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DEFORMATIONS OF IDEALS IN LIE ALGEBRAS

I. ERMEIDIS*, M. JOTZ

ABSTRACT. This paper develops the deformation theory of Lie ideals. It shows that the smooth defor-
mations of an ideal i in a Lie algebra g differentiate to cohomology classes in the cohomology of g with
values in its adjoint representation on Hom(i, g/i). The cohomology associated with the ideal i in g is
compared with other Lie algebra cohomologies defined by i, such as the cohomology defined by i as a
Lie subalgebra of g in [35], and the cohomology defined by the Lie algebra morphism g — g/i.

After a choice of complement of the ideal i in the Lie algebra g, its deformation complex is enriched
to the differential graded Lie algebra that controls its deformations, in the sense that its Maurer-Cartan
elements are in one-to-one correspondence with the (small) deformations of the ideal. Furthermore,
the Loo-algebra that simultaneously controls the deformations of i and of the ambient Lie bracket is
identified.

Under appropriate assumptions on the low degrees of the deformation cohomology of a given Lie ideal,
the (topological) rigidity and stability of ideals are studied, as well as obstructions to deformations of
ideals of Lie algebras.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Ideals in Lie algebras are crucial in the representation theory and classification of the latter. Therefore,
for understanding a given Lie algebra, it is crucial to have a good comprehension of its Lie ideals — such
as how many there are, i.e. whether there are none, few, or many, and how much these essentially differ
from one another. This is where deformation theory comes into play. Deformation theory serves as a pow-
erful tool for understanding how mathematical structures change under formal or smooth perturbations.
Originating in algebraic geometry, where it was used to study the deformations of complex structures,
the theory has since found wide-ranging applications in algebra, topology, and mathematical physics. In
the context of Lie algebras, deformation theory investigates how the structure of a Lie algebra can be
modified or preserved under small changes to its Lie bracket.

The foundations of deformation theory were laid by Kodaira and Spencer in their remarkable series
of works on deformations of complex manifolds [20, 19, 21, 18]. Gerstenhaber then studied deformations
of rings and associative algebras [0, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. Foundational work in this area was conducted as
well in the 1960’s by Nijenhuis and Richardson, who developed key techniques for studying infinitesimal
deformations of algebraic structures. In particular, they introduced the concept of deformation coho-
mology and provided criteria for the integrability of infinitesimal deformations into formal deformations.
Their work established that the deformation theory of Lie algebras can be elegantly formulated using
the language of differential graded Lie algebras (dgLa), which naturally encode both the deformation
problem and its obstructions, see [28, 29, 27, 32, 31, 30, 37, 35, 33, 36]. Despite these advancements,
surprisingly enough, the deformation theory of Lie ideals seems to be, so far, almost totally absent in
the literature. While the deformation theory of Lie subalgebras has been partially addressed in certain
contexts, the specific case of ideals — a central and invariant feature of Lie algebras —remains largely
unexplored. This gap in the literature is striking, given that the behavior of ideals under deformations
can influence both the internal structure of the algebra and its external representations.

This paper addresses this gap by associating to any ideal in a Lie algebra a dgLa that controls its
deformations. Furthermore, it introduces an L..-algebra that governs the simultaneous deformations
of the Lie bracket in the ambient Lie algebra and the ideal itself. These constructions provide a new
perspective on the deformation theory of Lie algebras, with significant implications for understanding
rigidity, stability, and obstruction phenomena.

A well-known principle in deformation theory states, roughly speaking, that behind every reasonable
deformation problem of a mathematical structure of a specific type, there is a differential graded Lie
algebra (dgLa for short) or, more generally, an L-algebra, which “controls” the deformation problem —
in the sense that its Maurer-Cartan elements are in bijective correspondence with the deformations of the
initial structure. This philosophy can be traced back to Deligne, Drinfeld, Kontsevich and many others
[5, 6, 15, 22, 16, 26]. Around fifteen years ago, Lurie [25] and Pridham [34] formalized this heuristic
philosophy of deformation theory into an equivalence between formal moduli problems and differential
graded Lie algebras in characteristic zero, using higher category theory.

Returning to the main focus of this paper; given a Lie algebra g and a Lie ideal i < g, the following
question arises where the adjective “controlling” is meant in the aforementioned sense.

Question 1: What is the controlling differential graded Lie algebra of the deformation
problem of a Lie ideal i < g?

This paper answers the above question by describing explicitly the deformation cochain complex to-
gether with its graded Lie algebra structure and proving that it controls the “small” deformations of the
Lie ideal i <t g. Moduli theory deals with the study of the geometry of moduli spaces, which are spaces
whose points represent equivalence classes of algebra-geometric objects. To the best of the knowledge
of the authors, the prototypical and perhaps the most elegant example of a moduli space is the (real)
Grassmannian of a vector space. Given an n-dimensional vector space V', the set of isomorphism classes
of k-dimensional vector subspaces, denoted Gr(V'), carries a natural smooth manifold structure of di-
mension equal to k(n — k) and is called the k-Grassmannian of V. Except for this beautiful example, in
almost all other cases it is difficult to understand (at least immediately) the global geometry of a moduli
space, due to the presence of singularities and /or of infinite dimensionality. Hence the infinitesimal nature
of a moduli space must first and foremost be understood.

Some of the questions in deformation theory concern when a mathematical structure of interest is rigid
or stable under deformations. Roughly speaking, rigidity questions are related to identifying isolated
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points of the moduli space of the studied structure, while stability questions concern its local smoothness
around the distinguished point. Given a Lie algebra g, the space I(g) of k-dimensional Lie ideals is a
subspace of Gri(g). A Lie ideal i < g is rigid under the natural action of Aut(g) on I(g) if the space of
k-dimensional Lie ideals Ix(g) coincides locally, in some open neighborhood of i € Ij(g) C Gri(g), with
the Aut(g)-orbit of i.

Question 2: Under which assumption is a Lie ideal i <t g Aut(g)-rigid?

An ideal i < g in a Lie algebra (g, ug) is called stable if for any Lie bracket p’ on g sufficiently close
to g, there exists a Lie ideal i’ <1 (g, ¢’) sufficiently close to i € Gry(g)

Question 3: Under what assumption is a Lie ideal i < g stable?

This paper provides sufficient criteria for both the rigidity and stability of a Lie ideal i in a Lie algebra
g. By developing deformation cohomologies tailored to ideals, the authors not only establish theoretical
foundations but also explore geometric applications, including the use of the Kuranishi map to study
obstructions to deformations of ideals in Lie algebras. This work thus represents a novel contribution
to the broader landscape of deformation theory and opens up new avenues for future research in both
algebraic and geometric contexts.

Outline of the paper. Section 2 introduces the mathematical framework necessary for the studies in this
paper, including graded vector spaces, differential graded Lie algebras, and L.-algebras. These structures
form the algebraic foundation for the deformation theories discussed here. Then standard deformation
complexes associated with Lie algebras are reviewed, such as the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex, and the
notation and conventions used throughout the paper are set up. Section 2.3 in particular demonstrates
how Lie algebras and Lie algebras with representations can be understood as Maurer-Cartan elements of
special differential graded Lie algebras. This establishes the framework for associating dgLa structures
to deformations.

Section 3 recalls existing results on the deformation theory of Lie subalgebras, including their descrip-
tion as Maurer-Cartan elements in dgla frameworks. It lays the groundwork for extending these ideas
to the case of Lie ideals. Section 4 then defines smooth and infinitesimal deformations of ideals in Lie
algebras. It provides examples and clarifies their distinctions from subalgebra deformations. Then it
explores the connections between the deformation cohomology of an ideal and those for the same ideal
as a subalgebra, as well as those of morphisms associated to ideals in Lie algebras, highlighting novel
differences and insights.

Section 5 constructs a Voronov dataset associated to an ideal in a Lie algebra and uses it to define
the dgL[1]a that controls the deformations of the ideal. It then develops an L..[1]-algebra that gov-
erns the simultaneous deformations of the Lie bracket and the ideal, providing a unified framework for
understanding these processes.

Section 6 introduces the Kuranishi map as a tool for identifying obstructions to deformations. It
discusses its role in understanding when deformations can be extended or are blocked, and it examines then
(cohomological) conditions under which ideals remain rigid under perturbations, before also establishing
criteria for their stability.

Appendix A provides necessary supplementary material on Grassmannian manifolds for the consider-
ations in this paper.

Acknowledgement. This paper is included in the PhD thesis of the first author. The authors warmly
thank Kalin Krishna, Stefano Ronchi, Karandeep Jandu Singh, Ivan Struchiner, Marco Zambon, and
Chenchang Zhu for interesting discussions. The first author thanks in particular Miquel Cueca for nu-
merous fruitful and useful discussions during his PhD studies, and Luca Vitagliano for a very stimulating
research stay, as well as many insightful comments and discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES
This section collects necessary preliminaries for the contents of this paper.

2.1. Graded vector spaces and L. -algebras. L.,-algebras are used to describe deformations of
algebraic structures. Their definition and properties are summarized in this section.

A graded vector space V is the direct sum of a family of vector spaces (V; | i € Z), that comes
equipped as follows with a grading. An element v € V is called degree-homogeneous if v € V; for some
1 € Z and the degree of v is then defined to be |v| = i. That is, for ¢ € Z, the degree i component of V
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(denoted with lower index V;) equals V;. The component V; of V is then written V;[—i] for recording its

degree, i.e.
vV =P vil-il.
i€z
That is, V;, which as a classical vector space has elements of degree 0, is shifted by —¢ in the following
sense. For k € Z, the degree k-shift V[k] of V is the graded vector space

VK] = D Vil-i + K = D Vir[-):
€L jez
i.e. with (V[k]); = Vj+ for all j € Z. Unless specified otherwise, the vector space V has finite dimension.
That is, only finitely many of its summands are non-trivial and have then finite dimension.

The usual constructions with vector spaces can be similarly done in the graded setting. Let V and W
be two graded vector spaces.

(1) The direct sum V @& W is given by (V@ W), =V; @ W; for all 4, i.e.
VoW =W+ w)-i.
i€l
(2) The tensor product V@ W is graded by (VQ W); = @j4x=; V; ® Wy, ie.

VaW=p| P vieW: | [-i.

i€z \j+k=i
(3) The dual V* of V is the graded vector space
v =PVl
i€z
(4) The graded vector space Hom(V, W) ~ V* @ W is then defined by
Hom(V, W) = Giez (&jez Hom(V;, Wiy ;) [—]

and, as usual, denoted by End(V) ~ V*® V when V = W.
In particular a (degree 0) linear map f: V — W between graded vector spaces is a collection
of degree-preserving linear maps {f;: V; — W;}. A degree k linear map from V to W is a
linear map f: V. — WIk] i.e. f is a collection of linear maps f;: V; — W, for all i € Z (with,
by definition, all but finitely many of these maps being 0).
(5) The tensor algebra T(V) = @;>oV®! is graded by the total degree

1@ @l = o] + - fu
since according to the considerations above
(T(V))i = ®120(V®)i = Bizo0 Birr.tir=i Vi ® ... OV,

for all i € Z. Here, by convention V®° = R has degree 0. The graded symmetric algebra
S(V) of V is the quotient of T(V) by the two-sided ideal generated by elements of the form
x®y— (—1)*I¥y @ 2. Similarly, the graded exterior algebra A (V) of V is the quotient of
T(V) by the two-sided ideal generated by elements of the form z ® y + (—=1)1*ll¥ly @ .

Remark 2.1. (1) The graded vector spaces T(V), A(V) and S(V) do not have finite rank in general.
(2) The graded tensor algebra in the last construction is in fact bigraded, since an element z €
Vi, ®...®V;, has as well the polynomial degree 1. Its bidegree is hence (1,41 +...414;). Precisely,
the elements of T*V := V®* have polynomial degree k. Analogously, the elements of S¥(V) and
A"(V) have polynomial degree k.

A graded Lie algebra (V,[,]) is a graded vector space V equipped with a R-bilinear bracket
[,-]: V®V = V satisfying the following conditions:
(1) the bracket is degree-preserving: [V;,V;] C Vi, for 4, j € Z,
and

(2) the bracket is graded skew-symmetric: [z,y] = —(—1)I*l¥/[y, 2] for all degree-homogeneous
elements z,y € V,
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(3) the bracket satisfies the graded Jacobi identity

[, [y, 2]] = [z, ], 2] + (= 1)1y, [z, 2])

for degree-homogeneous elements z,y,z € V.
A differential graded Lie algebra (dgLa) is then a triple (V,[-,-],d) where (V,[-,]) is a graded
Lie algebra and d: V — V is a degree 1 linear map such that
(1) d[z,y] = [d(x),y] + (=1)!*l[z,d(y)] (that is, d is a degree 1 derivation with respect to the bracket

"

(2) d2 = 0.

For n € Nand 0 < ¢ < n a permutation ¢ € S, is called an (i,n — i)-unshuffle if it satisfies
o(l) <---<o(i)and o(i +1) < --- < o(n). The set of (i,n — i)-unshuffles is denoted by S(; »—;)-

Consider a graded vector space V as above and two of its degree homogeneous elements x; and xs.
Then as elements of S(V), z1 and x5 satisfy

T1 Ty = (—1)'9”1"‘””2"1:2 cxy =: €((12); 21, @2) - T2 - 11

i.e. with €((12);x1,22) € {—1,1} defined by this equation. More generally for x1,...,z, € V degree-

homogeneous, the Koszul sign €(c;z1,...,2,) € {—1,1} of a permutation o and 1, ..., z, is defined
by

Ty Xy = €031, Tn)  T(1) e T (n)-
Similarly, when considered as elements of A(V), z1, ..., z, satisfy

TIA ATy = X021, %) Ta) A A T(n)
with x(o;21,...,2,) € {—1,1}. By definition,
X(U;xlv s 7:677.) = (_1)0 ' E(U;xlv .. '71771)'

Definition 2.2. (1) An L[1]-algebra is a graded vector space V equipped with a (necessarily
finite) collection
{m: S*V = V[1]},

of linear maps, satisfying the following relations for all homogeneous elements z1,...,2, € V:
(1) Z (—1)i(j_1) Z e(oyxq, . ..,xn)mj(mi(xg(l),.. .,.I'g(i)),wg(iJrl),. .. ,xg(n)) =0.
i+j=n+1 UES(i,n,i)

(2) A dgL[l]a is an Loo[1]-algebra (V,my,mg), i.e. with my = 0 for all k£ > 3.

Example 2.3. A dgla structure ([-,-],d) on a graded vector space V becomes a dgL[l]a structure
(m1, mg2) on V(1] by setting mq =d, mg = [-,-] and my = 0 for k& > 2.

Example 2.4. (Lie 2-algebra [I]) A 2-term L.[1]-algebra is a L [1]-algebra defined on a graded'
vector bundle V = go[1] @ g_1[2]. This amounts to 2-term cochain complex of vector spaces g_1 —> go

together with

e a skew-symmetric bilinear map m3: A% go — go (this map is also written m3 = [-,-])

e a bilinear map mi: go ® g_1 — g_1 (this map is also written mi = V)
e an alternating trilinear map ms: A3 gg — g_1
satisfying, for all x,x1,z9, 23,24 € go and y,y1,y2 € g_1, the following conditions:
(i) M1 (Vo) = [2,ma ()]

i) V mi(y1)¥Y2 + vml(uz)yl =0

(iil) [z1, [x2, x3]] + [22, [x3, 21]] + [23, [X1, 22]] = mims(z1, 22, 23)
)
)

_

(iv Vrlvmy Vi, Vi, y — V[ml mg]y—m3($17$2aml(y))
(v) an
0= Z DV, (ma(zy, ..., 5 +Z 1) mg([ ([zi, 5], 21,0 oy oy Ty v, Ta).
1<J

IThe peculiar choice of grading versus indices of the summands becomes clear at the end of this example.
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In other words, go[0] ® g_1[1] with (m1,me = [-,-]+V,m3) is a Lie 2-algebra. The maps m;, i =1,2,3,
are usually written [; in this context.

Remark 2.5. (1) In general, a Lo [1]-algebra becomes a Lo.-algebra ([23],[21]) when shifted ap-
propriately by —1, see [39], [7]. Because the setting of L.-algebras is not used in this paper, only
Loo[1]-algebras are defined and considered.

