ON THE HOMOTOPY INVARIANCE OF THE TWISTED LIE
ALGEBROID COHOMOLOGY.

ABSTRACT. Twisted Lie algebroid cohomologies, i.e. with values in represen-
tations, are shown to be Lie algebroid homotopy-invariant. Several important
classes of examples are discussed. As an application, a generalized version of
the Poincaré lemma is given in the transitive case. Together with the Mayer-
Vietoris theorem, which holds in this more general context as well, this leads
to a Kiinneth formula for the cohomologies of Lie algebroids with values in
representations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The extensively studied de Rham, Chevalley-Eilenberg, BRST, Poisson, Foliated
and Equivariant de Rham cohomologies can be treated at once as special cases
of Lie algebroid cohomology, which was introduced by Pradines in 1967 [Pra67].
This generality of the Lie algebroid cohomology brings pathologies that make it
difficult to control and compute. Lie algebroid cohomology has been studied for
a few decades now — the latest references on the subject include [Kub02], [Cra03],
[KM04], [Mac05a], [MR11] [Bal12] , [Kub13], [Brul7], [Jot22] and [Wal23].

The main goal of this paper is a systematic study of an appropriate notion of
homotopy of Lie algebroids, and of its effects on Lie algebroid cohomology. This
paper provides new, more accessible approaches to some known computational tech-
niques, making these techniques now accessible in the more general framework of
twisted Lie algebroid cohomologies.

A Lie algebroid is a smooth vector bundle A — M with a Lie bracket on its
space of sections, that is anchored by the geometry of the basis manifold M, in
the sense that a vector bundle homomorphism p: A — T'M over the identity on
M allows for differentiation of smooth functions on M along sections of A; an
operation that is compatible with the Lie bracket on T'(A) (see Definition 3.1).
The tangent bundles of smooth manifolds on the one hand, and Lie algebras on
the other hand, are prototypes of Lie algebroids. The de Rham cohomology is
defined by the geometry of its tangent bundle. Precisely, given a smooth manifold
M, its de Rham differential is defined on the exterior algebra of sections of T* M.
Similarly, the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential associated to a Lie algebra g lives
on A°g*. In general, the Lie algebroid differential of a Lie algebroid A — M
is a differential operator on T'(/\* A*), that is defined in the same manner as the
de Rham differential, but using the anchor p: A — T'M in order to differentiate
smooth functions on M along sections of A. The resulting cohomology is called the
Lie algebroid cohomology and encompasses all types of cohomologies listed above.
More generally, given a Lie algebroid representation of A — M on a vector bundle
E — M, the Lie algebroid cohomology of A with values in the representation E is
defined. It is also called the twisted Lie algebroid cohomology of A with coefficients
in F.

This paper studies LA-homotopies, i.e. homotopies in the category of Lie al-
gebroids. Two Lie algebroid morphisms (®g, o), (P1,%1) from a Lie algebroid
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A — M to a Lie algebroid B — N are said to be LA-homotopic if there exists an
LA-morphism (@, ¢) of the form

TIxA—2-B

|

IXMT)N

such that ®; = ®(0;,-) for j = 0, 1. The pair (®, ¢) is then called an LA-homotopy
between (®g, ¢o) and (P, ¢1).

This notion of LA-homotopy appears to be natural and sporadically appears in
the literature (e.g. [Ball2] and [BKS05)). It agrees with the notion of homotopy of
A-paths used by Crainic and Fernandes [CF03]. The invariance of the Lie algebroid
cohomology under LA-homotopy is given in [Ball2] as a corollary of a Stokes’ the-
orem for Lie algebroids. However, neither the extension to all twisted Lie algebroid
cohomologies nor the study of examples and further applications for computing the
cohomology itself seem to appear in the literature. This paper remedies to that by
proving the following theorem.

Main Theorem (see 3.8). The twisted Lie algebroid cohomology is LA-homotopy-
1movariant.

More precisely, consider two LA-homotopic LA-morphisms (Do, ¢o), (P1,¢1): A —
B wvia an LA-homotopy ®: TI x A — B over ¢: I x M — N, as well as a vector
bundle E — N with a flat B-connection V: T'(B) x I'(E) — T'(E). Then there
exists an isomorphim 6: cpE)E — ¢\ E intertwining OEV and OFV such that

FE
Hy(B,E) — s Hyo (A ¢hE)

- O3
o

H@fv(AvSDaE)

commutes. In other words, (®o,po), (P1,p1): A — B induce, up to an isomor-
phism, the same morphism in LA-cohomology.

The key for proving the main theorem is the study of the behavior of a Lie
algebroid representation when pulled back by an LA-homotopy. This is studied in
detail in Section 7.3. Note that the notion of pullback of a Lie algebroid is crucial
itself for constructing examples of LA-homotopies' (see Corollary 3.19 and Lemma
3.20). The behavior of pullback Lie algebroids under homotopic maps is therefore
investigated (see Proposition 3.14). This leads as well to new insights about the
twisted cohomology of pullback Lie algebroids.

Theorem (see 5.1). The twisted cohomology of a transitive Lie algebroid is iso-
morphic to the twisted cohomology of its pullback Lie algebroid under a homotopy
equivalence of the base manifolds.

A direct consequence of this is a generalized Poincaré lemma for transitive Lie
algebroids.

1Tt turns out that it was already suggested in [Sev05].
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Lemma (see 5.4). The twisted Lie algebroid cohomology of a transitive Lie algebroid
over a contractible manifold is isomorphic to the Chevalley-Filenberg cohomology of
its isotropy Lie algebra, with values in the restricted representation.

Combining this lemma with a Mayer-Vietoris principle, which is checked to hold
for the twisted cohomologies of any Lie algebroid (see Theorem 6.1), the authors
prove the following Kiinneth formula, which generalizes results of Mishchenko and
Kubarski in [Kub02], and of Waldron in [Wal23].

Theorem (see 6.6). The Kinneth isomorphism holds for the twisted Lie algebroid
cohomology of the direct product Lie algebroid A x B, where A is any Lie algebroid
and B is a transitive Lie algebroid over a manifold admitting a finite good cover.

Further relations with the considerable amount of existing literature on Lie al-
gebroids are indicated along the paper. For instance, LA-homotopies between Lie
algebra morphisms are shown to be smooth curves of Lie algebra morphisms the
variations of which are controlled by the adjoint representation of the target Lie al-
gebras (see Proposition 4.1.) This implies that the chosen notion of LA-homotopy
is compatible with the deformation theory of Lie algebras (see Lemma 4.6).

Equivariant de Rham cohomology and foliated de Rham cohomology are not
homotopy-invariant in general. However Theorem 3.8 implies that they are LA-
homotopy-invariant. This remark is consistent with the literature, since LA-homotopy
specialises to the notion of equivariant homotopy and of integral homotopy, in the
respective categories. Those notions of homotopies are known to preserve the re-
spective cohomologies (see Examples 3.12 and 3.13 and references therein).

Note finally that the results in this paper should be extendable to general differen-
tial graded manifolds. This is current work in progress, using a notion of homotopy
compatible with the definition of this paper and the ones of [Sev05], [LGLS20] and
[Roy10].

Outline of the paper. Section 2 introduces necessary concepts and results for the
rest of the paper. Particular attention is dedicated here to the notion of pullback
under Lie algebroid morphisms of forms with values in representations. This is a
natural definition and likely to be folklore knowledge, although hard to find in the
literature. A detailed treatment is provided in Subsection 2.4 for future reference.
The other parts of Section 2 are intended for readers who are not familiar with Lie
algebroids and their cohomology, so very detailed as well.

Section 3 defines the notion of homotopy of Lie algebroids, called LA-homotopy,
and carefully justifies it. The main theorem on the LA-homotopy invariance of the
twisted LA-cohomology is given in Section 3.1. Its proof is technical and therefore
splits between this section and Section 7.3. It uses a study in Section 7 of flows
of special linear vector fields on Lie algebroids. Section 3.2 studies the homotopy-
invariance of pullback Lie algebroids. As a consequence, a large class of examples
of LA-homotopies is constructed in 3.3.

The special case of Lie algebras is investigated in Section 4.1. Section 4.2 then
explains how this notion turns out to be compatible with the deformation theory
of morphisms of Lie algebras.
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Results on the twisted cohomology of pullback Lie algebroids via homotopy equiv-
alences are studied in Section 5.1. A relevant application is a generalized Poincaré-
Lemma for transitive Lie algebroids, which is explained in Section 5.2. Relations
with the existing literature on the Lie algebroid cohomology of Morita equivalent
Lie algebroids are investigated in Section 5.3.

Section 6.1 observes that the Mayer-Vietoris principle holds for twisted Lie al-
gebroid cohomology. This result, provides in particular an alternative proof of
the finite dimensionality of the twisted LA-cohomology of transitive Lie algebroids
over a compact base manifold. By combining Mayer-Vietoris with the generalized
Poincaré-Lemma, a Kiinneth formula is then proved in Section 6.2.

Section 7 contains a detailed treatment of the invariance under LA-homotopies of
representations of Lie algebroid. This specializes to the invariance of flat connections
under classical homotopies.

Notation and conventions. All manifolds and vector bundles in this paper are
smooth and real. Vector bundle projections are written qg: E — M, except for the
projections of tangent bundles, which are written py;: TM — M. Given a section
g of E*, the map ¢.: E — R is the linear function associated to it, i.e. the function
defined by e,, — {e(m), e, for all e,,, € E. The set of global smooth sections of a
vector bundle E — M is denoted by I'(E), X(M) = I'(T'M) is the space of smooth
vector fields on a smooth manifold M, and Q8 (M) = I'(/\* T*M) is the space of
smooth forms on M.

Several notions of pullbacks are defined and used in this paper. The (classical)
pullback of a vector bundle B — N and of a section b € I'(B) through a map
f: M — N are denoted by f'B — M and f'be I'(f'B), respectively. f"'B denotes
the pullback of a Lie algebroid B — N under a smooth map f: M — N ([Man05],
see Section 2 below for the details). The canonical Lie algebroid morphism over f
resulting from the Lie algebroid pullback of B — N via f is written pp s: "B - B.
d*w e Q*(f"'B, f'E) stands for the pullback of a form w € Q*(B, E) and similarly,
O*V: I'(f'B)xT(f'E) — I'(f'E) is the pullback of a connection V: T'(B) xT'(E) —
['(E).
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2. PRELIMINARIES

This section collects necessary background on Lie algebroids, their representa-
tions and their cohomology, as well as on vector-valued forms and their pullbacks
under Lie algebroid morphisms.

2.1. The category of Lie algebroids. The definitions of Lie algebroid and of
Lie algebroid morphisms are recalled here for the convenience of the reader. See
e.g. [Mac05b] for more detail.

Definition 2.1. A Lie algebroid is a triple (A — M,[-,"],pa), where A - M
is a vector bundle, [-,-] is a R-Lie algebra bracket on I'(A4), that is anchored by a
vector bundle morphism p4: A — T'M, called the anchor:

[a1, f-a2] = f-[ar,a2] + £,,(a)(f) - a2

for all aj,a2 € T'(A) and f € C®°(M). £,,(,)(f) denotes the Lie derivative of
f e C®(M) with respect to pa(ar) € X(M), it is often written pa(a1)(f).

It follows that the anchor is compatible with the bracket in the following sense:

[pa(a1), palaz)] = palar, az]
for all a1, a2 € T'(A).

A Lie algebroid A — M is called regular if Im(p4) is a subbundle of TM.
Transitive Lie algebroids, i.e. Lie algebroids with surjective anchor, are special
cases of regular Lie algebroids.

Examples 2.2. e For M = {x}, the anchor map vanishes and A is a real
vector space with a Lie bracket, i.e. a real Lie algebra.

e The tangent bundle TM — M is a Lie algebroid with the identity as an-
chor and the Lie bracket of vector fields. Involutive subbundles are ex-
actly the infinitesimal description of foliations (by Frobenius’ Theorem,
[Dead0, Cle66]). Therefore, involutive subbundles are often simply called
foliations. An involutive subbundle F' € T'M of the tangent bundle of a
smooth manifold M is a Lie algebroid with the inclusion ¢: F' — TM as
anchor.

e Let G be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle 7: P — M. That
is, P is equipped with a free and proper smooth right action of the Lie group
G, M ~ P/G and 7: P —» P/G = M is the orbit projection, a surjective
submersion. The associated algebroid, called Atiyah Lie algebroid, has

A(P):=TP/G—> M

as underlying vector bundle. The space of sections is isomorphic to the
space of G-equivariant vector fields on P: T'(TP/G) =~ X%(P) and the Lie
bracket of G-equivariant vector fields on P is again G-equivariant. Hence
the C*(M)-module of G-equivariant vector fields in P is equipped with the
Lie bracket

TP/G (m) = [X7 Y](m)

[X.Y]
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for all X,Y € X%(P) and all p € 7~!(m). Here, X € I'(TP/G) is the section
defined by X:

X(m) = [X(p)] e TP/G
for all m € M and p € 7~ 1(m). Since the projection 7 is G-invariant, its
tangent map factors to

p:=Tr: TP/G — TM, plvp] = Tpmu,

for all v, € T, P. This induced vector bundle morphism p over the identity
on M anchors the Lie bracket on A(P) = TP/G and (A(P) — M, [, ]rp/a,p)
is a Lie algebroid.

Morphisms of Lie algebroids are vector bundle morphisms with an addition com-
patibility with the anchors and the Lie brackets. If A, B — M are Lie algebroids
over a same base, then the definition is straightforward: A vector bundle morphism
®: A — B over the identity on M is a Lie algebroid morphism if pg o ® = p4 and

®la1, az]a = [®(a1), P(az)]B

for all a1,as € T'(A). In general, the bracket condition of a morphism of Lie alge-
broids over different bases is more difficult to formulate, since the composition of
sections of a vector bundle A — M with a vector bundle morphism ®: A — B are
generally not sections of the codomain vector bundle B — N. The bracket condi-
tion is written using an appropriate pullback construction of the codomain vector
bundle via the base map ¢: M — N, as in the following definition.

Definition 2.3. A vector bundle map (P, ¢) between Lie algebroids A — M and
B—> N

A—2-p

L

M——N
©

is a Lie algebroid morphism if the anchor maps satisfy pg o ® = Tpo py and if
the Lie brackets satisfy the condition described in the following. Let

A= B, a—(ga(a), ®(a))
be vector bundle morphism (over the identity on M) induced by ® to the pullback
of B — N through ¢: M — N. If a1, az € T'(A) are such that ®'(a1) = Y., fl¢'b}
and ®'(ag) = p f7'02, for b},b% € I(B) and f}, f? € C*(M), then the bracket
condition is

@' ([a1,a2]a) = Z fL i 6318 + ZPA(al)(ff)wllﬁ - ZPA(GQ)(fil)‘P!b}'

The space of Lie algebroid morphisms from A to B is denoted by Homp, 4 (A, B).
The following are examples of Lie algebroid morphisms.

Examples 2.4. e If A and B are Lie algebras, i.e. if M and N are just a
point, then a Lie algebroid morphism A — B is a Lie algebra morphism.
e Let M and N be smooth manifolds and let f: M — N be a smooth map.
Then Tf: TM — TN is a Lie algebroid morphism over f: M — N. If
Fy € TM and Fy € TN are involutive subbundles and T f(Fa) € F,
then T f restricts to a Lie algebroid morphism T f: Fy; — Fy.
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o Let 1p: P — M and mg: Q — N be principal G-bundles and let f: P — Q
be a smooth G-equivariant map. Then f factors to a smooth map f: M —
N such that fonmp = mg o f and Tf factors to a Lie algebroid morphism
Tf: A(P) — A(Q) over f: M — N.

Later Proposition 2.10 shows that a Lie algebroid morphism A — B over M — N
induces a map in cohomology, and can alternatively be defined as a vector bundle
morphism that defines a cochain map I'(A*B*) — I'( A* A*) with respect to the Lie
algebroid differentials.

