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ON RELATIVE COHOMOLOGY IN LIE THEORY

MARÍA AMELIA SALAZAR

Abstract. Motivated by our attempt to understand characteristic classes of Lie groupoids
and geometric structures, we are brought back to the fundamentals of the cohomology theories
of Lie groupoids and algebroids. One element that was missing in the literature was the notion
of relative cohomology in this setting. The main aim of this paper is to develop the structural
theory of this notion, the relation between the relative cohomology of groupoids and that
of algebroids via van Est maps, and to indicate how it can be used to provide an intrinsic
definition of characteristic classes.
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1. Introduction

Lie group and Lie algebra cohomology have been used successfully to study the interaction
between the algebraic and geometric properties of these objects. Lie algebra cohomology was
first introduced by Élie Cartan in [4], and later extended by Chevalley and Eilenberg in [5]. It
was originally used to study the topology of Lie groups and homogeneous spaces by connecting
de Rham cohomology with the properties of the Lie algebra. On the other hand, Lie group
cohomology is closely related to the cohomology of the classifying space (see the work of Stasheff
[21]). Its relation to Lie algebra cohomology has been extensively studied and produced many
classical results. In particular, van Est [24, 25, 26] in one of his results produces a map V EG

from the cochain complex that computes the differentiable cohomology of a Lie group G to
the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex of its Lie algebra; under some connectivity assumptions on
G, this induces an isomorphism in cohomology.

Lie groupoids and Lie algebroids are a far reaching generalization of Lie groups and Lie
algebras respectively, which have been used to codify geometric structures and their symmetries
(foliations, Poisson manifolds and related geometries, PDEs, etc). Their cohomologies are
natural extensions of those for Lie groups and Lie algebras, and have been very relevant when
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applied to geometric structures such as de Rham cohomology, foliated cohomology, Poisson
cohomology, etc. (see, among others, [6, 8, 9, 18]). The relation between the cohomology of Lie
groupoids and Lie algebroids is a flourishing theory that started with the work of Weinstein
and Xu in [27], where they first extended the van Est map to a map V EG : C(G) → C(A)
from the cochain complex that computes the differentiable cohomology of a Lie groupoid G
to the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex of its Lie algebroid A. Later Crainic [6] produced other
versions of van Est results; in op. cit. he also defined characteristic classes of representations
of Lie algebroids, extending the classical characteristic classes of flat vector bundles [1, 15], and
the modular class of Poisson manifolds [11]. (See also [7, 12] for characteristic classes of Lie
algebroids.)

Motivated by understanding characteristic classes of representations of Lie algebroids in-
trinsically and by our attempt to develop a parallel theory of characteristic classes of repre-
sentations of Lie groupoids, we are brought back to understanding the fundamentals of the
cohomology theories of Lie groupoids and algebroids. One element that was notably missing
in the literature was the notion of relative cohomology for Lie groupoids and Lie algebroids.
The main aim of this paper is to introduce and study this notion, as well as to indicate how
it can be used to provide an intrinsic definition of characteristic classes for both Lie groupoids
and Lie algebroids. (These will be studied in more detail in future work.) Throughout we pay
special attention to “van Est type” results, which illustrate the relation between the notions at
the global (Lie groupoid) and infinitesimal (Lie algebroid) level. Our point of view is to find
intrinsic and simple notions, as well as explicit constructions. In what follows we illustrate the
structure of the paper and the main results.

Relative cohomology of Lie groupoids (Section 2). We begin by revisiting the cochain complex
C(G) of a Lie groupoid G computing its differentiable cohomology. Associated to any (wide)
Lie subgroupoid K, we define a cochain subcomplex C(G)K (and its normalized version) which
at degree p consists of cochains invariant under p + 1 natural K-actions. For K proper, one
can take the average of the actions and produce a cochain map

(1) Av : C(G)→ C(G)K ,

which turns out to be a homotopy equivalence with the inclusion ι : C(G)K → C(G) its ho-
motopy inverse (see Theorem 2.5). Our definitions and results are inspired by the work of
Guichardet [14] in the context of Lie groups, where he obtains a similar (but more involved)
map to (1) which he proves is a homotopy equivalence when K is a finite subgroup of G. Hence,
to the best of our knowledge, our approach provides a new insight already for Lie groups.

Relative cohomology of Lie algebroids (Section 3). In order to define relative cohomology in
the context of Lie algebras and Lie groups, one deals with the k-basic subcomplex C(g)k−basic

of the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex C(g) of a Lie algebra g and a Lie subalgebra k, consisting
of cochains that are k-horizontal and k-invariant under the restriction to k of coadjoint action
on g∗. Similarly, when g and k are the Lie algebras of a Lie group G and a Lie subgroup
K respectively, one considers the K-basic subcomplex C(g)K−basic; in this case, the relevant
action is the restriction to K of the coadjoint action on g∗. Generalizing these notions to Lie
algebroids and Lie groupoids is not obvious as, in general, a Lie algebroid A does not act on
itself, nor does a Lie groupoid G of A act on A. To solve this issue, we use the key observation
that when B ⊆ A is a Lie subalgebroid, there is a natural action of B on the quotient A/B;
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similarly, if K ⊆ G is a Lie subgroupoid integrating B, then K acts naturally on A/B. This
allows us to define and give the main properties of the B-basic subcomplex and the K-basic
subcomplex respectively

C(A)B−basic ⊆ C(A), C(A)K−basic ⊆ C(A),

which coincide with the standard notions in the context of Lie algebras and Lie groups.
The transitive case (Section 4). Here we assume the existence of a wide transitive Lie

subgroupoid K ⊆ G. We show that there is a natural extension map

ext : C•(Gz)
Kz → C•(G)K ,

where Kz, Gz are the isotropy Lie groups of K and G respectively, over a point z of the
base. This map is an isomorphism of chain complexes with inverse given by the restriction
(see Theorem 4.1). An analogous result holds true (see Theorem 4.3) when looking at the
infinitesimal counterpart:

ext : C•(gz)Kz−basic → C•(A)K−basic;

here A is the Lie algebroid of G and gz is the isotropy Lie algebra. Our theory shows that,
in this case, the relative cohomology of Lie groupoids and Lie algebroids is the same as the
relative cohomology of their isotropy Lie groups and Lie algebras.

Van Est maps (Section 5). In this section we study the van Est maps in the context of relative
cohomology, and pay special attention to the case where the Lie subgroupoid K is proper. We
make use of tubular structures and Cartan decompositions of (G,K) (see Definitions 5.1 and
5.2) to obtain van Est integration maps (i.e., cochain maps going from the relative cohomology
of the Lie algebroid to the relative cohomology of the Lie groupoid) and as a consequence,
conclude that in this case the van Est differentiation map (see equation (33))

V EG/K : C•(G)→ C•(A)K−basic

is a homotopy equivalence when K is a proper subgroupoid (see Theorem 5.12). For example,
for a Lie group G and K ⊆ G a maximal compact subgroup, tubular structures always exist
(see [22]). To prove the results we use the Perturbation Lemma, treated in the Appendix. We
apply the previous results to conclude that in the transitive case, the differentiable cohomology
of the Lie groupoid is homotopy equivalent to the cohomology of its isotropy Lie algebra relative
to the maximal compact subgroup of its isotropy Lie group (see Theorem 5.17).

Characteristic classes (Section 6). As an application of our theory we introduce the definition
of characteristic classes of a representation of a Lie groupoid. This is the first step to study
characteristic classes of Lie groupoids endowed with a geometric structure, e.g., symplectic,
symplectic-Nijenhuis, presymplectic, Pfaffian and contact groupoids. Our theory also allows us
to give an alternative, simple and direct definition of the the existing notion of characteristic
classes of a representation of a Lie algebroid (see [6, 7, 12]), and relate them with our definition
of characteristic classes for Lie groupoids.

All the groupoids appearing in this paper are assumed to be Hausdorff.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Marius Crainic, Ioan Mărcut and Eck-
hard Meinrenken for useful comments and suggestions. The author was partly supported by
CNPq grant PQ1 304410/2020-9, FAPERJ grants JCNE 262012932021 and ARC 26211412201,
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2. Relative cohomology of Lie groupoids

We will review the cochain complexes for Lie groupoids, and define the relative cohomology
with respect to a Lie subgroupoid. We will give the main properties of these notions and
exhibit equivalences between cochain complexes. In particular we show that the cohomology
of a Lie groupoid relative to a proper subgroupoid computes its differentiable cohomology (see
Theorem 2.5).

2.1. The simplicial manifold BpG. Let G ⇒ M be a Lie groupoid, with source and target
maps denoted by s, t : G→M and unit map u : M → G (units are denoted by elements of M).
The inverse of g is denoted by i(g) or as g−1. Elements g, h ∈ G are composable if s(g) = t(h);
in this case their product is denoted as gh or as m(g, h). We denote by

BpG = {(g1, . . . , gp)| s(gi) = t(gi+1), 0 < i < p}

the space of p-arrows; by convention B0G = M . Every p-arrow comes with p + 1 base points
(m0, . . . ,mp), where mi = s(gi) = t(gi+1). The collection of spaces BpG defines a simplicial
manifold B•G called the nerve of the groupoid. The face map ∂i : BpG → Bp−1G drops the
i-th base point:

(2) ∂i(g1, . . . , gp) =





(g2, . . . , gp), i = 0,

(g1, . . . , gigi+1, . . . , gp), 0 < i < p,

(g1, . . . , gp−1), i = p,

while the i-th degeneracy map ǫi : BpG→ Bp+1G is defined by

(3) ǫi(g1, . . . , gp) = (g1, . . . , gi,mi, gi+1, . . . , gp), i = 0, . . . , p.

The manifolds BpG also come equipped with p+ 1 commuting right G-actions

(4) (g1, . . . , gp) · a =





(a−1g1, g2, . . . , gp) i = 0,

(g1, . . . , gia, a
−1gi+1, . . . , gp) 0 < i < p,

(g1, . . . , gp−1, gpa) i = p;

the i-th action has anchor map given by (g1, . . . , gp) 7→ mi.

Define a simplicial fiber bundle

(5) κp : EpG = BpG×M G→ BpG.

The simplicial structure on E•G comes from the identification BpG×M G ≃ Bp(G⋉G), where
G ⋉G ⇒ G is the action groupoid, with the G-action by left multiplication. For each p, κp is
a principal G-bundle, with anchor map

πp(g1, . . . , gp; g) = s(g),
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and principal action

(6) a · (g1, . . . , gp; g) = (g1, . . . , gp; ga
−1).

Note that the face and degeneracy maps (2) and (3) for EpG are G-equivariant with respect to
this action. They are also principal bundle morphisms, making κ : EG→ BG into a simplicial
principal bundle. The actions (4) lift to p+1 commuting right G-actions on EpG = BpG×M G

(7) (g1, . . . , gp; g) · a =





(a−1g1, g2, . . . , gp; g) i = 0,

(g1, . . . , gia, a
−1gi+1, . . . , gp; g) 0 < i < p,

(g1, . . . , gp−1, gpa; a
−1g) i = p;

the i-th action has anchor map (g1, . . . , gp; g) 7→ mi.

2.2. The groupoid complex. The groupoid cochain complex
(
C(G), δ

)
has graded compo-

nents

Cp(G) = C∞(BpG),

while the differential δ is given on p-cochains by δ =
∑p+1

i=0 (−1)
i∂∗i . Its cohomology is called

the differentiable cohomology of G.
For the simplicial manifold E•G as in (5), we denote its cochain complex by

(
C(EG), δ

)
;

note that the inclusion j : C(G)→ C(EG) given in degree p by the pullback κ∗p identifies C(G)
with the G-invariant subcomplex of C(EG) with respect to the action dual to (6).

Consider now a wide Lie subgroupoid K ⊆ G (i.e. the inclusion K →֒ G is an injective
immersion of Lie groupoids and K has the same base M). For each of the actions (4) we can
consider the restriction to K-actions.

Definition 2.1. The Lie groupoid complex relative to K is the K-invariant subcomplex

C(G)K .

That is, it consists of elements of Cp(G) which are invariant w.r.t. p+1 commuting K-actions.
We denote the resulting cohomology groups of

(
C(G)K , δ

)
by H•(G,K).

Remark 2.2. Sometimes it is useful to work with the normalized K-invariant subcomplex

C̃(G)K

consisting of functions f ∈ C(G)K with the property that f(g1, . . . , gp) = 0 whenever gi ∈ K
for some i.