(2) A Lie 2-algebra with I3 = 0 is called a strict Lie 2-algebra. Then by the equations above,
[-,-] is a Lie bracket on go and V is a representation of go on g_1. (ii) above defines a skew-
symmetric map [, -]q_, 1 A®g_1 = g-1, [y1,¥2]g_, = Vi, (y)¥y2 Which, by (iii), satisfies the Jacobi
identity. (i) shows that l3: g—1 — go is a morphism of Lie algebras. (i) and (iii) then imply as
well together that V: go — aut(g_1), i.e. V is a representation of go by derivations of g_;. Hence
(g0,9-1,11, V) is a crossed-module of Lie algebras in the following sense.

(3) A crossed module of Lie algebras is a pair of Lie algebras (g_1, go) together with a Lie algebra
morphism ¢: g_1 — go and a Lie algebra action by derivations ¢: go — aut(g_1) satisfying, for
any x € go and y1,y2 € g—1, the following two conditions:

P((y1)) = [z, 0(y1)lge  and  Pg(y,)(Y2) = [y1,92]g_,-

The above considerations establish an equivalence between crossed-modules of Lie algebras and strict
Lie 2-algebras.

Example 2.6. Let g be a Lie algebra and let i be an ideal in g. Then g[0] @ i[—1] becomes a strict Lie
2-algebra with the inclusion [ : i < g, the Lie bracket I3 = [, -] on g and the restriction to i of the adjoint
representation of g: I3 = ad: g®i— i, J(z®y) =[z,y] €iforx € gand y € i.

Voronov introduced in [39] a construction of L.[1]-algebras, see also [8] for the following approach to
it.
Definition 2.7. A quadruple (L, a, P, ©) where
(1) L = ®iezLi[—1i] is a graded Lie algebra with Lie bracket [-, -],
(2) ais an abelian graded Lie subalgebra of L,

(3) P: L — ais a linear projection such that ker P is a graded Lie subalgebra,
(4) © is an element of Li[—1] (i.e. of degree 1) such that © € ker P and [©,0] =0

is called here a Voronov-dataset.
Voronov proves in [39] and [10] the following two theorems.

Theorem 2.8 ([39]). Let (L,a, P,0) be a Voronov-dataset. The multibrackets my: S¥a — a[1] given by

mg(ai,...,ax) = P[[...[[©,a1],az2], .. ], ag],
forall ay,...,ar € a determine an Loo[1]-algebra structure on a.
Definition 2.9. (1) A Maurer-Cartan element of a dgLa (V,[-,-],d) is an element z € V of
degree 1 satisfying the following equation:
1
(2) d(z) + g[x,x] =0.

This equation (2) is called the Maurer-Cartan equation.
(2) More generally, a Maurer-Cartan element of a L[1]-algebra (V, m1,ma,...) is an element x

of degree 0 in V such that?
1
Z Hmk(:v,...,x) =0.

k>1

Voronov’s version of the following theorem in [40] is more general since it considers general derivations
of the graded Lie algebra. The following version is stated in [3] and focuses on inner derivations.
Theorem 2.10 ([10],[8]). Given a Voronov-dataset (L,a, P,®), set D := [0,:]. The following brackets
induce an Loo[1]-algebra structure on the space L[1] @ a:

(1) The unary bracket is given by m1(z,a) = (—(Dz), P(x + Da)) for x € L and a € a.

2Note that since V is of finite rank, this sum is necessarily finite.
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(2) The binary bracket is given by* ma(x,y) = (=1)1®[z,y] for x,y € L.
(8) For k > 2 the k-ary bracket is given by

mg(z,a1,...,a5—1) = P[...[z,a1], ..., agx-1]
and
mg(ar,...,ax) = P[...[Day,as],...,ax]
forx € L and ay,...,ar € a, and it vanishes on any different combination of elements of L[1]®a.

2.2. Deformation complexes. This section only considers finite-dimensional real Lie algebras. Given
a Lie algebra (g, u = [,-]) and a representation 7: g — gl(V) of g on some vector space V, there is an
associated complex C?(g; V) := A®g* ® V called the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex with coefficients
in V. Its differential 6;: C*(g; V) — C**!(g; V) is defined for all k > 0 and w € C*(g; V) by

k+1

Sqw (@1, ooy Thp1) = Z(—l)”lr(a@i)w (@1, Tiy e vy Tht1)
i=1
(3) > (D) T ([, @), 2, B Ty T
i<j

The associated cohomology is denoted by H?(g; V). Section 3 illustrates how strongly the complexes in
the following list are linked with deformation theories in the context of Lie algebras (see [4] and references
therein).

(1) The deformation complex of a Lie algebra g is the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex C3,(g; g) :=
A®g* ® g with the representation ad: g — gl(g). The corresponding differential is accordingly
denoted by 53‘1 and its cohomology is written H2,(g; 9).

(2) The deformation complex of a Lie algebra morphism ¢: g — § is given by the Chevalley-
Eilenberg complex C3.¢(¢) := A®g* ® h with the representation ¢* ad": g — gl(h). The corre-
sponding differential is here denoted by d4 for simplicity and its cohomology by H, q'b(g; h).

(3) The deformation complex of a Lie subalgebra h C g is given by the Chevalley-Eilenberg
complex C3¢(h C g) := A*h* ® g/bh with the Bott representation

ad®*: b — gl(g/bh), ad;*"(y) = [u,y].
The corresponding differential is denoted by d°"* and its cohomology is written Hg (h; g/b) =:
Hiy(b C g)-
The following result is an inspiration for similar results on the relations between the different coho-

mologies associated to ideal in Lie algebras, see Section 4.2.

Remark 2.11. (1) Let g be a Lie algebra and let h C g be a Lie subalgebra. The monomorphism
t: b — g of Lie algebras induces the following short exact sequence of cochain complexes

1 (0:5) 3 O3e(1) 5 O3e(h C )

where t.(@)(z1,...,2x) = t(p(z1,...,2x)) and m (V) (x1,...,2%) = 7(WY(x1,...,28)) for ¢ €
A*B* @b, b € A¥h* @ g and 7q,..., 71 € b.
The equalities
Lx00ad =0,0L, and w00, =0y Oy
are immediate.
(2) Consider the cokernel complex

Caer(t) _Ah"®g
Coker®(1,) == —def -
(&) Ce(h;h)  A*h*®b
with the differential 6, defined by the equation §, o p = p o §,, where
p: Cos(t) — Coker®(14)

is the quotient map.

3Here, |z| is the degree of = as an element of L, and so its degree as an element of L[1] is |z| — 1.
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The cokernel complex is then canonically isomorphic to the deformation complex of Lie sub-
algebras C3.;(h C g), via the unique map 7, : Coker®(is) — C3(h C g) such that

Cler(t) — Ciy(b Cg)
o
pl ol
P
Coker® (14)
commutes.
The existence of 7 is just an application of the first isomorphism theorem. Compute
ﬂoé_bop:ﬂopoéb =m, 00, :5'3 O Ty :5'3 om,0p
follows. Since p is surjective, this shows 7, 0 0, = &y 0 7.

2.3. Lie algebraic structures as Maurer-Cartan elements. This section collects two situations,
the ones of Lie algebras and of Lie algebras with representations, where the considered Lie structures
are realised as Maurer-Cartan elements in appropriate graded Lie algebras, and their deformations then
become Maurer-Cartan elements in the obtained differential graded Lie algebras.

2.3.1. Lie algebras as Maurer-Cartan elements [31]. Consider a vector space V and the graded Lie algebra
L:=C*(V;V)[1] = A*T1V* @ V (recall that this notation means that the elements of A"™'V* @ V have
degree 1) with the graded Lie algebra bracket given by

(4) [[5777]] — (_1)(r—1)»(s—1)§ on—nofe ATTs—Ly* QV = CT+S_2(V; V)
on tensors £ € A"V* @V = (C*(V;V)[1])r—1 and n € A°V* @V = (C*(V;V)[1])s—1 (of degrees r — 1,

and s — 1, respectively), where:

(5077)(331,- ..,CC,,«+S,1) = Z (_1)75(77(337(1)7 '7$T(S))))IT(S+1)7" '7':CT(T+S—1))

TES(S’T,U
onall x1,...,245-1 € V. A simple computation using (4) shows that a degree 1-element y € A2V* @ V/
satisfies [u, u]] = —2 - Jac,,, hence
(5) [, 0] =0 if and only if  p is a Lie bracket on V.

The operator [, -]: A*T'V*®@V = A*T2V* @V is then the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential 62¢ defined
by the Lie bracket y, and (C*(V;V)[1], [, ], 02%) is a dgLa. This follows also in a straightforward manner
from the formula (4).

It is then immediate that for 1 € A2V* ® V, the sum p+ /1 is a Lie algebra bracket on V if and only if

i, i + 202G = 0.
i.e. if and only if /i is a Maurer-Cartan element of the differential graded Lie algebra (C*(V; V)[1], [, ], 6a4).

2.3.2. Lie algebras and representations as Maurer-Cartan elements [3]. Now, let V and W be two real
and finite-dimensional vector spaces and consider

L=C*(V,V)[1] ® C*(V,End(W))
That is, the space of elements of degree p > 0 of L is

(APTV* R V) @ (APV* @ End(W))
and

VeprNVeV
is the space of elements of degree —1 of L. Then L is equipped with a graded Lie bracket defined as
follows. Choose &,¢ € A*T1V* @ V of degrees p and p’, and 0,7’ € A*V* @ End(W) of degrees ¢ and ¢/,
respectively. Then
(6) [¢.€] = (-1)PPéod —E ot e NPTV 0V
| —no&eNTIV*QEnd(W) ifg>1

(7) [[5777]]_{ 0 1fq:0

(8) [n,7] = (=1)"non =y on e ATTV* @ End(W)
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where £ o &’ is defined as in (4) and

Mo &) (@1, Tptq) = Z (_1)T77(§($r(1), e 7x7(p+1))7 Lr(p+2),--- 7x7(p+q))

TES(p+1,4-1)

Mon) @1, Zgrg) = D (1) 0(@r(g41)s- - Tr(gre)) O (Tr(1)s - Tr(gr)
TES (! q)

on x; € V. Consider an element p+ p € (/\QV* ® V) ® (/\1V* ® End(W)) of degree 1 in L. Then
[+ psp+pl = (=20 p) +(=2pop—2pop) = (-2Jac,) + (=2popu—2pop).
Compute on 1,22 € V
(=pop—pop)(z1,x2) = —p(p(w1,22)) — pla2) o p(z1) + p(x1) © pla2).

This shows that [u + p, e+ p] = 0 if and only if u is a Lie bracket on V and p is a representation of
(V,pu) on W.

As before, the operator 6 = [u + p,-] on L makes (L, [-,-],d) into a differential graded Lie algebra.
It is then immediate that for g € A2V* @ V and p € A'V* @ End(W), the sum u + 1 is a Lie algebra
bracket on V such that p + p is a representation of (V, u + ) on W if and only if

0=[(u+7) +(p+ 7). (1) + (p+ D)) = [+ 5. + Bl + 20,005 i + 7).

i.e. if and only if 1z + p is a Maurer-Cartan element of the differential graded Lie algebra (L, [-, -], du+p)-

3. DEFORMATION THEORY OF LIE SUBALGEBRAS — RECAP

This section recalls in detail the infinitesimal deformation theory of Lie subalgebras [4], since it is
relevant in the deformation of ideals. Let h be a k-dimensional Lie subalgebra of a Lie algebra g and let
Gri(g) be the Grassmannian of k-dimensional subspaces of g.

Definition 3.1. A smooth deformation (h;);c; of a Lie subalgebra h inside a Lie algebra g is
a smooth curve b : [0,1] — Gry(g) such that b, == h(t) is a Lie subalgebra of g for all ¢ € I := [0,1] and
such that ho = b.

Two smooth deformations (h:):cr and (h}):cr of b inside g are called equivalent if there exists a
smooth curve g: I — G (the unique simply-connected integration of g), starting at the identity and such
that b, = Adg) by for each t € I

Appendix A.1 explains in detail how the tangent vectors to Gri(g) at b are computed and seen as
elements of h* ® g/h ~ Ty, Gri(g). In short, a choice of linear complement h¢ C g for b in g defines
a smooth chart of Gri(g) centered at h. Precisely, the map ¥: Hom(h,h¢) — Grg(g) sending ¢ to
graph(¢) is a diffeomorphism on its image Uy e := {W C g | W @ h = g} C Grg(g). The inverse
W1 Uy ye — Hom(h, h°) sends b to 0.

Via this smooth chart, I > ¢ — by € Grg(g) coincides with a smooth curve ¢: I — Hom(h, h°),
i.e. hy = graph(¢(t)) for all t € I. (Since only the values of b in an arbitrarily small neighborhood of 0 in
I are relevant, assume without loss of generality that h has values in U b.pe-) Since Hom(h, h¢) is a vector
space, the derivative (;5(0) is again an element of Hom(h, h°) = h*®@b°. A composition with 7y,5: g — g/b
defines then

be

t=0

. d
Ta/m © $(0) = o

as an element of Ty Gri(g) ~ h* ® g/h = Cl(h C g).

Proposition 3.2 ([1]). Let b be a k-dimensional Lie subalgebra of a Lie algebra g. If (h:):er is a smooth
deformation of § inside g, then
d

bo = T t:Oht € Clys(b Cg)

is a cocycle. Moreover, the corresponding cohomology class only depends on the equivalence class of the
deformation.
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Proof. Consider as above § to be a smooth curve in ¢: I — Hom(h, h¢) for a linear complement h¢ of h
in g and set

id 0
a: I — GL(g), t— (¢(;’) idhc) ,

where g ~ b @ h°. Then «(t)(h) = graph(é(¢)) = b and

g5 0 &(0)|y = Tg/p © ¢(0) = 60,

see Appendix A.l. Set similarly 7: g — g/b¢ to be the canonical projection for each ¢t € I. Since

(me o a(t))(h) = m(hy) = 0 for all t € I, a(t) factors for each ¢ to a(t) := @(t) as in the following
commutative diagram.

a(t)
g——9

(9) 7{ lm
a(t)
o/h = /b,
The maps @(t) are isomorphisms for all ¢ € I. In order to see this, note that for z € g, @(t)(z + ) = 0 if

and only if a(t)(x) € he. Since a(t) is bijective with «(t)(h) = by, this is the case if and only if = € b.
Since h; C g is a Lie subalgebra for each t € I the map o: I — A%h* ® g/b defined for all ¢t € I by

P (16) _
a(t)(z,y) =a(t) " omfa(t)(z), at)(y)] = 7o alt) at)(x),a(t)(y)]
for all z,y € b, vanishes identically on I. Hence, differentiating ¢ — o (t)(z,y) at t = 0 for z,y € b yields
(10) —7 0 &(0)[z, y] + 7[@(0)(x), y] + 7[z, &(0)(y)] = 0,
which is exactly the cocycle condition & (ho) = dp (mg/5 0 &(0)]) = 0.

Let (he)ier and (h))ter be two equivalent deformations of a Lie subalgebra b of g and let g: I — G
be the smooth curve with g(0) = e and b; = Ad,) b: for all t € I. Then Adyq oa(t) =: o/ (t) defines a
smooth curve o/ : I — GL(g) starting at the identity with o/ (¢)(h) = b; for all ¢ € I. A differentiation at
t = 0 yields

[9(0), 2] + &(0)(z) = a/(0)(z)
for all x € g. Applying the projection 7y/y: g — g/b then leads to bo — b = w0 &(0)|y — mo a’(0)]y =
J5(9(0))- 0

Remark 3.3. Similarly, a deformation of a Lie algebra morphism gives as follows a deformation cocycle,
see [1], and references therein. Let ¢g: g — b be a morphism of Lie algebras and let ¢: I — g* ® b be
a smooth curve defined on an open interval I containing 0, such that ¢(¢): g — b is a morphism of Lie
algebras for all ¢ € I, and such that ¢(0) = ¢g.