The remainder of this section collects some further useful notions and construc-
tions around Lie algebroids.

Definition 2.5. Given two Lie algebroids A — M and B — N, the product A x
B — M x N of vector bundles comes naturally equipped with the direct product
Lie algebroid structure. Note that if pry,: M x N - M and pryy: M x N - N
are the projections, then A x B is isomorphic to the Whitney sum pr!M A@pr!N B, as
vector bundles over M x N. The anchor paxp: Ax B — TM x TN is the product
paxpp: (@m,bn) — (palam), pp(bn)) € T M xT,,N. Since the C* (M x N)-module
of sections of A x B is generated by pullback sections of the form pr!M a: M x N —
A x B, (m,n) — (a(m),08) and pry b with a € T'(A) and b € ['(B), the bracket is
uniquely (well-)defined by the Leibniz rule and

[priy a1, priyaz] ,, 5 = pray [a1,a2] 4, [priy b1, priv b2] , 5 = Priv [b1, b2l

[pr!M a,pry b]AxB =0= [pr!N b, priy a]AxB
for a,a1,a2 € T(A) and b,b1,be € T'(B).

As already mentioned in the introduction, the key idea of the research on Lie
algebroid cohomology and of this paper is to understand standard de Rham coho-
mology as the Lie algebroid cohomology of the tangent bundles of manifolds, and
then attempt to adapt known results in this special case to the general setting of Lie
algebroids. It is easy to see that the pullback of a tangent bundle under a smooth
map is not a tangent bundle anymore. The correct notion of pullback Lie algebroid
remedies to this — in this setting the pullback of a tangent bundle is again a tangent
bundle. The following construction is standard, see [Mac05b]. Tt is given in detail
here because the notion of pullback of Lie algebroids is central in this paper.

Let B — N be a Lie algebroid and consider a smooth map f: M — N. Set

f'B:=TM x¢n B:={(v,b)e TM x B|Tf(v) = pp(b)} = TM® f'B.

If f*B has constant rank over M, then it is a smooth subbundle of TM @ f'B.
It is then equipped with a Lie algebroid structure defined below, which is called
pullback of the Lie algebroid B — N under the smooth map f: M — N.

Note that the vector bundle "B — M is then a sub-vector bundle of TM x B —
M x N, over the graph graph(f) € M x N of f.

f"B—— TM x B (W by (ony) > (Um; by (m))

| | | !

M——s MxN m ——— (m, f(m))
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It turns out that f"'B — M is via this inclusion a Lie subalgebroid of the product
Lie algebroid TM x B — M x N. The anchor in TM x TN of (vm,bs)) € f'B <
TM x B is
('Uma pB(bf(m))) = (Umu Tmfvm) € T(m,f(m)) graph(f).
It is easy to see that a section o of TM x B — M x N that restricts to a section
of f'B over M =~ graph(f) can without loss of generality? be written
o =rpry X +Zpr’§/1hi - priy b

with X € X(M), h; e C*(M) and b; e I'(B ) such that
T fX (m Zh (f(m)))

for all m € M. This means that for all s € C*(N),
= > hi- f*(ps(bi)(s),

see [Mac05b, Proof of Proposition 4.4.3]. Using this, it is easy to check as in
[Mac05b)] that if
T=pry Y + Y prisg; - prive;
J
is a second section of TM x B — M x N that restricts to a section of f"'B over
M ~ graph(f), then for all s e C*(N)

[X.Y](f*s) = (Zgg (B (cj) S))) -Y (Zhi'f*(ﬂB(bi)(S)))
= ZX g] pB CJ ZY p5(bi)(s))
+ Z hig; - f*([pB(bi), pB(c;)1(5)).

That is, the bracket

(PY!M[Xa Y1, Y prhi (X (g5)) - prives — Y pra (Y (i) - priy bi + Y. priy(hig;) - privibi, Cj])

J i 4,J

2A priori a section of TM x B — M x N can be written
o= ZFjpr!MXj +2Hipr!Nbi
J i
with Fj, H; € C®(M x N), X; € X(M) and b; € T'(B), for all i,j. o restricts to a section of
f"'B — graph(f) if and only if for all m € M,

DL Fj(m, f(m) X (m) = Y Hi(m, f(m))pp (bi(f(m))).
7 2

Define for all 4,j the smooth functions f; € C®(M) and h; € C* (M) by fj(m) = Fj(m, f(m))
and h;(m) = H;(m, f(m)) for all m € M, and set X := >, f;X; € X(M). Then on graph(f), the
section o coincides with
! * !
pry; X + ZprM hi - pri b;.
i

Since the anchor restricted to f"' B has image in graph(f), only the values of o over graph(f) are
relevant for computing the restriction to graph(f) of its Lie brackets with other sections with the
same restriction property.
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of o with 7 in in TM x B — M x N restricts to a section of f"B over graph(f).
As a summary, the space of sections of f"'B as a vector bundle over M, is

r(£'B) - { (X Zh--ﬁb-) X € D(TM),b; € T(B), hi € C*(M), such that }

Tf(X(m)) = X hi(m) - p(bi(f(m))) for all m e M
and the Lie algebroid structure inherited from T'M x B — M x N on this vector
bundle is given by

prip(v,b) =v
for all (v,b) € f'B and

(o3 ) (3 1)

= ([X, Y1, Y higs - fbivei] + D X (g5) - fle; = DY (hi) - f!bl) :
ij j i
Take two Lie algebroids A —» M and B — N and a vector bundle map (@, )

ALB.

b

M ——N
©

If the Lie algebroid pullback "B — M exists, then ® is a Lie algebroid morphism
if and only if

A "B, aw(pla), ®(a))
is a Lie algebroid morphism over the identity on M, see [Mac05b, Theorem 4.3.6].

It is important to repeat here that the category of Lie algebroids is not closed
under such pullback because in general f'B — M is not a vector bundle. A
sufficient (but not necessary) condition to the existence of the pullback Lie algebroid
is transversality between the map f: M — N and the anchor map pp: B — T'N,

namely
Tf(TmM) + pB (Bj(m)) = Tf(m)N VYm e M.

Lemma 2.6. Let B — N be a Lie algebroid and let f: M — N be a smooth map
such that the pullback Lie algebroid f'B — M exists. The map

pB,f:f”Bg’Ba (’U,b)*-’b
is then a Lie algebroid morphism over the smooth map f: M — N.

Proof. This is left to the reader. See e.g. [Mac05a]. O

2.2. The LA-cohomology. Let (A, [, ]4,p4) be a Lie algebroid over a base man-
ifold M, with rank(A) = n. Define the space of A-forms of degree k € N as
QF(A) := D(A"(A*)) and the differential d4: Q°*(A) — Q*T1(A4) by

k41

(daw)(ay ..., ax41) = Z (=1 pa(a)(wla, ..., @y, ..., axt1))

+ > (=1 w((ag, anl, an, Gy L k)
J<l
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for we OF(A) and a; e T'(A), j = 1,...,k+ 1. Here, pa(a;)(f) :== £,,(a,)(f) is the
Lie derivative of the function f € C* (M) with respect to pa(a;) € X(M) and a;
means that the section a; is omitted. It is immediate by the definition of d4 and
by the Jacoby identity for [-,-]4 that d%4 = 0, so the cochain complex

0— Q°A) = C*°(M) 24 Q1(4) 24, ...Q"(4) - 0

induces the Lie algebroid cohomology vector spaces (or LA-cohomology
vector spaces) of the Lie algebroid A — M:

H"(A) := ker(dy)/im(dg_1)
with the notation dj, := dalgr(a): QF(A) — QFF1(A) for all k € N. k-forms in

ker(dy) =: Q% (A) are called closed. The graded algebra of closed forms is written
Q3(4) == D, 5 (A).

Remark 2.7. The LA-cohomology has been intensively studied for decades. See for

instance the works of Crainic [Cra03], Ginzburg [Gin01], Kubarski [Kub02, KMO03,

Kub13], Mackenzie [Mac05a], Mishchenko [KM04, MR11], Oliveira [MO23] and

Waldron [Wal23]. Some of these authors’ specific contributions are mentioned along

the paper.

Examples 2.8. e For A = g — {pt} the LA-cohomology is the Chevalley-
Eilenberg cohomology H*(g) = HZ.(g).

o If A=TM — M, then H*(TM) = Hjr (M) by definition. For foliations,
i.e. involutive subbundles F' <— T M, the Lie algebroid cohomology is iso-
morphic to the foliated de Rham cohomology. This is proved for instance
in [Sch21, Corollary 3.3.10].

e For Atiyah Lie algebroids associated to principal bundles, the LA-cohomology
is isomorphic to the equivariant de Rham cohomology (see [Mac05a, Propo-
sition 5.3.11]). Also this cohomology has already been studied extensively,
see in particular [GHV76] and [GZ19].

Example 2.9. The LA-cohomology of a given Lie algebroid can be extremely
“large”. For instance, if A — M is a trivial Lie algebroid, i.e. a Lie algebroid with
zero anchor and zero bracket, then the differential d 4 vanishes by definition. Hence

HO(A) = C*(M) and HF(A) = QF(A)
for all £ > 0.
As mentioned earlier, the notion of LA-morphism finds a justification also in
relation with the LA-cohomology.

Proposition 2.10. A vector bundle morphism (®, ) is a Lie algebroid morphism
between A — M and B — N if and only if the pullback map on sections

*: 0°(B) — Q°(A)
(P*wB)m(ar,. .., as) = (WB)pm)(P(a1),..., P(a.))
is a cochain map (i.e. it intertwines the differentials dy and dp).

Proof. This is a standard result, which is due to Vaintrob [Vai97]. O
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Remark 2.11. Let A — M be a Lie algebroid. Then H*(A) := @,y H*(A4) is a
graded algebra, with cup product induced by the wedge product of A-forms, exactly
as in the case of de Rham cohomology (see e.g. [BT82]). A Lie algebroid morphism
induces a morphism of rings in cohomology. In particular, the map

pia: Hig (M) — H*(4)
induced by the anchor p4 is a morphism of rings.

2.3. LA-cohomology with values in representations. A more general Lie al-
gebroid cohomology can be defined using ‘twists’ with respect to linear flat Lie alge-
broid connections. All necessary basic definitions are recalled before introducing the
twisted LA-cohomology, also called LA-cohomology with values on representations.

Definition 2.12. Let A — M be a Lie algebroid. A linear A-connection on the
vector bundle E — M is an R-bilinear map
V:T(A) xT'(E) - T'(E)
such that
Vall €)= I Vo + pa(a)(f) ¢
and
Viae=f -Vge
for a e T(A), ee I'(E) and f € C®(M).
Let A — M be a Lie algebroid and let E — M be a vector bundle. Define

QA E) =T (A*A*QE).
A linear A-connection V: T'(A) x T'(E) — T'(E) is equivalent to an operator

dy: Q°(A,E) - Q*"(AE)
defined by the conditions

dye = V.ee QYA E)
dyv(w A7) = (daw) A1+ (=1)Fw A den,

for ee T(E) = Q°(A, E), we QF(A) and ne Q*(A, E).

Remark 2.13. If E = Rx M — M with the canonical connection Vo f = L, , (a)(f),
then Q*(A, E) = Q*(A) and dy = da.

The linear connection V is called flat if the corresponding curvature Ry €
02(A,End(E)) defined by

RV(ala a2) = Val © Va2 - vag © Val - v[al,a2]

for every aj,as € T'(A) vanishes identically. This is equivalent (see for instance
[Jot22]) to
0= dQV: Q*(AE) > Q'+2(A, E).

The cohomology induced by this differential is the LA-cohomology with val-
ues in the representation V (or LA-cohomology with values in the representation
E, or simply twisted LA-cohomology), since flat Lie algebroid connections are
the representations of Lie algebroids. For a Lie algebroid A — M, a vector bun-
dle E — M and a flat connection V: I'(4) x I'(E) — T'(E), the corresponding
cohomology is denoted by

HY (A, E) := ker(dy)/im(dg_1)
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with dy, := (dv)bkm,m : QF(AE) - QFL(AJE). A form w € ker(dg) =: QF(A) is

called a closed form.
Lemma 2.14. HY (A, E) is an H*(A)-module.

Proof. Define the module structure via
(1) WUT:=WAT
with w € Q% (4), n € QY (A, E). It remains to prove that this is well-defined. For
we Qk(A), ne QL (A E),
dv(wAn) =daw A n+ (=1 w A dyn = 0.

That is, if w € Q2(A4) and n € QY (A, E), then also w A n € QY (A, E) and WA T
exists. Moreover, for § € Q*71(A) and £ € Q'1(A, E)

(wH+dad) A(n+dvl) =wan+ wadvé + dald An + dab A dyé
=wAn +dy((DfFw A&+ 0An+ 60 Advé)

where the last passage holds because the forms w and 7 are closed and d% = 0.
Hence (1) is well-defined. O

The notion of gauge equivalence of (flat) connections is crucial for one of the
main statement of this paper (see Theorem 3.8 below).

Definition 2.15. Let F, F/ — M be smooth vector bundles and let A — M be a Lie
algebroid. Two A-connections V and V' on F and F’ are called gauge equivalent
if there exists an isomorphism 6: F — F” over the identity on M, such that

(2) Vae =071 (V4 (0(e)))

for all a € T'(A) and e € T'(E). The map 0 is then called a gauge equivalence from
V to V.

If V and V' are gauge equivalent as above, then V is flat if and only if V' is flat.
It is then easy to see that

i HY(A,F) — HY, (A F)), [w] > [fow)]
is a well-defined isomorphism, called a gauge isomorphism.

2.4. Pullback of A-forms with values in a representation. The authors could
not find in the literature a precise treatment of the notion of pullback of A-forms
with values in a representation. This subsection remedies to that and discusses
these pullbacks in detail.

Definition 2.16. Let A - M, B — N and E — N be vector bundles. Let
(®,¢): A — B be a vector bundle morphism. Then the pullback ®*w € QF(A, ¢'E)
of we QF(B, E) is defined by

|

(3) (@*wW)mlar,...,ar) == (M, Wem) (Pm(ar), ..., Pm(ar))) € (¢ E)m,
for allme M, and aq,...,a; € An,.

In the situation of the previous definition,
(@*(w A €))mlat,...,ax) = (M, (W A €)pm)(P(ar),...,P(ar))
= ((®*w) A (¢'e))mlar, ..., ax)



14 M. JOTZ AND R. MARCHESINT*

for w e Q%(B) and e e T'(E), for all me M, and ay, ..., a; € A,,. Hence
(4) D*(w A e) = D*w A pe

for w € Q% (B) and for e € T'(E). In a similar way, it is easy to check that
(5) P (w Am) =P*w A @'y

for w e QF(B) and for n € Q!(B, E).

Remark 2.17. The proofs of the two following properties of the pullback are left
to the reader.

(1) The pullback in Definition 2.16 is functorial. That is, if A - M, B - N
and C — P are vector bundles, (®,¢): A —» B and (¥,9): B — C are
vector bundle morphisms and £ — P is a vector bundle. Then for each
we*(CE),

(Tod)fw=0*(T*w).
(2) f A > M and B — N are vector bundles, (®,¢): A — B is a vector

bundle morphism and F,F — N are vector bundles, then for each w €
Q*(B,Hom(E, F))

d*w € Q(A,Hom(¢'E,¢'F)) = Q*(A, ¢ Hom(E, F))
and for each e € T'(E),
P (w(e) = (P*w)(ple) € QA PF).

Example 2.18. Consider A = TM, B =TN and F = N x R with the standard
representation, as well as the vector bundle morphism (T, ¢) for a smooth map
¢: M — N. In this case, for w € QF(TN, E) = QK (N), the form (Tp)*w is the
usual pullback ¢*w, since by definition for all m € M and all vy, ...,vx € T,, M

((T(p)*w)m(vlv V) = (mvww(m)(Tm(p(Ul)v s 7Tm(p(vk))) € (SD!E)"L = {m} x R.