Similarly, one defines theK-invariant subcomplex C(EG)K and its normalized version C̃(EG)K

C̃(EG)K ⊆ C(EG)K ⊆ C(EG)

with respect to the K-actions (7). A function f ∈ C(EG)K is normalized if f(g1, . . . , gp; g) = 0
whenever gi ∈ K for some i = 1, . . . p. The map j : C(G)K → C(EG)K includes C(G)K

as the G-invariant subcomplex of C(EG)K with respect to the action (6), and similarly for

j : C̃(G)K → C̃(EG)K .
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Remark 2.3. The usual cup product

(f1 ∪ f2)(g1, . . . , gp+q) = f1(g1, . . . , gp)f2(gp+1, . . . , gp+q)

defines a product structure Cp(G)× Cq(G)→ Cp+q(G), which passes to cohomology and turns(
C•(G)K , δ

)
⊆

(
C•(G), δ

)
into a DG subalgebra and H•(G,K) (and H•(G)) into a graded

algebra.
Similarly, the normalized K-invariant subcomplex is a DG subalgebra and its cohomology

is a graded algebra.

2.3. Equivalences between complexes. Let K be a wide Lie subgroupoid of G. The main
result of this section is that the normalized Lie groupoid complex relative to K computes the
same cohomology as the differentiable cohomology, whenever K is proper (see Theorem 2.5).
In fact, in general the following holds:

Theorem 2.4. The inclusion ι : C̃(G)K → C(G)K is a homotopy equivalence.

In preparation for the proof of Theorem 2.4, recall that
(
C(EG), δ

)
is acyclic. To see this,

consider the maps

hp : EpG→ Ep+1G, (g1, . . . , gp; g) 7→ (g1, . . . , gp, g;m)

where m = s(g). The map

(8) h : Cp(EG)→ Cp−1(EG), f 7→ (−1)ph∗p−1f

satisfies [h, δ] = 1− i◦p, where i = π∗0 : C
∞(M)→ C0(EG) and p : C0(EG)→ C∞(M) is the left

inverse to i given by pullback under the inclusion u : M →֒ E0G = G. Similarly,
(
C(EG)K , δ

)

is acyclic with h, p, i restricting to maps for this complex.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Denote by C̃(G) ⊆ C(G) the subcomplex consisting of cochains with
the property that f(g1 . . . , gp) = 0 whenever gi is a unit for some i. It is well know that the

inclusion ι : C̃(G)→ C(G) is a homotopy equivalence, and one can exhibit a homotopy inverse

N : C(G) → C̃(G) (see e.g. [14]). Observe that C̃(G)K = C̃(G) ∩ C(G)K . We will then show

that N restricts to a homotopy inverse NK : C(G)K → C̃(G)K of ι : C̃(G)K → C(G)K .
For the definition ofN (and that of the homotopy n below), we have an alternative description

EpG via the change of coordinates (g1, . . . , gp; g) 7→ (g1g2 · · · gpg, g2 · · · gpg, . . . , gpg, g) as

EpG = {(g0, . . . , gp) ∈ G
p+1 | s(g0) = · · · = s(gp)}.

The principal G action (6) becomes a · (g0, . . . , gp) = (g0a
−1, . . . , gpa

−1). The face maps
∂i : EpG → Ep−1G drop the i-th entry, while the degeneracy maps ǫi : EpG → Ep+1G re-

peat the i-th entry. In this form, the normalized subcomplex C̃(EG) ⊆ C(EG) consists of
those functions on EpG with the property that f(g1 . . . , gp) = 0 whenever gi = gi+1 for some

i = 0, . . . , p−1, while the K-invariant subcomplex C(EG)K consists of those functions with the
property that f(k0g0, . . . , kpgp) = f(g0, . . . , gp) whenever k0, . . . , kp ∈ K, and its normalized

version C̃(EG)K of function f ∈ Cp(EG)K such that f(g0, . . . , gp) = 0 whenever gig
−1
i+1 ∈ K

for some i = 0, . . . , p− 1. Setting

(δg0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ δgp)(f) := f(g0, . . . , gp),
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as in [14] we define N : Cp(EG)→ C̃p(EG) by

N(f)(g0, . . . , gp) = δg0 ⊗ (δg1 − δg0)⊗ · · · ⊗ (δgn − δgp−1)(f)

(it follows by a direct computation that N(f) ⊆ C̃p(G)). Note that N is G-equivariant and

it restricts to a map NK : C(EG)K → C̃(EG)K = C̃(EG) ∩ C(EG)K . In degree p = 0,
N = idC0(EG) so that i = i ◦ N ; a computation shows that N is a cochain map. It is also a
computation to see that

N ◦ ι = id
C̃(EG)

for the inclusion ι : C̃p(EG)→ Cp(EG). For v = idC(EG)−ι◦N , we will show (see computation

below) that v = [n, δ] for some G-equivariant maps n : Cp(EG) → Cp−1(EG) that restrict

to the K-invariant subcomplex C(EG)K , thus concluding that ι : C̃(EG)K → C(EG)K is a
homotopy equivalence. As all the maps involved are G-equivariant, it follows that ι restricts

to the homotopy equivalence ι : C̃(G)K → C(G)K of the G-invariant subcomplexes.
First, we define n1 : C

1(EG) → C0(EG) as n1 = 0. As v0 = 0 then v0 = n1 ◦ δ. Let us argue
recursively and suppose that we have constructed G-equivariant maps ni : C

i(EG)→ Ci−1(EG)
for i = 1, . . . , p − 1 with the property that

vi−1 = δ ◦ ni−1 + ni ◦ δ.

Let v̄p−1 = vp−1 − δ ◦ np−1, then

v̄p−1 ◦ δ = vp−1 ◦ δ − δ ◦ np−1 ◦ δ = δ ◦ vp−2 − δ ◦ np−1 ◦ δ = 0,

hence v̄p−1|Im(δ : Cp−2(EG)→Cp−1(EG)) = 0. As

Im(δ : Cp−2(EG)→ Cp−1(EG)) = ker(δ : Cp−1(EG)→ Cp(EG)),

v̄p−1 passes to the quotient Cp−1(EG)/ ker δ. Note that

δ : Cp−1(EG)/ ker δ → Cp(EG)

is injective with left inverse h : Cp(EG) → Cp−1(EG)/ ker δ (the homotopy operator (8) after
passing to the quotient). Define np : C

p(EG)→ Cp−1(EG) by

(9) np(f)(g0, . . . , gp−1) = v̄p−1(h(g0 · f))(t(g0), g1g
−1
0 , . . . , gp−1g

−1
0 ).

The map np is G-equivariant and np ◦ δ = v̄p−1, thus np ◦ δ = vp−1 − δ ◦ np−1 as desired. �

Assume that K ⊆ G is a proper Lie subgroupoid, in the sense that (t, s) : K → M ×M is
a proper map. We will use properness of the Lie subgroupoid K of G to produce averaging
operators, turning any cocycle on C(G) into a K-invariant cocycle on CK(G). For this purpose
recall [6, 10, 23] that a proper Lie groupoid admits (left invariant) properly supported normalized
Haar system µ = {µm}m∈M , i.e. a family of smooth measures on t−1(m) such that:

• for any compactly supported function f ∈ C∞(G), the formula

m 7→

∫

a∈t−1(m)
f(a) µm(a)

defines a smooth function on M ,
• µ is left invariant, i.e. (Lg)∗µm = µt(g) for all g ∈ s−1(m),
• t restricts to a proper map supp(µ)→M , and
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•
∫
t−1(m) µm = 1 for all m ∈M .

Choose such a Haar system µ on K and for each p denote by

(10) Av(i) : C∞(BpG)→ C∞(BpG)

the induced averaging operator with respect to the i-th K-action (4). The operators Av(i)

commute since the actions commute, and we denote by

(11) Av = Av(0) ◦ · · · ◦ Av(p)

the total Kp+1-averaging operator.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose K ⊆ G is a proper Lie subgroupoid. The averaging operator

Av: C•(G)→ C•(G)K

defined by (11) is a homotopy equivalence with homotopy inverse given by the inclusion

ι : C•(G)K → C•(G).

Hence, the inclusion ι : C̃•(G)K → C•(G) is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. As in (10), denote by

AvEG : C(EG)→ C(EG)

the total averaging operator with respect to the K-actions (7). This averaging operator is a
G-equivariant (w.r.t (6)) cochain map, restricting to (10) on the G-invariant subcomplex C(G).
Note that AvEG is a left inverse of the inclusion ι : C(EG)K → C(EG). We will see that ι◦AvEG

is homotopic to the identity with a G-equivariant homotopy n : C•(EG) → C•−1(EG), i.e.
v := idC(EG)−ι◦AvEG = [n, δ], thus concluding that on the G-invariant complexes Av : C(G)→

C(G)K is a homotopy equivalence with ι : C(G)K → C(G) a homotopy inverse.
The construction of n is completely analogous to that of the proof of Theorem 2.4, with

AvEG playing the role of N . For the base case one defines n1 : C
1(EG)→ C0(EG) by

n1(f)(g) =

∫

a∈t−1(t(g))∩K
f(a−1; g) µt(g)(a).

For the inductive case one defines np as in (9).

To conclude that ι : C̃•(G)K → C•(G) is a homotopy equivalence we use Theorem 2.4. �

3. Relative cohomology of Lie algebroids

In this section we introduce the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex of a Lie algebroid relative to a
subalgebroid. In the case where the algebroid comes from a Lie groupoid G, we also define the
Chevalley-Eilenberg complex of a Lie algebroid relative to a subgroupoid of G. These notions
extend the standard definition of the k-basic and K-invariant subcomplex, respectively, of the
Chevalley-Eilenberg complex of a Lie algebra g, with k ⊆ g a Lie algebra, and K a Lie subgroup
of a Lie group G integrating g.
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3.1. The Chevalley-Eilenberg complex and its geometry. Let A⇒M be a Lie algebroid
with anchor map a : A → TM. Let

(
C(A), dCE

)
be the Lie algebroid complex (or Chevalley-

Eilenberg complex ), with p-cochains

Cp(A) = Γ(∧pA∗),

and with the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential dCE : Cp(A)→ Cp+1(A) defined by

(
dCEα

)
(ξ1, . . . , ξp+1) =

∑

i

(−1)i+1a(ξi)
(
α(ξ1, . . . , ξ̂i, . . . , ξp+1)

)
+

∑

i<j

(−1)i+jα([ξi, ξj], ξ1, . . . , ξ̂i, . . . , ξ̂j , . . . , ξp+1);

here α ∈ Γ(∧pA∗) and ξ1, . . . , ξp+1 ∈ Γ(A). For ξ ∈ Γ(A), we denote by

ιξ : C
•(A)→ C•−1(A), Lξ : C

•(A)→ C•(A)

the operators given by contraction and the Lie derivative Lξ = dCEιξ + ιξdCE respectively. On
C0(A) = C∞(M) we have that Lξ = La(ξ).

Assume now that A is the Lie algebroid of G ⇒ M . Thus, A is the vector bundle whose
sections are the left-invariant vector fields of G (tangent to the t-fibers); for ξ ∈ Γ(A) we
denote by ξL the corresponding left-invariant vector field. The anchor map a : A → TM
is characterized by the property that ξL ∼s −a(ξ). Denote by

(
ΩF (G), dRh

)
be the de Rham

complex of t-foliated forms of G, and denote by
(
ΩF (G)

L, dRh

)
the subcomplex of left-invariant

forms. For α ∈ C(A) we denote by αL the left-invariant foliated form on G. This operation
intertwines the Chevalley-Eilenberg and the de Rham differentials, and the contraction ιξ and
Lie derivative Lξ operators of C(A) with the usual contraction of vector fields ιξL and Lie
derivative of vector fields LξL , respectively. Thus

(
C(A), dCE

)
←→

(
ΩF (G)

L, dRh

)

ιξ : C(A)→ C(A) ←→ ιξL : ΩF (G)
L → ΩF (G)

L

Lξ : C(A)→ C(A) ←→ LξL : ΩF (G)
L → ΩF(G)

L.

(12)

Actually the Lie derivatives arise as the infinitesimal generators of an action of Bis(G) – the
group of bisections of G:

Bis(G) = {b : M → G | t ◦ b = id, s ◦ b a diffeomorphism}

with multiplication and inverse given by

(b · a)(m) = b(m)a(s ◦ b(m)), b−1(m) = i(b((s ◦ b)−1(m))), for m ∈M.

It acts on C(A) by

(13) b · α := C∗
b (α), b ∈ Bis(G), α ∈ C(A),

where Cb is the Lie groupoid diffeomorphism given by conjugation by b

(14) Cb : G→ G, g 7→ b(t(g))−1gb(s(g)).
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Note that C∗
b on (13) is just the pullback of the Lie algebroid isomorphism Lie(Cb) = TCb|A

induced by Cb, and therefore

(15) b · (dCEα) = dCE(b · α).