Then qS(O) = % | 1o @(t) is again an element in the vector space g* ® h and for all z,y € g
500 (30)) (2,9) = [#0(2), 30)w)] — [00(v), (0)(@)] = d(0) [z, 1)

= [¢)@).30))] + [60)@). ¢0) )| - (0 ([z.4))
d
)

That is, $(0) € Z}_(g,h).

The following Voronov-dataset due to [8] is used for constructing the controlling Lo, [1]-algebra of small
deformations of a Lie subalgebra h C g. Let h¢ be as before a linear complement of h in g. Denote by
pp: g — b and pye: g — h° the projections associated to this choice of complement h°. The inclusion of
h in g is written ¢: h — g.

Lemma 3.4. In the situation above, the following quadruple defines a Voronov-dataset:
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L:=C"*(g;9)[1] = (A\*g* @ g)[1] with the graded Lie algebra bracket given as in (4):
[p@v,Y@w]= (=)D VYALp@v-—dALp@w
on elementary tensors ¢ @ v € A"g* ® g and Y @ w € A°g* ® g (of degrees r — 1, and s — 1,
respectively).
a:=C*(h; h)[1] = A*T'h* ® b°, with the inclusion I: a — L given by I(¢) ® v) = pitp @ v.
e P: L — a the projection given by: ¢ ® x — 1*¢ ® pye(x) with kernel given by
ker P= (A g @) @ (@5t eiy ATHT AN (HS)" @ b°)
Here, h* is identified with the annihilator (h¢)° C g* and (h¢)* is identified with h° via the
splitting g = b & h°.
e © = p is the Lie bracket on g, which, as an element of A2g* ® g, has degree 1, and satisfies
[1e; u] = 0 by (5).
Proof. First check that a is an abelian Lie subalgebra of L. For 11,2 € A*t1h* and vy, ve € h°

[Py Y1 ® v1, ppib2 @ vo] = (—1 1)lrliealy b2 A Loy (Pph1) @ v1 — b1 A o, (Ph32) @ va = 0.

Next verify that ker P is a Lie subalgebra of L. The following computations show that the bracket of any
two elements in ker P lies again in ker P. For ¢1, ¢2 € A®T1g* and uy, us € b,

[61 ® u1, d2 @ uz] = (—1)19 192l gy A vyt @ Ut — 61 A tuy 2 @ un
is again an element of A®*T1g* ® h. For 11,92 € A*TH*, n1,m2 € A®TH(HS)* and vy, v, € b°

[Py Y1 A pyemn @ v1, pyiba A prenz @ va]
= (=1)*(Pyb2 A prena) A oy (P51 A Dpemn) @ v1 = (Pho1 A D) A to, (P2 A Dyetiz) © va
with e := (|1 |+|n1|+1)- (|w2|+|n2|+1) The first term is, up to a sign, (pyP2/APg72) APy Y1 Lo, Pyen ) V1,
which is again an element of EBH_S_._H ATH* @ A*(h°)* @ h°. In the same manner, the second summand is
up to a sign (pp11 Apyem) APy 2 AL, Pyen2) @v2 and so also an element of @iii_.+1 AT B @ A% (5)* @ bC.
For ¢ € A®Tlg*, u e b, i € A®Tih*, n e A*TL(h°)* and v € h©
[¢ @ u, pip Apjen @ v] = (—1)IPIFIFD 1 (s A prn) A tod @ u— & A tu (Pl A phen) @ v
The first term is an element of A®**!g*®b, while the second term equals, up to a sign, ¢/\(p;; (Luw)/\p;;cn)@)z)

and is so an element of @iii_.ﬂ AT H* @ A*(he)* @ be.
Finally note that P(u)(u1,us) = pyelu1, ug] for all us, ug € h. Therefore, © = p € ker P if and only if
h C g is a Lie subalgebra. As seen before, [u, u] = 0 since u is the Lie bracket on g. O

The multibrackets of the L.[1]-algebra on a induced by the above Voronov-dataset, are given by

my(a,...,a;1) = P[[...[[w, I(a1)], I(a2)],...], I(a;)]

for I > 1 and ay,...,a; € a. Choose £ € A"h ® h° (i.e. of degree r — 1). Then
my(§) = Plp, I(§)] = P (6aa(1(£))) -

For hy,..., hy.41 € h compute
P (0aa(1(£))) (B, hrg1) = poe (Gaa(L(£))(ha, - - - s hyg1))

r+1

- Z(—1)i+1p,,c [hi,g(hl, N hr+1)}

+ Z z+gg(hl,hj],hl,..ﬁ,...,},...,hm)

1<i<j<r
= (0p&) (1, .- -, hrg1).

This shows that m; = d5, modulo the identification h° ~ g/h.
Now, let £ € C"(h,h¢) = A"h @ h¢ and n € C*(h, h°) (of degrees r — 1 and s — 1, respectively). Then

ma(€,m) = Pllu, ()], I(n)] = Pl6aa(1(€)), I(n)] € C"*(h,h°)
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Assume that 7 = s = 1 and choose hy,hs € . Then by (4)

(
ma (&) (h1, ha) = pye (0aa(§) (N(h1), ha) — Gaa(€) (n(h2), h1) — 1 (Baaé(h1, ha)))
= pye ([n(h1), E(ha)] — [ha, EthT))] — E[n(h1), ho]
— [n(h2), &(h1)] + [P, Ep))] + E[n(h2), hil
— 1 ([h1,€(h2)] = [h2, £(M1)]) + nl&lbrstrT)).

(11)

In particular

(12) ma(§, ) (h, ha) = 2pye[€(h1), E(h2)] — 2§[€(h1), ha] + 2£[€(h2), ha].
Last, the trinary bracket is worked out. Let &, n,v € C*(h; h°)[1]. Then
m3(&,n,v) = P[[[w, 1), I(m)], I)] = Pl[daa(L(£)), I(m)], I(¥)].

Assume that [£] = |n| = |v| = 0 and compute for hq,hs € b
my(&, 1, v)(h1, he) = pye ([[0aa(1(£)), I(m)], I()](ha, h2))
= Pye ([02a(1(£)), I(m) (v (1), h2) = [8aa(1(£)), I ()] (v (h2), k1) — v ([0aa(1(£)), I(m)](R1, h2))) -
Easy computations give that this is
Poe ([0aa (1)), I (v (A1), h2)) = [6aa (1 (&), I (v (h2), hr) — v ([aa (1 (£)), I(m)](ha; h2))
= —&[w(ha), n(he)] = nlv(ha), &(h2)] = &[n(ha), v(ha)] = nlE(h1), v(h2)] — v ([(h1), n(h2)] + [n(h1), £ (h2)]) -

In particular,

(13)

m3 (&, &, §)(ha, he) = —6€ ([£(h1), {(h2)])
for all hy, ho € b.
It is easy to see or interpolate from these computations that my vanishes for all k& > 4 because p = [-, ]
has only two entries. In particular for all £ > 4 the multibracket my, vanishes on degree 0 elements.

Proposition 3.5 ([35], [8]). Given a k-dimensional Lie subalgebra hh C g and a complement h¢ for b in
g, there is a bijection between

(1) Maurer-Cartan elements ¢ (of degree 0) of the L [1]-algebra (C*(b; h)[1], {m;}?_;), and
(2) k-dimensional Lie subalgebras i’ C g such that g =’ & h°,

given by the correspondence ¢ — graph(¢).

Proof. Consider ¢ € A'h* ® h¢. Then graph(¢) = {u + ¢(u) | u € b} is a Lie subalgebra of g if and only
if [graph(¢), graph(¢)] C graph(¢). Equivalently, this means that for every u, @ € b:

[u+¢(u), @+ ¢(a)] = [u, @] + [u, ¢(@)] + [p(u), @] + [d(u), d(a)] € graph(e).
This is equivalent to
poe ([, 6()] + [6(u), ] + [9(w), &(@)) = &([u, 1] + py ([, 6] + [B(u), ] + [B(u), H(@)]) ).
On the other hand consider
1 (8) + 5mal6,0) + 5ms(6,6,0).
On u,u € b this is

Poe ([, H(@)]) = pye ([, (w)]) = ¢([u, a]) + pye([B(w), p(@)]) — ¢ (py ([6(w), al))
+ 0Py ([9(0), u])) = d(py([0(w), d(@)])),

which concludes the proof. O

Denote by A € Hom(A%g, g) the space of Lie brackets on the vector space g and by S C Gri(g) the
space of k-dimensional Lie subalgebras of the Lie algebra (g, ).

Definition 3.6. A Lie subalgebra hh C g is called a rigid subalgebra if for each open subset V C G
containing e € G there exists an open subset U,Y C Gri(g) of b such that for every Lie subalgebra b’ C g

with ' € UhV7 there exists g € V such that the equality h’ = Ad, b holds.
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Remark 3.7. Note that if h C g is rigid, then for each g € GG, the Lie subalgebra Ad, h C g is rigid as
well: for V' C G open around e take the neighborhood

UXa, = Ady (U779 C Gri(g)

of Adyh. Then for all §’ € Ungh there exists b’ € U571V9 such that ' = Adybh” and so there exists
g’ € g1V g such that

h' = Adgbh"” = Adg Ady b = Ady, -1 Adg b,
with gg’g~! € V. In particular, if a Lie subalgebra h C g is rigid, then its orbit Oy is open in S:

Oy = {Adyb| g € G} € Uyeq (USy, 4 NS) € Oy
shows that
Oh = UgEG (Ugdgb n S) 5
which is an open subset of S.

Theorem 3.8 ([1]). Let b C g be a Lie subalgebra. If H} (h C g) =0, then b is a rigid subalgebra.

A Lie subalgebra h C (g, ) is stable if all nearby Lie algebra structures on g have a nearby Lie
subalgebra isomorphic to b.

Definition 3.9. A Lie subalgebra h C (g, u) is called a stable subalgebra if for every neighborhood
Uy C Grg(g) of b, there exists a neighborhood V,, C A of p such that for every p/ € V,, there exists
b’ € Uy such that b’ C (g, /) is a Lie subalgebra.

Theorem 3.10 ([1]). Let h C g be a Lie subalgebra. If H3 (b C g) = 0, then b is a stable subalgebra.
In addition, the space of k-dimensional Lie subalgebras of g is then locally a manifold, around b, of
dimension equal to the dimension of Z} (b C g).

4. INFINITESIMAL DEFORMATIONS OF AN IDEAL IN A LIE ALGEBRA

Consider again Definition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 in the case where b := i happens not to be just a
Lie subalgebra of the Lie algebra g, but also an ideal of g. In this case the Bott representation vanishes,
so H} (i C g) equals [i,i]° ® g/i, and more generally, the deformation complex of the ideal as a Lie
subalgebra is then (C$.,(i C g),d2°%") = (C*(i;9/i), 6 ), with the trivial representation tr: i — gl(g/i),
i.e. the zero linear map. This section describes the appropriate cohomology associated to deformations
of an ideal as an ideal and not as a mere Lie subalgebra.

4.1. Smooth deformations and infinitesimal deformations of an ideal. A Lie ideal i of a Lie
algebra g comes with two natural representations:
(i) ad': g — gl(i), ad(u) = [z,u] for all z € g and all u € i, and
(ii) ad®': g — gl(g/i), adg/i@) =[z,y] for all z,y € g.
Consider the associated Hom-representation on Hom(i, g/i) = i* ® g/i:
ad"*™: g @ Hom(i, g/i) — Hom(i,g/i), ad*™(¢)(u) = ad¥ (¢(u)) — ¢(ady(u)),
for all x € g and all u € i. Consider the corresponding Chevalley-Eilenberg complex C*®(g;i* ® g/i) =

A\ 9" ®@i* ®g/i, with 55{;{" = 5adHom The obtained cohomology is written H ... (g;i* ®g/i) =: H*(i<g)
g>i

for simplicity. Given f € CF(g;i* ® g/i), the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential is given explicitly by the
following formula:
k+1

See ()@, wern,w) = Y (1) ad¥ (f(@r, . B T, w)
=1
k+1
(14) +Z F@1e e By T, [, 1))
+Z D f ([0, 5], @15 ey Ty e ey Ty ey T 1, )
1<j

for z1,...,x54+1 € g and u € i.
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Definition 4.1. A smooth deformation (i;)ics of an ideal i inside g is a smooth curve i:0,1] — Gri(g)
such that ip =1 and i; := i(¢) is an ideal of g for all t € I := [0, 1].

Because ideals are Ad-invariant, the equivalence relation in Definition 3.1 would here become trivial:
in the sense of this definition, two equivalent smooth deformations of an ideal as an ideal (not only as
a Lie subalgebra) would be equal. Accordingly, two deformations of an ideal are equivalent if they are
equal — there is no room here for a more permissive relation of equivalence of ideals.

Proposition 4.2. Let g be a Lie algebra and let i C g be an ideal. If (it):ecs is a smooth deformation of
the ideal i inside g, then

d
(15) — i ey Grk(g)
dt|,_,

is a 0-cocycle in C*(g;i* ® g/i).

Because of this result, cohomology classes in H%(g;i* ® g/i) are called infinitesimal deformations
of i.

Proof. First recall that % ‘ =0
i* @ g/i (see Appendix A.1). In addition identify < ’t:Oit =Tgi0 4 ’tzoa(t)h, where the curve® a: I >
t — a(t) € GL(g) is such that a(t)(i) = i; for each t € I, and where 7y/;: g — g/i is the canonical
projection.

For each t € I the map mgy/;, has kernel i; and factors hence to an isomorphism Tt): g/i — g/i; such
that

i; is a linear map from i to g/i using the canonical identification T} Grg(g) ~

a(t)
g——9

(16) WB/‘J/ J{ﬂ-ﬂ/it
coalt) .
g/i — g/

commutes. The fact that i; C g is an ideal for each ¢t € I means that [g,i;] C i;. Consider the smooth
map o: I — Hom(g,i* ® g/i) defined, for any ¢t € I, = € g and u € i, by

o(t)(@,u) = a(t)  omgyn, ([, a(t)(w)]) ‘B 7y 0 alt) " ([, alt) (w))).

o vanishes at t € [ if and only if i; is an ideal. Differentiating with respect to ¢ the expression o = 0
d d

vields
an) o= (G| o®)ew = —ryeo (G| a)) () + (2 (5] a))w)),

for all z € g and w € i. This is the cocycle condition for the linear map my/; o %}tzoa(tﬂi: i—g/iin
C%g;i* @ g/i). g

t=0

4.2. Relation with other deformation cohomologies induced by ideals in Lie algebras. This
section compares the deformation cohomology and deformation classes of ideals with several deformations
cohomology and deformation classes associated to ideals in Lie algebras:

(1) The ideal i of g is a subrepresentation of the adjoint representation of g, which can be deformed
as a subrepresentation, i.e. as a morphism of Lie algebras g — gl(g,1), where gl(g,1) is the Lie
subalgebra of gl(g) consisting of all the endomorphisms of g preserving the vector subspace i < g.

(2) The ideal i of g defines the morphism my/;: g — g/i of Lie algebras, which can be deformed as
such a morphism, see Remark 3.3.

(3) The Lie algebra g/i defined by i can be deformed as a Lie algebra.

(4) This section considers as well Nijenhuis and Richardson’s deformation class [31] associated to the
ideal i C g.

(5) Finally, the deformation class of i as a mere Lie subalgebra of g can be considered.

For the convenience of the reader, the adjoint action of g/i on itself is written ad in this section. The
adjoint action of g on itself is simply written ad. It is easy to see that w;/iﬁ = ad?/".