Definition 2.19. Let i: N < M be an embedded submanifold such that the
pullback i" A is as vector bundle. Consider the canonical vector bundle morphism
pai:i*A — A (see Lemma 2.6). The restriction of a form w e Q*(A, F) to N
is defined to be the form p} ;w € Q*(i"A,i'E).

If N is open in M, then the restriction of w to N is denoted by w|y, since
i A = A|y and therefore

QF(Aln, E|n) :=T(A*A*|n ® E|n) = T(AF("A)* @ 'E) =: QF(i" A,i'E).

Remark 2.20. Building restrictions as in Definition 2.19 is transitive. More pre-
cisely, if we Q*(A,E), j: S — N and i: N — M are embedded submanifolds and
both i" A and j"(i" A) exist, then

pz,iojw = pfx,j(pfx,iw)-

It follows by functoriality of the pullback of Lie algebroids (see [Mac05a]) and by
functoriality of the pullback of forms (see Remark 2.17).

Remark 2.21. Recall that using restrictions of vector-valued forms to open subsets,
for each k € N the space of forms Q¥ (A, F) defines a sheaf on M.
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Going back to the situation of Definition 2.16, let now A — M and B — N
be equipped with Lie algebroid structures, let (®,¢): A — B be a morphism of
Lie algebroids®, and consider a linear connection V: I'(B) x I'(E) — ['(E). The
definition of the pullback of V under (®, ) is induced as follows by the previous
notion of pullback of forms®. The linear connection

(2*V): T(A) x T(¢'E) - T(¢'E)
is defined on pullback sections by
(P*V)a,, (#'e) i= (*(V.€))m(am) = (m, Vaa,.)e),

for every m € M, a,,, € A and e € T'(E). First, note that (3) implies the second
equality, since V.e € Q'(B, E). Then check as follows that for f € C*(N), e € ['(E)
and a,, € A

(6) (®*V)a, (#'(f€)) = palam)(@* ) - ¢'e + (9*[) - (P*V)a,, (o).
For m € M, simply compute
(®*V)a,. (¢ (fe)) = (M, Va(a,,)(fe))
= (m, pB(®(am))(f) - epm) + f((m)) - Va(a,.)€)
= (m, Tmp(palam))(f) - epm) + (¢*f)(m) - Va(a,,)e)
= palam)(@*f) - (P'e)(m) + (p* [)(m) - (B*V)a,. (¢'e).

As a consequence, the pullback connection ®*V which was so far only defined on
pullback sections can be extended via the Leibniz rule and defined explicitly as

(P*V)a (Z fi <P!ez'> = Z (pa(a)(fi) - e + fi - (2*V)a(ples)),

for e; e I(E), f; € C*(M).

Example 2.22. The pullback via a LA-morphism ®: A — B over ¢: M — N
of the canonical flat B-connection V on the trivial bundle R x N is the canonical
flat A-connection on R x M =~ ¢'(R x N). Since the pullback of a connection is
completely determined by its values on pullback sections and by the Leibniz identity,
it is sufficient to compute

(®*V)a, (9 f) := (M, Va(a,) f) = (m, (pp © ®)(am)(f))
= (m, (T o pa)(am)(f)) = palam)(e* f)(m).
for f € C*(N) and a € T'(A).

The next lemma shows that building the pullback of a flat connection under a
Lie algebroid morphism induces a map in cohomology.

Lemma 2.23. In the situation above, the pullback of forms under the LA-morphism
(D, ) intertwines the differentials dy and dexv:

dpsy 0o @* = ®* o dy.

3These conditions can of course be weakened to A — M and B — N being anchored vector
bundles and (®, ¢) being a morphism of anchored vector bundles.

4Note that the pullback of a connection under a smooth map is standard. Here this is extended
in a straightforward manner to a notion of pullback under a Lie algebroid morphism. This is
discussed here in detail because this notion is central in this paper.
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Proof. For e T'(E), me M and a € A,

®*(dve)(a) = (m,dve(®(a))) = (m, Vae) = (2*V)a(p'e) = dpry(¢'e)(a).
More generally, this yields for w € Q*(B) and e € ['(E)
P*(dy(w A e)) = *((dpw) A e + (—1)*w A dye)

() 4, (D% w) A ple + (—1)F 0w A dgrv(@e) L dpro (D (w A €)).
Proposition 2.10 is used in the second passage. g

Corollary 2.24. Let A —> M and B — N be equipped with Lie algebroid structures,
let (D, p): A — B be a morphism of Lie algebroids, and consider a linear connection
V:T(B) xT'(E) > T'(E). Then
®*Ry = Re»v € Q%A End(¢'E)) = Q*(A, ' End(E)).
Proof. For all e € T'(E), the form Rg«v(¢'e) € Q?(A, ¢'E) is given by
Rone (¢'6) = dhag(9'e) = (dhay 0 9%)(e) = (¥ 0 d2)(e) = 0*(Ry (e)),
with Lemma 2.23 used in the third equality. Then
®*(Ry(e)) = (2*Ry)(¥'e)

by Remark 2.17. 0

The following result is then immediate.
Corollary 2.25. In the situation above, if V is flat, then also ®*V is flat.

This leads to the following corollary.

Corollary 2.26. Given a LA-morphism ®: A — B over ¢: M — N and given a
vector bundle E — N endowed with a flat B-connection V, the pullback of forms
induces a map in cohomology

©*: HY(B; B) — Hyug (4 ¢'E)
*([w]) = [*w]
for all closed we Q2%(B, E). ®* is a morphism of modules over the ring homomor-

phism ®*: H*(B) — H*(A).

Proof. The first part of the statement follows immediately by Corollary 2.25 and
Lemma 2.23. The extra structure as module homomorphism follows by

((I)* (w A n))m(alv s Aky) = (mu (W A n)ap(m)(q)m(al)a ) (I)m(ak+l))
2 (@*w) A (@ n)m(ar,- . axn1)
for w € QK (B), and n € QL (B, E). Notice that (®*w) € Q2,(A) by Example 2.22. O

Remark 2.27. Let &: A — B be an LA-morphism over a smooth map ¢: M —
N, and let the 2-term complex 0: Ey — F; of vector bundles over N carry a
representation up to homotopy (VY, V1, w) of B. That is, V¢: I'(B) xT'(E;) — T'(E;)
is a linear connection for i = 0,1 and w € Q%(B, Hom(E1, Ep)) is a form such that

(1) 0o VY =V!oo,

(2) Ryo =wodand Ry1 = dow,

(3) dvl,ow = 0,
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where V¥ is the induced connection by V? and V! on Hom(E4, Ep). It is easy

to check that (®*V°, ®*V?! ®*w) is a 2-term representation of A on ¢'0: ¢'Ey —
!

QD'El.

3. LA-HOMOTOPY

The definition of homotopy already appears sporadically in the literature, for
instance in [Meil7], [Ball2] and [BKS05]. In the more general framework of dg-
manifolds it appears in this form for instance in [Sev05] and [Roy10], but it has
remained largely unknown in the community. In the case of Lie algebroids, this pa-
per shows that this notion has remarkable properties: the definition is compatible
with related notions, a large class of examples can be found, two LA-homotopic LA-
morphisms induce the same map in LA-cohomology with values on representations.
This section introduces and discusses the definition itself, as well as some examples,
and states the main theorem. The rest of the paper then focuses on applications.

Let A — M be a Lie algebroid, and in the following let I be an open interval
containing 0 and 1. Then T x A is equipped with the product Lie algebroid
structure over I x M. For j = 0,1 the inclusion LA-morphisms

Z;
A——=TIx A

|

ML—J_>I><M

are defined by Z;(a) := (0;,a) and ¢;(m) := (j,m) for all a € A and all m e M.

Definition 3.1. Let A — M and B — N be Lie algebroids. Two Lie algebroid
morphisms (®g, o), (P1,91) from A to B are said to be LA-homotopic if there
exists an LA-morphism (®, ¢) of the form

TIxA—2-B

|

IXMT‘N

such that ®; = ®oZ; for j = 0,1. The pair (®, ¢) is then called an LA-homotopy
between (g, @o) and (P, ¢1).

Fo simplicity, just the Lie algebroid morphism ®: T'I x A — B is often called a
LA-homotopy. However, the reader is invited to bear in mind that the Lie algebroids
A and B can have different base manifolds in general.

Remark 3.2. To make LA-homotopy an equivalence relation, relax the definition
above by calling two Lie algebroid morphisms (®;,¢;): A — B, for j = 0,1, LA-
homotopic if there exist a continuous vector bundle morphism ®: 7[0,1] x A — B
over a piecewise smooth map ¢: [0,1] x M — N, such that ®: T[0,1] x A — B is
a LA-morphism over each closed subinterval where ¢ is smooth.

Since it is not important in this paper that LA-homotopy is an equivalence rela-
tion, the authors chose to keep the more simple Definition 3.1.

Example 3.3. For A = TM and B = T'N all LA-morphisms are differentials of
(piecewise) smooth maps between the base manifolds. This follows from the anchor
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condition in the definition of LA-morphisms. Consequently, Definition 3.1 agrees
with the usual notion of smooth homotopy between manifolds.

Remark 3.4. In the special case of A-paths, Crainic and Fernandes use an equi-
valent definition of LA-homotopy in [CF03]. The same definition has been used by
Zhu and Brahic in [BZ11], where they introduce homotopy (bundles of) groups for
Lie algebroids, generalizing the standard notion of homotopy groups of a smooth
manifold.

Definition 3.5. Two Lie algebroids A — M and B — N are said to be LA-
homotopy equivalent if there exist Lie algebroid morphisms F: A — B and
G: B — A such that F o G is LA-homotopic to the identity map Idg and G o F' is
LA-homotopic to the identity Id .

Remark 3.6. It is immediate to show that if F;: A1 — By and Fy: Ay — By define
LA-homotopy equivalences between Lie algebroids, then F} x Fy: A x Ay — B x Bs
defines an LA-homotopy equivalence between the product Lie algebroids.

Example 3.7. Let f: M — N be a homotopy equivalence between manifolds and
let B be a Lie algebroid over an arbitrary base P. Then TM x B and TN x
B are LA-homotopy equivalent Lie algebroids, via the LA-homotopy equivalence
F:TM x B - TN x B, F:=Tf xIdp (see also Remark 3.6). For instance, for
m > n € NT, and b a Lie algebra, the Lie algebroid TR" X Ogm-n» x § — R™ is
LA-homotopy equivalent to Ogm-» x § — R™~™,

3.1. LA-homotopy invariance of twisted Lie algebroid cohomology. This
section explains and proves the main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.8. Consider two LA-homotopic LA-morphisms (g, po), (P1,¢1): A —
B via an LA-homotopy

¢:TIxA—B

over p: I x M — N, as well as a vector bundle E — N with a flat B-connection
V:T(B) x I'(E) — I'(E). Then there exists a gauge equivalence 0: ph)E — o} E
from ®FV to ®FV such that

(1)*
HV(BvE) —0> H@g‘V(A? @E)E)

o 0
of

H@fv(AvSDaE)

commutes. In other words, (P, o), (P1,p1): A — B induce, up to a gauge iso-
morphism, the same morphism in LA-cohomology.

The gauge equivalence in Theorem 3.8 is explicitly constructed as follows. Con-
sider the flat TI x A-connection ®*V on ¢'E. Then the derivation (®*V)(at,04) of
¢'E defines a linear vector field X € X(¢'E), see Section 7. Its flow = makes the
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diagram

Qi={(Me@m) ERXQE[N+rel} ——= 5 O'E

Q:={\(r,m)eRxIxM)|X+rel} ﬁ]xM

(A (rym)) A+7r,m)

commute, and is by isomorphisms of vector bundles, see Lemma 7.1 or [Jot24]. The
smooth map € is then defined by

0: 9E = 15(¢'E) > A E =4 (¢'E),  0(e)=E(le) € (¢'B)lyxu
for all e € oy E = 1(¢'E) = (¢'E)|{oyxas- Its smooth inverse is similarly defined by
the restriction to (¢'E)|(1yxar of E_1.
Remark 3.9. The LA-cohomology with values on the trivial representation was
first checked to be LA-homotopy invariant by Balcerzak in [Ball2], as a Corollary

of a Stokes’ theorem proved there. For dg-manifolds over the same base manifold,
LA-homotopy invariance is proven in [LGLS20] via an equivalent definition.

The first key step of the proof of Theorem 3.8 is showing that taking a direct
product with the tangent bundle of an open interval does not affect the twisted Lie
algebroid cohomology.

Theorem 3.10. Let A — M be a Lie algebroid and let F' — M be a vector bundle
with an A-representation V. Then

Pri: HY (A, F) — Hp s o (T1 x A, prh, F)

is a module isomorphism over the ring homomorphism Pr%: H*(A) — H*(T1I x A),
where Pra: T1 x A — A and pry;: I x M — M are the projection maps to the
second components. The inverse of Pr’y is given by I_t* foranytel.

The proof of this theorem relies on the following lemma, which is standard.
Lemma 3.11. The space QF(T1x A, pr'y, F) is (locally) generated as a C* (I x M)-
module by forms of the following type:

(i) Prijw
(ii) dt A Prin
with w e QF(A, F) and ne QF1(A, F).
Proof of Theorem 3.10. For simplicity, use the notation
VITA .= Pr¥ V: T(TI x A) x T'(pry; F) — D(pry, F).
Recall the Lie algebroid morphisms (inclusions) Z;: A — T1 x A, Ti(a) := (0, a)
over t;: M — I x M, v;(m) := (t,m) for all t € I.

The map @ is injective because the identitﬁs pry ot =idpys and Pry oZ; =idg

imply ¢} (pr'y F) = (pryou)'F = F and Z; o Pr¥ = idge (4,F) in cohomology, with

*
Pri

%
HY (A, F) —25 Hyrroa (T x A, pry, F) 25 HY (A, F).
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To show the surjectivity of Pr¥, define as follows an explicit homotopy operator.
Inspired by [BT82] and using Lemma (3.11), define the operator

K: QNTI x A, prhy, F) — Q¥ (T x A, prh, F)
by
K(h-Priw):=0

and
t

K(gdt nPry )l = (-0 [ glssm)ds - (Prin)l i,
0

for all t € I and m € M, where h,ge C*(I x M), we QF(A, F), ne QF1(A, F).
Now check as follows that K is indeed a homotopy operator. On a form & =
h - Prijw of type (i),
((1d - Pl"j OIS()(g)”(t,m) = (h(tv m) - h(ou m)) : (Prj&w”(t,m)'
Let k be the degree of w. Compute using K (&) =0
(dyrixaK — Kdgrixa)(§) = —K dyrrxa(§)

= —K(drrxah A Prijw + Fh - dgria (Priw))
= —K(drrxah A Prijw + *h - Pri (dyw))
= 7K(dT[><Ah N PI‘Z w).

Choose a local frame (aq,...,a,) of A and the dual frame (a1, ...,a,) of A*. Then

(=1)
(=1)

drrcah = 0sh-dt + 7 p(a;)(h) - Pri (o).
j=1
Hence
(dvTIXAK - KdvTIxA)(g) = 7K(ath, -dt A Prz W)
which is

¢
- (*kao dsh(s,m)ds - (Pr§ w)l(e,m) = —(=1)*(h(t,m) — h(0,m)) (P w)|(t,m)
when evaluated at (¢,m) € I x M. This shows that
(id — Pr oZF)(€) = (—D)IEI71  (dyriaa K — Kdgrixa)(€)
for £ of type (i).
On a form of type £ = g - dt A Priin of type (ii) with n € Q*71(A, F), compute

(id = Priy o Z5)(€) = €
because ZF (dt) = dv(¢ft) = dv(0) = 0. The identity

drrxa(gdt) = > p(a;)(g) - Pri(ay) A dt

j=1
yields

dyrixal = — g)dt A Prii(a;) A Prii(n) — gdt A dyrrxa(Prin)
j
— g)dt A Prii(a; A n)— gdt A Prii(den)

3 pla,)
= Z pla;)(

J

—_
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and so

K(dgriad)lom = —(—1)F Y j p(a3)(9) (s, m)ds - Pré (o A m)| (e
j=1

(- f g(s,m)ds - (Pr(dyn)) | ().