By differentiating the action (13) one obtains an operator ∇ : Γ(A)× C•(A)→ C•(A)

(16) ∇ξ(α) =
d

dǫ
|ǫ=0 ϕ

ǫ
ξ · α ;

here ϕǫ
ξ is the family of bisection defined by the flow of ξL as ϕǫ

ξ(m) = ϕǫ
ξL
(m), m ∈M . Note

that by left-invariance of ξL,

(17) ϕǫ
ξL(g) = gϕǫ

ξ(s(g)).

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a Lie groupoid with Lie algebroid A. For α ∈ C•(A) and ξ ∈ Γ(A)

Lξ(α) = ∇ξ(α).

Proof. Denote by αL the left-invariant foliated form induced by α. By property (17) and left
invariance of αL one finds that

(ϕǫ
ξ · α)|m = (ϕǫ

ξL)
∗(αL)|m, for m ∈M

Hence, by the usual formula using flows of vector fields,

∇ξ(α)(m) = (LξLα
L)(m), for m ∈M.

The result follows by (12). �

3.2. The Lie algebroid complex relative to a subgroupoid. Assume that A is the Lie
algebroid of G and that B is the Lie algebroid of a wide Lie subgroupoid K ⊆ G. Thus, B ⊆ A
is a Lie subalgebroid over the same base M . The B-horizontal subspace is defined as

C(A)B−hor := ∩η∈Γ(B) ker ιη,

which, in degree p, we can think of naturally as the space of sections of ∧p(A/B)∗. The action
(13) when restricted to Bis(K) inducesK-representations on ∧•(A/B)∗. Explicitly, given k ∈ K
and α ∈ ∧•(A/B)∗

s(k),

(18) k · α =
(
b · α

)
t(k)

,

where b ∈ Bis(K) is any bisection with the property that b(t(k)) = k.

Definition 3.2. The Lie algebroid complex relative to K is the K-basic subcomplex defined as

(19) C(A)K−basic := {α ∈ C(A)B−hor | k · αs(k) = αt(k) for all k ∈ K}.

We denote the resulting cohomology groups of
(
C(A)K−basic, dCE

)
by H•(A,K).

Observe that by Proposition 3.6, C(A)K−basic is a subcomplex of
(
C(A), dCE

)
.
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3.3. The Lie algebroid complex relative to a subalgebroid. Consider now a Lie subal-
gebroid B ⊆ A over the same base M . The B-horizontal subspace

C(A)B−hor ⊆ C(A)

is defined as in (19) (which we think of as the space of sections of ∧•(A/B)∗). By the identity
[Lη, ιξ ] = ι[η,ξ], one checks that the Lie derivative induces B-representations on ∧•(A/B)∗ with

flat connections1

(20) L : Γ(B)× C•(A)B−hor → C•(A)B−hor, (η, α) 7→ Lη(α).

By Lemma 3.1 if A and B are the Lie algebroids of G and of a wide Lie subgroupoid K ⊆ G
respectively, then (20) are the infinitesimal representations of the K-actions (18). The B-
invariant subspace is analogously defined as the subcomplex

C(A)B−inv := ∩η∈Γ(B) kerLη.

Definition 3.3. The Lie algebroid complex relative to B is the B-basic subcomplex defined as
the intersection of the B-horizontal and the B-invariant subspaces

C(A)B−basic := {α ∈ C(A) | ιηα = 0 and Lη(α) = 0 for all η ∈ Γ(B)}.

We denote the resulting cohomology groups of
(
C(A)B−basic, dCE

)
by H•(A,B).

Since Lη = dCEιη + ιηdCE , it follows that the B-invariant and the B-basic subspaces are
subcomplexes of

(
C(A), dCE

)
.

Remark 3.4. The usual wedge product turns
(
C(A)K−basic, dCE

)
⊆

(
C(A), dCE

)
into a DG

subalgebra and H•(A,K) (and H•(A)) into a graded algebra. Analogous result holds for
H•(A,B).

Remark 3.5. For Lie algebras, our definition for the Lie algebroid complex of g relative to
a Lie subalgebra k coincides with the standard basic subcomplex of the Chevalley-Eilenberg
complex C(g). More precisely, the Lie algebroid complex relative to k coincides with the k-basic
subcomplex C(g)k−basic of C(g) defined using the coadjoint action of k on C(g).

Similarly, when g is the Lie algebras of a Lie group G, and K ⊆ G is a Lie subgroup, the
K-basic subcomplex C(g)K−basic coincides with the K-basic subcomplex C(g)K−basic of C(g),
now defined using the coadjoint action of K on C(g).

In the case where A and B are the Lie algebroids of the Lie groupoid G and a wide Lie
subgroupoid K ⊆ G respectively, the following result explains the relation between the two
relative Lie algebroid complexes.

Proposition 3.6. Let K be a wide Lie subgroupoid of G and denote by B and A their Lie
algebroids, respectively. Then C(A)K−basic is a subcomplex of

(
C(A)B−basic, dCE

)
. Moreover, if

K has connected t-fibers then equality holds.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1 and (15), the inclusion C(A)K−basic ⊆ C(A)B−basic is a subcomplex.
To see that we have equality if the t-fibers are connected, we consider α ∈ C(A)B−basic and

define the fiber bundle map over M

e : K → ∧•(A/B)∗, k 7→ k · αs(k).

1Note that for p = 1, L coincides with the dual of the Bott connection Γ(B) × Γ(A/B) → Γ(A/B), (η, ξ
mod B) → [η, ξ] mod B
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This map intertwines t and the projection, keeping the base M fixed. Note that for any
m ∈M ⊆ K and η ∈ Γ(B),

dme(η) =
d

dǫ
|ǫ=0 ϕ

ǫ
η(m) · (α) = Lη(α)m = 0.

For any other k ∈ K,

dke(η
L) =

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0 ϕ

ǫ
ηL(k) · α =

d

dǫ
|ǫ=0 k ·

(
ϕǫ
η(s(k)) · α

)
= k ·

(
Lη(α)s(k)

)
= 0,

since ϕǫ
ηL
(k) = k ·ϕǫ

η(s(k)). This implies that de = 0 on ker(dt) and therefore by connectedness

of the t-fibers, it is constant along the fibers, i.e. for k ∈ K,

k · αs(k) = t(k) · αt(k) = αt(k).

�

4. The transitive case

In this section construct extension maps from the basic subcomplexes of the isotropy Lie
groups and isotropy Lie algebras (see Remark 3.5), to the relative cochain complexes of transi-
tive Lie groupoids and Lie algebroids respectively. The outcome is that in the transitive case,
the relative cochain complexes of Lie groupoids and Lie algebroids are naturally isomorphic to
the cochain basic subcomplexes of their isotropy Lie groups and Lie algebras respectively (see
Theorems 4.1 and 4.3).

4.1. Lie groupoid cohomology relative to a transitive subgroupoid. Let G be a Lie
groupoid over M and let K ⊆ G be a wide Lie subgroupoid. Assume that K is transitive, in
the sense that it has only one orbit: t(s−1(m)) = M , for m ∈ M . Hence, G is transitive as
well.

Fix now z ∈ M and let Kz := s−1(z) ∩ t−1(z) ∩K ⊆ K, Gz := s−1(z) ∩ t−1(z) ⊆ G be the
isotropy groups. Let f ∈ Cp(Gz)

Kz and define

(21) ext(f)(g1, . . . , gp) := f(k−1
0 g1k1, . . . , k

−1
p−1gpkp), (g1, . . . , gp) ∈ BpG;

here k0, . . . , kn ∈ K are so that s(ki) = z and t(ki) = mi for all i = 0, . . . , p. This is well
defined as f is invariant w.r.t. p+1 commuting K-actions (4). As a direct consequence of this
definition we have:

Theorem 4.1. Suppose K is a transitive Lie subgroupoid of the Lie groupoid G. The extension
operator

ext : C•(Gz)
Kz → C•(G)K

defined by (21) is an isomorphism of complexes, which respects the cup product. Moreover, the
restriction map

r : C•(G)K → C•(Gz)
Kz

is a cochain map inverse to ext, which also respects the cup product.

An analogous result holds for C̃•(Gz)
Kz and C̃•(G)K .
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4.2. Lie algebroid cohomology relative to a transitive subgroupoid. Let A be the Lie
algebroid of G, and B the Lie algebroid of a wide Lie subgroupoid K ⊆ G. Assume that K is
transitive. In this case, the anchor map a of A, and its restriction to B, is point-wise surjective
onto TM . Therefore, the kernels

g := ker a ⊆ A, k := B ∩ ker a ⊆ B

are constant rank ideals of A and B, respectively, fitting into the following two exact sequences
over M

0 −→ g −→ A
a
−→ TM −→ 0 and 0 −→ k −→ B

a
−→ TM −→ 0.

Hence, the inclusion g ⊆ A gives the identification

A/B ≃ g/k,

and therefore the restriction map
(
C(A), dCE

)
→

(
C(g), dCE

)
induces a natural identification

of the B-horizontal subspace of C(A) with the k-horizontal subspace of C(g):

(22) C(A)B−hor = C(g)k−hor.

We also have a K-basic subcomplex of C(g) defined as follows. Given a bisection b ∈ Bis(K),
the differential of (14) -the conjugation map by b- sends g to g, and k to k; therefore we have
actions of K on ∧•(g/k)∗ analogous to the actions (18). We define the K-basic subcomplex of
C(g) as

C(g)K−basic = {α ∈ C(g)k−hor | k · αs(g) = αt(g), k ∈ K}.

From the construction is clear that the natural identification (22) restricts to their K-basic
subcomplexes:

(23) C(A)K−basic = C(g)K−basic.

Fix now z ∈M . The Lie algebras of the isotropy groupsKz and Gz are kz and gz respectively.
Given2 α ∈ C(gz)Kz−basic, we define ext(α) ∈ C(g) as

(24) ext(α)m := C∗
b (α), m ∈M,

where b : M → K is any bisection with the property that s(b(m)) = z, and Cb is conjugation
by b (see (14)).

Proposition 4.2. For ext: C•(gz)Kz−basic → C•(g) as above, we have the following:

(a) ext is well defined, i.e., ext(α)m, m ∈M does not depend on the choice of b ∈ Bis(K),
(b) the image of ext is contained in C(g)K−basic, and
(c) ext is a map of complexes, i.e., ext ◦ dCE = dCE ◦ ext.

Proof. In general, for b, a ∈ Bis(G),

Cb·a = Ca ◦ Cb.

2By Remark 3.5, this is the K-basic subcomplex (w.r.t. coadjoint action of K) of the Chevalley-Eilenberg
complex of the Lie algebra gz.
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Using this identity we check (a) as follows: for b, a ∈ Bis(K) with s(b(m)) = s(a(m)) = z, we
have that b−1 · a ∈ Bis(K) is such that b−1 · a(z) ∈ Kz. For α ∈ C•(gz)Kz−basic,

C∗
b (α) = C∗

b ((b
−1 · a(z)) · α) = C∗

b (C
∗
b−1·a(α)) = C∗

b (C
∗
b−1 ◦ C

∗
a(α)) = C∗

a(α)

where in the first equality we used that α is invariant under the coadjoint action of Kz.
For (b), note that as k = ker(a : B → TM), then for any bisection b of K, the differential of

Cb sends k to k. Hence the image of ext lies inside C(g)k−hor. Moreover, α is also K-invariant.
Indeed, for any a ∈ Bis(K), let m ∈M and x = s(a(m)); for b ∈ Bis(K) with s(b(m)) = z, we
have that s(a−1 · b(x)) = z, hence

a · (extα)x = a ·
(
C∗
a−1·b(α)

)
= C∗

a(C
∗
a−1 ◦ C

∗
b (α)) = C∗

b (α) = ext(α)m.

Item (c) follows by a straightforward computation by noting that DCb : g → g is a Lie
algebroid morphism and that both g, gz have trivial anchor. �

By our previous Proposition 4.2, and keeping in mind the natural identification (23), we
obtain the following:

Theorem 4.3. Suppose K is a transitive Lie subgroupoid of the Lie groupoid G. The extension
operator

ext : C•(gz)Kz−basic → C•(A)K−basic

defined by (24) is an isomorphism of complexes, which respects the wedge product. The restric-
tion map

r : C•(A)K−basic → C•(gz)Kz−basic

is a cochain map inverse to ext, which also respects the wedge product.