1o might be defined on a small neighborhood of 0 only.
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4.2.1. Relation with the deformation cohomology of the ideal i as a subrepresentation of the adjoint of
g. Denote by gl(g,i) the Lie subalgebra of gl(g) consisting of all the endomorphisms of g preserving the
vector subspace i <1 g. Since the adjoint representation ad®: g — gl(g) of g preserves i, it has image in
gl(g,1). The natural inclusion igq): gl(g,1) < gl(g) induces the following linear map for all & > 0:

( 2g1(g) ) Ck(g g[(97 )) — Ck(gmg[(g))v (igl(g))*((b)(xla'-'uxk) :ig[(g)((b(xla"'vxk))'
—_—————
Cé‘cf(adg)
The representation in C*(g; gl(g)), the deformation complex of the Lie algebra morphism ad® : g — gl(g),
is r = (ad®)*(ad®"®) and so its differential §,qs is given by
k+1

Sads (W) (21, .., xp41)(y) = _Z(—l)“rl [, w(Xr, .oy Tay ooy Th1) ()]
b1

Do) (o)

+Z DM w ([, 5], 15 s Tiy e ey Ty ooy Tr1) (9)
1<j

for w € C*(g;gl(g)) and 1,..., 2541,y € g. This differential restricts to the subspace C*(g; gl(g,1)) of
C*(g:91(9)) and (igig))s: (C*(g;81(g,1)), daas) <> (C*(g; 9l(g)), daas) is a cochain map.

The category of cochain complexes is an abelian category and so kernels and cokernels exist in
it. If ®: (B®,dg) — (A®,da) is a cochain map, its kernel Ker®(®), its image Im®(®) and its cok-
ernel Coker®(®) := B®/Im®(®) complexes are defined degree-wise. Denote by pcoker: (A®,da) —»
(Coker®(®),d,), the canonical projection, where da is exactly defined such that pcoker is a cochain

map: dA © PCoker = PCoker © dA.

Proposition 4.3. The deformation complex C*(g;i* ® g/i) of an ideal i < g fits into the following short
exact sequence of cochain complexes

(C. (93 g[(g7 1))7 (sadg)

Proof. Tt is sufficient to check that the cokernel complex of the inclusion (igg))« is isomorphic to the
deformation complex C*(g;i* ® g/i). Consider, for any k > 0, the surjective linear map
me: CMgial(g)) = CM(g:i" @ /i), me(w) (@1, 20) = mgpi o w(@, -, k)i

The following direct computation shows that m, is a cochain map:

totto))- ¢ . s om
ey (g ata). i) ——— (C(aii* = 0/i). 0L,

Ty (5ad9 (w)) (@1, .y 2py1)(u) = wg/i(&ddg (W) (21, ... ,:Ck+1)(u))
k+1
—Z ZHWQ/1 ./L'“(U(xl,...,@,...,fk.l,.])(ﬂ)])
k+1

+Z 7T-g/l xla"'7@7"'7$k+1)([$i7u]))

+Z 1)t /1 ([:Ci,xj],xl,...,@,...,@,...,xk+1)(u))
i<j
k+1

_Z 1+1adg/i (ﬂ_*(w)(xh_,.,@,...,,T]H_l)(u))

+Z 1), ( [:Ci,:vj],xl,...,:@,...,@,...,xk+1)(u)
i<j
k+1

+Z W) (X1, s By wpn) ([, )

= 55{;? (ﬂ-* ((U))(.Il, <oy Tht1, U)
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for z1,...,2k41 € g and v € i. The kernel complex of 7, is exactly the complex C*®(g;gl(g,1)). The
following commutative diagram is then automatically a commutative diagram of cochain complexes, that
yields the desired isomorphism.

(C*(9;91(g)). 6aas) ——— (C*(g;i* @ g/i), 611™)

-
pCokerJ/ L

C*(ggl(@) 5
(C’(g;g[(gvi))’éadg>
O

4.2.2. Relation with the deformation cohomology of the canonical projection g — g/i. The ideal i of g
defines the quotient Lie algebra g/i and the canonical projection 74 /i: g — g/i, which is an epimorphism
of Lie algebras.

Recall here that the shift by k of a cochain complex (A®,da) is (A®[k], (—)¥da), by convention. In
this section, several cochain complexes are shifted by 1, giving a minus sign to the ‘shifted’ differentials.
Note that whenever a cochain complex (A®* = ©;>0A*[~k],d4) is shifted by 1 in this section,
the shift by 1 is understood to be truncated to non-negative degrees; i.e. A*[1] is understood
to be @1 A%k +1].

Proposition 4.4. There is a natural cochain map from the deformation complex of the canonical pro-
jection 7my/i: g — g/i, as a Lie algebra morphism, to the deformation complex of the ideal i <t g, defined
by:

I: (C*(g;0/)[1], =0x,,.) = (C*(g: 1" © 9/1), 52t

CkJrl(g;g/i) S¢— (_1)k+1¢|(Akg)Ai
for all k£ > 0, which in addition sends deformation cocycles to deformation cocycles.

Denote the image complex of IT by C%(g;i* @ g/i) = {¢|regni | ¢ € A*T1g* ® g/i} and the restriction
of II to its image by II5. Note that there is no better description of this complex — it needs to be defined
as the image of the map II.

Proof. Choose ¢ € A\Fg* @ g/i. Then the following computation shows that ITo (=0my, () = SHom o T1(g)

o>i
and so II is a cochain map. Compute for z1,..., 2, € g and xp41 €1
(_1)k+1(_6ﬂ'g/i(¢))|AkQAi(xl7 ceey Ty wk-i-l)
\y./
€l
k41
= (=R Y (=) M (mad)e (S(@, - By Thg)
i=1
(DR Y (D) (i as] s B Eyy e Ty Trg)
1<i<j<k+1

= (DY (1) ad¥ (G, Tiy ey Thy Thr1))

=1
+(=DF >0 (D) e((miag), By Tk Thg)

k

1<i< <k
k
+ (_1)k Z(_1)1¢($17 ceey ‘%\iu ey Ty [:Eiu :Ek-‘rl])
i=1

= (_1)k6§;?1(¢|/\’“*19/\i)(x17 <o Tk l'k-i—l)

= 6?;?1((—1)]6(“/\)@719/“)(!@17 sy Tk, xk+1)7
where the second equality uses that 7*,.ad = ad®/' and ad®/' = 0. For the second claim, let Tgyi: Ixg—

g/i Tk+1 g

g/i with mg (¢, ) = w;/i be a smooth deformation of the canonical projection wg/i i= my,i- Note that the
dimension of Ker(r;) can possibly vary but since the surjectivity of 74/; is an open condition, at least
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for ¢ in a sufficiently small neighborhood J C I of 0, the rank of wé Ji remains maximal. Assume hence
without loss of generality that the deformation of 7y /; is deformed by surjective Lie algebra morphisms.
The induced deformation of i := Ker(my/;) as an ideal is given by (i; := Ker(ﬂ'tg/i))te] and the smoothness
of this curve in the Grassmannian is guaranteed by the smoothness of mg/;.

Pick a smooth curve of linear vector space isomorphisms (o )ie s in GL(g) with ap = Id and a4 (i) = i;
for all t € J and consider the linear map wé/i oay: g — g/i. Differentiating the equation w;/i oay)i =0
yields 5 |t 0 g/1( u) = mg); O %}tzo(—at)(u) for all u € i. The left-hand side is the deformation cocycle
associated to the deformation of 7 /i, see Remark 3.3, and the right-hand side is, up to the minus sign, the
deformation cocycle associated to the deformation of i, see Proposition 4.2. Since II sends ¢ € Alg* ®g/i
to —¢|; € A’g* ®i* ® g/i, this completes the proof of the second statement. O

Remark 4.5. One could hope that the natural inclusion
i OR(gs1" @ /i) = C*(g:1" ® g/i)

is a quasi-isomorphism. However this is not the case in general: Let (g, 1y = 0) be an abelian Lie algebra.

Then any vector subspace of g is an ideal in g. Here 55{;?’ = 0, so the cohomologies are identical to the

complexes themselves and therefore cannot be isomorphic.
However, in degree 0, the vector spaces C9(g,i* ® g/i) and C%(g,i* ® g/i) are equal, so also the
0-cohomologies of the two complexes are equal.

4.2.3. Relation with the deformation cohomology of g/i. Now the deformation complex of the ideal i of g
is set in relation with the deformation complex (C*®(g/i; g/i), 0zg) of the quotient Lie algebra g/i.

Proposition 4.6. The cochain complex (Cx(g;i* ® g/l),éé{;‘fl) fits into the following short exact se-
quence of cochain complexes:

18) (/i o/ —63) —— (@ 0/l —0r,,.) 2 (Chlai @ 0/i).Hp)

The first map is simply the inclusion A®i°®g/i — A®g*®g/i, via the canonical isomorphism 7T e/t —
i° C g*.

Proof. The kernel complex of I is given at degree k by:
(19)
Ker* 1 (11,) = {¢: AN g gfi] d(xr,. .. iy k1) = 0 if 2; € 1 for some i € {1,. k13
= A" @ /i 5 g/ /i)
via the natural isomorphism

(20) AT @ g/t — CF (g /isg/h), b (82 (T, o, Togr) = O(@1, .y Tpp1)) -

Via this isomorphism, the inclusion (C' (g/i;9/1), 53‘/11) < (C*(g;9/1),0x,,,) is a cochain map, as shown
in the following computation.

k+1

9/1(5)(171,-..,%)*2( ' ade (6@, - Ty Thr))

z+ o —_—
+ g ng ([, 7). %1, Ty -1 Ty e v Thit1)
1<J
k+1

_Z z+1 g/lad)ml(¢(x17"'7@7"'717@-{-1))

E ’ Z+J 7 »
=+ ¢ I’UIJ] xla'"axla"'axjv"'v'rk+l)
1<j

= 57rg/i(¢)(xlu s 7:Ek+l)

for ¢ € AFi° @ g/i and z1,..., 2841 € @. O
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4.2.4. Relation with Nijenhuis and Richardson’s deformation cohomology of an ideal. Let here C?(g;g)
be the graded vector space defined at degree k by

CF(g;9) ::{(b: /\kg—>g|qﬁ(:vl,...,:vi,...,xk)Eiif:vieiforsomeizl,...,k},

and equip it with the usual differential (5Sd, which preserves C?(g; g).

The obtained complex C?(g;g) appeared in [31] as the complex controlling deformations of the Lie
algebra (g, itg), such that i remains an ideal in it. This section explains how this deformation problem is
related at the infinitesimal level to the study in this paper of deformations of ideals in Lie algebras.

Recall the differential graded Lie algebra structure on C*(g; g)[1] defined in Section 2.3.1 by the Lie
algebra g.

Proposition 4.7. Let g be a Lie algebra and i be an ideal in g. The graded vector space C?(g; g)[1] is
a differential graded Lie subalgebra of C*(g; g)[1] and the linear map

(21) T CP (g g)[1] = C*(g/ig/D1], ¢ 700
with 7y, 0 ¢ € (C*(g/i;9/i)[1])r defined as in (20) by

Tg/i © (b(x_l, R ,:EkJrl) = (Wg/i o ¢)(I17 e ,CCkJrl),
for all ¢ € C’f“(g,g), T1,...,Tp41 € @, is a dgLa morphism®. Furthermore, the cokernel complex
% of the inclusion C?(g; g)[1] — C*(g; g)[1] is isomorphic to CR(g;1* ® g/i) via the linear map
(22) II: ¢ = (=1)"(mg/i 0 )| ak-1gni-

Proof. The fact that the differential 53¢ and the Gerstenhaber bracket [-,-] both restrict to C7 (g; g)[1]
is a direct observation of their formulas. Recalling the complex Ker®(II5) from (19), for & > 1 the map
7 CE(g;9) — Ck(g/i; g/i) factors as

C{C(Q;E) — Kerk(HA) — Ck(g/i;g/i), ¢ Tg/i © ¢ Ty/i © ¢.
Since the canonical identification Ker®(IT,) = AFi° ® g/i = C*(g/i; g/i) is a cochain map, it is enough
to check that also the map CF(g;g) — Ker” (ITA) is a cochain map. Compute

k+1
671'9/i(7rg/i © ¢)(x17 s ,$k+1) = Z(_1)1+1(7T;/ia’d)mi (Wg/i o (b(xlv SRR jj\’ia o axk+1))

1=1
+Z(—1)i+j7rg/ioqﬁ([xi,:vj],:vl,...,@,...,fj,...,:C;H_l)
4,J

k+1

= Z(_l)i+1ﬂg/i([xia ¢(x17 v 7'@7 v 7$k+1)])
1=1

+Z(—1)i+jﬂg/iOfb([xi,iﬂj],zl,---,@7---7@,---,171@“)
i<j
= (mgsi 0 82%(e)) (@1, . .., Trg1)
for k €N, ¢ € CF(g;9) and z1,..., 2541 € g.

Next check that T : C?(g; g)[1] — C*(g/i; g/i)[1] respects as well the Lie brackets. Take ¢ € (C?(g; 9)[1])x
and ¥ € (C?(g;g)[1]): and compute

|7gsi0 b, mgsiod] (®1,. .., Trpiv1)
=(—1)M Z Tg/i 00 (/i 0V (Tr (D), - -+ Tr(ia1)) » Tr (17 2)s - - - Tr(htis 1))
TES(Z+1’1€)

- Z Tasi 0¥ (Tg/i 0 G (Tr(0)s - - -+ Tr(hor1)) » Tr(ht2)s - - - Tr (ke D))

TGS(;C+1,1)

5This map can be extended to the whole complex C?(g; g)[1], i.e. is not only defined on non-negative degrees. The space
(C?(g;8)[1])—1 is C?(g; g) = i. The map T is simply zero on this space.
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for z1,..., 24141 € g. By definition, this is
(—H Z Ta/i © 0 (U (Tr(1)s -3 Tr41)) s Tr(142) s - - - Tr (it 1))
TES(H»I,k)

- Z Ta/i OV (@ (Tr(1)s - s Tr(ht1)) s Tr(k42)s - - - » Tr(htit1)) = Tgsi © [0, 0] (@1, - .o, Thogig1) -

TGS()@JFLL)

Finally check that the linear map

k5 E C.(gvg) Tad . sk om oy
II: <m[1]a —5Sd — (CA(Q;l ®9/1)75§|>1 ) ) ¢ (—1)k(77g/1 o ¢)|/\"*19Ai
i )
for k > 1 and ¢ € C*(g;g), is an isomorphism of cochain complexes. This map is well-defined since
¢ = 0 is equivalent to ¢(z1,...,2;,...,2,) € i whenever x; € i for some ¢ € 1,...,k, and so it implies

Tg/i © Bl ak—14ai = 0. Moreover, the map C*(g;g) — CF g i* @ g/i), ¢ — Tg/i © P|an—14a; i surjective
with kernel C{“(g;g) and so it factors as claimed to an isomorphism. Choose k > 1, ¢ € C¥(g;g) and
T1,...,Tk € g and T4 € 1, then:

6?;?1 ((—1)k7Tg/i 9 (;5|/\k719/\i) (,Tl, e ,xk,xkﬂ)
k
D D)l (g2 6 s Btk
Z 7,+]7Tg/ O(b([xz,x]] xlu'"7@7"'7@7"'7$k7xk+1)
1<i<y<
k
DEY (1) 0 @ @1, By s [, 24 )

= (=D (1) sil(mi, ¢, ., Fry o Trg1)])

+(—1)k Z (—1)i+j7rg/iO(b([xi,,fj],xl,...,@,...,@,...,$k+1)

1<i<j<k+1
= (_1)k+1(7rg/i ° (—5§d)¢)|mgm(x1, s Tht1)-
O
Remark 4.8. The complex C?(g; g) appeared in [31] as the complex which controls deformations of the

Lie algebra (g, itg) such that i remains an ideal. This remark explains how this deformation problem is
related to the one studied in this paper, at the infinitesimal level. A smooth deformation (it):cr of an ideal
i C g induces as follows a smooth deformation (up)ier of the Lie algebra (g, ug) such that uf(g,i) C i
for all ¢ € I — i.e. the Lie bracket on g is deformed such that i remains an ideal in the deformed Lie
algebras. This smooth deformation is defined, after choosing a smooth family of linear isomorphisms
(aw)ier € GL(g) such that ap = id and oy (i) = i, at each time ¢, by conjugation:

pg(r,y) = a; ' opg (), au(y)),  Va,y€g
Differentiating the above equation at ¢ = 0 yields

(% t_guﬁ)(:v,y) = —(% ) o pig(z,y) +Mg<:;t _ Oat(w%y) + g (w,% t_oat(y))

for all z,y € g. Assume that y := u € i and apply the canonical projection 7y /; to the above equation:

t=0

7r o<d ut>(517“) ™ O<d a>([xu])+w/M+ﬁ {x d a(u)}

i 1. ) = - i ' t ) 1| t ) i s 3, t .
g/i dt i—0 g g/i dt i—o g/i —o g/i dt i—o

The right-hand side of this equation vanishes since it is the cocycle condition for my/; o %‘ 1ot €

C°(g;i* ® g/i), see (17) in the proof of Proposition 4.2. Therefore 7y /; o = 0, which shows

(% ’t:O'th) ‘g/\i
that < Z|,_opt indeed is an element of CZ(g; g).