On the other hand,

K)o = (—1)F! f 9(s,m)ds - (P 1) ey,

for all t € I and m € M, and the fact that g is smooth yields as above in local
coordinates

(dyra (K]t = (—1F 1+ Y] f pla;)g(s,m)ds - Pri (o A m)|em)
j=1
+ (71)1671 ! g(ta m) ~dt A Prjl(n”(t,m)

t
I f g(s,m)ds - Pr (dv ) ()
0

= K(dgrixad)lm) + (1) €] m)-
This shows
dyrrea(K(€)) = K(dgria(€)) = (1)1 ¢,
and so
(id — Py oZd)(€) = (— 1€+ (dyrra K — Kdyriea)(€)
for £ of type (ii). a

The remainder of the proof of Theorem 3.8 is done in Section 7.3, using results
on the flows of linear vector fields on vector bundles and of linear Lie algebroid
derivations, that are proved in Section 7.

This section ends with some examples.

Example 3.12. Let P - M and Q — N be G-principal bundles and let g, p1: P —
@ be G-equivariant maps. Suppose that there exists a smooth G-equivariant homo-
topy ¢: I x P — @, such that ¢(0,) := g and ¢(1,-) := ¢1, where the G-action
is extended to I x P trivially on the first factor, then it is known that ¢y and
1 induce the same map in equivariant de Rham cohomology (see e.g. [GZ19]).
Theorem 3.8 generalizes this result to the equivariant de Rham cohomology with
coefficients. The proof goes as follows. The above mentioned G-equivariant maps
factor to maps ¢: I x M — N and @g, ¢1: M — N. They induce LA-morphisms be-
tween the corresponding Atiyah Lie algebroids Tp: A(I x P) =TT x A(P) — A(Q)
and Tpo, Tp1: A(P) — A(Q) (see Example 2.4). By Theorem 3.8 conclude that
T—cpa“ = T—cpi“ in the twisted Lie algebroid cohomology, which is isomorphic to the
twisted equivariant de Rham cohomology (see Example 2.8).

Example 3.13. It is well known that the foliated (de Rham) cohomology is not
homotopy invariant (see [Hae71]). For instance, the bundle of rank zero 0y — U
over a contractible manifold has zero differential, because both its bracket and its
anchor map are zero. Its foliated de Rham cohomology therefore coincides with
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the space of forms. In particular, H(0y) = C®(U), and so the Poincaré Lemma
cannot hold here.

However, Theorem 3.8 shows that the foliated de Rham cohomology is LA-
homotopy invariant, since foliations are special cases of Lie algebroids. The notion
of LA-homotopy in the category of foliations reads as follows.

Let (M, Fy) and (N, Fx) be foliated manifolds, i.e. Fjy € TM and Fy <
TN are involutive subbundles. Consider smooth maps ¢g,1: M — N such that
Ty;(Fv) < Fy for j = 0,1, ie. Lie algebroid morphisms T'@;: Far — Fy over
@wj: M — N. Equivalently, for each leaf L of F; there exists leaves K¢ and K; of
Fx such that ¢;(L) € K}, for j = 0,1. Note that in the following, a leaf of Fis is
short for a mazimal integral leaf of Fyy.

Then if ¢y and ¢; are LA-homotopic, then there exists a Lie algebroid morphism
®: TI x Foy — Fy over a smooth map ¢: I x M — N. But then the anchor
condition

TI xTM Te—— TN
TIx Fyy ———2 Fy
I x M ® N

shows that ® = Ty|rrxr,, and that Tp(TI x Fy) € Fn. Aleaf of TI x Fyy ©
TIxTM is aproduct I x L with L a leaf of Fj;. The inclusion To(TI x Fpyy) € Fy
implies that for each leaf L of Fy;, there exists a leaf K © N such that

(I xL)C K.

In particular,
pi(L) = e({j} x L) = K
for j = 0,1, i.e. o9 and 3 map each leaf of Fj; in the same leaf of Fly.

This shows that a LA-homotopy between morphisms ¢, ¢1: (M, Far) — (N, Fn)
of foliated manifolds is a homotopy along the foliations, i.e. a smooth map
p: I x M — N such that ¢ o; = ¢; for j = 0,1 and for each leaf L of Fjs
there exists a leaf K of Fy such that ¢(I x L) € K. By Theorem 3.8, if such a
smooth homotopy exist, then the maps induced by T'@g|Fas and Tv1|Fas coincide
in foliated cohomology.

LA-homotopy in the case of foliations coincides with the notion of integrable
homotopy, introduced by Haefliger in [Hae71]. The name integrable homotopy is
first used in [Azi83]. Foliated cohomology is known there to be invariant under
integrable homotopy, see [Sch21] for more details.

3.2. Pullback of Lie algebroids via homotopies. This subsection studies the
homotopy invariance of pullback Lie algebroids. Pullback Lie algebroids are useful
to systematically construct examples of LA-morphisms and L A-homotopies.

Proposition 3.14. Let B — N be a Lie algebroid and let M be a smooth manifold.
Consider a smooth homotopy

@:IXMHNv (tam)'_)@t(m)

such that "B and p}'B exist for each t € I. If there exists a smooth section §
of ¢"B of the form (s,m) — (0¢ls,0m,y(s,m)) € (TsI x TruM) XN Byt,m), for
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some y: I x M — B, then the induced pullback Lie algebroids goi!B — M are all
isomorphic.

Remark 3.15. In Proposition 3.14, a necessary condition for the existence of the
section 7 is T'I x 0 < Im pyn g. This is equivalent to Im(T'¢| (77 x0)) S Im(pp), i.e. to
the homotopy ¢ deforming along the, possibly singular, foliation defined by the Lie
algebroid. Indeed, recall that

"B = {((r,v),b) € T,.I x T, M x By,m) | Te,mye(r,v) = pp(b), (t,m) € I x M}

with anchor map p,1g((r,v),b) := (r,v). The condition Im(T¢|rrx0)) S Im(pp)
means that for each vector r € T; I and each m € M there exists b € B(;,m) such that
To(r,0m) = pp(b). Then (7,0,,) = purp((r,0m),b) € Im(p,rp). This shows the
inclusion T'I x 0 < Im(p,1 ). The inverse implication follows from the definition
of the anchor map of the pullback Lie algebroid. For each vector r € T3l and
each m € M the condition (r,0,,) € Im(¢"B) implies that there exists an element
b € By,m) such that T'o(r,0,,) = pp(b).

Proof of Proposition 3.1/. Consider the derivation D := [g,] of the Lie algebroid
©" B, with symbol X := (% € X(I x M). Then D € X'(¢"B) is linear over X. Set
Q:={(t,s) eRxI|t+sel}. Since X has the flow

P: QA x M>(t,s,m)— (s+t,m)el x M,
the flow W of D € X!(¢"B) is a map
U:Qxo"'B— "B
over 1) by Lemma 7.1. By Proposition 7.2, for each t € R the map
e @"Bl(ra—t)yxm — € Bl(ra+t)x
is further an isomorphism of Lie algebroids over
Y (In(I—8)xM—>(In{I+1t) x M, (s,m) — (s+t,m).

Take s € I and consider the Lie algebroid @B — M. The underlying vector
bundle is given by

LB = {(0,5) € TwM X By_my | Tups(v) = pi(b),m € M}.
Since Trmps(v) = T(s,m)®(0s,v) for all m € M and v € T,, M, the vector bundle
©" B comes with the embedding ' B < "B
(v, ) = (0,v,0)
over M — I x M, m — (s,m). This embedding is a morphism of Lie algebroids
by definition. Take ¢ € I. The image of ¢!B under ¥, , equals ¢} B: for all
(v,b) € ¥\ B
pcp”B(\I/t*S(O& U, b)) = Td}tfs(pcp”B(Ovav b)) = th*S(OSa 1)) = (Ota 1)).

Hence W; 4(0s,v,b) = (04,v,¢) for some ¢ € By m), i.e. ¥y 4(0s,0,b) € oi'B <

©"B. Since ¥;_,: ¢"B — ¢"B is an isomorphism of Lie algebroids, it thus restricts
to an isomorphism of the Lie algebroids
UB: 90!5!3 - SDz!e!B

\I]t—5|so's
over Yy_s: {8} x M ~ M — {t} x M ~ M. O
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Remark 3.16. Proposition 3.14 holds for a regular Lie algebroid B — N and a
smooth homotopy ¢: I x M — N, with Im(T'¢|(rrx0)) S Im(pp) and such that
all ©"B and ¢}'B exist. Indeed, since B — N is a regular Lie algebroid and
q: "B — I x M is its (by assumption existing) pullback Lie algebroid, the latter
is also regular. More precisely, the canonical Lie algebroid morphism

©"'B — B, TiI x TyeM % B,y 3 (1,0,b) — b
over w: I x M — N restricts fibrewise to vector space isomorphisms

ker(py)l(t,m) = ker(pB)|yp, (m)

for all pairs (t,m) e I x M.
A consequence of the regularity of ¢" B is that

ker(p,up) — o'B ol Im(p, )
is a short exact sequence of vector bundles over I x M. Choose a smooth vector
bundle morphism j: Im(p,up) — ©" B splitting that sequence, i.e. such that

IdIm(pqu) = Po"'B ojJ

Define a smooth section of the vector bundle ¢"B by lifting X := % to j(X) €
I'(¢"B). Denote it by 7 := j(X) and apply Proposition 3.14.

Remark 3.17. The condition Im(7T'¢|(r1x0)) S Im(pp) cannot be dropped. Choose
a non-abelian Lie algebra g and define the regular Lie algebroid with underlying
vector bundle

B:=Ixg—1,

the zero anchor and the (pointwise) Lie bracket [ (¢, v), (¢, w)] := (¢, t[v,w]g). Choose
the smooth homotopy ¢ = Id;: I — I. Then it is easy to see that ¢""'B = 0; x; B ~
B, and that ¢} B = Ogyy x By ~ {t} x g ~ g for all t € I, with the Lie bracket

[v, w]t = t[v, w]

for all v,w € g. Then ¢} B is an abelian algebra and ¢!' B is not, since it is the Lie
algebra g. Therefore, i B and ¢! B cannot be isomorphic.

If B — N is a transitive Lie algebroid, pullbacks always exist and are transitive,
and the required inclusion between the images of T'p|(rrx0y and pp holds. This
particular case of Proposition 3.14 and Remark 3.16 is known, see for instance
[Mei21]. Proposition 3.14 yields a proof of the splitting theorem for transitive Lie
algebroids, see also [Mei21], and [Mac05a] and [CF03] for different proofs.

Corollary 3.18. Let B — N be a transitive Lie algebroid with anchor pp: B —
TN. For each x € N the vector space ker(pp), =: g, inherits a Lie algebra struc-
ture, the isotropy Lie algebra of B at .

(1) If N is connected, then for each x,y € N, ker(pp), and ker(pg), are iso-
morphic Lie algebras.

Denote the obtained constant isotropy Lie algebra by g. It is the isotropy Lie
algebra of B.

(2) If N is contractible, then B is isomorphic to the direct product Lie algebroid
TN x g.
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Proof. (1) Take a smooth curve v: I — M with v(0) = z and v(1) = y. Then
~ can be considered as a smooth homotopy I x {#} — M with vo(*) = =
and 71 () = y. Then

wé!B =0z and wi!B =gy

By Proposition 3.14, vy B = +{'B as Lie algebroids, so g, and gy are iso-
morphic Lie algebras. This proves the first part.

(2) Fix 2 € N and set ker(pp), =: g. Then the pullback under the smooth map
h: N — {z} of g is h''g = TN x g. Consider the smooth inclusion map
f:{x} — N. Then f'B = g. As a consequence, the pullback of B under
fog:N > N,z xforallze N,is (fog)'B=TN xg. Since fog
is smoothly homotopic to the identity map of N, apply again Proposition
3.14 and conclude that B ~ T'N x g.

O

Consider a transitive Lie algebroid B over a contractible base manifold N. Then
as above B ~ T'N x g, where g is the isotropy Lie algebra of B at a fixed z € N.
Example 3.7 then yields that B and g are LA-homotopy equivalent. In particular,
this provides a proof for the generalized Poincaré Lemma, see Lemma 5.4 later on.

3.3. A construction of examples. Proposition 3.14 can be used to construct
examples of LA-homotopies.

Corollary 3.19. In the situation of Proposition 3.1/,

1

(1) there exists an LA-isomorphim II: T1 x ¢gB — ©"' B over the identity on
I x M, and
(2) the composition pg,, o II defines an LA-homotopy

poll
TI x 8B 2= B
IxM——— >N,
o]

between pp , ol oTy: of B — B and pp,, ol oIy : o B — B.

Proof. Consider the canonical Lie algebroid morphism

PB,e

©"B:= (TI x TM) xyy B—% B

| |

Ix M N,

see Lemma 2.6. Since ¢y equals ¢y, the vector bundle <p¥B can be identi-

fied with the subbundle (({0;} x TM) x7n B) of ©" B over {t} x M, and the Lie
algebroid morphism pp , above restricts to the Lie algebroid morphism pp ,, =

pB,Ap|({0t}><TM)><TNB-
Moreover, ¢ is homotopic to the function p: I x M — N, p(t,m) := ¢o(m) via
the homotopy

a: I x (I xM)— N, a(s,t,m) = p(st,m).



26 M. JOTZ AND R. MARCHESINT*

Define the surjective submersions 7: I? x M — I x M, ((s,t),m) — (st,m) and
ws: I x M — I x M, (t,m) — (st,m) (for s #0). Then o = po7 and as = p o
for all s € I'\{0}. Since the pullback of a Lie algebroid under a surjective submersion
always exists, the pullback Lie algebroids o''B and !B exist by functoriality, for
all s € I\{0}. For s = 0, ajB is obtained by pulling back ¢§B via the map
0 xidp: I x M — {0} x M. Since any Lie algebroid A — {0} x M ~ M pulls back
under 0 X idps to the Lie algebroid T1 x A — I x M, also ong exists as a pullback
Lie algebroid.

Observe that (Ta)(TI x 0 x 0) = (Tp)(TI x 0) < pp(B) by definition of a.
All the hypotheses of Proposition 3.14 for the homotopy « are hence valid, and so
aiB = p'B =TI x ¢jB and o B = ¢"B are isomorphic Lie algebroids, via an
isomorphism IT: T'T x i B — "' B over the identity on I x M. (Which is not unique
in general, and can be constructed as in the proof of Proposition 3.14.) This proves
the first statement.

Composing pp,, with II defines the LA-homotopy
®:=pp,oll: TI x pi B — B
between
®oZy=pp,olloZy: oy B — B
and
®oly =ppyollol;: @SB — B
|

Lemma 3.20. In the situation of Proposition 3.1/, assume that M = N and pg =
idy. Then there always exists an LA-isomorphism I1: TI x B — "B such that the
composition pp,, © I: TIxB— B defines an LA-homotopy between Idg: B — B
cmdeWOfIOIlz B — B.