5. Van Est maps

In this section we study the van Est maps in the context of relative cohomology. We define
tubular structures and a Cartan decomposition for a pair (G,K) consisting of a Lie groupoid
G and Lie subgroupoid K, and make use of this notion to define van Est integration maps (see
Theorem 5.12). We pay special attention to the cases where K is proper, and in addition K is
transitive (see Theorem 5.17). We conclude with the example of GLn(C), where we apply our
results.

5.1. Tubular structures and Cartan decomposition for (G,K). Let K be a closed em-
bedded Lie subgroupoid of G, e.g. any proper Lie subgroupoid K. Recall from [20] that in this
case, the space of left cosets G/K is a Hausdorff manifold and the projection G → G/K is a
submersion. Denote by A and B the Lie algebroids of G and K respectively.

Denote by t̄ : G/K → M the surjective submersion induced by the target map. Note that
ū : M → G/K, the map induced by the unit map of G, is a canonical section of t̄. Along
this unit section M ⊆ G/K, the t̄-fibers give a canonical decomposition of the tangent space
T (G/K)|M = TM⊕A/B. In particular, the normal bundle ofM in G/K is naturally identified
with A/B. This motivates the following definition:
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Definition 5.1. A tubular structure of (G,K) is diffeomorphism of bundles over M

A/B
φ //

q

��

G/K

t̄
��

M
idM // M

where q : A/B →M denotes the projection, such that t̄ ◦ φ = q and φ(0m) = ū(m) for m ∈M

Definition 5.2. A Cartan decomposition of (G,K) is a K-equivariant diffeomorphism

(25) A/B ×q t K
Ψ //

q

��

G

t

��
M

idM // M

of the form

(26) Ψ(ξ, k) = m(ψ(ξ), k),

where ψ : A/B → G is a smooth map taking values on the isotropy groups, such that t ◦ψ = q
and taking M to K. Here K acts on the fiber product by the diagonal action (acting on A/B
by the action dual to (18) and by left multiplication on K) and on G by left multiplication.

Remark 5.3. A Cartan decomposition of (G,K) induces a tubular structure for G/K. Indeed,
the map

(27) φ : A/B → G/K, ξ 7→ ψ(ξ)K

is the required diffeomorphism.

Remark 5.4. In Definition 5.2 note that the commutativity of the diagram (25) is equivalent
to the condition t ◦ψ = q. Moreover, the reason to impose that ψ takes values on the isotropy
groups is that in order to ensure that the multiplication m(ψ(ξ), k) is well-defined for (ξ, k) ∈
A/B ×q t K, we need that ψ sends q-fibers to s-fibers so that s(ψ(ξ)) = q(ξ) = t(k).

Furthermore, the fact that (27) is a bijective map imposes further restrictions for the pair
(G,K). In particular, K is forced to have the same orbits as G and, denoting by G(m,m′) =
s−1(m′) ∩ t−1(m), for m,m′ ∈M–the arrows of G with source m′ and target m (and similarly
for K),

G(m,m′) ·K(m′,m) ⊆ ψ((A/B)m).

The following example explains the relation that our Definitions 5.1 and 5.2 have with
standard results in Lie theory. See e.g. [16, Theorem 6.31] and [22, Theorem 32.5].

Example 5.5. Let G be a Lie group with finitely many connected components and Lie algebra
g, and let K ⊆ G be a maximal compact subgroup with Lie algebra k. Then the diffeomorphism
G/K ≃ g/k is a tubular structure of (G,K).

Suppose that G is, moreover, a non-compact semisimple Lie group. Let θ be a Cartan
involution of g. Then the eigenspaces k and p corresponding to the eigenvalues +1 and −1,
respectively, form a Cartan pair of g: g = k⊕ p and

(28) [k, k] ⊆ k, [k, p] ⊆ p, and [p, p] ⊆ k.
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Let K be the maximal compact subgroup with Lie algebra k. Then the global Cartan decom-
position

(29) p×K → G, (ξ, k) 7→ m(exp(ξ), k)

is a Cartan decomposition of the pair (G,K); here g/k is canonically identified with p.

Example 5.6. A transitive Lie groupoids always admits proper subgroupoid with a tubular
structure, under the assumption that the isotropy Lie groups have finitely many connected
components. To see this we can assume that the groupoid is the Atiyah groupoid G := (P ×
P )/G of a principal G-bundle P → M , where G a Lie group with finitely many components,
acting on P × P by the diagonal action.

Consider now the maximal compact subgroupK of G and choose a reduction of the structural
group to K, i.e. a principal K-subbundle Q→M . Such a Q always exists as this is equivalent
to having a section of the bundle P ×G (G/K) → M with contractible fibers G/K. Then, we
have the isomorphism of principal G-bundles

Q×K G
≃
−→ P, [p, g] 7→ p · g,

and therefore,

(P × P )/G ≃ (Q×Q)×K×K (G×G)/G ≃ (Q×Q)×K×K G

(Q×Q)/K ≃ (Q×Q)×K×K (K ×K)/K ≃ (Q×Q)×K×K K,

where on the right hand side the right action ofK×K on G (andK) is given by (a, b)·g = a−1gb.
Hence, K := (Q × Q)/K ⊆ (P × P )/G = G is a Lie subgroupoid which is proper as the fiber
of Q→M is compact, and with the property that the isotropy group K of (Q×Q)/K is the
maximal compact subgroup of the isotropy group G of (P × P )/G.

Now, the space of left cosets G/K is diffeomorphic as a bundle over M to the space of
left cosets Ḡ/K̄, where Ḡ and K̄ are the Lie subgroupoids of G and K given by the union
of the isotropy groups. Analogously, the quotient A/B of the Lie algebroids of G and K is
isomorphic as a vector bundle to the quotient Ā/B̄ of the kernels of the anchors Ā = ker(a) ⊆ A,
B̄ = ker(a) ⊆ B. As Ā and B̄ are locally trivial Lie algebra bundles with fibers Ām ≃ g, B̄m ≃ k

– the Lie algebras of G and K, respectively – then the isomorphism g/k ≃ G/K extends to a
tubular structure

A/B ≃ Ā/B̄ → Ḡ/K̄ ≃ G/K.

Similarly a transitive Lie groupoid with non-compact semisimple isotropy Lie group admit
a proper subgroupoid with a Cartan decomposition. In this case, the Cartan decomposition

for the isotropy Lie groups (29) extends to a diffeomorphism A/B ×q t K̄
Ψ̄
−→ Ḡ that extends

naturally to a Cartan decomposition

A/B ×q t K
Ψ̄
−→ G.

5.2. Van Est differentiation map for relative complexes. The van Est differentiation
map is a cochain map

V EG : C•(G)→ C•(A).

(In appendix A we recall from [19] how the van Est differentiation map is obtained using the
Perturbation Lemma.) Explicitly, the commuting left G-actions on BpG obtained from (4) in

the standard fashion have generating vector fields ξ(i) ∈ X(BpG), ξ ∈ Γ(A), i = 0, . . . , p.
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Theorem 5.7 ([27]). The map V EG is given by the formula

(30) V EG(f)(ξ1, . . . , ξp) =
∑

s∈Sp

sign(s) L
ξ
(1)
s(1)

· · · L
ξ
(p)
s(p)

(f)|M

for f ∈ Cp(G) and ξ1, . . . , ξp ∈ Γ(A). Here the sum is over the permutation group Sp and M
is regarded as a submanifold of BpG consisting of constant trivial p-arrows.

The previous result is also considered in [6] and the formula (30) is found in [17]. We obtain
the following result:

Theorem 5.8. Let K be a wide Lie subgroupoid of G. Then V EG restricts to a cochain map
of the K-basic subcomplexes

V EG : C•(G)K → C•(A)K−basic

Moreover, when restricted to C̃•(G)K , V EG is an algebra map.

Of course, in Theorem 5.8 we are referring to the products of Remarks 2.3 and 3.4.

Proof. Let f ∈ Cp(G)K . To see that ιη(V E(f)) = 0 for any η ∈ Γ(B), note that the Lie deriva-
tives on expression (30) commute as theG-actions are commutative. Hence V E(f)(ξ1, . . . , ξp−1, η)
is computed as the sum (with appropriate signs) of expressions of the form

L
ξ
(1)
s(1)

· · · L
ξ
(p−1)
s(p−1)

Lη(i)(f)|M .

But f is invariant w.r.t. the p+ 1 K-actions, and so Lη(i)(f) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p.

To see that V E(f) is K invariant, let b ∈ Bis(K) and m ∈M . Then
(31)

(b · V EG(f))(ξ1, . . . , ξp)(m) =
∑

s∈Sp

sign(s) L(
Cb,∗(ξs(1))

)(1) · · · L(
Cb,∗(ξs(p))

)(p)(f)|(Cb(m),...Cb(m)).

Now, the generator vector fields ξ(i) ∈ X(BpG), ξ ∈ Γ(A) are of the form

ξ(i)g1,...,gp =





(ξRg1 , 0g2 , . . . , 0gp) i = 0,

(0g1 , . . . , di(ξ)
L
gi , ξ

R
gi+1

, . . . , 0gp) 0 < i < p,

(0g1 , . . . , 0gp−1 , di(ξ)
L
gp) i = p.

where ξL, ξR ∈ X(G) denote the left and right invariant vector fields associated to ξ, respec-
tively. From this description, it is a straightforward computation to see for any b ∈ Bis(G), the

pushforward of ξ(i) by the diffeomorphism Cp
b : BpG→ BpG, C

p
b = Cb × · · · × Cb, where Cb is

conjugation by b, is such that

Cp
b,∗

(
ξ(i)

)
=

(
Cb,∗(ξ)

)(i)
.

Since f is K-invariant, (Cp,−1
b )∗(f) = f for any b ∈ Bis(G). Hence, we compute

L(
Cb,∗(ξs(1))

)(1) · · · L(
Cb,∗(ξs(p))

)(p)(f) = L(
Cb,∗(ξs(1))

)(1) · · · L(
Cb,∗(ξs(p))

)(p)((C
p,−1
b )∗(f))

= L
Cp

b,∗

(
ξ
(1)
s(1)

) · · · L
Cp

b,∗

(
ξ
(p)
s(p)

)((Cp,−1
b )∗(f)) = (Cp,−1

b )∗
(
L
ξ
(1)
s(1)

· · · L
ξ
(p)
s(p)

(f)
)
.
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In the last line we use recursively that LCp
b,∗(ξ

(i))

(
(Cp,−1

b )∗(F )
)
= (Cp,−1

b )∗
(
Lξ(i)(F )

)
for any

function F ∈ C∞(BpG). Hence,

(32) L(
Cb,∗(ξs(1))

)(1) · · · L(
Cb,∗(ξs(p))

)(p)(f)|(Cb(m),...Cb(m)) = Lξ(1)
s(1)

· · · L
ξ
(p)
s(p)

(f)|(m,...,m)

Putting together (31) and (32) we obtain that V E(f) ∈ Cp(A)K .

Finally, to see that when restricted to C̃•(G)K , V EG becomes an algebra map, recall the

following. When considering the normalized subcomplex C̃•(G) ⊆ C•(G) of functions with
the property that f(g1, . . . , gp) = 0 whenever gi is a unit for some i, the restriction V EG :

C̃•(G)→ C•(A) is an algebra map [6, 17]. As C̃•(G)K ⊆ C̃•(G) and C•(A)K−basic ⊆ C•(A) are
subalgebras, then V EG|C̃•(G)K

is also an algebra map. �

5.3. Van Est differentiation maps in the proper case. Choose any left invariant left
invariant normalized Haar system µ on the proper wide subgroupoid K and denote by V EG/K

the composition

(33) V EG/K : C•(G)
Av
−→ C•(G)K

V EG−→ C•(A)K−basic;

here Av is the homotopy equivalence given by the averaging operator (11) associated to µ.
The purpose of this section is to derive V EG/K using the Perturbation Lemma. We refer to

Appendix A, where we summarize some of the results and techniques of [19] to obtain V EG

(see (30)) via the Perturbation Lemma.

Consider the van Est double complex Dp,q(G) = Γ
(
π∗p(∧

qA∗)
)
, where πp : EpG = BpG ×M

G → M, πp(g1, . . . , gp; g) = s(g) – see (64) – that relates C•(G) with C•(A) . For the relative
version, the two complexes C•(G), C•(A)K−basic are related by the K-basic subcomplex

(34) (D•,•(G)K−basic, δ, d)

of D•,•(G); the K-action is

(35) (a · ψ)(g1, . . . , gp; g) = a · ψ(g1, . . . , gp; ga)

The double complex comes with horizontal and vertical augmentation maps i : C•(A)K−basic →
D0,•(G)K−basic given by the pullback π∗0 and by j : C•(G) → D•,0(G)K−basic given in degree p
by the pullback map κ∗p, where κp : EpG → BpG is the projection. The augmentation maps
define cochain maps to the total complex

C•(G)
j
−→ Tot•(D(G)K−basic)

i
←− C•(A)K−basic.