20 I. ERMEIDIS*, M. JOTZ

4.2.5. Relation with the deformation cohomology of the ideal as a Lie subalgebra. Let i be an ideal in a
Lie algebra g. Recall that the deformation cochain complex of i as a Lie subalgebra of g is (C3,(i C
g),08°%) = (C*(i;9/i), 8er). Let 1i: i — g be the inclusion.

Proposition 4.9. The natural restriction
respi: C(g:1" @ g/i) — C*(i;9/1)[1],

(23) Ca(g;i* ®9/1) 2 6= (=1)* 1] nrny,
for k£ > 0 is a cochain map and
HP(respi): HQ(g;1" @ 9/i) = Hie(i C 9)

is injective. Furthermore, there is a commutative diagram of short exact sequences:
o o . I, o/ ix .
C*(g/t9/1)[1] — C*(g:9/D[1] — CR(g:1" ® g/i)

(24) j H lresAa

Ker*(s7)[1] —— C*(g; 0/i)[1] —— C*(i;g/1)[1]

where Ker(:f) = {¢: A®g — g/i| ¢|asi = 0}, and the top left and left inclusions are just given by the
canonical inclusion A®(g/i)* =~ A®i® < A®g*.

Note that CQ(g;i* ® g/i) = i* ® g/i = C1(i,g/i), so res,; is minus the identity in degree 0. However,
because the cocycle conditions on C9(g;i* ® g/i) and C (i, g/i) are very different, H%(resn;) is in general
not surjective and so not an isomorphism in cohomology.

Recall as well that in (24), not the full complexes C*(g, g/i)[1], etc, are considered, but only their
truncations to non-negative degrees, as the top-right term does not have negative degrees. The map I

is not defined on (C*(g; g/i)[1])-1 = C°(g; g/i) = g/i, and also e.g. (C*(g/i;g/i)[1])-1 = C°(g/i;9/i) = g/i
is not a vector subspace of Ker®(:¥) which is {0} by definition.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. Compute using Proposition 4.4 and resa; oIl = ¢
resai 0(5?;‘1“ oIl =respiollo(=dr, ) = t{ o (=dr,,,)-
On ¢ € C*(g,g/i) and uy,...,upy1 €1, this is
_Z¢([ui7uj]7u17" '7’&/\7;7' .. 7@7" '7u/€+1)7
i<j
which equals
(_6230“0?(;5))(”17 e 7u/€+1)'
Hence
Hom _* _ Bott * Bott
respi 000y o Il =i o (=6, ) = =677 01f = =677 orespoll

Bott
_51

Tg/i

o(SHom —

Since II is surjective on its image C3 (g;i* ®g/i), this shows that res,; od o' =

g/i), i.e. that resa; in (23) is a cochain map.

If ¢: i — g/i is an infinitesimal deformation of i <1 g, then H(respi)[¢] = [~¢] € Hi,(i C g), where
[#] = ¢ on the left-hand side is the cohomology class of ¢ as a closed element of C%(g,i* ® g/i) =
AYg* ®i* ®g/i, and [—¢] on the right-hand side is the cohomology class of —¢ as an element of C(i, g/i).
Assume that the image H!(i,g/i) 3 [—¢] = 0, then there exists T € g/i, i.e. the class in g/i of some z € g,
such that —¢ = 7y ;0 [-,z]: i — g/i. But this vanishes because i is an ideal in g. As a consequence, ¢ = 0
and so H'(res,;) is indeed injective.

oresp; on CR(g;i*®

Next note that

Ker®(i})[1] = {¢: A"g—g/i| k>1and ¢|s; =0} = @ <i° /\/\g*) ®g/i

p=>0

naturally contains C*Z1(g/i;g/i) ~ A*Zli°® ® g/i. The commutativity of (24) is easy to check: the
right-hand square commutes since resy; oIl = ¢ and the left-hand square is just the fact that via the
identification A®*Z1(g/i)* ® g/i ~ A*Z1i° ® g/i, the inclusion of A*Z!(g/i)* ® g/i has image in Ker®(:¥). O

1
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4.2.6. Bringing everything together. Consider the following diagram.

Cr(g:9)[1] ——— C*(gg)[1] —L—y Sl

(25) ﬁl mm{ s

C*(g/i;g/V)[1] ——— C*(g;9/i)[1] —2—s C(g;i* @ g/i)

The short exact sequence at the bottom of the diagram was already found in (24) and the map 7 was
defined in (21). The isomorphism on the right-hand side is given by the map defined in (22). The map
(mgi)«: C*(g,8) — C*(g,9/i) sends w € A®g" @ g to mg/s ow € A®g" ® g/i. It is easy to check that this
is a cochain map

(C°(g,g),5gd) N (C.(g,g/i),égdg/i) '

The square on the left-hand side of (25) commutes by definition of 7, and (my/;)«, and the square on the
right-hand side commutes as well by definition of the involved linear maps.

Proposition 4.10. The cohomology H ﬁ (g;1* ® g/1) fits into two long exact sequences, which are related
by the following commutative diagram (starting at k = 1).

k—1

s HYg:0) —— HM@0) —— Hbg(0:0) —— B (gi0) — -
(26) | | e It . |t
- — H(g/i0/i) — H*g;a/i) — HY '(g:i* @ g/i) =4 HM(g/is0/i) — -
with the coboundary operators dg and 95 ; defined as usual (see e.g. [2, 1.§2]) by
o%-115] = [5340)]
for all kK > 1 and all w € C*(g; g) such that 53‘1&; lies in CF™(g; g), i.e. such that @ is a closed element of

C*(gi9)
CF(g;0)°

and
O 0) = [9ry,0)

for all £ > 1 and all closed elements ¢ = Q§|/\k—lg*/\‘1 € CF Yg;i*®g/i), i.e. with ¢ € AFg* @ g/i satisfying
Oy Blargni = 0, 1e. 0r € AFFL® ® g /i = AFT1(g/i)* @ g/i.

The proof of Proposition 4.10 is just a straightforward application of the following lemma to the
diagram in (25).
Lemma 4.11. Let
(A3,da1) —— (Bf,dp) —2» (C1.dc,)

FAJ FBJ J/Fc
(43,daz2) —— (B3, dps) — 2 (C3.dc.2)

be a commutative diagram of cochain complexes, with the two horizontal sequences being exact.

Then the maps [F4], [FB], [Fc] defined in cohomology by Fa, Fp and F¢ intertwine the long exact
sequences in cohomology induced by the short exact sequences (A;,da;) — (Bi,dp:) — (Ci,dc,;) for
1 =1,2. That is, the following diagram of long exact sequences in cohomology commutes, with k > 0.

8{“71 8k
SO Ay Y ey WY o) B R A) —
l[FA] [Fi] [Fc] l[FA]

A (2] 7k Wa] 71k %, k+1
25 HR(Ay) 3 H¥(By) 5 HF(Co) =5 HFFL(Ay) — -

Proof. Recall that ¥ is defined as follows for k > 0 and i = 1,2, see [2, 1.§2]
(e = [a]

for ¢ a closed element of CF, b € BF such that ;(b) = ¢ and a € A¥™ the (necessarily closed) element
such that ¢;(a) = dp.(b).
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Choose k > 0 and ¢ € CJ a closed element. Choose as above b € BY such that 1 (b) = ¢ and a € AF*?
such that ¢1(a) = dp,1(b). Then

$2(Fa(a)) = Fp(¢1(a)) = Fp(dp1(b) = dp2(Fp(b))
and
¥2(Fp(b)) = Fo(ih1 (b)) = Fe(o).
This shows that
05 [Fc(c)] = [Fa(a)],
and so, since [Fa(a)] = [Fa]([a]) = ([Fa] o 9¥)[c] and the closed element ¢ € C¥ was arbitrary,

3§o[FC] = [FA]oaf.

5. DEFORMATIONS OF A LIE IDEAL AS MAURER-CARTAN ELEMENTS

While for investigating the infinitesimal deformation theory of ideals, no choice of complement is
needed, for finding the Lie structure on the deformation complex C*(g;i* ® g/i) it is crucial to fix a
complement i¢ of the ideal i < g in g. That is, i is canonically isomorphic to g/i as a vector space. The
projections associated to the choice of complement i® C g are denoted by pr;: g — i and pri.: g — i
The inclusions i < g and i < g are denoted by ¢; and tic, respectively.

Consider small deformations of i <1 g in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 5.1. Given a k-dimensional Lie ideal i < g in a Lie algebra (g,[-,-]) and a vector space
complement i¢ C g. Then a k-dimensional subspace i’ C g is called a small deformation of i < g if
g=1®i° and 1’ is an ideal in g.

Recall that the choice of i¢ defines a smooth chart of Gry(g) around i. Its elements are the k-dimensional
subspaces of g that are complementary to i¢. Therefore, small deformations of i < g are the subspaces of
the vector space g which lie in the chart domain Ujc ~ Hom(i, i°) around i € Gry(g) and are, in addition,
ideals of the Lie algebra (g, [, ]).

5.1. The Voronov dataset associated to an ideal in a Lie algebra. This section begins with
constructing a dgL[1]a structure on C*(g;i* ® g/i) associated to an ideal i in a Lie algebra g, that will
then be the dgL[1]a controlling the deformations of i in g.

Proposition 5.2. Let g be a Lie algebra and let i be an ideal in it. Choose a (vector space) complement
i¢ for i in g. The following quintuple is then a Voronov-dataset:

(1) The graded Lie algebra g := (C*(g; g)[1] ® C*(g; 9l(g)), [-,-]) defined in Section 2.3.2.
(2) a:=C*(g;i* ®1°) with the inclusion
Ina— g, 1/} = I(w)(xla s ;Ik7y) = (Oa Lie (U’(iﬂla s axkvpri(y))))7

(3) P: g—~a defined by (¢7¢) = P(¢7¢)(x17 s 7‘Tk?7u) = Plie (w(xlu s ,(Ek,bi(u))),
(4) © == pg +ad®.

Proof. By Section 2.3.2, (g, [-,-]) is a graded Lie algebra and p14 + ad? is a Maurer-Cartan element in it.
First check that a C g is an abelian subalgebra via the inclusion I. If ¢; € C* (g;i* ® i°) and
Py € CF2(g;i* ®1°), then for o1,...,Tp, +4y,Y € @

(1), (W) (%1, - - - s Ty sy ) = ((—1)F%2 T(p1) 0 T(tha) — L(4h2) 0 T(91)) (%1, - - - s Ty 4z ¥)-
It is enough to check that (I(¢1) o I(¢2)) (21, ..., Tk, +ky,y) vanishes. By definition, this is

Z (=17 T(01) (Tr(kat1)s -+ - Tr(hothn)s LW2) (Tr (1) -+ s Tr(ha)» Y))

TES (k. k1)

= Z (=1)7 tie <1/)1 (I‘r(kz-i-l)v s Tr(kytka)) (Priohc)(i/fz (IT(1)7 X '7IT(k2)5pri(y))))> )

TES (kg k1)

(27)

which vanishes because pr; otje = 0.
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Next check that Ker(P) is a graded Lie subalgebra of (g, [-, -]). Observe that the kernel of the projection
P : g — a consists in the following graded vector spaces:

Ker(P) = C*(g; g)[1] @ | C*(g; (i)° ®@1) ® C*(g;1° ® g)
—A =:B =:C

By (6), the first component A is a graded Lie (sub)algebra of g, while (7) implies immediately that
[A,B] c Band[A,C] C C. Last, (8) implies that [B, B] C B, [C,C] C C and [B,C] C B. The element
g is clearly in A and ad? € Ker(P) since i C g is an ideal. Hence © = pg + ad® € Ker(P) N1 MC(g). O

The following shows that the dgL[1]a structure on C*(g;i* ® i°) induced by the above Voronov dataset
is the one controlling the deformation problem of the ideal i <t g. That is, the unary bracket
my: C®(g;i* ® i) — C*M(g;i* @ i9
defined by m1 () = P[ug +ad?, I(y))] equals the differential 5?;{“, up to the identification i¢ ~ g/i. The
following computation confirms that this is exactly the case. For ¢ € AFg* @ (i* ®i°), 21,..., 7441 € @
and u €1

m1(¢)($1, s ,I’k+1,u) = PII/'LB + adgﬂ I(dj)]](‘rla s ,I’k+1,’u)
=Plug, I(V)|(z1, ..., 2641, u) + Plad®, L(¥)](z1, . .., Try1, u).
The first term is
PTic ([[/J‘ga I(w)ﬂ (xlu e 7xk+labi(u)))

= — Pl Z (=1)7 T(¥) (g (@ (1)s Tr(2))s Tr(3)s - - - » Tr (et 1) Li (W)

TGS(Qkal)
= - Z (=1 Y([2r (1), Tr(2)]s Tr(3)s - - + 5 Tr(ht1)s U)
TES(Q,]C,I)
k+1 o
= Z(—l)lﬂ (@i, 5], 1,y Tiy ey Ty e ey Thog1, W)
1<j

and the second term is
Pric ([[adga IW)] (1, Tt Ll(u)))

=pri | (=1)" Z (=1)7ad?_, ., (L) (@r(1ys- - s Tr (), ti(w)))

TES(k,1)

—pre (S0 (CUTIW) (e e add | (5(w))

TES(l,k)
= Z (—1)7' Prie <adg7_(l) (Lic (1/}($T(2), e Tr(k41) u)))>
TES(l’k)
- Z (=17 (@r2)s - Tr(otr), [T (1), 1))
TES(l,k)
k+1 . ) k+1 .
= Z(_1)1+1 a,dg{l(1/}($1, s 7@7 sy Lht1, U)) + Z(_l)l 1/)($17 s 7'@7 <oy Th+1, ['Ilvu])
=1 =1

Together, the two terms add therefore up to 55{;{“(1/1) (T1,. . Thp1,u).

Next consider the binary bracket. Choose 1 and ¢ € C%(g;i* ® i) = i* ® i°. Compute
[lig +ad® I()], ()] = [[1g, I()], L(@)] + [[ad®, I(4)], L(#)]
= [0,I(¢)] + [ad® oX(¥) — L(1)) o ad®, I(¢)]
= ad? oI(1h)}e¥(B) — I(¥)) 0 ad® oI(¢) — I(¢) 0 ad® oI(¢)) + I(¢)}oF(T) 0 ad® .
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Hence for all z € g and u € i
ma(, ¢)(x,u) = =1 (pr; (adg(¢(u)))) — ¢ (pr; (ad(¢(u))))
= (prilz, ¢(u)]) — ¢ (pri[z, ¥ (u)]) .

In particular, ma(¢, @) is defined by
(28) ma (¢, ¢)(x, u) = —2¢(pri[z, ¢(u)])

for all x € g and all u € i.
An easy computation using (1)) o I(¢) = 0 for all ¥, ¢ € C*(g;i* ®i°) shows that my = 0 for all k > 3.

Theorem 5.3. Given a k-dimensional Lie ideal i < (g, [-,]) together with a complement i° C g, there is
a bijection between

(1) MC-elements of the Loo[1]-algebra (C*(g;i* ® i), 5;{;’{“ =my,mz), and
(2) small deformations of the ideal i < g,
given by the correspondence:
C%g;i* ®i°) 3 ¢ = graph(¢) C g,
Proof. The subspace graph(¢) = {u + ¢(u)|u € i} is an ideal in g if and only if [g, graph(¢)] C graph(¢).
Equivalently, this means that for every x € g and u € i:
[z,u] + [z, ¢(u)] = [z,u + ¢(u)] € graph(¢).
This can be rephrased as
prye ([, ¢(w)]) = o[z, ) + 6(pr, [, H(w)])
for all x € g and all v € i. On the other hand, compute the Maurer-Cartan equation of (C*(g;i* ®
V), 6Hom — iy my) for ¢ € CO(g;i* @ i°):

» g
om 1
() + 5mal,6) = 0.
On x € g and u € i, this reads

pric([z, ¢(w)]) — o[z, u]) — ¢(pri[z, p(u)]) = 0

by the considerations above and using the identification g/i ~ i®. This concludes the proof. ]

Remark 5.4. Observe that in the case of a Lie subalgebra ) C g, the controlling L., [1]-algebra becomes a
dgL[1]a if the chosen complement Vj is a Lie subalgebra itself (such a complement does not always exist),
since then a straightforward computation shows that the trinary bracket ms defined in (13) vanishes.