Proof. Since ¢y = idy, the Lie algebroid B — N is canonically isomorphic to
@i B — N = M via the identification B — o B = id% B, b+ (pp(b),b). Applying
Corollary 3.19 to ¢ and B — N then yields an LA-morphism

®:TI x B 'B 222, B,

(Tt; bn) = (Tt; PB (bn); y(Tt; bn)gp(t,n)) = y(Tt7 bn)gp(t,n)v
defined over ¢: I x N — N, with IT a (non-canonical) Lie algebroid isomor-
phism over the identity map id;«n. For each pair (r¢,b,) € T1 x B, the element
Y(re, bn)p(t,n) € By(t,n) satisfies

To(re, pp(bn)) = pB(Y(Te: bn)p(tm))-
® is an LA-homotopy between ® 0Zy = pp,, olloZy, defined over idy, and PoZ; =
PB,p 01107y, defined over ;.
It is then possible to modify the above as follows to another LA-homotopy
&:TI x B — B, such that ) o7y = Idg and ) o1y = PB,y 01:[011, for some
isomorphism II: T x B — ©" B. First prove that the map

doTy: B TIxBL 2o,

bn — (007 bn) = (007P8(bn)7y(007 bn)) = y(007 bn) € Bn
is an LA-automorphism of B over the identity map. In particular, then pg(b,) =
pB(Y(00,bn))-
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Since II is an isomorphism, IToZy = H|g,xp: 0o x B — cp”B is injective and it is
an isomorphism to its image, which is contained in ¢ (B) € ¢"B. Since py = idy,
¢4 B ~ B and so IT o 7y must map surjectively to ¢f B for dimension reasons.

Since g = idy, the LA-morphism p37¥,|@;013: ¢iB — B is the isomorphism
PB.go: P4 B — B with inverse b +— (pp(b),b). This shows that ® o Zy is an isomor-
phism of Lie algebroids.

Use the inverse (®0Zy)~! of the Lie algebroid automorphism ® o0 Zy to define the
new isomorphism II: TI x B — " B of Lie algebroid as in the following diagram

idpr x(®0Zp) ™!

TI x B TI x B

(p”B

(re,bn) = (re, p(bn), y(re, (2 0 o)™ (b))

over the identity map id;x . It is an isomorphism of Lie algebroids as a composition
of Lie algebroid isomorphisms over the identity on I x N.
Use II to define the LA-homotopy

& TIx BL !B roe, g

(re,bn) = (re, p5(bn), y(re, (2 0 Zo) ™ ) = y(re, (2 0 Zo) i)

over p: I x N — N. The map ® can also be written as
B(re,y) = B(re, (B oZo) L (y)).
It is an LA-homotopy between
o7, =pB#,oroIO =®oTyo(Poly) ' =1dp

and

doly =p31¢01:[011 =p3#,|@;113 olloZ = DB,y olloZ;.

Note that later Lemma 3.20 will find a direct application in Theorem 5.1.

Finally, Corollary 3.19 yields examples of LA-homotopy between Atiyah Lie al-
gebroids.

Example 3.21. Let A(P) — N be an Atiyah Lie algebroid and let p: I x M — N
be a smooth homotopy. Corollary 3.19 implies that there exists a Lie algebroid of
the form

TT x A(pEP) — A(P).
This is an immediate consequence of the well known fact that A(¢f P) =~ of A(P)

(see for instance [Mac05a]) and Corollary 3.19. All hypotheses are satisfied because
Atiyah Lie algebroids are transitive.
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4. THE LIE ALGEBRA CASE

Lie algebras are prototypical examples of Lie algebroids. They probably are
the most “rigid” class of Lie algebroids, i.e. where examples of LA-homotopies are
the rarest. Nevertheless, it is interesting to measure how restrictive this notion is
and how it relates to the classical deformation theory of morphisms of Lie algebras.
This section proves that LA-homotopies between Lie algebra morphisms are smooth
curves of Lie algebra morphisms the variations of which are controlled by the adjoint
representation of the target Lie algebras.

4.1. LA-homotopy for Lie algebras. The study of LA-homotopy in the sub-
category of Lie algebras provides an equivalent characterization, compatible with
deformation theory. The latter is expressed in classical Lie theory terms, so acces-
sible to a reader with no interest in general Lie algebroids.

Proposition 4.1. Let g and b be Lie algebras. Consider a vector bundle morphism

Tng(I’—>h

b

I x {+} 80—>{*}

Then (®,¢) is a LA-morphism, i.e. an LA-homotopy between ®q := ®(0lo,) and
Oy :=P(0]1,-): g — b, if and only if it can be rewritten by means of smooth curves
c: I —bandy: I — Hompa(g,b), as

(7) O(rdy),,x) = rc(s) + 1ps(x)
with r € R, s e I and x € g, satisfying the partial differential equation
(8) (0r)s(x) = —ade(s) (s (2)) := —[c(s), ¥s(2)]

for each s € I and each x € g.
Remark 4.2. By definition, ®; = v; for j = 0, 1.
Proof. ® is a Lie algebroid morphism if and only if the vector bundle morphism

' TIxg—TIxh=¢"

(104, x) = (10,7 c(s) + bs())
for all r € R, s € I and all x € g, is a Lie algebroid morphism (see e.g. [Mac05a]).
A pair of a smooth function f € C®(I) and 2 € C*(I, g) defines a smooth section
(fOr,x): s > (f(5)0¢]s,x(s)) of TI x g — I x {x}. This smooth section is sent by
®" to the smooth section s+ (f(5)0|s, f(5)e(s) + 1s(2(s))) of TI x b — I x {x}.
In the following calculations, use the usual simplified notation f’ := 0, f, 2’ := Oz
and ¢’ := 0ptp. Then for f,ge C*(I) and z,y € C*(1,g),
*[(f0r. @), (901, 9)] = @*((fg' — 9f")0r, [x,y] + [y — g2')
= ((fg' =910, (fg" — 9f") e + Y[z, y] + fy' — g2'))

Moreover,

[®"(f0r,2), " (901, y)] = [(f0r, fe + ©(2)), (90, ge + ¥(y))]
= ((fg' = af")oe, f de(ge + (y)) — g de(fe+ () + [fe+ ¥(x), ge + ¥ (y)].
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By imposing equality between the last two expressions for all smooth functions
f,g € C*(I), the following conditions are found:

Y[z, y]) = [¢(2), ¥ (y)]

by setting f = 0 = g in the equations above, and

W) = [, v(y)] + ((y)) = V' (y) + Llg’T + [c, ()]

by then setting f = 1 and g = 0 in the equations above. So v is a curve of
LA-morphisms satisfying the claimed partial differential equation with the curve
c: I —b. O

Corollary 4.3. In the situation of Proposition 4.1, assume that by is abelian. Then
ot = 0. It implies that two Lie algebra morphisms g, ®1: g — b are LA-
homotopic if and only if they are equal.

Proof. Since 0pp = 0, the curve 1: I — Homy,a (g, ) is constant. Hence ® is given
by

O(roy,, ) == rc(s) + P (x)
with some fixed ¢ € Hompa(g,h). Since ®; = ® oZ; for j = 0,1, this yields
D;(x) = (0 0;,z) = Y(x) for j =0,1 and all z € g. O

4.2. Relation with the deformation theory of Lie algebra morphisms. This
section shows that the notion of LA-homotopy for Lie algebras morphisms, in par-
ticular the characterization in Proposition 4.1, is compatible with the literature on
deformation theory. To give an idea of this result, a quick introduction to defor-
mation theory of Lie algebra morphisms is provided. For more details see [NR68],
[NR67], [KKS22] and [Man05].

As expected, LA-homotopy of Lie algebra morphisms and homotopy of differ-
ential graded Lie algebras are related, roughly as follows, for more details see
[NR68, NRG67]. Let g and h be Lie algebras. Let E, be the vector space APg*®H for
p =0 and set E, = {0} if p < 0. Set then E := @pezE, = A°g* ® b. In particular,
FE is the space of linear maps from g to h. Again, fix s € I and keep the notation
of Proposition 4.1. It is well known that s € E; is a Lie algebra homomorphism
if and only if it satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation, called also deformation
equation

1
(9) D‘/’s+§[1/fsﬂ/)s] =0
where the bracket [-,-]: E* x E* — E*t4 is defined by
[M17 M?] (Ulu ER 7Up+q) = Z Sgn(U)[Ml (UU(1)7 s 7va'(p))7 /1'2(1)0'(;0-9—1)7 s 7U0'(p+q) )]h
oeSh(p,q)

for p,q =0, p1 € Ep, o € Eg, v1,...,Vptq € g, and where

Sh(p,q) := {0 € Spiq|o(l) <---<a(p), olp+1)<---<olp+q)}
is the subset of (p, ¢)-unshuffles in S, 44. The degree 1 derivation D: E* — E**T! is
induced by the trivial g-representation on h:

D/J,(’Ul, ceey ’Up+1) = Z(—l)iJrj/L([’Ui,’Uj]g,’Ul, N ,’UAZ', ce ,’UAj, N ,Up+1)

1<j

for all p € EP and v1,...,vp41 € g. The triple (E,D,[-,-]) satisfies compati-
bility conditions which make it a differential graded Lie algebra (dgla), see
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e.g. [NR68]. The Maurer-Cartan elements of E are the elements (of degree 1)
in the differential graded Lie algebra E which are solutions of the Maurer-Cartan
equation (9), i.e. precisely the Lie algebra morphisms between g and . The set
of Maurer-Cartan elements is denoted by MCpg. For differential graded Lie alge-
bras, there exists a notion of homotopy, which is adapted as follows from [Man05,
Definition 5.2].

Definition 4.4. Let (E,[-,-], D) be a dgla and consider the graded differential
commutative algebra (dgca) Qg (I) with zero bracket and the de Rham differential
d(h + gdt) := (Oth)dt, for h,g smooth functions on I, which is as always an open
interval containing [0, 1]. Define F := E ®g Qqr(I) = ®;F" with

F'=FE®@rC*(I) ® B @ Qr(I) = C°(I,E")®C™(I,E" at

for all 7 € Z. The tensor product of a dgla and a dgca is naturally endowed with a
dgla structure.
The bracket is defined (pointwise) by

[I ®a,yd b] = (71)E§ [xvy] ® ab,

for z,y € E and a,b € Q3z(I). @ and T denote the degree of a € Qx(I) and
y € E, respectively. More precisely, for ¢ : I — E*, ¢pg: I — FEJ, ¢;: I — E*~! and
co: I — EI~1

[ + crdt, oz + cadt](t) :=(=1)"7[91 (t), w2 ()] + (=1)" VD 1 (£), ea(t)]dt
+ (=1)M[ex(t), o (t))dt.
The differential is naturally defined by
5r(t + cdt) () = D@(E)) + (—1)(2rp(t) it + D(c(t))dt,
forv: I — E*and c: [ — E*1,
For each s € I, define the evaluation morphism of dgla vs: FF — FE as
vs(e®h) :=h(s) e, vs(e® hdt) := 0,
for all he C*(I) and e € E.

Definition 4.5. 1)y € MCpg is defined to be homotopy equivalent to ¢; € MCg
if there exists ¥ € MCp such that ¢; = v,;(¥) for j =0, 1.

Lemma 4.6. LA-homotopy equivalent Lie algebra morphisms ¢;: g — b are ho-
motopy equivalent Maurer-Cartan elements of the corresponding dgla (E = A°g* ®
hu Du ['7 ])

Equivalently, the Maurer-Cartan elements of the dgla Q = (C*(I) ® Qi (1)) ®r
A" 8% ®b are precisely the Lie algebroid morphisms of the form TI x g — b.

Proof. As above, E = A®g* ® h with D and [, -] induced by the Lie bracket in
b and the Lie bracket in g, respectively. The tensor product dgla F' is given by
F = Q3%x() ® (A*g* ®b). An element of F! has the form ® = ¢ + cdt with
: I — Alg®band ¢: I — bh. Assume that ® = 1) + cdt € MCp. Then

0=0p(t+ cdt) + %[1/; + cdt, P + cdt]

= D — Oppdt + Dedt + %[1/),1/)] + %[1/), c]dt + %(71)1[0, p]dt.
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This is equivalent to
1
DY + 31, 4] = 0

Oy = De+ [, c] = [, c].
The last equality holds because ¢ € C*(I,h) and D vanishes on A%g* ® h = b, as
D is defined by the trivial representation of g on b.
Hence ® is a Maurer-Cartan element of € if and only if ¢ (t) € MCg for every
t € R and (0:9)s = [¢(s),c(s)] for all s € I. The second part of the statement then
follows by Proposition 4.1. O

LA-homotopy and deformation cohomology are related as follows.

Remark 4.7. The deformation cohomology of a Lie algebra morphism ¢: g —
b is defined to be the Lie algebra cohomology with values in the representation
HJJ* .q(8,h) given by the pullback via 1) of the adjoint representation, i.e.

(v* ad)()(y) = (ad oyp)(x)(y) = [¢(2),y]

for all z € g and all y € h. Take a smooth curve ¢: I — Hompa(g,h) and ¢: T — §
satisfying together (8), note that

(0e))s(z) = [¥s(2), c(s)] = (¥5 ad)zc(s)
for all s € I and all € g. Thus ® defined as in (7) is an LA-homotopy if and only

if for all s € I the deformation cocycles (0:1))s (of ¥ seen as a deformation of 1))
are coboundaries for the deformation cohomology of /.

5. A GENERALIZED POINCARE LEMMA FOR LIE ALGEBROID COHOMOLOGY

This section studies the LA-cohomology of pullback Lie algebroids under smooth
homotopies, and then proves a Poincaré Lemma for Lie algebroid cohomology in
the transitive case.

5.1. LA-cohomology of pullback Lie algebroids. Corollary 3.19 and Lemma
3.20 have a direct application in the computation of the twisted Lie algebroid co-
homology of some Lie algebroids.

Theorem 5.1. Let f: M — N and g: N — M define a smooth homotopy equiva-
lence between the manifolds M and N. If B — N is a transitive Lie algebroid, then
for each flat B-connection V: T'(B) x T'(E) — I'(E) on a vector bundle E — N,
the morphism

*
Pp.s

° . ! !
HV(BvE) - Hpﬁyfv(f Baf E)
is an isomorphism of modules over the ring isomorphism p} ,: H*(B) — H*(f"B).
Proof. Consider the canonical LA-morphisms

Psllp g

f”B PB.f ]f f”B g”(f”B)
M—LnN M g N

Let ¢: I x N — N be a smooth homotopy such that ¢g = idy and p1 = fog. By
Lemma 3.20 there exists an LA-morphism ®: T x B —- B

&:TIx BL o' 222, .
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which is an LA-homotopy between
o7, =pB#,oroIO =doZyo(PoTy) ! =1Idp

and

doT, = PB,y olloZ; =p37¢|¢§;B olloZ; =DPB,fOPsB.g ol oZ;.
The above uses that the image of IT o Z; is contained in o' B < "B, and that
PB,p coincides with pp o, = pB,fog = PB,f ©Ps1p,4 On this subbundle. Recall that
by Proposition 3.14 (and Remark 3.15), ¢} B ~ @i B = id!J{,B = B. In addition,
II:. TI x B — cp”Bjs an LA-isomorphism over the identity on I x N. As a con-
sequence, the map I o Z;: B — ¢} B (with restricted codomain) is injective, and
since B and ¢} B have the same rank, it is an isomorphism. It hence defines an
isomorphism

. \*
(o)™ By, o ((/00)"B.(09)'E) — Ho(B.B)
in cohomology.
Set
n
F = PB,f: fB — B, F(’Um,bf(m)) = bf(m)
and B
G:=pppgolloZ;: B— 'B
The composition F' o G is by definition ® 0 7;. Thus it is LA-homotopic to Idz via
the LA-homotopy ®: TI x B — B, over ¢: I x N — N. As a consequence, the
N _ ~ ¥

induced map G* in cohomology is surjective and F'* is injective. Since (H o Il) is

an isomorphism, the surjectivity of p’]’i!, B.g then follows from the surjectivity of G*.