The double complex also comes with a horizontal homotopy operator hK : D•,•(G)K−basic →
D•−1,•(G)K−basic given by

(36) (hKψ)(g1, . . . , gp−1; g) = (−1)p
∫

t−1(m)
ψ(g1, . . . , gp−1, ga; a

−1)µm(a);

here m = s(g). Indeed, a direct calculation shows that δhK + hKδ = 1 − i ◦ pK where pK
vanishes on elements of bidegree (p, q) with p > 0, while

(37) pK(ψ) =

∫

t−1(m)
ψ(a−1)µm(a),



ON RELATIVE COHOMOLOGY IN LIE THEORY 19

for ψ ∈ Γ
(
π∗0(∧

qA∗)
)
)K−basic.

Using the Perturbation Lemma A.1, we obtain a cochain map

pK ◦ (1 + dhK)−1 ◦ j : C•(G)→ C•(A)K−basic.

Remark 5.9. For K =M , one recovers the homotopy operator

(hψ)(g1, . . . , gp−1; g) = (−1)pψ(g1, . . . , gp−1, g;m).

and the map p = u∗, discussed the Appendix A. In particular, we recover the formula V EG =
p ◦ (1 + dh)−1 ◦ j from [19].

The following form of V EG/K via the Perturbation Lemma will allow us to conclude in The-
orem 5.12 that in the presence of tubular structures for (G,K), V EG/K becomes a homotopy
equivalence.

Proposition 5.10. For any proper wide Lie subgroupoid K ⊆ G, the cochain map pK ◦ (1 +
dhK)−1 ◦ j equals

p ◦ (1 + dh)−1 ◦ j ◦ Av .

In particular, V EG/K = pK ◦ (1 + dhK)−1 ◦ j.

In preparation for the proof of Proposition 5.10, in analogy with (10) we denote by

Av
(i)
D(G) : D

p,q(G)→ Dp,q(G)

the induced averaging operator with respect to the i-th K-action (7), and by

AvD(G) = Av
(0)
D(G) ◦ · · · ◦Av

(p)
D(G)

the total Kp+1-averaging operator. It is immediate to see that

hK |Dp,q(G) = h ◦ Av
(p)
D(G) |Dp,q(G), pK = p ◦ Av

(0)
D(G),(38)

h ◦ Av
(p−1)
D(G) |Dp,q(G) = Av

(p−1)
D(G) ◦ h|Dp,q(G), AvD(G) ◦ j = j ◦Av .(39)

Lemma 5.11. For all i, the averaging operators commute with the vertical differential:

d ◦Av
(i)
D(G) = Av

(i)
D(G) ◦ d.

Proof. By (66) we have that d = −(1)pdRh is the foliated de Rham differential on elements of
bidegree (p, q), under the isomorphism π∗pA

∼= TF (EpG). For a section ξ ∈ Γ(A), the pullback

π∗p(ξ) ∈ Γ(π∗pA) is identified with ξ̂ ∈ Γ(TFEp) given by

ξ̂(g1,...,gp;g) = (0g1 , . . . , 0gp , ξ
L
g ).

Hence, the flow of ξ̂ is given by

ϕǫ
ξ̂
(g1, . . . , gp; g) =

(
g1, . . . , gp; gϕ

ǫ
ξ(s(g)

)

(cf. (17)). From this expression it is immediate to see that ϕǫ
ξ̂
commutes with the p+1 G-actions

(7) and therefore, for ψ ∈ C∞(EpG),

dRh

(
Av

(i)
D(G) ψ

)
(ξ̂) = Av

(i)
D(G) (dRhψ) (ξ̂)
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(i = 0, . . . , p). Since Γ(TFEp) is generated by sections ξ̂, ξ ∈ Γ(A) then dRh ◦ Av
(i)
D(G) ψ =

Av
(i)
D(G)
◦ dRhψ for any ψ ∈ C∞(EpG). Hence, dRh ◦ Av

(i)
D(G)

ψ = Av
(i)
D(G)
◦ dRhψ for ψ ∈

Γ(∧qT ∗
FEp) ≃ Dp,q(G) and any q ≥ 0. �

Proof of Proposition 5.10. At degree p, we compute pK ◦ (1 + dhK)−1 ◦ j:

pK ◦ (dhK)p ◦ j = p ◦ Av
(0)
D(G)(dhK)p ◦ j

= p ◦ Av
(0)
D(G) ◦(dhAv

(1)
D(G) ◦ · · · ◦ dhAv

(p)
D(G)) ◦ j

= p ◦ (dAv
(0)
D(G) h ◦ dAv

(1)
D(G) h ◦ · · · ◦ dAv

(p−1)
D(G) hAv

(p)
D(G)) ◦ j

= p ◦ (dhAv
(0)
D(G) ◦ dhAv

(1)
D(G) ◦ · · · ◦ dhAv

(p−1)
D(G) Av

(p)
D(G)) ◦ j

= . . .

= p ◦ (dh)p ◦ AvD(G) ◦j

= p ◦ (dh)p ◦ j ◦ Av .

In the second equality we used (38), in the third equality we applied Lemma 5.11, in the fourth
we used the left equation of (39), and in the last equality we used the right equation of (39). �

5.4. Van Est integration maps in the proper case. Let K be a proper wide Lie sub-
groupoid of G. We will use the Perturbation Lemma to obtain van Est integration maps (see
Appendix A for background on the Perturbation Lemma). For the discussion, another in-
terpretation of the K-basic (double) complex will be convenient (see the parallel in the case
of Lie groups in [19]). In this case, we will make use of a tubular structure to obtain a
vertical homotopy operator on the double complex and define the van Est integration map
RG/K : C•(A)K−basic → C•(G).

The manifold G/K comes equipped with a left G-action

a · gK = agK

with anchor t̄ : G/K →M . Let (ΩF (G/K), dRh) be the de Rham complex of t̄-foliated forms.
In analogy with (12), the restriction to M ⊆ G takes such a form to a section of (A/B)∗, and
induces an isomorphism of differential complexes,

(40) (Ω•
F (G/K)L, dRh) ∼= (C•(A)K−basic, dCE).

Similarly, elements in the double complex Dp,q(G)K−basic as in (34) may be identified with
functions

(41) β : BpG→ Ωq
F(G/K),

such that β(g1, . . . , gp) ∈ Ωq (̄t−1(m)) for m = s(gp), and smoothly depending on (g1, . . . , gp).
In these terms, the two differentials are

(42) (dβ)(g1, . . . , gp) = (−1)pdRhβ(g1, . . . , gp),
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where dRh is the de Rham differential, and

(δβ)(g1, . . . , gp+1) = β(g2, . . . , gp+1) +

p∑

i=1

(−1)iβ(g1, . . . , gigi+1, . . . , gp+1)(43)

+ (−1)p+1L(gp+1)
∗β(g1, . . . , gp)

where L(a) : t̄−1(s(a)) → t̄−1(t(a)) is the action of a ∈ G. (For p = 0, this is to be interpreted
as (δβ)(g1) = β−L(g1)

∗β.) The horizontal augmentation map i is the inclusion of the invariant
forms (40), while j is the inclusion of C∞(BpG) into the space of maps β : BpG → Ω0

F(G/K)
such that β(g1, . . . , gp) ∈ C

∞(̄t−1(m)) is constant on t̄−1(m), for any given (g1, . . . , gp) with
m = s(gp).

Suppose now that (G,K) admits a tubular structure. We transport the scalar multiplication
in A/B to a retraction along t̄-fibers

(44) λ : [0, 1] ×G/K → G/K, (t, gK) 7→ λt(gK).

Here λ0 = ū ◦ t̄. The retraction determines a homotopy operator

T : Ωq
F (G/K)→ Ωq−1

F (G/K)

given by pullback under λ followed by integration over [0, 1]. This has the properties T ◦T = 0
and

Tβ|K = 0.

It defines a vertical homotopy operator k on the double complex, where

(kβ)(g1, . . . , gp) = (−1)pT (β(g1, . . . , gp)).

That is, [k, d] = 1− j ◦ q where, for β of bidegree (p, 0),

(qβ)(g1, . . . , gp) = β(g1, . . . , gp)(s(gp)K).

The properties of T imply that

k ◦ k = 0, q ◦ k = 0.

By the Perturbation Lemma A.1, we obtain a cochain map

(45) RG/K = q ◦ (1 + δk)−1 ◦ i : C•(A)K−basic → C•(G).

This formula together with Proposition 5.10 imply that the relative cohomology of the Lie
algebroid computes the differentiable cohomology of the Lie groupoid, as stated precisely below:

Theorem 5.12. The van Est integration map RG/K is a homotopy equivalence, which is a
right inverse to the van Est differentiation map V EG/K

V EG/K ◦RG/K = idC(A)K−basic
.

Moreover, if the tubular structure comes from a Cartan decomposition as in Remark 5.3,

then RG/K takes values in C̃•(G)K , is a right inverse to the restriction V EG : C̃•(G)K →
C•(A)K−basic, and induces an algebra isomorphism in cohomology.
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Remark 5.13. Following Example 5.5, let G be a Lie group with finitely many connected
components and Lie algebra g, and let K ⊆ G be a maximal compact subgroup. In this
context, the van Est integration map (45)

RG/K : C•(g)K−basic → C•(G)

and the first part of Theorem 5.12 first appeared in [19, Theorem 3.6] (see also [3]), where
also an explicit formula was given in terms of the tubular structure of (G,K). As a bonus
from Theorem 5.12 we obtain that, if we are in the setting of Example 5.5 (e.g. if G is a
non-compact semisimple Lie group) then RG/K takes values in the normalized K-invariant

subcomplex C̃•(G)K and it becomes an algebra map when passing to cohomology.
To recall the formula for RG/K , we denote by λt = λ(t, ·) : G/K → G/K the induced scalar

multiplication by t, with λ as in (44). For (g1, . . . , gp) ∈ G
p and (t1, . . . , tp) ∈ [0, 1]p, let

(46) γ
(p)
t1,...,tp(g1, . . . , gp) =

(
λt1 ◦ L(g1) · · · ◦ λtp ◦ L(gp)

)
(eK).

For a fixed (g1, . . . , gp) ∈ G
p, this defines a map γ(p)(g1, . . . , gp) : [0, 1]

p → G/K. On the other
hand,

(47) C•(g)K−basic ≃ Ω•(G/K)L, α 7→ αG/K := α ◦ θ

where αG/K ∈ Ω•(G/K)L is the G-invariant form obtained by precomposing α with the left
invariant Maurer-Cartan form θ of G and then passing to the quotient G/K. The van Est
integration map is then given by the formula

(48) RG/K(α)(g1 . . . , gp) =

∫

[0,1]p
γ(p)(g1, . . . , gp)

∗αG/K .

Proof of Theorem 5.12. By Proposition 5.10, V EG/K is obtained from the Perturbation Lemma

using the double complex D•,•(G)K−basic with horizontal homotopy hK and projection pK : D0,•(G)K−basic →
C•(A)K−basic. Then by Lemma A.2 for the first part it suffices to show that hK ◦ k = 0 and
pK ◦ k = 0. Given β as in (41),

(hKβ)(g1, . . . , gp−1)(gK) = (−1)p
∫

t−1(m)
L((ga)−1)∗β(g1, . . . , gp−1, ga) µm(a);

hence hβ = 0 when β(g1, . . . , gp)|s(gp)K = 0 for all (g1, . . . , gp) ∈ BpG. In particular, this applies
when β is in the range of T . This shows hK ◦ k = 0; the argument for pK ◦ k = 0 is similar.

To see that RG/K takes values in C•(G)K when having a Cartan decomposition, denote by

Dp,q(G,K)K−basic ⊆ D(G)p,qK−basic the space of invariant elements β w.r.t. the p + 1 K actions
(7) (i.e. we restrict the G-actions to K), and so that β(g1, . . . , gp) = 0 whenever gi ∈ K for

some i. Note that q maps Dp,0(G,K)K−basic to C̃p(G)K . We claim that D•,•(G,K)K−basic

is a subcomplex of
(
D(G)•,•K−basic, δ, dCE

)
, and that the rest of the maps k, i involved in the

definition of RG/K send D(G,K)K−basic to D(G,K)K−basic. Indeed, for the last p + 1 action
we have that

(a · β)(g1, . . . , gp) = L(a−1)∗β(g1, . . . gpa)

for a ∈ K, t(a) = s(gp). A direct computation then shows that D(G,K)K−basic is closed under

δ and dCE as in (43) and (42), respectively; similarly, i maps C•(A)K−basic = Ωq
F (G/K)L to
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D0,q(G,K)K−basic–the space of left K-invariant foliated forms of G/K. Moreover, the tubular
structure (27) of G/K is K-equivariant hence

λt(a · gK) = a · λt(gK)

for a ∈ K, s(a) = t(g). This implies that

L(a−1)∗T (β(g1, . . . , gpa)) = T (L(a−1)∗β(g1, . . . , gpa)).