However, in the case of a Lie ideal i < g, the choice of a complement i which is closed under the Lie
bracket does not simplify the problem. However, picking a complement which is itself a Lie ideal turns
the deformation problem into a linear one since then the binary bracket ms vanishes. Once again, a
choice like this, is not always possible — except for example when g is semisimple.

5.2. The controlling L.[1]-algebra of simultaneous small deformations. In the situation of the
previous section, using Theorem 2.10, there is a cubic Lo[1]-algebra structure {m;}?_, on the direct sum

(29) gll]®a:=C*(g;9)[2] & C*(g; 9l(9))[1] & C*(g;1" ® 1),
where, for any® z,y € g and a, a1, as € a, the brackets are defined as follows:
i (& + ) = — [ug + ad®, 2] + P(x) + mi (a)

ma(z,y) = (=1) [z, y]
(30) my(z,a) = Plz,I(a)]
mg(al, az) = My (al,ag)

)
) = Pllz, I(a1)], L(az)]-

Let (g, 1g) be a Lie algebra and i an ideal in this Lie algebra. Choose a vector space i C g comple-
menting i in g. A simultaneous small deformation of (ug4,i) is a pair (4’ € A*g* ® g,i C g) such
that p1g + 1/ is a Lie bracket on g and i a vector subspace of g such that g =i’ ®1i° and ' is an ideal in

(9, g + ).

ma(x, a1, as

6Here |z| stands for the degree of x as an element of g.
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Theorem 5.5. Leti be an ideal in a Lie algebra (g, jtg) and choose a vector subspace i¢ C g complementing
iin g. Consider ¢ € i* ®i° and ' € N’g* ® g. Define ad’ € Alg* ® gl(g) by ad,(y) = /(z,y) for all
x,y € g, and set graph(¢) =: 1.

Then the pair (W',i') is a simultaneous small deformation of (pg,1) if and only if (¢',ad’,¢) is a
Maurer-Cartan element of the Loo[1]-algebra (g[1] ® a,m1,ma,ms3) defined in (29) and (30).

Proof. The sum pg + 1 is a Lie bracket on g and i’ < (g, 4 + £') is an ideal in the obtained Lie algebra
if and only if

[kg + 1/ g + 1] =0, see (5),
(g + 1) (z,u + ¢(u)) C graph(¢) for all z € g,u € i.
The first condition is equivalent to
(31) l1g +ad® +4' + ad’, ug +ad® +4' + ad'] =0

by Section 2.3.2, since ad® +ad’ is then the adjoint representation of g associated to the Lie bracket
g + 1. The second condition is equivalent to the following equality for all z € g and u € i:

pric (g (7, o(u))) + pric (1 (2, u)) + pric (1 (z, $(u)))

(32) — oty () + Spr (1 (1)) + Bpr (g (@, Sw)))) + D(pr, (1 (2, B(w))))-

The Maurer-Cartan equation for
W +ad +¢ € C*(g;9)[2] © O (g; gl(0))[1] @ C°(g;1" ® 1°)
is
(33)
__ 1 __ 1 __
my (1 +ad’ +¢) + 5z (1 +ad' +¢, 4 +ad' +¢) + 5 (1 +ad +¢, 1’ +ad +¢, 1’ +ad +¢) = 0.
Compute
my (0 +ad' +¢) = — [pg +ad® p' +ad] + P(u' +ad’) +mi(¢)
= — [ug +ad?, i/ +ad'] +P(ad’) + P [ug + ad®, I(¢)]

—~
—

= — [ +ad®, i + ad'] + P(ad’) + P [ad®, I(¢)] ,

— 1 B 1
ma (1 +ad' +¢, 1/ + ad +¢) = -5 [t +ad', 0 +ad] + o (1 +ad’, 1(¢)) + 5m2(4,9)

1
2
o _1
)

[ +ad W +ad] +P [ +ad, I(¢)] + %P kg +ad®, 1(9)], 1(9)]

! / i ! 1
[0 +ad, 4 +ad'] + P [ad’, 1(#)] + 5P [[ad®, I(#)] . 1()]
and
%ﬁé (W +ad +¢, 4’ + ad' +¢, 4’ +ad' +¢) =
(

ma(i +ad', ¢, ¢) = %P [[w +ad' 1(0)] . 1(9)]

P [[ad, 1(0)] . 1(6)]

Using [ug + adg, g + adg] = 0 (see Section 2.3.2) and [ug + ad®, p/ +ad’] = [/ + ad’, ug + ad®], the
left-hand side of (33) now reads

2
N =N =

1
-3 [ +ad® +p + ad’, pg + ad® +4' + ad']

1+ P(ad') + P [ad® +ad', I(6)] + %P [[2d® +ad’, I($)] . I(6)] -

The first term has degree 2 in g := C*(g; g)[1] ® C*(g;9l(g)), and the remaining terms have degree 1.
Hence (33) holds if and only if (31) holds true and

P(ad’) + P [ad® +ad’, I(¢)] + %P [[ad® +ad’, 1(¢)] , I(#)] = 0.
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A straightforward computation using (8) shows that the latter equation reads
pric (ady(u)) + pric (adf(d(u) + ady(¢(w))) — (¢ 0 pry) (adf(u) + ady(u))
— ¢ (pr; (ad(¢(w)))) — ¢ (pr; (ady(¢(w)))) =0

on z € g and u € i. Since pg(x,u) lies in i and by definition of ad’, this is (32). O
6. GEOMETRIC APPLICATIONS: OBSTRUCTIONS, RIGIDITY AND STABILITY

This section focusses on applying the machinery built above to a study of the local geometry of the
(moduli) space of Lie ideals in a given Lie algebra.

Let g be a Lie algebra and choose k € {0, ...,dimg}. Denote by I(g) the subset of the Grassmannian
Gry(g) consisting of the space of k-dimensional Lie ideals inside (g, pg).

6.1. The Kuranishi map and obstructions to deformations of ideals. Recall that the deformation
cohomology

suon (917 ® g/1) = H*(i < g)
of an ideal i in a Lie algebra g was defined in Section 4.1, and that the underlying complex (C*(g;i* ®

g/i, 53;”{“) fits in the dgL[1]a (C*(g;i* ®g/i), 53;”{“ = mq,mz) of Theorem 5.3 — identifying now the chosen

complement i€ of i in g with the vector space g/i.
Definition 6.1. Let g be a Lie algebra and let i < g be an ideal in g. The Kuranishi map
Kuriqy: H(i<g) — H'(i<g)

associated to the Lie ideal i < g is defined as follows:

1
(] = 5 lma(n,m)].
This is well-defined since my = it C*(g;1* @ g/i) — C**!(g;i* ® g/i) and

mi(ma(n,n)) = 2ma(ma(n),n)
for n € C%(g;i* ® g/i).
The following proposition is standard in deformation theory, but its proof is repeated here for the
convenience of the reader.

Proposition 6.2. If Kuriqg # 0, then the deformation problem of i < g is obstructed: there exists a
cohomology class [n] € H(i<1g) that is not a deformation class — in other words, there exists no smooth
deformation (i¢)es of the ideal i inside g such that % | i it =17

Proof. Let i° a complement of i <t g and let (¢¢):cr € i* ® i¢ be a smooth family of linear maps starting
at the zero map. Then i; := graph(¢;) is a smooth deformation of the vector space i := ig. Consider the
Taylor expansion of ¢, around t = 0:

B¢ ~ tn + t2w + O(t%)
with n,w € i* ® i°. The following shows that the condition of graph(¢;) being an ideal in g for all ¢ forces
the Kuranishi map to vanish on n = % ‘ 1o @t- Let z € g and u €1, then
[, u+ ¢ (w)] = [z, u] + te, n(w)] + [z, w(w)] + O(t*) € graph(¢y)
for all ¢ induces
tprie [z, n(w)]) + 2 (prc [z, w(w)]) = tn([z, u]) + Pw(fz, u]) + 2n(prifz, n(u)]) + O(F),
for all ¢, which is equivalent to the following two equations:
pric ([z,n(w)]) = n([z,u]) =0
pric([z, w(w)]) = n(pri[z,n(w)]) — w([z,u]) = 0.

Since € g and u € i where arbitrary, the first equation recovers the fact that (5iH<]°;n(77) = 0, while the

second equation and (28) yield mg(n,n) = =2 - §{3" (w). Hence
1

Kurigq([n]) = 5lma(n,m)] =[5 (-w)] = 0.

This shows that the Kuranishi map vanishes on deformation classes. 0



DEFORMATIONS OF IDEALS IN LIE ALGEBRAS 27

Example 6.3 (The case H?(g/i;g/i) = 0). Recall that Proposition 4.4 shows that the cochain map
Oy: C*H(g;0/i) - Cl(g;i* @g/i), ¢~ Bl Ak gni

sends the deformation cocycle associated to a deformation (W;/i)tel of the projection my,i: g — g/i
to the deformation cocycle defined by the deformation of the ideal i defined (locally) by the kernels

(Ker(w;/i)) .
te
Combining the assumption H?(g/i;g/i) = 0 (e.g. when i = rad(g) or g/i is semi-simple) and (26) shows

that
HO(TIp): H (g:9/1) — H)(g:1" @ g/i) = H'(i< g)
is surjective. This implies that i <1 g is (topologically) rigid, see Definition 6.12 and Theorem 6.14 below.

In particular every deformation class of the ideal i < g is the image under H°(II») of a cohomology
class in the deformation cohomology of the canonical projection 7y ,;: g — g/i.

When H?(g/i;g/i) = 0 in fact every smooth deformation of the ideal i < g arises as the kernel of a
smooth deformation of the canonical projection. To see this, use the fact that (g/i, 14/:) is (geometrically)
rigid and so every smooth deformation of the Lie bracket on g/i is (geometrically) equivalent to the trivial
one (see [31], or [3, Section 4.1]). Let (i;)ier be a smooth deformation of the ideal i < g. At each time
t € I, the ideal i; defines the canonical projections 7y/;,: g — g/i;. The Lie algebra structures on g/iy,
t € I, are then transferred to Lie algebras (g/1i, ,utg /1> via a smooth family of linear isomorphisms denoted
by a;: g/i; — g/i and satisfying ap = idg/;. Then (/,Ltg/i)tej is a smooth family of deformations of the Lie
bracket yi4/; induced by the transfer. Using the fact that g/i is rigid, there exists a smooth family of Lie
algebra isomorphisms ¢;: (g/i, u’;/i) — (9/i, pgyi), with ¢g = idg ;. Then the maps

71'3/41 =¢roazomyy,: g — /i,

for all ¢t € I, define a smooth deformation of the canonical projection 7y, such that Ker(w; /i) =i for
allt e 1.

The following example illustrates once more how the deformation theory of an ideal is not its defor-
mation theory as a Lie subalgebra.

Example 6.4 (Obstructed as an ideal =& obstructed as Lie subalgebra). Let h3(R) = g be the 3-
dimensional Heisenberg algebra, in other words the Lie algebra of (3% 3)-strictly upper triangular matrices.
The center Cent(h3(R)) =: 1 of h3(R) is the 1-dimensional ideal generated by the basis vector:

0 0 1
0 0 O
0 0 O

Furthermore, consider the complement i C h3(R), which is generated by the other two canonical basis
vectors:

and

o O O
o O O
o O O
S = O

0 1
0 0
0 0
The inclusions [h3(R), Cent(h3(R))] = 0 and [h3(R),i°] C Cent(h3(R)) imply that any O-cochain is a
0-cocycle: for any n € i* ® g/i and any z € g = h3(R) and u € i = Cent(h3(R)):
Sy (m) (@, w) = pric ([, n(w)]) — n([z, u]) = 0.
€l =

The Kuranishi map is hence given here by
. . 1
Kuriqg: COli<g) = Z'(i<g), Kurige(n) = Emg(n,n)

with
ma(n,n)(z,u) = =21 (pr;[z, n(w)]) = =21 ([z,n(u)])
for all € h3(R) and all u € i.
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A linear map ¢: i — i is uniquely defined by

00 1 0 a 0
000|320 0 3
00 0 00 0

with «, 8 € R. It is a O-cocycle, but the 1-cocycle Kuriqy(¢) = %mg (¢, @) does not vanish (unless ¢ = 0)
since it does

0 =z O 0 0 1 0 o?y—afz 0
0 0 yv|,{0 O O —~—1|0 0 aBy — B2z
0 0 0 0 00 0 0 0

for all x,y € R. Therefore, the deformation problem of the ideal Cent(h3(R)) <1 h3(R) is obstructed: the
ideal i = Cent(h3(R)) of h3(R) admits no smooth deformation. On the other hand, since i = Cent(h3(R))
has dimension 1, any deformation of the vector subspace i is a deformation of i as a Lie subalgebra of
h3(R). Hence, the deformation problem of the Lie subalgebra Cent(hs(R)) C h3(R) is unobstructed.

Denote by Si(g) the subset of Gry(g) consisting of the space of k-dimensional Lie subalgebras of g. A
k-dimensional Lie ideal i < g is a point in Ix(g) C Sk(g). The local geometry of i < g as a point in the
bigger space Si(g) and as a point in the smaller I (g) is hence different in general.

6.2. Rigidity of ideals in Lie algebras. This section is inspired from the study in [4] of the rigidity
of Lie algebras, Lie algebra morphisms and Lie subalgebras. Similar techniques are developed to obtain
a rigidity result for Lie ideals.

Let (F — M,G) be a G-vector bundle, i.e. a vector bundle E — M, together with a Lie group G
acting on it by vector bundle automorphisms. That is, the smooth Lie group action

a:GxE—=E, afg,e) = ge=a4e)

restricts to a Lie group action on the zero section M, denoted by a™*: G x M — M such that, for all
g € G, the map «oy: E'— F' is a vector bundle automorphism over ai®: M — M.

Remark 6.5. The restriction Tos E of the tangent space of E — M along its zero section is canonically
isomorphic as a vector bundle over M to TM & E, via the isomorphism

TM & FE — TysE, (U, €m) TmOE(vm) + — tem

In other words, the short exact sequence

Tq

E Tos E TM

)

with the inclusion £ — TyrE, e —
TO®: TM — TysE.

% ’ 1o b€, 1s canonically split by the tangent of the zero section

Definition 6.6. Let (E — M, G) be a G-vector bundle. A section o: M — E is called G-equivariant
if 0(gx) = go(x) for any g € G and x € M. The vertical tangent map

Tgcrta: T.M — E,

of o: M — FE at a zero z € 0~ (0) = {x € M | o(z) = 0F} is the map TV*"*¢: TM — E defined as
the composition of Tyo: T, M — Tor B ~ T, M & E,, followed by the projection onto E,. A zero x € M
of o is called non-degenerate if the sequence

vert o

(34) g L % R,

is exact, where o”: G — M is the orbit map of o' at z € M.
The following proposition on the openness of orbits is proved in [].

Proposition 6.7. Let (E — M, G) be a G-vector bundle, let o: M — E be a G-equivariant section and
assume that © € 0~1(0) is nondegenerate. Then there is an open neighborhood U of x and a smooth
map h: U — G such that for all y € U with o(y) = 0 the equality h(y)z = y holds. In particular, the
orbit of x under the G-action and the zero set of o coincide in an open neighborhood of z.
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Let g be a Lie algebra and let i be an ideal of g of dimension k. Consider the smooth vector bundle
E — M, with base manifold M := Gry(g) and fiber over W € Gr(g) given by Ew = {W} xHom(g, W*®
g/W). Let Tauty(g) — Gri(g) be the tautological vector bundle, i.e. Tauty, is the rank & vector subbundle
of Gry,(g) x g given by Tauty(g)|qwy = {W} x W. Then E — Gry(g) is the smooth vector bundle

Gri(g) x g
Tautk(g)

The dual vector bundle Tautj(g) is the quotient of Gry(g) x g* by its smooth vector subbundle
(Tautx(9))° = Uwear @ IW} x {l € g" | l(w) =0 for all w € W}.