With an analogous construction, given a homotopy n: I x M — M between
no = Idas and n; = go f, apply Lemma 3.20 to get an isomorphism ©: TI x f'B —
n"' f' B, over the identity map, and an LA-homotopy

I TT x f”Bin”f”B Pilis.y 'B
such that o
)\ OIO = Idf”Bv
for Zy: f'B — T1 x f"B the inclusion LA-morphism at time 0.
At time 1, the LA-morphism reads

\i/ Oil =Ds'Bn° é Oil = pf”B,n|n!1’f”B o é Ojl =PfB,gof © é Ojl

= pf”B,g @) pg!z(f!zB))f 0®o Il.
Define

F = Pgr(fvB),f © é Oilt f”B g g”(f”B)
and 5
G =ppupy: o"(f'B) — f'B.
By construction, GoF =Uo1;is LA-homotopic to Id,ip.
Then_é* is injective and F* is surjective. Recall that by the considerations
above, G* := p?!,B B is also surjective. Hence G* is a module isomorphism as a
composition of module isomorphisms. Since (F' o G)* = Idy (B, ), then also F* is

an isomorphism, and similarly, F'* is an isomorphism. O
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Remark 5.2. If adequate homotopies ¢: I x N — N and ¢: I x M — M, and
Lie algebroids B — N and f"B — M exist such that the conditions of Proposition
3.14 are satisfied, Theorem 5.1 holds also in the non-transitive case.

Since Atiyah Lie algebroids are transitive, Theorem 5.1 has the following corol-
lary.

Corollary 5.3. Let m: P — N be a principal G-bundle, with G a Lie group, and
f: M — N a homotopy equivalence. For each flat A(P)-connection V: T'(A(P)) x
I'(E) — T'(E) with values on the vector bundle E — N, the map

Pi
P),
(P),f II.

*
Pawp),f

HY (A(P), E) v(A(f*P), ['E)

18 a module isomorphism.

Proof. Tt is an immediate consequence of the well known fact that A(f*P) =~
" A(P) (see for instance [Mac05a]) and Theorem 5.1. O

5.2. A generalized Poincaré lemma. A crucial property of de Rham cohomology
is its local triviality, also known as Poincaré Lemma. In general, Lie algebroid
cohomology is not locally trivial. However, in the transitive case, the Lie algebroid
cohomology can be more easily computed using the Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology
of the isotropy Lie algebra.

Lemma 5.4 (Generalized Poincaré-Lemma). Let B — U be a transitive Lie alge-
broid over a contractible base manifold. Let V be a B-representation on E — U.
For x € U, denote as usual by g, := ker(pp)|. the isotropy Lie algebra of B at
x. Define fp: {x} > U, f.(x) :=x. Then B and g, are LA-homotopy equivalent
for each x in U. In particular,

%
(10) HY (B, E) 2% HY, (90,El) Ve eU,

is a module isomorphism over the ring isomorphism H®(B) Poite, H*(g2). Vla
denotes the pullback of V via the map fo. Hy| (82, Elz) is the twisted Chevalley-
FEilenberg cohomology with coefficients in E|, of the isotropy Lie algebra g, .

Proof. Since U is contractible, each map f,: {*} — U, f(*) := z, for x € U,
defines a homotopy equivalence between U and the point {#}. Thus f'B and B
have isomorphic cohomology modules, by Theorem 5.1, for each choice of z € U.
Conclude by observing that

f2B ={(0,b) € T{s} x B | Tf.(0) = pp(b)} = ker(pp(b))|z = ga-
O

Remark 5.5. When the Lie algebroid B is the tangent bundle T'U of a contractible
manifold, Lemma 5.4 reduces to the classical Poincaré Lemma of de Rham coho-
mology.

In general it is not possible to reduce to the Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology of
a Lie algebra for non-transitive Lie algebroids. For instance, for Lie algebroids with
zero anchor and trivial brackets the equality H’(A4) = C*(U) holds. C*(U) is an
infinite dimensional vector space, whether the Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology of
a Lie algebra is finite dimensional.



34 M. JOTZ AND R. MARCHESINT*

5.3. Relation with the existing literature on Morita equivalence. In [Cra03]
Crainic proves the following result.

Theorem. Letw: P — M be a surjective submersion with homologically n-connected
fibers, let B — M be a Lie algebroid. Then pj .+ H*(B) — H* (7" B) is an isomor-
phism in all degrees k < n. The same holds with general coefficients.

This section compares Theorem 5.1 with this result for weakly connected fibers
and for B a transitive Lie algebroid. The following special case of Crainic’s result
is a corollary of Theorem 5.1.

Corollary 5.6. Let m: P — M be a surjective submersion with weakly connected

fibers, let B — M be a transitive Lie algebroid and let V be a flat E — M connec-

tion. p§, .+ Hy (B, E) — H s o (™" B, 7' E) is a module isomorphism over the ring
’ B,m

isomorphism pf; .+ H*(B) — H*(n"B).

Proof. Fibers of surjective submersions are smooth manifolds, in particular CW-
complexes. By Whitehead’s theorem, weakly connected (i.e. with all homotopy
group trivial) fibers are contractible fibers. It is proved in [Mei02] (see Corollary 13
combined with an observation after Lemma 6) that any surjective submersion with
contractible fibers is a fibration and a homotopy equivalence. As a consequence
of Theorem 5.1, conclude that p% : Hy (B, E) — H;E WV(TF!!B,W!E) is a module

isomorphism over the ring isomorphism p%  : H*(B) — H*(7"B). O

On the other hand, the generalized Poincaré Lemma (Theorem 5.4) is a corollary
of Crainic’s theorem: If U is a contractible manifold, ¢: U — {*} is a surjective
submersion with contractible fibers. Let B — U be a transitive Lie algebroid and
g its isotropy Lie algebra, then there is a surjective submersion

Pgeic'a =g
with ¢"'g = TU x g, which is isomorphic to B by Theorem 3.18. This implies that
Pie: Hy(g, V) — Hx o(c"g,c'V) is a module isomorphism, using Theorem 5.1.
; .
All representations of B are of the form p} .V, see [Cra03]. Then the Poincaré
Lemma follows.

6. MAYER-VIETORIS PRINCIPLE AND A KUNNETH FORMULA

Given the Poincaré lemma, the usual tool for computing the cohomology of more
general objects is a Mayer-Vietoris principle.

6.1. Mayer-Vietoris. A Mayer-Vietoris principle seems to be folklore knowledge
for LA-cohomology; some references are [Vai94] for Poisson manifolds and [KMO03]
for transitive Lie algebroids. In this section, a Mayer-Vietoris principle is stated
and proved in detail for the twisted LA-cohomology. An explicit expression for
the coboundary operator in the long exact sequence is deduced by a generalization
of standard techniques (see [BT82]). Let M be a smooth manifold and suppose
that M = U u V, with U,V open. Denote with jo: UnV > U, j1: UnV -V,
t0: U > M,i1: V> Mandi: UuV — M the inclusions. Then the two sequences
of smooth maps

UnVIULv i Mm

for k = 0,1, give the same composition i o0 jo =i0j1: UnV — M.
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Let A — M be a Lie algebroid and V an A-representation on £ — M. Recall
that A|y := il A denotes the restriction Lie algebroid and E|y the restricted vector
bundle. The notation V|y: I'(Aly) x I'(E|y) — T'(E|y) stands for the restriction
to U of the connection V.

Theorem 6.1. Let A — M be a Lie algebroid and V an A-representation on
E — M. Then the Mayer-Vietoris sequence

i* ° ° ;k7(>)k °
OHQ.(AvE) — (AlU’E\U)eaQ (A\V7E|V) %Q (AlUmV7E|UmV) — 0,

18 exact.

Let {uy, pyv} be a partition of unity subordinated to the cover {U,V'}. The Mayer-
Vietoris sequence induces a long exact sequence in LA-cohomology with values in
representations

d¥ i*
-~ HL  (Alunv, Elvav) == HE (A, B) > HG (Aly, Elv)@HG ! (Alv, Blv)
% % a*
L HE (Aluav, Bluav) =5 HEP (A, B) — -

The coboundary operator d% is a morphism of vector spaces explicitly defined as

dymw=“”“W“]“U

[dv(pow)]  onV
forwe Q*(Aluav, Eluav)-

Proof. The injectivity of the first map and the condition ker(jf — j&) = im(:*)
follows because Lie algebroid forms define a sheaf, see Remark 2.21. Each form
we Q*(Aluav, E|lu~v) can be rewritten as

w = (1) gy @+ (1Y )]y @-
Then a preimage of w via ji — jg§ is 1 := (= (uv)|, w, (uv)), w) € Q*(Alv, Ely) ®
Q*(A|y, E|lv). The Mayer-Vietoris sequence therefore is exact. The existence of
the induced long exact sequence is a consequence of standard results of Homo-
logical Algebra (see e.g. [BT82]). The idea of the proof is sketched to deduce
the explicit expression of the coboundary operator. Let w € Q*(Alu~v, Eluav)
be a closed form. Since (jf — j&) intertwines the differentials, it is true that
(¥ —3§) ocdv(n) = dy|,., (W) = 0, for a closed form w € Q*(Aly~v, Elu~v)
and 7 := (—(pv)|, w, (uv)), w) € Q*(Aly, Elv) ® Q*(Alv, E|v) as above. In other
words, —dv ((uv)|v~vw) and dv ((pv)|uv~vw) agree on U n'V. By exactness of the
Mayer-Vietoris sequence, there exists a € Q971 (A, F) such that i*(a) = dy 7. « is
a closed form because i* o dy a = dy 0i*(a) = dyodyn = 0 and * is injective.
Define d& ([w]) := [a]. It is a standard exercise to prove that d& is well defined. By
definition of ¢*, the coboundary operator is explicitly defined as in the theorem. [

Corollary 6.2. Let A — M be a Lie algebroid over M admitting a finite good
open cover (i.e. all open subsets and their intersections are contractible) (U;)jes
such that H]%‘Uj (Aly,, E|u,) is finite-dimensional for each j € J. Then HY (A, E)

is finite-dimensional.
Proof. See the proof of Proposition 5.3.1 in [BT82]. O

More concretely, this yields an alternative basic proof for the following well known
result.
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Corollary 6.3. Let A — M be a transitive Lie algebroid over a compact M. Then
each twisted Lie algebroid cohomology of A is finite-dimensional.

Proof. The compact manifold M admits a finite good cover (U;), es. Moreover the
generalized Poincaré Lemma 5.4 implies that H%h}_ (Aly,, E|y;) is isomorphic to
the Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology of the isotrop;f Lie algebra with values in a
representation, which is finite dimensional by definition (the vector spaces of the
chain complex are finite dimensional). Conclude using Corollary 6.2. O

Remark 6.4. Corollary 6.3 is usually proven by observing that the Chevalley-
Eilenberg complex of transitive Lie algebroids is elliptic (see [Ki10]). The coho-
mology therefore is finite dimensional if the base manifold is compact (see [AB67]).
This arguments is used for instance in [Wal23].

6.2. A Kunneth formula. A Kiinneth formula is proved as an application of the
generalised Poincaré lemma 5.4 and the Mayer-Vietoris principle 6.1.

Let A - M and B — N be Lie algebroids. Set the notation Pry: A x B — A,
(a,b) — a, and accordingly Prg: Ax B— B, pry;: M x N > M and pry: M x
N — N for the projection morphisms in the respective categories. Let V4 be an
A-representation on the vector bundle E — M and let VZ be a B-representation
on F' — N. The vector bundle pr!M E ®pr!N F is the tensor product of the pullback
vector bundles on M x N. It is naturally equipped with the connection V defined
by the Leibniz rule and

(11)
Viaw (priy e ®@priy f) = (Prly V) ) (priay ) @ priy f + pru’ e @ (Priy VP) .5 (pry f)

= pry(Vie) @ priy f + priy e @ priy(Vy f)
for a e T(A), be I'(B), (a,b) :== pry,a +priybe (A x B), ee ['(E) and f € ['(F).
Lemma 6.5. In the situation above, the connection V is well defined and flat.

Proof. V is linear in its first entry by definition. Moreover (11) is compatible with
the Leibniz rule on pullbacks of functions since

(12)

V() (P (g - €) @ priy f)

= prirg - priv(Vae) @ priy f + pris(pala)(g) - €) @ priy f + pri; g - pray e @ priv(Vsf)
=prir 9 Viap(e® f) + pla,b)(pry; 9) - e @ priy f,

for ge C*(M), (a,b) eT(A x B), ee I'(F) and f € I'(F). In the same manner,

Viap)(Pray e ®priv(g - f))
for g e C*(N), (a,b) e T'(A x B), e I'(F) and f € I'(F). Hence the Leibniz rule

can be used in order to extend (11) to a linear A x B connection on prh, E@pry F.
It is enough to compute Ry on generators as above. For aj,as € T'(A), b1, bs €
I'(B), ee T'(E) and f e T'(F) a simple computation yields
Ry((a1,b1), (az,b2))(priy e ® priy f)
= priy (Rya(ar,az)e) @ priy f + priy e @ priy(Rys (b1,b)) = 0. O
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Theorem 6.6 (Kiinneth isomorphism). Let A — M be a Lie algebroid and let
B — N be a transitive Lie algebroid over a base manifold N admitting a finite
good cover. Let VA and VB be flat connections on the vector bundles E — M and
F — N, respectively. Then

(13) HYA (A, E)®HY (B, F) - HY (A x B, pry, E® pry F)

[w] ® [n] = [Priw A Pry ]
s an isomorphism of modules over the ring isomorphism

H*(A) @ H*(B) — H*(A x B)
[w] ® [n] = [Pr}w A Prin].

In particular,
H™"(Ax B,pryy EQpry F) = (O H(A,E)@HY(B, F),
pta=n
for each n = 0.

Kubarski proves in [Kub02] this theorem for the Lie algebroid cohomology of the
product A x g, where A is a transitive Lie algebroid and g a Lie algebra. Theorem 6.6
generalizes his result to more general Lie algebroids and the twisted Lie algebroid
cohomology. In this first part of this proof, similar techniques to Kubarski’s in
[Kub02] are used. Theorem 6.6 generalizes as well a more recent result by Waldron

in [Wal23]. The proof of Theorem 6.6 relies on the special case where B is a Lie
algebra. This special case is proved first by direct computations.

Lemma 6.7. Let A — M be a Lie algebroid and g a Lie algebra. Let (E,V4) and

(F,V9) be representations. Denote with Pra: Ax g — A and Prg : A x g — g the

projection maps and with @gr the tensor product of differential graded vector spaces.
The Kunneth homomorphism

(14) K: (Q°(4, E),dy2)®r(Q°(g, F),dva) — (2°(A x g, prhy E ®g pry, F),dy)
w® ¢ — PriwAPrye
with
(Priyw A Pry o)(ai,...,ar,v1,...,0s) == pris(w(ay, ..., a.)) @ pri(p(ve, . .., vs))
s an isomorphism of graded differential vector spaces.

Proof. For each x € M consider the map K, defined by the following commutative
diagram

(A A% @z E)&r(A" 0* ® F) —= (A" A2® A" 0%) @ (bt )z ®x (prlyy F)a)
e
(A" (A x 9)¥) ®r ((prly E)z ®r (Pr!{*} F)a),
i.e. K, is explicitly defined by
\ I

(Pri)ew A (Prg)an @ ((priy €) ® (Pris; f)a)-
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The section e € I'(E) is an extension of e, and the form w is an extension of w,.
The first map of the composition is an isomorphism because of the isomorphisms
(priy E)z = E, and (pr} F), = F, defined via the canonical projection induced by
the pullback restricted to a fiber. The second map is an isomorphism by standard
arguments of linear algebra: it is true that (A°*A*®r A°g*) — A°(A x 9)f
(we ® 1) — (Pri)ew A (Pry).n is an isomorphism of algebras (see for instance
[Gre67], Section 5.15), then apply the tensor product over R with the vector space
(priy )z ® (pr!{*} F),, which is an exact functor.