With this, a direct computation shows that D(G,K)K−basic is closed under k, hence implying

that RG/K lands in C̃•(G)K . To see that in this case RG/K is an algebra map in cohomology,
note that in this case V EG|C̃•(G)K

◦RG/K = id. As V EG|C̃•(G)K
is an algebra map by Theorem

5.8, we then obtain that when passing to cohomology RG/K is an isomorphism with inverse
the algebra map V EG|C̃•(G)K

. This implies that in cohomology RG/K is an algebra map. �

5.5. The proper and transitive case. By Example 5.6 we know that any transitive Lie
groupoid G satisfying a very mild assumption admits a proper transitive subgroupoid K such
that the pair (G,K) has a tubular structure as in Definition 5.1 (e.g. when the isotropy Lie
groups of G have finitely many connected components). Moreover in some cases the tubular
structure comes from a Cartan decomposition as in Definition 5.2 (e.g. when the isotropy Lie
groups of G are non-compact semisimple). In this section we put together some results from
the proper and transitive cases, and follow the notation of Section 4.

Assume that K is a proper wide and transitive Lie subgroupoid of G and fix z ∈M . Recall
from [10, Appendix 10.4] that any measure µM on M determines a Haar system µ by the
formula ∫

t−1(m)
f(a)µm(a) =

∫

M

(∫

Km

f(ka)dk

)
µM ;

here dk is the normalized invariant Haar measure on the compact Lie group Km and a ∈
t−1(m) 7→

∫
Km

f(ka)dk is regarded as a function on M = t−1(m)/Km as it is Km-invariant.
In particular we may take µM to be the delta-distribution at z ∈ M . The resulting properly
supported normalized Haar system becomes

(49)

∫

t−1(m)
f(a)µm(a) =

∫

Km

f(kh)dk

where h ∈ K is any arrow with s(h) = z and t(h) = m.

Lemma 5.14. Suppose K is a proper and transitive subgroupoid of G. The following diagram
commutes

Cp(G)
Av //

r

��

Cp(G)K

r
��

Cp(Gz)
Av // Cp(Gz)

Kz

Here r denotes the restriction map, the bottom averaging operator is associated to the normal-
ized invariant Haar measure dk on Kz and the upper averaging operator to the Haar system
defined by (49).
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Proof. For f ∈ C∞(BpG) and (g1, . . . , gp) ∈ BpGz, we have that r ◦ Av(i)(f)(g1, . . . gp) =

Av(i)(f)(g1, . . . gp), where Av(i) is the averaging operator w.r.t the i-th K-action induced by
the Haar system (49). For 1 < i < p,

Av(i)(f)(g1, . . . gp) =

∫

t−1(z)∩K
f(g1, . . . , gia, a

−1gi+1, . . . , gp)µz(a)

=

∫

Kz

f(g1, . . . , gi(kh), (kh)
−1gi+1, . . . , gp)dk

with h ∈ K any arrow with s(h) = t(h) = z. Letting h = z, the above equation becomes
∫

Kz

f(g1, . . . , gik, k
−1gi+1, . . . , gp)dk = Av(i)(r(f))(g1, . . . gp)

where now Av(i) is the one induced by dk. For i = 1, . . . , p, we again obtain that r ◦Av(i)(f) =

Av(i) ◦r(f). The conclusion now follows by consecutively applying the i-th averaging operators
so as to obtain that r ◦ Av(f) = Av ◦ r(f) (see (11)). �

When dealing with pairs (G,K) that admit a tubular structure φ (or a Cartan decomposi-
tion), the restriction φz to their isotropies at z is also a tubular structure (respectively a Cartan
decomposition) of (Gz,Kz). These are the tubular structures considered in the following result:

Lemma 5.15. Suppose that K is a proper wide and transitive subgroupoid of G such that
(G,K) has a Cartan decomposition. Let A be the Lie algebroid of G and gz its isotropy Lie
algebra at z. Then the following diagrams commute

Cp(A)K−basic

RG/K //

r

��

C̃p(G)K

r
��

Cp(gz)Kz−basic

RGz/Kz// C̃p(Gz)
Kz

Cp(A)K−basic

RG/K // C̃p(G)K

Cp(gz)Kz−basic

RGz/Kz//

ext

OO

C̃p(Gz)
Kz .

ext

OO

Proof. The left diagram clearly commutes. The right diagram commutes because r and ext are
inverse to each other, and the commutativity of the left diagram. �

Passing to the van Est differentiation maps, we have the following general result for transitive
Lie subgroupoids, which proof is analogous to that of Lemma 5.15.

Corollary 5.16. Let K be a transitive, wide Lie subroupoid of G and let z ∈ M . Then the
diagrams

Cp(Gz)
Kz

V EGz

��

Cp(G)K

V EG

��

roo

Cp(gz)Kz−basic C(A)pK−basic
roo

Cp(Gz)
Kz

ext //

V EGz

��

Cp(G)K

V EG

��
Cp(gz)Kz−basic

ext // C(A)pK−basic

commute (an analogous result holds for the normalized invariant subcomplexes). Here Gz ⊆ G,
and Kz ⊆ K are the isotropy Lie groups at z, g = ker(a), and the upper and lower ext are
given by equations (21) and (24), respectively.
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For the following result we consider the Haar system (49) on K, and the invariant Haar
measure dk on Kx. We also consider the tubular structure of (G,K) given by the Cartan
decomposition, and its induced tubular structure on (Gz ,Kz).

Theorem 5.17. Let K be a proper wide and transitive subgroupoid of G such that (G,K)
admits a Cartan decomposition. Let A be the Lie algebroid of G and gz its isotropy Lie algebra
at z. Then the following is a commutative diagram of homotopy equivalences

C•(G)
V EG/K //

r

��

C•(A)K−basic

r

��
C•(Gz)

V EGz/Kz// C•(gz)Kz−basic.

In particular,

r ◦ V EG/K : C•(G)→ C•(gz)Kz−basic and ext ◦RGz/Kx
: C•(gz)Kz−basic → C•(G)

are homotopy equivalences with (r ◦ V EG/K) ◦ (ext ◦RGz/Kx
) = idC•(gz)Kz−basic

Proof. First, it is known that r : C•(G) → C•(Gz) is a homotopy equivalence for transitive
groupoids (see e.g. [6]). That the rest of the maps involved in the diagram and RGz/Kx

are
homotopy equivalences is a consequence of Theorems 4.1, 4.3 and 5.12. The commutativity of
the left diagram is Corollary 5.16

Also, by the commutativity of the diagram above, of the one on the right in Lemma 5.15,
and Theorem 5.12,

(r ◦ V EG/K) ◦ (ext ◦RGz/Kx
) = (V EGz/Kz

◦ r) ◦ (ext ◦RGz/Kx
)

= V EGz/Kz
◦RGz/Kx

= idC•(gz)Kz−basic
.

To conclude the proof, note that ext ◦ RGz/Kx
: C•(gz)Kz−basic → C•(G) can be written as

the composition

C•(gz)Kz−basic

RGz/Kx
−→ C̃•(Gz)

Kz ext
−→ C̃•(G)K

ι
−→ C•(G)K ,

where all the maps are homotopy equivalences (ι by Theorem 2.4, and ext by Theorem 4.1). �

5.6. Example: The polar decomposition and the cohomology of GLn(C). Let GLn =
GLn(C) and let gln be its Lie algebra. We will explicitly find generators of H(GLn) at the
cochain level, described in terms of cochains in C•(gln)U(n)−basic, where U(n) = {B ∈ GLn |
BB∗ = I}. We will also describe the van Est map V EGLn : C

•(GLn)→ C•(gln) in terms of the
cochain generators of the respective cohomologies.

In the first part we explicitly find the generators of H(gln, U(n)) at the cochain level. Then
we follow the strategy of Remark 5.13 with G = GLn and K = U(n), to find the genera-
tors of H(GLn) as the image of the generators of H(gln, U(n)) via the Est integration map
RGLn/U(n) : C

•(gln)U(n)−basic → C•(GLn).

First of all recall from [15] that

H(gln) = ∧(u
′
1, u

′
3, . . . , u

′
2n−1, b1, b3, . . . , b2n−1),
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where the u′s and b′s are given (at the cochain level) by uq = Re(Φ2q−1), bq = Im(Φ2q−1) for
q odd and u′q = Im(Φ2q−1), bq = Re(Φ2q−1) for q even, with

Φ2q−1(A1, . . . , A2q−1) =
∑

γ∈S2p−1

sgn(γ)tr(Aγ(1) · · ·Aγ(2q−1))

being the Ad–invariant skew-symmetric multilinear maps on gln. In turn,

H(gln, U(n)) = (∧•p∗)U(n)−inv = ∧(u1, u3, . . . , u2n−1),

where the u′s are given (at the cochain level) by

(50) u2q−1 = iq−1Φ2q−1 ∈ C
2q−1(gln)U(n)−basic.

Note that the inclusion map

ι : H(gln, U(n))→ H(gln)

sends u2q−1 to u′2q−1 and it is injective. As a consequence, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 5.18. The van Est map V EGLn : H(GLn)→ H(gln) is injective.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the commutativity of the diagram

C̃•(GLn)
U(n)

V EGLn

��

ι // C•(GLn)

V EGLn

��
C•(gln)U(n)−basic

ι // C•(gln)

and the fact the lower map is injective in cohomology, the upper map is a homotopy equivalence
by Theorem 2.5 and the left map as well by Theorem 5.12. �

For the second step, we use the polar decomposition of GLn (see e.g. [16]). It comes from
the polar decomposition of gln as

gln = u(n)⊕ p, A =
1

2
(A−A∗) +

1

2
(A+A∗), A ∈ gln.

with u(n) = {A ∈ gln | A
∗ = −A} –the Lie algebra of U(n)–, while p = {A ∈ gln | A = A∗}.

Note that u(n) and p correspond to the eigenspace 1 and −1, respectively, of the Cartan invo-
lution θ(X) = −X∗. The polar decomposition of GLn is then defined as the U(n)-equivariant
diffeomorphism

p× U(n)→ GLn, (X,U) 7→ eXU,

(note the similarity with (29) in the case of a non-compact semisimple Lie group G), thus it
is a Cartan decomposition for the pair (GLn, U(n)). Applying Theorem 5.12 we obtain the
following description of H(GLn).

Theorem 5.19. The van Est integration map (45)

RGLn/U(n) : C
•(gln)U(n)−basic → C•(GLn)

is a homotopy equivalence and it induces an algebra isomorphism in cohomology. In particular,

H(GLn) = ∧(v1, . . . , v2n−1)
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where v2p−1 := RGLn/U(n)(u2p−1) has degree 2p−1 and is a normalized U(n)-invariant cochain
(in the sense of Remark 2.2).

Finally, with the previous result at hand, we obtain the following description of the degree
one generator v1 ∈ C1(GLn):

Corollary 5.20. The first cohomology class v1 = RGLn/U(n)(u1) ∈ H
1(GLn) is explicitly given

at the cochain level by

v1(A) = tr(X) ∈ R, A ∈ GLn

where A = eXU (X ∈ p) is the polar decomposition of the invertible matrix A.

Proof. First, we identify the quotient GLn/U(n) with the space of positive-definite Hermitian
matrices P = Im(e|p : p→ GLn). The scalar multiplication of P is inherited by the diffeomor-
phism given by the restriction of the exponential e : p→ P :

(51) λt : P → P, eX 7→ etX

We apply RGLn/U(n) as in (48) to u1 = tr|p. For this notice that under the identifica-

tion C1(gln, u(n)) ≃ Ω1(P )GLn given in (47), the 1-form trP = trGLn/U(n) is written as the
composition

trP : TP
θ
−→ gln = p⊕ u(n)

tr|p
−→ R

(all diagonal entries of a Hermitian matrix are real), where θ is the left invariant MC-form
restricted to TP . Now, the map γA : [0, 1]→ P, A ∈ GLn appearing in RGLn/U(n) is just

γA(t) = λt(AU(n)) = λt(e
XUU(n)) = λt(e

XU(n)) = etX

where A = eXU is the polar decomposition of A. We have that

γ∗A(trP )

(
d

dt

)
= trP ◦ γA,∗

(
d

dt

)
= trP

(
d

dt
etX

)
= trP (LetX (X)) = tr(X),

where the third equality follows by using that t 7→ etX ∈ GLn is an integral curve of the left
invariant vector field determined by X ∈ p ⊆ gln, and the last equality by left-invariance of
trP . Thus

RGLn/U(n)(u1)(A) =

∫

[0,1]
γ∗A(trP )

(
d

dt

)
=

∫

[0,1]
tr(X) = tr(X).