The vector bundle E — Gry(g) comes as a consequence with the smooth vector bundle projection

(35) E = (Gri(g) x g") ® (Tautx(g))" ® — Gry(g).

Gry(g) X (0" ® g* ® g) £ E

Gri(9)

sending (W, ¢) € Grg(g) X (g* @ g* ® g) to
(Wa 7Tg/W o ¢|Q®W) S E|W7

see Appendix A.2, where local trivialisations of E are given.
The section

(36) c:M—E, W (W,mgw o tglgaw)

is smooth since it can be written as P o : Gri(g) — F, with the constant section
o: Grr(g) = Gr(g) x (0" ®@g" ®g), W (W, ).

The zero set 0~ 1(0) of o is exactly the space Ir(g) C Gri(g).

Remark 6.8. Note that this construction is independent of 114 satisfying the Jacobi identity (or being
skew-symmetric). In fact, for each v € A%g* ® g ~ Hom(A?g, g) the constant section

7: Grp(g) = Gri(g) x (9" ®@g" ®g), W (W)
projects as above to a smooth section
Y(v): Gri(g) — E, W — (W, Tg/W © V|Q®W)
such that the diagram

Gri(g) x (6" ® g* ® g) £ E

S e

17

Gri(g)
commutes. The map
S A gteg— [(E)

is then an R-linear map.

The following computes explicitly the vertical differential T*"*c: T; Gry(g) — E;. The following
lemma is useful for this.

Lemma 6.9. Let 7: E — M be a smooth vector bundle with a vector bundle isomorphism ¢: £ —
M x E|, for some p € M, such that ¢|,: E|, — {p} x E|, is the identity. If p is a zero of a smooth
section o: M — E, then
Tgerto = T;;'ert((b oo): T,M — E|,,
and so
Ty(¢ 0 0)(vp) = (vp, 0y, T, 0 (vp)) € TLU x {05} x Bl = T,U x Tor (Ely)
for all v, € T, M.
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Proof. By definition, Ty*"*o: T,U — E|, sends v, € T,M to Tyov, — T,0%v, € E|, = TjzE. As a
consequence, !

Ty (¢ 0 0)(vp) = Tp(p o o) (vp) — T,0M*Ele (v,) = T05¢(Tpm’p) - TOE¢(TPOEUP>
= Tor ¢(Tpov, — T,0%v,) = Topd (T, ov,)

for all v, € T,M. Choose e, € E|, and consider the corresponding vertical vector

tep S T()EE

t=0
d d
Op¢<dt t=0 ep) dt |,_o oler)

since ¢|,: E|, — {p} x E|, is the identity map. This shows that
Tgertd?}p — TOE¢ (Tgertavp) — Tpvert (¢ o 0) (Up)

dt

Then

i te
dt P

t=0

for all v, € T, M.
The second statement then follows immediately. O

The last lemma shows that the map T,°"*o: T} Gry(g) — E; can be computed in a chart U := Ub' ~

i* ®1¢ given by a choice of complement i¢ for i in g, since it induces a trivialisation
Elyiie = UY x (g* ®i* @ g/i)
that is is the identity on E|;. By (40), the image under the isomorphism ®~': E|y — U x (g* ®i* ® g/i)
of oly: U — Ely is given by
G:=0"too:U—Ux(g"®i*®g/i), & (graph(e)) = (¢, 1g)
for all ¢ € i* ®1°, with py € g* ® 1* ® g/i given by
pg(,u) = prosifz, u+ ¢(u)] — (prg/i od o pry)l, u + ¢(u)]

for all x € g and all u € i.

Take a smooth curve ¢: I — U with ¢(0) = 0 i.e. graph(¢(0)) = i. Then as discussed in Appendix
A,

#(0) € T: Grg(g) =" @ g/i
and by the considerations above

ver d
"o (a

Onz € gandue€i,

d
dt ‘=0

= prys [2,8(0)(w)| = (bry/i06(0) 0 pr, ) 2w+ G(0)(w)] = (bry/; 00(0) o pry) [, u + G(0)(w)]
= prgsi [.60)W)] = (prg/i°6(0) o pry) [r,0] = pryss [, 6(0)(w)| = (bry3°6(0)) [z u]

M

€l

(praule =+ 6(2) ()] = (pro/s 06(t) o b, u + H(6)(w)])

oy ) () = 5
o (t ) = 7
t=0 © dt

since” ¢(0) = 0. This shows that

d d
Tvcrt - t _ Hom [
i o <dt 0 ¢( )> 5g>1 (dt

o0)).
t=0
Since the curve ¢: I — U was arbitrary, this shows that

TYo = po: " @ g/i = g* @ i* @ g/i.

Let Aut(g) be the Lie group of Lie algebra automorphisms of (g, 1) and consider the (left) linear Lie
group action
a: Aut(g) x (Gri(g) x (5" @ g" @ g)) = (Gre(g) x (¢" @ g" ®9))

7In this computation (;5(0) is considered an element of i* ® i°.
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defined by
(U, (W,w) = (T(W),Vowo (T, ¥ 1Y),
where w € g* ® g* ® g is seen as an element of Hom(g ® g, g). The action & is linear over the canonical
Lie group action Aut(g) x Gri(g) — Grg(g), (¥, W) — ¥(W). By the following proposition, there is a
unique Lie group action
a: Aut(g) x E— FE
such that
Aut(g) x (Gri(g) x (9" @ 9" @ g)) ——— Gri(g) x (8" @ g" @)

idaue(g) X P P
Aut(g) x E — E

commutes. The Lie group action « is explicitly defined by

(T, (W, éw)) = (Z(W), Tow) € {(W)} x Hom (g, (T(W))" @ g/T(W)),
where the second component is given on z € g and w € W by:
(37) Uow (2, U(w)) = mg/uw) o U ((dw (T (z), w))"),

~—_———
eg/W

where for any y € g/W, the element y"t
Y.

of g is an arbitrary choice of element of g such that 7y (ylift) =

Proposition 6.10. In the situation above, the pair (£ — M, Aut(g)) is an Aut(g)-vector bundle and its
section o defined in (36) is Aut(g)-equivariant.

This follows from the following lemma, the proof of which is straightforward and left to the reader.

Lemma 6.11. Let FF — M be a smooth vector bundle over a smooth manifold M, let Fy C F be a
vector subbundle over M, and let G be a Lie group. Let P: F — F/Fy be the canonical epimorphism of
vector bundles over the identity on M. Assume that

a: GxF — F, ag: GX M — M

are smooth (left) Lie group actions, such that

GxF %, F

| |

GxM —(— M

is a vector bundle homomorphism.

(1) If a4(Fy) = Fy for all g € G, then & quotients to a smooth Lie group action
a:Gx F/Fy— F/Fy,  alg, fy+ Fo(p)) = alg, fp) + Folgp)
forall g € G, p € M and f, € F(p), i.e. such that

G x F/FO
) //
idc xX P ol

p /P

Gx F L

F
.
,
.
.
y
.
y
.
p
.
K
M

g ——

a—> F/FO

_—

=]

N

commutes.
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(2) Consider a smooth G-equivariant section 6: M — F. Then & quotient to a smooth G-equivariant
section 0 := Pog: M — F/Fy, i.e. such that

GXF/FO a— F/F()

5
idg x P //j /P/
— ///
G x F a—-~+— F
o

’

.
T idg Xo
idg x& ,’/
L
.
;
.

GxM ag — M

Qe

commutes.

Proof of Proposition 6.10. The vector bundle E — Grg(g) is the quotient of Grg(g) x (g* ® g* ® g) by
the kernel

(Gri(g) x ¢") @ Tauty(g)° @ (Gr(g) x g) @ (Gri(g) x %) @ (Gri(g) x g*) @ Tauty(g).

For « to be defined, it suffices hence to show that this vector subbundle of Gri(g) X (g* ® g* ® g) is
invariant under the action &. Take (W, w) in the first summand, i.e. W € Grg(g) and w € g* R g* R g
does w(z,w) =0 for all x € g and all w € W. Then for all ¥ € Aut(g), for all x € g and all w € W

(Tow) (T Hz), ¥ 1 (¥(w)) =T (w (¥ (z),w)) =0,
which shows that
V- (Wow) = (W), Towo (¥}, 071))

lies again in (Grg(g) x g*) ® Tautg(g)° ® (Gri(g) x g). Similarly, the subspace (Gri(g) x g*) ® (Grr(g) x
g*) ® Tauty(g) is clearly preserved by the Aut(g)-action on Gri(g) x (g* ® g* ® g).

It remains therefore to check that 6: Gri(g) = Gri(g) x (¢* ® g* ® g) is Aut(g)-equivariant. But this
is immediate since ¢ is the constant section

(W) = (W, ng)
for all W € Gry(W), and ¥ € Aut(g) is by definition an isomorphism of g preserving jiq:
Vopgo (UH U™ = pg.
O

The differential at Idg € Aut(g) of the orbit map a': Aut(g) — Gry(g) of the action o™ is computed
as follows. First recall that

Tia, (Aut(g)) = aut(g) = {¢ € gl(g) | ¢([z,y]) = [6(2),y] + [z, 6(y)]} = Z' (g: 9)-

Therefore, Tiq, o' : aut(g) — T3 Gri(g). Let (¢1)rer € Aut(g) a smooth curve of automorphisms such that
¢o =Idg. Then as an element of Tj Gry(g) = i* ® g/i,

[ d d
T o [ £ _ e
jepet <dt t_0¢t) o

see the computation at the end of Appendix A. This shows that for all ¢ € aut(g), Tia, ' (¢) = 74109 €
Hom(i, g/i) ~ Ti Grg/(g).

¢i(i) = gy 0 P(0)];,

t=0

As a summary, the sequence (34) reads here
Z'(g;9) = aut(g) — TiGrp(g) =" ®@g/i — Ei=g ®i"®g/i
with the first map
Y= gy 0l
and the second map

H
Y= Gigy -
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Definition 6.12. An ideal i<i(g, i14) is called a (topologically) rigid ideal if the space of k-dimensional
Lie ideals I (g) coincides locally, in some open neighborhood of i € I,(g) C Gry(g), with the Aut(g)-orbit
of i. Namely, i < g is (topologically) rigid if there exists a neighborhood U;i € Grg(g) such that every
i’ € Ujr N1Ig(g) belongs in the orbit of i: i’ = ¥(i), for some ¥ € Aut(g).

Remark 6.13. Note that in the case of Lie subalgebras, two Lie subalgebras are considered equivalent
if they are related by an inner automorphism of the ambient Lie algebra. As already mentioned, in the
case of an ideal, this equivalence relation becomes trivial and consequently not interesting. The following
theorem shows that the definition of rigidity above is more natural in the context of Lie ideals. Therefore
this paper studies the moduli space of Lie ideals under this natural action of the automorphism group of
the ambient Lie algebra on the space of k-dimensional Lie ideals.

Theorem 6.14. Let i < (g, pq) be a Lie ideal. If
HO(I): Hy  (g;0/i) = H(i<g), [¢] = ¢li

Tg/i

is surjective, then i < g is a (topologically) rigid ideal with respect to the Aut(g)-action.

Proof. The vector bundle (E — Gry(g), Aut(g)) is an Aut(g)-vector bundle and the section o: Gry(g) —
E is Aut(g)-equivariant by Proposition 6.14. The only assumption that remains to be checked, in order
to apply Proposition 6.7, is the non-degeneracy of the zero i of 0. The map Tiq, ali mg/i 0 Y|; factors
as follows through the map (g i)« : ZYg;9) = ZNg; 9/i), ¥ — Tg/i © Y,

Tldg ol Hom

6 >i . .
ZYg;9) —— Cg;i* @ g/i) —— CH(g;i* @ g/i)
| -1

(%/i)»«v
ZNg;9/1)
with II as in Proposition 4.4:
IL: C*(g; 0/D[1] = C*(g:1" @ 8/1), [ = flasani,
restricted at degree 0 cocycles. The above sequence is exact if Im(IT) C C%g;i* ® g/i) is equal to

Ker(05") = Z°(g;1* @ g/i). This is exactly the surjectivity of HO(IT). O

-7 I

The last theorem and Proposition 4.10 have together the following corollary.
Corollary 6.15. If H?(g/i;g/i) = 0, then i < g is (topologically) rigid under the Aut(g)-action.

Example 6.16. This shows that the radical ideal Rad(g) of a finite-dimensional Lie algebra g is topo-
logically rigid with respect to the Aut(g)-action, since the quotient g/ Rad(g) is semi-simple and so

2 g . 8 —0
Rad(g) Rad(g) ’
by Whitehead’s (second) lemma, see e.g. [17].

6.3. Stability of ideals in Lie algebras. This section is inspired from the study in [4] of the stability
of Lie algebras, Lie algebra morphisms and Lie subalgebras. Similar techniques are developed to obtain
a stability result for Lie ideals.

Proposition 6.17. (Stability of zeros [1]) Let E — M and F — M be two vector bundles over the same
base, 0 € I'(E) and 7 € I'(Hom(E, F)) satisfying 7 o 0 = 0. In addition, let € ¢~!(0) and assume that
the following sequence is exact:

M=%, T F
Then the following statements hold true:

(1) o71(0) is locally a manifold around z of dimension equal to dim (Ker(Ty'o)).

(2) For each open neighborhood U of x in M there exist C°-open subsets V C I'(E) and W C
I'(Hom(E, F')) around o and 7, respectively, such that for all 0’ € V and 7/ € W with 7/ o0’ = 0,
there exists ' € U such that o’(z’) = 0.