By definition

K(w®e)®@n® f))e = Ka((we ®€) ® (112 ® f))

for all w e Q°(A), ee T'(E), neg, fe Fand x € M. Since K, is an isomorphism
for each x € M, K is injective.
To show that K is an epimorphism, consider a section ® € Q" (A x g, pr!M E®

pr{{*}F). Take a basis v1,...,v, of g and a basis fi1,..., fx of F'. Choose an open
subset U € M trivialising both A and F, and smooth frames (aq,...,a;,) for A*
over U and (ey,...,e;) for £ over U. Then @y, 4y can be written

1k

Z Z Z Firrooviip Pr (i Ao na,) APTE (0, A AV}, )®PTYy s@pry fi

1<iy <...<ip<r s=1t=1 J1,Jq
1<j1<...<jg<n 8t
pt+q=r
with smooth functions
0 0
firyi, € CF(U x {x}) = CF(U).

J1s---30q
s,t

It is then easy to show, using a partition of unity on M subordinate to an open
cover of M by sets trivialising simultaneously A and E, that ® lies in the image of
K. In addition, KC preserves the total degree and is a homomorphism of algebras by
definition.

It is left to show that IC intertwines the differentials: take V to be the tensor flat
connection in (11), then the induced differential dy satisfies

dy (K(w® ) = dy(Prjw A Prj )
(15) = Pri(dyaw) A Prio + (=1)%°8“ Pr¥ (w) A Pri(dve @)
= Kdyaw ® ¢+ (—1)%e@)y ® dye ¢).

Denote now by dg the differential on the tensor product induced by the differ-
entials dya and dys. By definition

(16) deg(W®¢) :=dyaw ® ¢+ (-1)38@y ® dye @
So conclude that
dy ok =Kodg,
as expected. O

Another piece of the proof of Theorem 6.6 relies on the algebraic Kiinneth iso-
morphism. The statement below is adapted from e.g. [Spa95], Theorem 5.5.11.
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Lemma 6.8. Let (C,d.) and (C’,d¢) be two graded differential vector spaces, and
let (C®C’, d) be their tensor product. Assume that H*(C', dc) is finite dimensional.
Then the map
H:C x C' — CRr(C’, (c,d)—>c®c
induces an isomorphism of graded vector spaces in cohomology
H: H*(C,d) x H*(C',dcr) — H*(C&:C', d).
This then implies as follows a Kiinneth formula in the case of a Lie algebroid and
a Lie algebra.

Corollary 6.9. The isomorphism of graded vector spaces induced in cohomology by
the Kiinneth homomorphism K defined in (14) is

K: HY (A, B) 8 (g, F)) — HY (4 x g,pr'y E @iy F))
[w® @] = [Prw A Pry o]

Pre-composing with the inverse of the map H of the algebraic Kiinneth isomorphism
yields the isomorphism

Ky: Hya(A, E) @ Hyo (g, F) — HY (A x g,pr!ME®pr!{*} F).

The necessary background to prove the more general Kiinneth formula of Theo-
rem 6.6 has been introduced. The proof of Theorem 6.6 now follows.

Proof of Theorem 6.6. The Kiinneth isomorphism is first proved to be an isomor-
phism of graded vector spaces.
The projections Pry: A x B — A and Prg: A x B — B define the map

U: Q%A E)®Q (B, F) - Q*(A x B,pry, EQpry F)
w® p —> Priw A Pry o,
for we Q" (A, E), p € Q°(B, F). Recall that
(Priiw A Pri¢)(a,...ar,b1,...,bs) :=pri(w(ai,...,a.)) @pri(p(bi,...,bs))

for aj € T(A) and by, € I'(B). Since Pry is a Lie algebroid morphism, Pr¥ intertwines
the differentials d4 and d 4« B, and analogously PrE intertwines the differentials dp
and dAx B-

It is easy to check that the maps

HYya (A, E)®HY s (B, F) — He (2°(A, E)®:Q* (B, F)) — HY, (Ax B, pry, EQpry F)
[W]®[¢] = [w® ] = [Priw A PrE ¢

are well defined. The differential that defines the cohomology He (Q° (A, E)®rQ* (B, F))
is

dg(W®p) :=dvaw ® ¢ + (fl)dcg(“’)w ® dys ¢,
for we Q*(A,E) and ¢ € Q*(B, F).
It is left to show that the induced map in cohomology
U: HYA (A, E)®HY (B, F) — HY (A x B,pry, EQprly F)
[w]®[¢] = [Priw A Pri ]

is an isomorphism of graded vector spaces. This is proved as follows by induction on
the cardinality of a good cover, adapting Bott and Tu’s classical argument in [BT82].
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If N is contractible, use the generalized Poincaré-Lemma 5.4 and the special case
of the Kiinneth formula proved in Corollary 6.9: For x € N and the Lie algebra

g := ker(pa)a,

mma t'.4
H*(A x B,pr!ME®pr!N F) ke £l H*(A x g,pr!ME®pr!*(Fm))
or. 6.9 emima r.4
U HY A B)@H (0, F,) R T HY (A, B) @ HY(B, F).

In the first step, let U and V be open sets in N and fix an integer n. The
Mayer-Vietoris sequence is

i HP(B|UUV7EUUV) - HP(B|U7F\U) ) HP(B|V7’F]V) - HP(B‘UNV)7’F]UAV) —

Tensoring with the R-vector space H" P(A) preserves exactness and yields an exact
sequence’

N H7L7P(A) ®HP(B|qu) - (Hn*P(A) ®HP(B\U)) &) (H"*P(A) ®HP(B\V)) —

Summing over all integers p preserves exactness

n

B @Hn p ®Hp BlUuV @ H" p ®HP(B|U))@(Hnip(A)(@Hp(Blv)) -

Apply ¥ to each term of the exact sequence. It is left to prove that the resulting
diagram commutes, i.e. that the following squares commute:

Do H"P(A) @H(By, ) —— @, (H" 7 (A) @ H'(By,)) @ (H" 7 (A) @ H (B,))

§ X

H*"(Ax By, ) H* (A x By,) @H" (A x Byy,),

Dp—o(H"7(A) @H"(By,)) ® (H""(A) @ H(By,,)) ——= Do H" "(A) @ H(By,, .y

X |

H"(A x B),) ®H"(A x By,) H"(Ax By ),

and

oo BT P(A)@HP (B, ) —= @) H" P(A) @B (B, )

o X

H"(A x B\Umv) = Hn+1(A = B\qu)7

for each p,n € N, n > p. Here, to be precise, the map “+d%” is given by
(W] ® [7] = (~1)%“[w] ® (AT [1])-

5For simplicity, diagrams are drawn for the non-twisted LA-cohomology from now on in this
proof.
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Recall the explicit expression for the coboundary map of the Mayer-Vietoris
sequence: if {py, pv} form a partition of unity subordinate to the cover {U,V} of
N then, by Theorem 6.1,

* ) =dv(uve)] onU
felel= {[dv(#mﬂ)] on v

The commutativity of the first two diagrams then follows by definition. To check the
commutativity of the third, notice that for [w]®[p] € H""P(A, E)Y®H”(B,, ., , Fl, ., )
V(A ([w] @ [@)) = (1) ([w] @ d¥[e]) = (1) ([w] ® [dv (1w 9)])

= (~1)%#@ [Pr} w A Pri(dv (uoe))]-
Note that {pr¥ v, pri pv} is a partition of unity on M x N subordinate to the
cover {M x U, M x V}. On the intersection M x (U n V) of these two sets, d& is
defined by
Ay ¥([w] ® [¢]) = 5 [Praw A Pri o] = [dv((pr} po) Priiw A Pri )]
= [dy(Priw A Pri(pue))] = (—1)%) [Pri w A dv (Pri(pue))]

where the last passage holds because w is closed. As in [BT82], observe that if the
theorem is true in U, V and U n V, then it holds also in U u V. Conclude by
a standard inductive argument on the cardinality of a good cover (see e.g.[BT82],
Lemma 5.6).

It remains to prove that the obtained isomorphism of graded vector spaces ac-
tually is an isomorphism of modules over a ring isomorphism. With a little abuse
of notation, use ¥ to denote the Kiinneth isomorphism in both the twisted and
non-twisted case. By the previous part of the proof,

U: H*(A) @ H*(B) - H*(A x B)

W@+ Priw A Prye

is an isomorphism of graded vector spaces. A straightforward computation implies
that it is also an isomorphism of rings. Take w; € H*i (A) and ¢; € HY (B),j=1,2.
Then

U((w1 ® p1) (w2 ® 92)) = T((=1)""" (w1 A wa) ® (1 A 12))
= (=D)1*2 Pr¥ (wy A wo) A Pri(po1 A w2)
= (Pr¥wi A Pr¢1) A (P wa A Pr 2)
= V(w1 @p1) A V(w2 ®¢p2)

The exact same computation, with entries w1 ® ¢1 € H*(4) ® H*(B) and w2 ®
w2 € Hya (A, E) @ Hy 5 (B, F) shows that the Kiinneth isomorphism ¥ is a module
isomorphism. (|

7. INVARIANCE OF REPRESENTATIONS UNDER HOMOTOPIES

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 3.8. The proof uses flows of linear
vector fields on vector bundles and in particular also of linear vector fields defined
by Lie algebroid derivations on Lie algebroids.
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7.1. Linear vector fields on vector bundles. Let qr: FF — M be a vector
bundle. Then the tangent bundle T'F" has two vector bundle structures; one as the
tangent bundle of the manifold F', and the second as a vector bundle over T M. The
structure maps of TF — T'M are the derivatives of the structure maps of F — M.

TF-2 o F
TQF\L qu
TM —— M
pPM

The space T'F' is a double vector bundle. That is, the diagram above commutes
and all structure maps of the horizontal vector bundles are morphisms of vector
bundles with respect to the vertical vector bundles, see [Mac05b] for more details
and references. A section e € I'(F) defines the vertical vector fielde': FF — TF,
i.e. the vector field with flow ¢ : F xR — F, oi(er,) = e, +te(m). A vector field
X € X(F) is called linear, if it is a vector bundle morphism F' — T'F over a vector
field X: M — TM on M. The space of linear vector fields on F is written X¢(F).
It is well-known (see e.g. [Mac05b]) that a linear vector field x € X!(F) covering
X € X(M) corresponds to a derivation D: I'(F) — T'(F) over X € X(M). The
precise correspondence is given by the following equations

(17) X(le) = Lpx() and x(qrf) = qr(X(f))

foralle e T'(F*) and f € C*(M), where D*: T'(F*) — I'(F*) is the dual derivation
to D [Mac05b, §3.4]. The linear vector field in X!(F) corresponding in this manner
to a derivation D of T'(F) is written D. Given a derivation D over X € X(M), the
explicit formula for Dis

~ d
(18) D(en) = Tme(X(m)) +F 7 (em — tD(e)(m))

t=0
for e, € F and any e € I'(F) such that e(m) = en. Let D, Dy and D3 be
linear derivations of F' with symbols X, X; and X5 € X(M), respectively, and let

e,e1,ez € T(F). Tt is easy to see, using the equalities in (17), that
(19) I:-ﬁ\l;l/)\?] = [D17D2]7 [D,GT] = (VXG)T, I:e{ae;] =0.

Since linear and vertical vector fields on F' generate the whole space of vector fields
on F as a C®(F)-module, these equations contain the “whole geometry of F”.

The following lemma is proved in detail in [Jot24].

Lemma 7.1. Let F — M be a smooth vector bundle and let D: T'(F) — T'(F) be
a derivation with symbol X € X(M). Let £&: Q — M be the flow of X, with, as
usual, 2 € R x M the open flow domain containing {0} x M. Then the flow = of
D e X'(F) is defined on
Q:={(t,e) e R x F| (t,q(c)) € O}
and for each t € R, the map
Se:q (M) = q (M)
s an isomorphism of vector bundles over the diffeomorphism & : My — M_y, where

My < M is the open subset
My :={xe M| (t,x) e Q}.
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7.2. Invariance of a Lie algebroid under the flow of its adjoint vector
fields. Let A — M be a Lie algebroid and choose a section a € T'(A). Then the
bracket with a

la,]: T(A) = I'(4)
is a derivation of the vector bundle A, with symbol p(a) € X(M). It is more precisely
a derivation of the Lie algebroid A. That is, it also satisfies

[a, [b, c]] = [[a,b], ¢] + [b, [a, ]
for all b,c € T'(A). More generally, this section considers a linear derivation
D:T(A) - T(A4)
of the Lie algebroid A, that is, a linear derivation of the vector bundle A — M with
symbol X € X(M), such that in addition
DIb,c] = [Db,c] + [b, Dc]

for all b,ce T'(A).
This section refines Lemma 7.1 to the following proposition in the case of a linear
derivation of a Lie algebroid A — M.

Proposition 7.2. Let q: A — M be a Lie algebroid and let D be a linear derivation
of the Lie algebroid A with symbol X € X(M). Let £&: Q — M be the flow of X and
let
20— 4
be the flow of D € X!(A). Then for each t € R the map
Se:q (M) = q (M)
s an isomorphism of Lie algebroids over the diffeomorphism & : My — M_;.

The proof of this proposition relies on the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Let F' — M be a vector bundle and let D: T'(F) — T'(F) be a linear
derivation of the vector bundle F with symbol X € X(M). Let = be the flow of D
and let & be the flow of X. Fort e R and e € T'(F) define
Eree Ty, (F)
to be the section
(Bfe)s = E—e(e(&e()))
for all z € M,. Then®

(20) De

d o
= — Hre.
dt 1o
In particular Zfe = e on My for all t if and only if De = 0.

Proof. Fort € R, x € M; and €’ € F,, compute using the linearity of =,
EFEMer = Tz, e)E— (" (Ee(e))

d = = (!
- = S:O:_t (Zu(e') + se(&(2)))
- = . e+ s2_4(e(&(x)) = (Ere)le,

6This derivative is taken pointwise, i.e. in fibers of F'.
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which shows

on ¢~ *(M;). Hence

(De)' | = | D,el|

which equals

(&5
— e
dt 4o '
This implies as well the second part of the statement: If =fe = e on M, for all ¢
then clearly De = 0. Conversely, if De = 0 then
N d d d !
- I el ) = Z(=%(eM)) = (=) = [ =+
0= =) = (22 [Be']) = fEE) = GiEey = (i)

shows that %Ege =0, and so that =je = Zje = e for all £ € R. |

e’

Lemma 7.4. Let A — M be a Lie algebroid and let D be a derivation of A, as a
Lie algebroid. Let X be the symbol of D, and, as before, let £: Q@ — M be the flow
of X, and let Z: QQ — F be the flow of D. Choose a smooth section a € T'(A) and a
time t € R. Then on M, the equality
p(Efa) = & (p(a)).

holds.
Proof. The anchor map p: A — T'M, which is a section of A* @ T'M, is send to 0
by the derivation D of A* @ T M defined by

D(p)(a) = ¢(Da) — [X,p(a)]
for all p € T(A* ® TM) and all a € T'(A). Note that D is the linear derivation over
X of A* ® TM defined by the two linear derivations D* on A* and [X,-] on TM,

both with symbol X. In order to see that f)(p) = 0, take two arbitrary sections
a,beT'(A) and a smooth function f € C®(M). Then

p(Da)(f)-b=[Da, f-b] = f-[Da,b]

= Dla, f -b] = [a, D(f - b)] = f - D[a,b] + [ - [a, D]

=D (f[a,b] + p(a)(f) - b) = [a, X (f) - b+ f - Db]
— f-Dl[a,b] + f - [a, Db]

=X(fab] + f-Dtad] + X (p(a)(f)) - b + ploref=Db
—p(a)(X(f)) - b —X(Hfab] — D=0 — f - fas D]
— [ Diarb] + f e D]

= [X, p(a)](f) - b.