�

6. Characteristic classes

In this section we introduce the definition of characteristic classes of a representation of a Lie
groupoid, and relate them with the existing notion of characteristic classes of a representation
of a Lie algebroid (see [6, 7, 12]). This is the first step to study characteristic classes of Lie
groupoids endowed with a geometric structure, e.g. symplectic, symplectic-Nijenhuis, presym-
plectic, Pfaffian and contact groupoids. We also hope that the approach using the groupoid will
bring a new insight into existing characteristic classes of Poisson manifolds (the modular class),
foliations (Bott’s characteristic classes), and other type of geometries encoded by Lie algebroids.

Throughout we deal with cohomologies with real coefficients.
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6.1. Background on representations. A representation of a Lie groupoid G ⇒ M is a
(left) G-action on a vector bundle V →M so that for any g ∈ G with s(g) = m, t(g) = m′, the
induced map Vm → Vm, e 7→ ge is a linear isomorphism. Alternatively, a representation can be
encoded as follows: associated to any vector bundle V → M , we consider the gauge groupoid
GL(V ) ⇒M of linear isomorphism between the fibers

GL(V ) = {φ : Vm → Vm′ | m,m′ ∈M and φ is a linear isomorphism}

with source and target s(φ) = m, t(φ) = m′ and multiplication given by composition. A
representation of a Lie groupoid G⇒M is equivalently described as a Lie groupoid morphism

Φ: G→ GL(V )

over the identity map of M .
Passing to the infinitesimal picture, a representation of a Lie algebroid A→M on a vector

bundle V → M is a connection-like operator ∇ : Γ(A) × Γ(V ) → Γ(V ), satisfying the Leibniz
rule w.r.t. the anchor map, and so that it is flat. In analogy with the groupoid case a
representation can be alternatively described as a Lie algebroid morphism

Ψ: A→ gl(V )

over the identity map, where gl(V ) is the Lie algebroid of GL(V ).
If A is the Lie algebroid of G, then any representation Φ : G → GL(V ) induces a represen-

tation of A by

(52) Ψ := Lie(Φ): A→ gl(V )

with Lie(Φ) = dΦ|A.

The following result is used in the next section and may be interesting in its own right.

Corollary 6.1. The van Est map V EGL(V ) : H(GL(V ))→ H(gl(V )) is injective.

Proof. Note that the inclusion ι : H(gl(V )), U(h)) → H(gl(V )) is injective. This follows from
the injectivity of the inclusion ιz : H(gl(Vz)), U(hz)→ H(gl(Vz)) by Corollary 5.18, the fact that
restriction r : H(gl(V ), U(h)) → H(gl(Vz)), U(hz)) is an isomorphism, and the commutativity
of the diagram

C(gl(Vz))U(hz)−basic
ιz // C(gl(Vz))

C(gl(V ))U(h)−basic
ι //

r

OO

C(gl(V )).

r

OO

Now, in the left commutative square of (59), the left arrow and ιGL(V ) are homotopy equiva-
lences. Hence, V EGL(V ) : H(GL(V ))→ H(gl(V )) is injective. �

6.2. Characteristic classes for algebroids revisited. In this section we focus on an al-
ternative, simple and direct definition of the characteristic classes of representations of Lie
algebroids first defined in [6] (see also [7, 12]). Our approach relies on the notion of relative
cohomology and its properties.
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Let A be a Lie algebroid over M , V a complex vector bundle over M of complex rank n, and
a representation of A on V :

Ψ: A→ gl(V ).

Fix a (fiberwise) Hermitian metric h of V and denote by U(h) ⊆ GL(V ) the transitive and
proper Lie subgroupoid

U(h) = {φ : Vm → Vm′ ∈ GL(V ) | φ : (Vm, hm)→ (Vm′ , hm′) is an isometry}

Fix a point z ∈M and an isometry

(53) F : (Cn, h0)→ (Vz , hz)

where h0 is the standard Hermitian metric of Cn. Note that conjugation by F

CF : GL(Vz)→ GLn, CF (φ) := F−1 ◦ φ ◦ F

is a Lie group isomorphism sending the Lie subgroup U(hz) onto the unitary group U(n).
Consider the following composition of cochain maps

(54) MΨ : C•(gln)U(n)−basic

C∗

F // C•(gl(Vz))U(hz)−basic
ext // C•(gl(V ))U(h)−basic

Ψ∗

// C•(A)

Recall from Section 5.6 that

H(gln, U(n)) = ∧(u1, u3, . . . , u2n−1)

where the u′s are explicitly defined at the cochain level by trace operators (50).

Definition 6.2. The characteristic classes of the representation of the Lie algebroid A on the
complex vector bundle V are defined as

u2p−1(V ) := [MΨ(u2p−1)] ∈ H
2p−1(A), 1 ≤ p ≤ n,

where n is the rank of V . If V is a real vector bundle then they are defined as u2p−1(V ) :=
u2p−1(VC), where VC is the complexification of V .

Remark 6.3. This definition should be compared with the explicit approach in [6]. By inspec-
tion, definition 6.2 agrees with [6, formula (45)] in local coordinates.

Lemma 6.4. The characteristic classes of the representation Ψ do not depend on the choice
of z ∈M , F as in (53), or the Hermitian metric h on V .

To prove Lemma 6.4 we will need the following result:

Lemma 6.5. Fix z ∈M and F as in (53), then

• for any other point m ∈M and isometry F ′ : (Cn, h0)→ (Vm, hm),

extz ◦ C
∗
F = extm ◦ C

∗
F ′ ;

• for any other Hermitian metric h′ of V , and any isometry H : (V, h)→ (V, h′) fixing M ,

C∗
H : C(gl(V ))→ C(gl(V ))

is homotopic to the identity.
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Proof of Lemma 6.4. By the first item of Lemma 6.5 we already know that they do not depend
on the point, nor the isometry (53), so fix z ∈ M and the isometry F as in (53). Denote the
inclusions by

ιh : C(gl(V ))U(h)−basic → C(gl(V )), ιh′ : C(gl(V ))U(h′)−basic → C(gl(V ))

Consider the diagram

C(gl(Vz))U(hz)−basic
ext //

C∗

Hz

��

C(gl(V ))U(h)−basic
ιh //

C∗

H

��

C(gl(V ))

C∗

H

��

C(gln)U(n)−basic

C∗

F

55❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦

C∗

F ′

))❙❙
❙❙

❙❙
❙❙

❙❙
❙❙

❙❙

C(gl(Vz))U(h′

z)−basic
ext // C(gl(V ))U(h′)−basic

ιh′ // C(gl(V ))

with F ′ := Hz ◦F : (Cn, h0)→ (Vz, h
′
z). Then the left triangle is clearly commutative, and also

the right square is commutative. The middle square is also commutative as C∗
Hz
◦ r = r ◦ C∗

H
where r are the restriction maps, and the fact that r and ext are inverse to each other.

Denote by u2p−1(V, h) (u2p−1(V, h
′) respectively) the characteristic classes of Definition 6.2

defined by the composition (54) using the Hermitian metric h (h′ respectively). We compute:

u2p−1(V, h) = Ψ∗[ιh ◦ ext ◦ C
∗
F (u2p−1)] = Ψ∗[C∗

H ◦ ιh ◦ ext ◦ C
∗
F (u2p−1)]

= Ψ∗[ιh′ ◦ ext ◦ C∗
F ′(u2p−1)] = [u2p−1(V, h

′)]

where in the second equality we used the second item of Lemma 6.5 �

Proof of Lemma 6.5. For the first item, note that, since the restriction map

rm : C(gl(V ))U(h)−basic → C(gl(Vm))U(hm)−basic

is inverse to the extension map extm, the equation to prove holds if and only if

C∗
F ′−1 ◦ rm ◦ extz ◦ C

∗
F = idC•(gln)U(n)−basic

.

To check this last equation, note that we can write rm ◦ extz as the pullback by conjugation

rm ◦ extz = C∗
b(m),

where b :M → U(h) is any bisection with the property that s(b(m)) = z (i.e. b(m) : (Vz, hz)→
(Vm, hm) is an isometry). Therefore,

C∗
F ′−1 ◦ rm ◦ extz ◦ C

∗
F = C∗

F ′−1 ◦ C
∗
b(m) ◦ C

∗
F = C∗

F ′−1◦b(m)◦F .

As U := F ′−1 ◦ b(m) ◦ F is the composition of isometries

(Cn, h0)
F
−→ (Vz, hz)

b(m)
−→ (Vm, hm)

F ′−1

−→ (Cn, h0),

CU : GLn → GLn is conjugation by the unitary map U ∈ U(n), C∗
U : gl∗n → gl∗n is the coadjoint

action by U , and hence C∗
U : C(gln)U(n)−basic → C(gln)U(n)−basic is the identity map on the

U(n)-basic subcomplex, as we desired.
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For the second item, we will construct a homotopy h between the identity map and C∗
H as

follows. Denote by GL(V )M the space of linear automorphisms of V fixing the base M . Let
t 7→ Ht ∈ GL(V )M be a smooth path connecting the identity and H:

Ht : V
≃
−→ V, H0 = idV , H1 = H.

Observe that GL(V )M ⊆ GL(V ) is the Lie groupoid given by the union of the isotropy Lie
groups of GL(V ), and that Ht ∈ Bis(GL(V )M ).

Infinitesimally, the Lie algebroid Lie(GL(V )M ) = gl(V )M –the space of linear transforma-
tions from V into V fixing the base M– is a Lie subalgebroid of gl(V ) given by the kernel of
the anchor map, and Ht induces a path of sections t 7→ Xt ∈ gl(V )M defined by

d

dt
Ht = Xt ◦Ht.

We can then have the induced Lie derivatives LXt = [dCE , ιXt ] along Xt, LXt : C
•(gl(V )) →

C•(gl(V )), satisfying the property

(55)
d

dt
C∗
Ht
(ω) = LXt

(
C∗
Ht
(ω)

)
, ω ∈ C•(gl(V )).

Define h : C•(gl(V ))→ C•−1(gl(V )) by

h(ω) :=

∫ 1

0
ιXt

(
C∗
Ht
(ω)

)
dt.

We compute:

C∗
H(ω)− ω =

∫ 1

0

d

dt
C∗
Ht
(ω) dt =

∫ t

0
LXt

(
C∗
Ht
(ω)

)
dt =

∫ 1

0
dCEιXt

(
C∗
Ht
(ω)

)
+ ιXtdCE

(
C∗
Ht
(ω)

)
dt

= dCEh(ω) + hdCE(ω),

where in the last equality we used that dCE commutes with C∗
Ht

since CHt : GL(V )→ GL(V )
is a groupoid morphism for each t. �

6.3. Characteristic classes for Lie groupoids. Let G be a Lie groupoid over M , V a
complex vector bundle over M of complex rank n, and a representation of G on V :

Φ: G→ GL(V ).

Fix a Hermitian metric h of V , a point z ∈M and an isometry F : (Cn, h0)→ (Vz, hz). Using
the same conventions of Section 6.2, consider the following composition of cochain maps

(56) MΦ : C̃•(GLn)
U(n)

C∗

F // C̃•(GL(Vz))
U(hz) ext // C̃•(GL(V ))U(h) Φ∗

// C•(G).

From Section 5.6 we know that

(57) H(GLn) = ∧(v1, . . . , v2n−1)

where v2p−1 := RGLn/U(n)(u2p−1) is the cochain of C̃•(GLn)
U(n) given in Theorem 5.19.

Definition 6.6. The characteristic classes of the representation Φ of the Lie groupoid G on
the complex vector bundle V are defined as

v2p−1(V ) :=MΦ(v2p−1) ∈ H
2p−1(G), 1 ≤ p ≤ n,
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where n is the rank of V . If V is a real representation then they are defined as v2p−1(V ) :=
v2p−1(VC), where VC si the complexification of V .

Lemma 6.7. The characteristic classes of the representation Φ do not depend on the choice
of z ∈M , F as in (53), nor the Hermitian metric h of V .

