structures and Their Normal Forms, volume
242 of Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, Boston, New York, 2005.

[FM22] R. L. Fernandes and I. Mărcuţ. Poisson geometry around Poisson submanifolds, 2022.
preprint, arXiv 2205.11457.

[Fre19] P. Frejlich. Submersions by Lie algebroids. Journal of Geometry and Physics, 137:237–
246, 2019.

[Geu17] S. Geudens. The geometry of log-symplectic manifolds. Master’s thesis, KU Leuven,
2017.

[GH78] P. Griffith and J. Harris. Principles of Algebraic Geometry. John Wiley & Sons, New
York, 1978.

[GL13] M. Gualtieri and S. Li. Symplectic groupoids of log symplectic manifolds. International
Mathematics Research Notices, 2014(11):3022–3074, 03 2013.

[GMP14] V. Guillemin, E. Miranda, and A. R. Pires. Symplectic and Poisson geometry on
b-manifolds. Advances in Mathematics, 264:864–896, 2014.

[GR02] S. Gutt and J. Rawnsley. Traces for star products on symplectic manifolds. J. Geom.
Phys., 42:12–18, 2002.

[GW92] V. L. Ginzburg and A. D. Weinstein. Lie-Poisson structure on some Poisson Lie groups.
Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 5:445–453, 1992.

[Har77] R. Hartshorne. Algebraic Geometry, volume 52 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York, 1977.

[Hir64a] H. Hironaka. Resolution of singularities of an algebraic variety over a field of charac-
teristic zero: I. Annals of Mathematics, 79(1):109–203, 1964.

[Hir64b] H. Hironaka. Resolution of singularities of an algebraic variety over a field of charac-
teristic zero: II. Annals of Mathematics, 79(2):205–326, 1964.

41



[HM90] P. J. Higgins and K. Mackenzie. Algebraic constructions in the category of Lie alge-
broids. Journal of Algebra, 129(1):194–230, 1990.

[Kla17] R. L. Klaasse. Geometric structures and Lie algebroids. PhD thesis, Utrecht University,
2017.

[Lan21] M. Lanius. Symplectic, Poisson, and contact geometry on scattering manifolds. Pacific
Journal of Mathematics, 310(1):213–256, jan 2021.

[Mac63] S. MacLane. Homology. Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften in Einzel-
darstellungen mit besonderer Berücksichtigung der Anwendungsgebiete. Academic
Press, 1963.

[Mac05] K. Mackenzie. General Theory of Lie Groupoids and Lie Algebroids, volume 213 of
London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, UK, 2005.

[Mel93] R. Melrose. The Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index theorem, volume 4 of Research Notes in
Mathematics. A K Peters, Ltd., Wellesley, MA, 1993.

[Mik97] G. Mikhalkin. Blowup equivalence of smooth closed manifolds. Topology, 36(1):287–
299, 1997.

[MS24] I. Mărcuţ and A. Schüßler. The Serre spectral sequence of a Lie subalgebroid. preprint,
2024.

[MT14] I. Mărcuţ and B. Osorno Torres. Deformations of log-symplectic structures. J. Lond.
Math. Soc. (2), 90(1):197–212, 2014.

[MZ22] I. Mărcuţ and F. Zeiser. The Poisson linearization problem for sl2(C). Part I: Poisson
cohomology, 2022. preprint, arXiv 2212.07512.

[Nag73] A. Nagel. Factorization of flat functions. Indiana University Mathematics Journal,
22(9):801–806, 1973.

[Nis19] V. Nistor. Desingularization of Lie groupoids and pseudodifferential operators on
singular spaces. Communications in Analysis and Geometry, 27(1):161–209, 2019.

[Obs21] L. Obster. Blow-ups of Lie groupoids and Lie algebroids. Master’s thesis, Radboud
Universiteit Nijmegen, 2021.

[PTW17] H. B. Posthuma, X. Tang, and K. Wang. Resolutions of proper Riemannian Lie
groupoids. International Mathematics Research Notices, 2017.

[Wan18] K. J. L. Wang. Proper Lie groupoids and their orbit spaces. Master’s thesis, University
of Amsterdam, 2018.

[Wei94] C. A. Weibel. An introduction to homological algebra, volume 38 of Cambridge Studies
in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1994.

A. Schüßler, KU Leuven, Department of Mathematics, Celestijnenlaan 200B box 2400,
BE-3001 Leuven, Belgium, email: a.schuessler@math.ru.nl

42


	Introduction
	Lie algebroids and pullbacks
	Lie algebroid cohomology and representations
	Pullbacks of Lie algebroids

	Blowup of Lie algebroids
	Real projective blowups of smooth manifolds
	Blowups of Lie algebroids

	The blow-down map in cohomology
	Blowups of transversals
	The case of codimension 1
	From arbitrary codimension to codimension 1
	Proof of Theorem 5.4

	Invariant submanifolds
	The action Lie algebroid  so(3)R3 
	A non-example:  sl2(R)R3 

	A Gysin sequence for Lie algebroids
	Integration along fibres
	The Gysin sequence

	References