Since b and f were arbitrary, this shows p(Da) = [X, p(a)], and since a was ar-
bitrary, this is D(p) = 0. By the last part of Lemma 7.3, this implies that p is

invariant under the flow of D € X!(A* @ TM).
Using [Jot24], this flow is defined at time ¢ by

=P = 2P* @ (A* @ TM)|u, — (A* @ TM)|ar,,
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where 2P is the flow of D* e X! (A*) and ZX is the flow of [ Je xX{(TM). By
[Jot24], EP* is defined on {(t,€) | (£, qa%(€)) € Q} by

(t,€) — eo=_4.

A standard computation shows that the flow of [j(\,] e XY(TM) is defined on
{(t,v) | (t,par(v)) € Q} by

(t,v) = Té&w.

As a consequence, for all t e R, pe M; and a € T'(A)

p(ale,) = E5T (0 (Bt (alevin))) = Tole(0(E (@)]),

which is the same as
(& (p(a)lp = Te, &t (p (ale, ) = P(EF(a)]p)- O

Proof of Proposition 7.2. Tt suffices to prove that for fixed a,b € T'(A) and p € M,
the map ¢ — Z*, [Efa, E;b] |, is constant, since it must then equal [a, b]|,, its value
at t = 0, and the identity Z}[a, b] = [uta, Z7b] then follows for all .

First take a local frame (ai,...,a,) of A, on an open set U < M, and let
cfj € C*(U) be the structure constants of the Lie algebroid in this frame, i.e.

[as, aj] Z Cijak

for i,j = 1,...,7r. Define fir € C*(Q n (R x U)), for ¢,k = 1,...,r such that for
all ¢

T
E;ai = Z fik(t )ak
k=1

on My nU. Then, as usual

[Efai,Eia;] = Z Z Fart, ) it )etan + D fuelt ) plar) (fiu(t, )

ki=1n=1 k=1

- Z fit(ts)pla) (fir (2, -))ar,

k=1

which shows that”

—% —%

d d — d
%[—‘tauut%]: dt—‘tauut% + :‘taudtut%

"This equation would be immediate if the Lie bracket on sections of A was defined pointwise.
But since it is defined locally, the usual argument does not work in a straightforward manner since
the Lie bracket cannot be ’exchanged’ with the derivative without further checking.
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Together with Lemma 7.4 this implies that for f € C*(U) and 4,j € {1,...,r}

d d _, —
o [Htaz,ut(fa])] = o [:taiafff ) :‘taj]

= L(p(Ea) €D -Siay + €1 - [EianEay)
- jt(s ()€ 1) Ztas + €2 - S S ay1)

= (et (F) - Ziay + €8 - [Sia Ziay))

= (X (@) () - Zhay + & (o) () - o Zias + (X () - [Sas, Ztay)

d o d
+§t*(f) ([dt—‘tauutaj] + [:‘ta“ dtuta]]) .

The second and the last term add up to [E;al, ;" ;tE;aj] and the first one
)

equals & (p(ai)(X(f))) - Zra; + & ([X, p(ai)](f)) - Efa;. The first one of these two
terms and the third term (X (f)) - [Efai, Zfa;] in the sum above add up to

[Efai, & (X () - Efay]-

Hence

G Bl S 0] = [Ston () 510 | + Bl g (X)) - Eias)
+ X @) Siay + €10 | G=tanZie|
- | g @) =) | + € @ptaa) =i
) | et
Next note that

& (X pla))(1) = X pla62) = (60 0la) ) (€21)

d d
- (o) €0 = o (G0 ) €D,
Hence
d d
Bt S )] = [Ston § € )-Siap) | + | Gt g (1) St
d d
- |zt =i )| + | G0 0]

This lengthy computation shows that

d — —_ d — — —_ d —%
i [Efa, E7b] = [dtutaautb] [:t‘l dtutb]

for all a,be T'(A).
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So consider a,b € I'(A) and compute

d

==, (-=D[Z}a,E[b] + [DZ}a,E1b] + [E;a, DE;b]) = 0.
As explained above, this shows the claim. O

Finally, Proposition 7.2 has the following corollary.

Corollary 7.5. Let A — M be a Lie algebroid with anchor p and let F — M be a
smooth vector bundle. Assume that V: T'(A) x T(F) — T'(F) is a flat A-connection
on F. Choose a smooth section a € T'(A) and let £: Q — M be the flow of the vector
field p(a). Let

20 = {(Ne)eRxF|(\qr(e)eQ} — F
be the flow of V, € XU(F), and let

U: 04 = (M) eRXF|(\qad)eQ} > A
be the flow of m € X'(A). Then for all \e R, ee T'(F) and all be T'(A)

Vyip(E5e) = EX(Vee).
Proof. Consider the smooth map
I: Q= {(A\be) e Rx (ADF) | (A, qa(b) € Q} > ADF,
II(A, b,e) = (WA (D), Ex(e)) -

It obviously has the flow property and satisfies

d
dX

ma(b,e) = ([a,1(0), Va(e)) -

A=0

Hence II is the flow of the vector field D\a on A® F, where D, is the derivation of
A® F with symbol p(a) given by

Da(bv e) = ([a7 b]? Vae) = [(av 0)7 (b7 e)]v

for all (b,e) eT(A@F). Here, [-,]v is the Lie algebroid bracket on A® F defined
by the semi-direct product of A with its representation V on F:

[(a1,e1), (a2, e2)]v = ([a1,a2], Va,e2 — Vg,e1).

Assume for simplicity that p(a) is complete. By Proposition 7.2, the flow II of l/)Z
is hence by isomorphisms of the Lie algebroid A @ F. As a consequence

(0, Vuss(Eje)) = [(0,W3D), (Zxe, 0)]v = [T} (b,0), 1 (0, ¢)]v
I3[(6,0), (0, €)]v = TI3(0, Ve) = (0,EX(Ve))

for all A e R. O
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7.3. Proof of Theorem 3.8. Let I < R be an open interval. Let V be a flat
(T'I x A)-connection on a smooth vector bundle F' — I x M.

First consider the section X = ¢; x 0 of TI x A — I x M. Its anchor is
0t x 0 € X(I x M) with the flow

EQi={(\s,m)eRxIxM|X+sel}—>1xM,
(A, (E,m)) — (t+ A, m).
By construction, the flow
U: 04 = {(\vs,am) ERXTIXx A|A+sel} >TIx A
of [X,] € X{(T'T x A) is given by
WA, 105, am) = (10t|s4x, am)

since [X, (0,a)] = 0 for all a € T'(A), where (0, a) is the section of TT x A — I x M
given by (s, m) — (05, a(m)). Asa consequence, U3(0,a) = (0,a) on (I—-A)nI)xM
for all A € R and all a € T'(A4).

For fixed s € I consider the Lie algebroid morphism

Ts: A—TI x A, am — (Os, am)
over tg: M — I x M, m — (s,m). The connection V defines for each s € I the flat
A-connection
T¥V:T(A) x T(1LF) - T(\LF),
for all e e T'(F), with
(ZEV)a (1) = V(0. 0, € Fls,my = (tF)|m

for a,, € A and e € T'(F).
Consider the flow

E:Q={(\ewm)ERXF|A+sel} > F
of Vx € X{(F). Forall se T and Ae I — s, set
Os,s4x = Ex],Lp: IWF — L\ F.

For all s,t € I, the map 6+ is an isomorphism of vector bundles over M, since Z;_,
is an isomorphism of vector bundles over & _.

Choose an arbitrary time ¢ € I. For each section e € T'5; (¢} F) define é € T'(F) by
é(s,m) = E(s —t,e(m)).
Then for each A\e R, se (I —A\)nT and me M
(Exé)(s,m) =Z_x(e(s+A\,m)) =Z(s+A—t—Ae(m)) =E(s—t,e(m)) = é(s,m).

This shows that € = Z5é on (I n (I — X)) x M.
In addition, for all s € I and m € m, compute

(21) (L!Sé)(m) =é(s,m) =E(s — t,e(m)) = 0y s(e(m)).
Hence L!Sé =0;s0e for all se I. In particular,
(22) e =e.

According to Corollary 7.5, for all a € T'(A), all e e T'(t}F) and all A € R
e

V0,0 = Vi 0.0)E2€ = EX(V(0,0)€)
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on (I n(I—X))x M. This implies for (s,m)e I x M
(ZEV)a(m) (01,5 0 €) = (Z¥V ) am) (1:€) = V0, a(m))€
= Z (Vo) (5:m) = Zst (Vo,.a(m)?)
= Zot (TFV)a(myti€) = Zs—t (TFV)a(mye) »
for all a € T'(A) and e € (¢t} F). This is equivalent to
(23) 0,10 (T*V) 00, =T}V.

Hence 6, s is a gauge equivalence from Z*V to Z;V.
This shows that for each s,t € I the map

(Os,0) 5 H%;“V(A’ L'SF) — %t*v(A,LiF), [w] — [0s,1 o w]

is an isomorphism.

Consider for each t € I the map
O F > IxuF, ecc Firmy = (1, E(t —1,e)) = (1,0,+(e)).

©? is an isomorphism of of vector bundles over the identity on I x M. Its inverse is
the map

(O) LI xlF - F, (r,e)—Z(r—t,e).
As a consequence for s,t € I,

0% 0 (0 (r,e) = O%(E(r —t,e)) = (1,E(s — r, E(r — t,€)))

for all r € I and e € ¢} F. Denote this map by O s: [ x t,F — I x [\ F,
@t,s =0%0 (@t)il : (Ta 6) = (T5 915156).

For each t € I the flat connection V is hence gauge equivalent to the flat connec-
tion V: T(TT x A) x T'(I x t}F) — T'(I x 1}, F) defined by

Vii=0'o0Vo(e)!
and the cohomologies defined by V and V* are isomorphic via
(©Y)y: Hy(TI x A, F) — Hy:(TI x A, I x 1LF), [w] — [6 o w].

By definition for s,t € I

V% =050 Vio O ¢.
Hence the cohomologies Hy. (T x A, I x (. F) and H&.(TI x A,I x }F) are iso-
morphic via

(Ou)s: HE.(TI x AT x 1\F) — HE. (TI x A, I x I\ F), [W] > [O4. 0 w]

Now note that
priy, ti(I x 1y F) = priy, toF = I x 1} F,
and for all e € T'(1}F) the section & = prhy,; e € Tyxar(I x (1 F) defined by é(r,m) =
(r,e(m)) for all (r,m) € I x M does

L
Prys L€ =€

and

for all (r,m) eI x M.
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Therefore for all (v,,a,,) € TI x A and e € T'(tLF)
(PI‘Z It* vt)(vr,a (PrA It (vr am) (pl“!M Lzlfé)
= (" Vo8 = (0" (Vo,0,08)) = (5 V0r,0,))
2)

D (T V)are) = (PHTIV) (0, a0

The fourth equality uses the fact that V(, q,,)€ € F|(+}x s implies that ot (V(Ot,am)é) =
~ | 1
(t, V(0,,am)€) € {t} X (i F)(m) = (1) (m).
In addition, for s,t € I and e € I'(t}F) the reader is invited to check that
Ot 0 (pry, e) = pri, (0. o €), which implies
(Ors0 (PriyZV) o @S,t)(vr,am)(pr!]w €) =0y, ((Prj It*V)(Umam) pr!M(Hsyte))
= 04,5 (1, (Zf V)a,, (05 ,c€))
23
D0, (1,054 (TFV)ayve))
= (r,(ZiV)a,e) = (PrAZIV) (0, am) priy; e.

This shows that the following diagram commutes.

HE (TI x A I x LjF) —pr¥ 7 He x I*vt(TI x A, I x 1, F) —— He x I*V(TI x A, T x L F)
(es,t)* ((')S,t)*
HEY (TT x AT x (LF) —pr¥ ¥ He + Z*W(TI x A I x (LF) —— He + Z*V(TI x A, I x 1LF)

Next prove that the following diagram commutes. Its horizontal isomorphisms
are given by Theorem 3.10.

Hp s g (TT x AT % 4 F) =Pk — Hrpag (A, 4 F)

T

(CH (0s,0) %

| |

HPrjI;kv(TI x A, % 1 F) 4Pk — Z;“V(A»L!SF)
Take w € QF(A, /L F) and compute for (r,m) € I x M and (vy,a1),..., (vg,ax) €
T.1 x A,,
(Prf{(es,t o w))(r,m)((vlual)u LR (Uku ak)) = (ru es,t(wm(al7 ceey ak))

= O, ¢(r,wm(a,...,ax))
= Ot (P w)(rm)((v1,a1), .-, (v, ax)))
= (©s,t 0 (Priw))(rm)((v1,01), ..., (vk, ax)).
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Finally prove that the following diagram commutes.

Hys(TI x AT x 1LF) —Pr¥% 2F + Hp, *Z;kvs(TI x AT x |LF) —— Hp, % pg (T x AT % LF)
| i)
(©%) % pr¥
L
Hy (TI x A, F) ¥ g (A, L E)

Take w € QF(A, /L F) and compute for (r,m) € I x M and (vy,a1),..., (vg,ax) €
T.Ix A,

(PrA Z3)w) (rmy (V15 01), -+« (Vg ar)) = (7, W(s,m) (05, @1), - - -, (05, a)))
= (r,(8° 0w) (5,m)((05,@1), - - ., (05, a1)))

= (PriZ¥)(©° o w))(rym)((v1,a1), - .., (Vk, ax)).

As a summary, the considerations above yield the following commutative dia-

gram.
Hy(TI x A, F)
/ \
¥ ¥

Hot(TI x A, I X (4 F) ¢———(0s,1)% Hys(TI x AT x (L F)

PrA I* PrA I*
l l
HPrj ¥y (TT x A, I x (L F) HPrﬁ pge (TT < AT x L F)
! !
HPrﬁ I;kV(TI x A, I X 14 F) 4————— (Os,0)g —————— Hpri rrg (T x A, I X 1 F)
PrA PrA\
Hz,:kv(A

HIt*V(A, W)
\(GS,U*‘///

In order to prove Theorem 3.8 consider an LA-homotopy ®: TI x A — B over
p: I x M — N and a flat B-connection on £ — N. Apply the results above to the
flat (TI x A)-connection ®*V on ¢'E and extend the commutative diagram above
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by the commutative diagrams

HV(BvE)
‘*

T

H@*v(TI X A, (p‘E)

T*
I3

H@;“v(AaSO!)\E)

for A = s,t € I in order to obtain the following commutative diagram and deduce

from it that (6;)s o ®* = ®¥. The statement of Theorem 3.8 is then obtained by
setting s =0,¢t =1 and 6 := 6y ;.

Hy (B, E)

1
Hyuo(TI x A, 0'E)

7\

()

A
¥

¥

Hgaegyt (TT x AT X @y B) 4 (O, ) —————————— H s 5ys (TI x A, I x ¢ E)
|

B ® %
pri 7} Pr‘lzs
!
Hpri; I;k(cp*v)f«(TI x A, I x ¢, E)

1
HPrﬁ ¥ (% vy (TI x A, I x o E)

pek o (TT X AT x PLE) (©s,t)%
t

!
Hpri @fv(TI x A I x o, E)
/PrA

! !
ch;kv(A!(PtE) «\ —///H(bfv(A,wsE)
(Os,t) %




[AB67)

[Azi83]
[Bal12]

[BKS05]
[Brul7]
[BT82]

[BZ11]
[CF03)

[Cle66]
[Cra03]

[Dead0]

[GHV76]

[Gin01]
[Gre67]
[GZ19]

[Hae71]
[Jot22]

[Jot24]
[KMO3]

[KMO04]
[KS22)
[Kub02]
[Kub13]
[K¥10]
[LGLS20]
[Mac05a)
[Mac05b)

[Man05]
[Mei02]
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