Before proving Lemma 6.7, let us point out the relation between the characteristic classes of
a representation of G, and those of the induced representation on its algebroid:

Proposition 6.8. Let Ψ: A→ gl(V ) be the induced representation (52) of Φ : G→ GL(V ) on
the Lie algebroid A of G. Then the characteristic classes of Ψ are the image of the characteristic
classes of Φ via the van Est map V EG : H(G)→ H(A):

V EG(v2p−1(V )) = u2p−1(V ), 1 ≤ p ≤ n.

Proof. This follows by the fact that V EGLn(v2p−1) = u2p−1, 1 ≤ p ≤ n (as V EGLn ◦
RGLn/U(n) = idC•(gln)U(n)−basic

) and the commutativity of the diagram

(58) C̃(GLn)
U(n)

V EGLn

��

C∗

F // C̃(GL(Vz))
U(hz)

V EGL(Vz)

��

ext // C̃(GL(V ))U(h)

V EGL(V )

��

Φ∗

// C(G)

V EG

��
C(gln)U(n)−basic

C∗

F // C(gl(Vz))U(hz)−basic
ext // C(gl(V ))U(h)−basic

Ψ∗

// C(A)

where the middle square commutes by Corollary 5.18. �

Proof of Lemma 6.7. The right square of the diagram (58) factors through the inclusions as

(59) C̃(GL(V ))U(h)

V EGL(V )

��

ιGL(V ) // C(GL(V ))
Φ∗

//

V EGL(V )

��

C(G)

V EG

��
C(gl(V ))U(h)−basic

ι // C(gl(V ))
Ψ∗

// C(A).

To see that the classes do not depend on the choices, recall that V EGL(V ) : H(GL(V )) →
H(gl(V )) is injective by Corollary 6.1. In this case, the result follows at once by this fact, (59)
and Lemma 6.4. �

The main properties of the characteristic classes are:

Proposition 6.9. For any representations V,W of G, the characteristic classes satisfy the
following properties:

(a) v2p−1(V ⊕W ) = v2p−1(V ) + v2p−1(W ).
(b) v2p−1(V ⊗W ) = v2p−1(V ) rank(W ) + rank(V )v2p−1(W ).
(c) v2p−1(V

∗) = i∗v2p−1(V ), where i : G→ G is the inverse map. In particular,

v1(V
∗) = −v1(V ).

(d) v2p−1(V ) = 0 if p is even and V is real.
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Proof. Property (c) follows directly from the definition of the action on the dual V ∗. The
proofs of (a), (b) and (d) are similar, we will show (b) and (d).

For (b), consider the Lie subgroup GL(V )⊗GL(W ) ⊆ GL(V ⊗W ) consisting of the tensor
product φ ⊗ ψ : Vm ⊗ Wm → Vm′ ⊗ Wm′ of linear isomorphisms φ : Vm → Vm′ , ψ : Wm →
Wm′ . Similarly, if h, h′ are Hermitian metrics for V and W , respectively, the Lie subgroupoid
U(h) ⊗ U(h′) ⊆ GL(V )⊗GL(W ) is proper and transitive and is a subgroupoid of U(h⊗ h′).

If ΦV : G→ GL(V ) and ΦW : G→ GL(W ) denote the representations of G, then its induced
representation on V ⊗W factors as ΦV ⊗ ΦW : G→ GL(V )⊗GL(W ), and

C̃(GL(V ⊗W ))U(h⊗h′)
Φ∗

V ⊗Φ∗

W //

ι∗

��

C(G)

C̃(GL(V )⊗GL(W ))U(h)⊗U(h′)

Φ∗

V ⊗Φ∗

W

55❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦

commutes, where ι : GL(V ) ⊗ GL(W ) → GL(V ⊗ W ) is the inclusion. Denoting by n =
rank(V ),m = rank(W ), it is then a straightforward check to see that the composition

MΦ∗

V ⊗Φ∗

W
: C̃(GLnm)U(nm) → C(G)

from (56) factors as

C̃(GLnm)U(nm) ι∗ // C̃(GLn ⊗GLm)U(n)⊗U(m)
C∗

F⊗C∗

F ′// C̃(GL(Vz)⊗GL(W )U(hz)⊗U(h′

z)

ext⊗ext// C̃(GL(V )⊗GL(W ))U(h)⊗U(h′)
Φ∗

V ⊗Φ∗

W// C(G).

It is then enough to see that for v2p−1(nm) ∈ C̃(GLnm)U(nm) the generators as in (57)

ι∗(v2p−1(nm)) = v2p−1(n)m+ nv2p−1(m),

with v2p−1(n) ∈ C̃(GLn)
U(n), v2p−1(m) ∈ C̃(GLm)U(m) the generators, accordingly.

Indeed, we use the Kronecker product A⊗B ∈ GLnm for matrices A ∈ GLn, B ∈ GLm which
represents the tensor product of the two invertible maps A,B. By general properties of the
Kronecker product one can verify that if [A] = eX modulo U(n) and [B] = eY modulo U(m),
then [A⊗B] = eX ⊗ eY modulo U(nm) and λt(e

X ⊗ eY ) = etX ⊗ etY (λt as in (51)). Therefore
for A1, . . . , Aq ∈ GLn, B1, . . . , Bq ∈ GLm

γ
(q)
t1,...,tq (A1 ⊗B1, . . . Aq ⊗Bq) = γ

(q)
t1,...,tq(A1, . . . Aq)⊗ γ

(q)
t1,...,tq (B1, . . . Bq)

γ as in (46), and by bilinearity of ⊗ and the fact that

(60) (A⊗B)(C ⊗D) = AC ⊗BD,

it follows that

θ

(
∂

∂ti
(γ

(q)
t1,...,tq (A1 ⊗B1, . . . Aq ⊗Bq))

)
=

θ

(
∂

∂ti
(γ

(q)
t1,...,tq (A1, . . . Aq))

)
⊗ Im + In ⊗ θ

(
∂

∂ti
(γ

(q)
t1,...,tq(A1, . . . Aq))

)
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with θ the left invariant MC-form of GLnm, GLn and GLm, respectively. Again, by property
(60) and tr(A⊗B) = tr(A)tr(B), and recalling that uq ∈ C

q(glnm)U(nm)−basic, q = 2p− 1 are
sums of traces as in (50), we further obtain that

ι∗(vq(nm))(A1 ⊗B1, . . . Aq ⊗Bq) =

∫

[0,1]q
γ(q)(A1 ⊗B1, . . . Aq ⊗Bq)

∗ι∗(uq,GLnm/Unm) =

tr(Im)

∫

[0,1]q
γ(q)(A1, . . . Aq)

∗uq,GLn/Un + tr(In)

∫

[0,1]q
γ(q)(B1, . . . Bq)

∗uq,GLm/Um =

mvq(n)(A1, . . . Aq) + nvq(m)(B1, . . . Bq).

For (d) notice that the obvious inclusion gln(R) ⊆ gln(C) factors through
the diagram

C(gln(C))U(n)−basic

RGLn(C)/U(n) //

ι∗

��

C̃(GLn(C))
U(n)

C(gln(R))O(n)−basic

RGLn(R)/O(n)

44✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐

and that the restriction to gln(R) of the generators u2q−1 of H(gln(C), U(n)) vanish for q even
(see [15]). �

Appendix A. Van Est maps using the Perturbation Lemma

In this appendix we recall some of the constructions and results of [17] (see also [19]). Let
(D•,•, d, δ) be a double complex, concentrated in non-negative degrees. Let (X•, d) be a cochain
complex. A morphism of double complexes

i : X→ D

(where X• is regarded as a double complex concentrated in bidegrees (0, •)) will be called a
horizontal augmentation map. Passing to total complexes, i becomes a cochain map from X•

to the cochain complex (Tot•(D), d + δ). The Perturbation Lemma, due to Brown [2] and
Gugenheim [13], allows us to turn a homotopy operator for the horizontal differential δ into a
homotopy operator with respect to the total differential d+ δ.

Lemma A.1 (Perturbation Lemma). Suppose h : D → D is a linear map of bidegree (−1, 0)
such that

[h, δ] = 1− i ◦ p

for some degree 0 map p : D0,• → X•. Put h′ = h(1 + dh)−1 and p′ = p(1 + dh)−1. Then

[h′, d+ δ] = 1− i ◦ p′.

Here, [·, ·] denotes the graded commutator, e.g. [h, δ] = hδ + δh.
We shall assume from now on that p ◦ i = idX, so that i is injective and i ◦ p is a projection

onto the image of i. Then also p′ ◦ i = idX, and i ◦ p′ is again a projection. In other words,
i : X• → Tot•(D) is a homotopy equivalence, with p′ a homotopy inverse.

In our applications, there is another cochain complex (Y•, δ), with a vertical augmentation
map

j : Y → D
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(thus Y• is regarded as a double complex concentrated in bidegrees (•, 0)). The horizontal
homotopy h allows us to ‘invert’ the second cochain map in

Y• j
−→ Tot•(D)

i
←− X•,

thereby producing a cochain map p′ ◦ j = p ◦ (1 + dh)−1 ◦ j : Y• → X•. On elements of degree
p, this is given by

(61) (−1)pp ◦ (dh)p ◦ j : Yp → Xp,

Consider now the situation that the vertical differential has a homotopy operator

k : Dp,q → Dp,q−1, [d, k] = 1− j ◦ q,

where q : D0,• → Y• is a cochain map for d with q◦j = idY. Then we can apply the Perturbation
Lemma A.1 to this vertical homotopy, and we obtain a cochain map q ◦ (1+ δk)−1 ◦ i : X• → Y•

given on degree p elements by

(62) (−1)pq ◦ (δk)p ◦ i : Xp → Yp.

The following result will be used to relate van Est ‘integration’ and ‘differentiation’ maps.

Lemma A.2. Suppose the homotopy operators h, k satisfy

(63) h ◦ k = 0, p ◦ k = 0.

Then (62) followed by (61) is the identity map of Xp.

For our application we start with a Lie groupoid G with Lie algebroid A. The two complexes
X = C(A), Y = C(G) are related by a van Est double complex, due to Crainic [6]. Recall from
the discussion around (5) that

κ : EG→ BG

is a simplicial principal bundle, where for each p, we denote by πp : EpG→M the anchor map
of the G-action on EpG. The van Est double complex

(64) (D•,•(G), δ, d)

is defined as follows.

• The bigraded summands of the double complex are

(65) Dp,q(G) = Γ
(
π∗p(∧

qA∗)
)
.

• δ is the simplicial differential on sections of the simplicial vector bundle

π∗•(∧
qA∗)→ E•G.

• d = (−1)pdCE on elements of bidegree (p, q), is the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential on

(66) Dp,•(G) ∼= C•(π∗pA)

Specifically, let F be the foliation of EpG given by the κp-fibers; thus TFEpG is the
vertical bundle. The isomorphism π∗pA

∼= TFEpG defines an algebroid structure on π∗pA.

Furthermore, the double complex comes with horizontal and vertical augmentation maps:

• i : C•(A)→ D0,•(G) is given in degree q by the pullback π∗0 (using (66) for p = 0).
• j : C•(G)→ D•,0(G) is given in degree p by the pullback map κ∗p (using (5)).
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The augmentation maps define cochain maps to the total complex

C•(G)
j
−→ Tot•(D(G))

i
←− C•(A).

Differentiation. The van Est double complex has an horizontal homotopy. Consider the maps

hp : EpG→ Ep+1G, (g1, . . . , gp; g) 7→ (g1, . . . , gp, g;m)

where m = s(g). Since πp+1 ◦ hp = πp, these lift to fiberwise isomorphisms of vector bundles
π∗p(∧

qA∗)→ π∗p+1(∧
qA∗), defining a pullback map on sections. The map

h : Dp,q(G)→ Dp−1,q(G), ψ 7→ (−1)ph∗p−1ψ

satisfies [h, δ] = 1 − i ◦ p, where p : D0,•(G) → C•(A) is the left inverse to i = π∗0 given by
pullback under the inclusion u : M →֒ E0G = G:

p = u∗ : Γ(π∗0(∧
qA∗))→ Γ(∧qA∗).

The Perturbation Lemma A.1 gives a new projection p′ = p ◦ (1 + dh)−1, which is a cochain
map for the total differential d+ δ, with p′ ◦ i = id. Thus, i is a homotopy equivalence, with p′

a homotopy inverse. As a result from [19], we have the following:

Theorem A.3. The van Est differentiation map (30) is obtained as

V EG = p ◦ (1 + dh)−1 ◦ j : C•(G)→ C•(A).
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