(3) In the situation of (2) there exists as well a C''-open subset V! C V around o such that if o’ € V!,
then the zero set of o’ is also locally a manifold around 2/, of the same dimension as o~*(0).
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In the following, F — Gry(g) is the vector bundle already defined in (35) for the rigidity of a Lie ideal
i< g, and o is its section o: Gr(g) — E, W — ow € E|lw with ow (2, w) = 7g/w ([z, w]) for all 2 € g
and all w € W. The second vector bundle np: F' — M is defined to be the vector bundle over Grg(g)
with fiber over W € Gr(g) defined by F|w = {W} x Hom(A?g; W* @ g/W), i.e. F is the smooth vector
bundle
Gri(g) ¥ g

= (Gry(g) x A’g*) ® (Tauty(g))* ® Tauty(g)

— GI‘k (g)

Like FE, the vector bundle F' is a quotient vector bundle

Gri(g) x (A*g* @ g* ® g)
\ » /

with the smooth quotient map Pr sending (W, ) to

(VV, Tg/W © 77|/\29®W)'

Consider the vector bundle morphism
71 Gri(g) x (g7 ® gl(g)) — Gre(g) x (\*g" @ gl(g))

over the identity idg,, (g), Which is defined by

(W, ) = (W, 6aas ¢)
for all W € Gri(g) and all ¢ € g* ® gl(g). Recall here that d,q0: A® g* ® gl(g) — A*Tlg* ® gl(g) is the
differential defined in Section 4.2.1 by the representation r := (ad®)* (adg[ g)) of g on gl(g):

r: g xgl(g) — ol(g), (rz(9)(y) = [z, 8(y)] — @[z, ]

for all z,y € g and all ¢ € gl(g) = g* @ g.
The smooth vector bundle morphism

T:=PpoToS: E—F,

with S: F — Grg(g) X (¢* ® g* ® g) defined as in Appendix A.2 by a choice of inner product on g, then
sends (W,n) € Elw = {W} x (g* @ W* ® g/W) to

(W, gy © (Baas (Sw(M)|rzgew)) € {W} @ (Ng" @ W* @ /W) = Flw.
The form 7y, 0 (Gaas (Sw ()| r2gew) =: Tw (1) € A2g* @ W* @ g/W is explicitly defined by
Tw () (2,y, w) =g w [z, sw(n(y, w))]) = nly, pryy [z, w])
— mg/w [y, sw(n(z, w))]) + n(z, priv[y, w]) — n([z, y], w)

for 2,y € g and w € W. Write again ow for the second component 7y, o jig|qew of the image under
o: Gri(g) = E of W € Gry(g). Then, using the Jacobi identity for 14

w(ow)(z,y, w) =mgywlz, sw o mgwly, w|] — 75 w [y, pryy [z, w]]
— Towly, sw o mgwlz, w]] + 7wz, priy [y, w]] — 7w [z, yl, w]
(38) =Tg/w [T, Prosen ) [¥s w]] — mg/w [y, Py [z, w]]
— Ta/w Y Prorsh(W) [z, w]] + g w [z, prov [y, w]] — 7w [z, y], w]
=mg/w([z, [y, w] = [y, [z, w]] = [[z,y],w]) = 0
for all z,y € g and all w € W. This shows that 7y o o = 0 for all W € Grg(g) and so that
Too =0.
Remark 6.18. Each element 1 € A%2g* ® g defines a linear map
60 Rg R AR
by
O (V) (21, 22, @) = (21, v(22, 7)) — V(22, n(21, %)) — (22, ¥(21, 7)) + v(21,1(22, 7)) — V(N(21, 22), )
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forall v € g* ® g* ® g and x1, 29,2 € g, and the map
Ng*©g—Hom (g ®g" @g,N'g"@g"®g), 11—,

is again linear. Hence it defines a linear map

N*g" ®g — T (Hom (Gri(g) x (8" ® g" ® 9), Gr(g) x (N’g" @ g" ®9))), 0y,
where for 1) € Hom (g* RN Rg*® g), the section

¢ €T (Hom (Gry(g) x (5" @ g" ® g), Gri(g) x (A’g" @ 9" ®g)))

is the constant section defined by 1. The map

T: A2g*®g— T (Hom(E,F)), 15+~ Ppod,os
is then also R-linear since Pr: Gry(g) x (A%g* ® g* @ g) — F and S: E — Grg(g) x (g" ® g* @ g) are
vector bundle morphisms over the identity on Gry(g).
Lemma 6.19. Let A C Hom(A%g;g) be the space of Lie brackets on the vector space g. Consider the
map
(39) 0: A - I(E) x I'(Hom(E, F)), p— (3(u), T(1)),
with ¥: A2g*®g — I'(E) the linear map defined in Remark 6.8 and T: A?g*®g — I'(F) the linear map

defined in Remark 6.18. Then © is continuous with respect to the product compact-open C*-topology
on I'(E) x I'Hom(E, F)), for any k > 0.

Proof. The maps ¥: A% g* ® g — ['(E) and ¢: A% g* ® g — I'(Hom(E, F)) are continuous as linear
maps from finite dimensional Hausdorff topological vector spaces to topological vector space, see e.g. [38,
Lemma 1.20]. The natural inclusion i: A — A?g* ® g is continuous, since A is equipped with the subspace
topology, and so |z and T|a are continuous by the following commutative diagrams.

I(E) A Tl I'(Hom(E, F))
N, o N, o
N 7 Y T
/\29* ® g /\29* ® g
O

Roughly speaking, an ideal i <1 (g, 14) is (topologically) stable if for any Lie bracket p’ close enough to
lg, there exists a Lie ideal i’ <1 (g, ¢t') close enough to i € Gry(g). The precise definition is the following.

Definition 6.20. An ideal i < (g, u1q) in a Lie algebra (g, itg) is called a (topologically) stable ideal
if for each neighborhood U C Gry(g) of i in Grg(g) there exists a neighborhood V' C A of g in A such
that for every u’ € V there exists i’ € U with i’ <1 (g, ).

Theorem 6.21. Let i < (g, 11q) be an ideal. If H'(i < g) = 0, then i is a (topologically) stable ideal.
Furthermore, in this case, the space of k-dimensional Lie ideals Ix(g) C Grr(g) is locally around i, a
manifold of dimension equal to dim (Z°(i<g)). In particular, Z°(i <1 g)) is the tangent space of I;(g) at
i and each infinitesimal deformation is a deformation class.

Proof. Consider the map © defined in (39)
©: A > T(E) x I'(Hom(E, F)), p— (3(u), T(w)).

The same computation as (38) but with 4 € A replacing [-, -] = p1g shows that the identity T(p)oX(u) =0
is satisfied for all Lie brackets u € A on g.
It is easy to see using Section 4.2.1 that 7 = T(pug4) restricted to

Ei=g"®i*®g/i — F|i = A’g"®@i* @ g/i
. Hence the sequence of Proposition 6.17 at the point i € I(g) is given by

Hom

is the linear map 5g|>i

Hom Hom

COg;i* @ g/i) —— CHg;i* @ g/i) = C(g;i* ® g/i)

and it is exact if and only if H'(i < g) = 0. Hence Proposition 6.17 can be applied here.
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Choose an open subset U C Gry(g) around i € Gri(g). Then there exist V' C I'(E) and W C
I'(Hom(E, F)) C°-open around ¢ and 7 as in (2) of Proposition 6.17. The continuity of the map (39)
guarantees that the pre-image ©~1(V x W) of V x W under © in the C° compact-open topology is an
open neighborhood O, C A around pug. Let ¢/ € Oy, and consider o’ := ¥(p') and 7" := T(p'). Recall
that then o’ o7 = 0, due to the Jacobi identity. Hence by (2) of Proposition 6.17 there exists i’ € U such
that o/(i") = 0. O

Corollary 6.22. If (g, ) is a semisimple Lie algebra, then every Lie ideal i < g is a (topologically)
stable ideal.

Proof. By Whitehead’s (first) lemma, see e.g. [17], follows that H*(i<1g) = 0 and so the claim follows by
Theorem 6.21. O

APPENDIX A. USEFUL BACKGROUND ON GRASSMANNIANS

This appendix collects useful structural results on Grassmann manifolds, their tangent spaces and
their tautological bundles.

A.1. Tangent spaces to the Grassmannian. Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space and choose
k€ {0,...,dimV}. The k-Grassmannian of V is the space

Gri (V) ={W C V | W vector subspace of dimension k}.
For each W € Gry (W) and each choice of linear complement W¢ C V of W in V, the map
Uywwe: W QW = {W' € Gr(V) | W e W=V} = Upwe, ¢ +— graph(¢)
is a bijection with inverse
\Ijijvfwc: UW;WC - W'® ch Wi ¢ = Pryye |W' © (er |W/)717
where pryy.: V — W¢and pry,: V. — W are the linear projections defined by the splitting V =W ¢ W*¢
of V.

The set Grg (V) has a unique topology and a unique smooth structure such that for each W € Grg (V)
and each choice of complement W¢ as above, the map W' is a smooth chart of Gry, (V) centered at W.
The smooth manifold Gry (V') has consequently the dimension k(n— k). Choose again W € Gri(V) and a
smooth curve v: I — Gry (V) with I an interval containing 0, and with v(0) = W. Choose a complement
We¢ for W in V. Then, possibly after shrinking the interval I around 0, the curve « has image in Uy ywe.

It is hence identified via Wy, e with a smooth curve ¢: I — W* ® W€, and its tangent vector at ¢t = 0
is hence

o(0) e W* @ W°e.
Since W€ is canonically isomorphic to V/W, this shows that

via the choice of chart centered at W. The following shows that this does not depend on the choice
of complement W€ for W. Consider two linear complements W7 and W5 for W in W. Then for each
wy € W1 there exist w € W and wy € W such that w; = w + wy. Setting A(w;) = w and B(wy) = we
defines two linear maps A = plr%’w2 otw,: Wi - W and B = pr%;w2 ouw, : W1 — Wa. Here, tyy, is the
inclusion of Wi in V| and pr%w2 and pr%’zw2
by the splitting V= W & W5. The map B is invertible with inverse pr%’lw1 oy, : Wo — Wi, Take
¢ € W*® Wj. Then for all w e W

w+ (w) = w+ Ad(w) + Bo(w) = (idw +A4¢)(w) + Bo(w).
ew eWs

are the linear projections from V on W and Wy defined

If graph(¢) N W3 = {0}, then the map
Pry"? lgrapho: graph(@) = W, w + ¢(w) = (idw +A¢)(w)
is invertible, and so the map
idw +A4¢ = prog""” lgraphg 0 Lo: W — W
is invertible as well, if I,: W — graph(¢) is the isomorphism w — w + ¢(w).
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It is then easy to see that
graph(¢) = graph (Be(idw +A4¢) '),
with the linear map Bo(idy +A4¢) ™t € W* @ Wa.
Now take a smooth curve v: I — Grg(V) with v(0) = W. There exists € > 0 such that y(—e¢,€) C
{W'" e Grp,(W) | WaeW, =V = W eW,}. Without loss of generality I = (—¢,€). Set ¢1: I — W*QW7,

$1= Ty, 0.
Then by the considerations above the image ¢2 of 7 in the chart of Gry (V') defined by W and W5 is given
by
Ga(t) = Wity 0y (t) = B- 1 (t) - (Iw + A ()"
for all t € I, and

0= 5| o) =G| Boo0)-(w+ Ann(n)
= B-61(0) - (Iw + 461(0) ™" + B-41(0) - = | (Iw + Aén (1))
t=0
=B ¢1(0)

since ¢1(0) = 0.
By definition of B, the canonical projection my y : V — V/W does
myyw (Y(w)) = 7y yw (AY(w) + By (w)) = mvw (By(w))
forally € W* @ Wi and w € W, i.e.
Ty w 0P = Ty 0 Bo.
In particular,
myyw © ¢2(0) = Ty w o B o ¢1(0) = my w0 ¢1(0)
as elements of W* @ V/W.

Now consider more generally a curve a: I — GL(V) of isomorphisms of V' such that a(0) = idy, and

take W € Gri(V). Then v: I — Grg(V), t — a(t)(W) is a smooth curve starting at W. Choose as
before a complement W€ to W in V. Then the curves

A=pryyoalw: I > W*'@W and B :=prycoalw: ] —->W" W

are smooth and A is invertible on an open neighborhood of 0 in I, with A(0) = Idy and B(0) = 0.
Without loss of generality A is invertible on I. Then for all t €

() = (W) = {A@t)(w)+B(t)(w) | w € W} = {w+B(t)(A(t)) ™" (w) | w € W} = graph(B(t)(A(t)) ).
As an element of Ty Gry (W) o~ W* ® V/W, the vector ¥(0) is hence

50 =mwo | (BOUO)™) = o (BOAO) - BO) 5

(o))

t=0 t=0

= Tv/w © B(O) = Tyv/w © &(0)|w.

A.2. The tautological bundle and several vector bundles constructed from it. The tautological
bundle 7: Tauty (V) — Gri(V) over Gry(V) is defined fibrewise by

Taute(V)|w = {W} x W C Gri(V) x V,
and it is a smooth vector subbundle of the product vector bundle Gry (V) x V. That is, the vector space
structure on Eyy is given by: (W, w)+ (W, w’) = (W, w+w"), while the projection 7: Tauty (V) — Grg(V)
is given by #(W,w) = W. Let U := Uy, ~ W* Q@ W€ be a neighborhood around W € Gry (V) defined
as above by a choice of complement W€ for W in V. Then
7 (U) = U x W, (graph(e),v) — (¢, pryy (v))

for all p € W*@ W€ and all v € graph(¢), is a smooth trivialisation of Tautg (V') around W, with smooth
inverse

UxW =7 ' (U), (¢,w)~ (graph(¢),w + ¢(w)).
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The smooth annihilator
Tauty (V) := {(W,) € Grp(V) x V* | I(w) =0 for all w € W}

of Taut, (V) as a subbundle of Grg(V) x V is denoted by mraute: Tauty (V) — Gre(V). It is a smooth
subbundle of Grg (V) x V* because a smooth chart U of Gry (V) as above trivialises Tauty (V) via the
map
Trawe (U) = U x W, (graph(9),1) = (9, l|w-)
with smooth inverse
UxW?®— 7T-Ealut" (U)u ((bv l) = (graph((b),l - ¢*l)

Here, the canonical identifications W° = (W¢)* and (W*¢)° = W* are used.

The dual vector bundle mraus«: Tauty (V) — Grp(V) is then as usual canonically isomorphic to the

quotient

" Grk(V) x V*

Taut, (V) ~ ——————
auti (V) Tauty, (V)

Again, the smooth chart U of Gry (V) around W trivialises Tauty, (V') via
UxV*
Toraags (U) = % — UXxW*~U x (W°)°,
TTaute (U)

(graph(¢),! + graph(¢)°) = (&, llw + llwe o ¢)

— Grk(V).

with the smooth inverse
(graph(¢),1) — (graph(¢), ! + graph(¢)°).
Finally, the quotient vector bundle
_ Grk(V) xV
: 7Tautk(V) — GI‘k(V)

is locally trivialised by the smooth map
T H(U) = U x W, (graph(¢), = + graph(9)) = (¢, pry(z) — ¢(pry (z)))
with the smooth inverse
UxWe¢—=mYU), (¢ )+ (graph(¢),x + graph(¢)).

The vector bundle
Gry, (V) xV

B = (Gri(V) x V) @ (Tautn (V)" @ =

— GI‘k(V)

comes with the smooth vector bundle projection

Grp(V) x (V*eV*aV)

P E

Grp(V

sending (W, ¢) to
(W, mvyw o dlvew).
E is trivialised over the open subset U = Uy, w- of Gri(V) by
O:Ux (VW V/W) = E|y,

(graph(¢),0 @ (nlw + nlwe © ) @ (pryy<(z) — ¢(pryy (z)))) — (¢,0 ® (1 + graph(¢)°) @ (z 4 graph(¢))).
Conversely, the inverse of this smooth vector bundle isomorphism sends (graph(¢),w) with w € V* ®
graph(¢)* ® V/ graph(¢) to (¢,w) with @ € V* @ W* ® V/W defined by

(40) @(v, w) = pryye(w(v, w + d(w))) = (prw (wlv, w + ¢(w))))

for all v € V and w € W. Note that the isomorphism ®: U x (V* @ W* @ V/W) — E|y is the identity
on Elw ={W}x (VoW V/W).
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A choice of inner product (-,-) on V defines a map orth: Grg(V) — Gr,_;(V) (where n = dimV)
sending a k-dimensional subspace of V' to its orthogonal complement. For ¢ € W* ® orth(W), the adjoint
map ¢' € (orth(W))* @ W with respect to (-, -) is defined as usual by

(p(w),u) = (w,¢" ()
for all w € W and u € orth(W). It is then easy to see that in the coordinates on Gry (V) and Gr,_x(V)
defined by the splitting W @ orth(W), the map orth sends ¢ € W* ® orth(W) to —¢" € (orth(W))* @ W.
Hence, it is a smooth map.
It defines the vector bundle morphism

s Grk(V) xV

Taut (V) = G (V) XV, Wz + W) = (W, prorth(W)(‘T))’

=:sw(z+W)

where for each W € Gry (V) the map pryw): V' — V is the projection of V' on orth(WW) defined by the
splitting V' = W @ orth(W) of V. The map s is smooth since

Gr(V) x V Gr(V) x V (W, v) ° (W, Proren(wy (v))
\ s/’ /
— /S
Ty (W,0+W)

commutes and the top map s is clearly a smooth vector bundle morphism, while the left projection is a
fibration of smooth vector bundles (hence a smooth surjective submersion). The vector bundle morphism
s splits the short exact sequence of vector bundles

Gr(V) xV
Tauty (V)
over the identity on Grg (V). Similarly, the smooth vector bundle morphism
pr: Gri(V) x V. — Tauty(V), (W, z) = (W, pry (x))

is defined by the projections pryy: V. — W of V on W defined by the same splittings V = W & orth(W)
of V. The vector bundle morphisms s and pr then define together the smooth splitting

S:E—=Grpg(V)x (V*V*®V)
of P: Grp(V) x (V* @ V*®@ V) — E by
S: (Wyn) = (W, sw ono (idy @pry)).

=S (n)EV*RV*QV

0 — Tautg (V) — Grg(V) x V —
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