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LOW-DIMENSIONAL COHOMOLOGY OF CURRENT LIE
ALGEBRAS AND STRUCTURE FUNCTIONS ASSOCIATED
WITH LOOP MANIFOLDS

PASHA ZUSMANOVICH

ABSTRACT. We obtain formulas for the first and second cohomology groups
of a general current Lie algebra with coefficient in the “current” module, and
apply them to computation of structure functions associated with manifolds
of loops on compact Hermitian symmetric space.

INTRODUCTION

We deal with the low-dimensional cohomology of current Lie algebras with coef-
ficient in the “current module”. Namely, let L be a Lie algebra, M be a L-module,
A be an associative commutative algebra with unit, V' be a symmetric unitary A-
module. Then the Lie algebra structure on L ® A and the L ® A-module structure
on M ® V are defined via obvious formulas:

[z ®a,y®b] =[r,y] ®ab
(z®a)e(mMR@v)=czem@aev

forz,ye L,me M,a,be A,veV.

The aim of this note is threefold. First, we want to establish some facts on the
low-dimensional cohomology we will need in our further projects. Second, we want
to demonstrate that the problem of describing of such cohomology in terms of the
tensor factors L and A probably does not have an adequate general solution, as even
the partial answer for the two-dimensional cohomology seems to be overwhelmingly
complex. Third, we want to demonstrate an application of this cohomology to some
differential geometric question.

In §1 we establish an elementary result from linear algebra which will be useful
in the course of subsequent algebraic manipulations. In §2 we get a formula for
the first cohomology group. In §3 we compute the second cohomology group in
two cases — when L is abelian and when L acts trivially on the whole cohomology
group H?(L @ A,M ® V). At the end of this section we present a list of 13 types
of 2-cocycles (so-called cocycles of rank 1, generated by decomposable elements in
the tensor product) in the general case. However, this list is a priori not complete.
In §4 a certain spectral sequence is sketched, which may provide a more conceptual
framework for computations in preceding sections. However, we do not go into
details and other sections are not dependent on that one. The last §5 devoted to
application. We show how from previous computations one may derive the results
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about obstructions to integrability (structure functions) of manifolds of loops on
compact Hermitian symmetric space.

One should note that the result about the first cohomology group (particularly,
about derivations of the current Lie algebra) can be found in different forms in
the literature and is a sort of folklore, and the partial results about the second
cohomology were obtained by Cathelineau [C], Haddi [H], Lecomte and Roger [RB]
and the author [Z]. However, all these results do not provide the whole generality
we need - as various restrictions, notably the zero charactersitic of the ground field
and perfectness of the Lie algebra L were imposed. Moreover, as we see in §5, the
case in a sense opposite to the case of perfect L, namely, the case of abelian L, does
lead to some interesting application.

The technique used is highly computational in nature and based on applying
various symmetrization operators to the cocycle equation.

NOTATIONS

The ground field K assumed to be arbitrary field of characteristic p # 2,3 in
§1-4, and C in §5.

H™"(L,M),C™(L,M), Z™(L, M), B™(L, M) stands, respectively, for cohomology,
cochains, cocycles and coboundaries of a Lie algebra L with coefficients in a module
M.

S™(A, V) stands for n-linear maps Ax ---x A — V, symmetric in all arguments.

A™M(V) and T™(V) stands, respectively, for n-fold skew and tensor products of a
module V.

Har™(A,V) and Z™(A,V) stands, respectively, for Harrison cohomology and
Harrison cocycles (for n = 2 these are just symmetric Hochschild cocycles) of an
associative commutative algebra A with coefficients in a module V.

Der(A) denotes derivation algebra of an algebra A, and, more generally,
Der(A,V) denotes an algebra of derivations of A with values in a A-module V.

All other (nonstandard and unavoidably numerous) notations for different spaces
of multilinear mappings and modules are defined as long as they introduced in the
text.

The symbol ~ after an expression refers to the sum of all cyclic permutations
(in S(3)) of letters and indices occuring in that expression.

1. A LEMMA FROM LINEAR ALGEBRA

If either both L and M or both A and V are finite-dimensional, then each cocycle
® in Z"(L ® A,M ® V) can be represented as an element in Hom (L®", M) ®
Hom (A% V):

(1.1) =)y @

icl

where @;, a; are multilinear mappings L X --- X L - M and A X --- x A = V
respectively. We restrict our considerations to this case. The minimal possible
number |I| such that the cocycle ® can be written in the form (1.1) will be called
the rank of cocycle.
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In evaluation of the cohomology group H"(L ® A,M ® V) in terms of pairs
(L, M) and (A,V), we encounter conditions such as

(1.2) > Spi®Ta; =0

i€l
where S and T are some linear operators defined on the spaces of multilinear map-
pings L x --- X L — M and A x --- x A — V respectively.

For example, the substitution a; = --- = a,41 = 1 in the cocycle equation
d®(z1 ® a1, ..., Tpt1 ® apt1) =0, where ® is as in (1.1), yields

chpi(xl,...,an) ®ai(1,...,1) =0.

icl
Another example: apply to the cocycle equation the symmetrization operator
with respect to letters 1, ..., z,4+1, which we denote Y for a moment:
n+1

Z Y(z1epi(xa,...,Tnt1)) ® Z(—I)Jaj ea;(at,...,a5,...,ans1) | =0.

icl j=1
So, suppose that a condition of type (1.2) holds. Since Ker(S®T) =

Hom (A" V) ® KerT + Ker S @ Hom (L®", M), replacing «;’s and ;’s by ap-

propriate linear combinations, one can find a decomposition of the set of indices

I = I; U5 such that

(1.3) Sp; =0, 1€l and Ta; =0, i€ ls.
Suppose that another equality of type (1.2) holds:
(1.2) > Spi®Ta; =0.
il

Then it determines a new decomposition I = I UI} such that S’¢; = 0if i € I] and
T'a; =0 if ¢ € I). Tt turns out that it is possible to replace ¢;’s and «;’s by linear
combinations in such a way that both decompositions will be hold simultaneously.

Lemma 1.1. Let U, W be two vector spaces, S,S" € Hom (U, —),
T, T' € Hom (W, —). Then
Ker(S@T)NnKer (S"®T")
= (Ker SNKer S"\oW+Ker SoKer T'+Ker S'@Ker T+U®(Ker TNKer T").
Proof. Since Ker(S®T) = Ker SQW+U®KerT and analogously for Ker(S'®T"),
the asserted equality is a particular case of
(14) (UheoW4+UW)N U2 W +U @ W)
=U1NU)@W+U; @ Wa+Us @ W + U @ (W1 NWa)

provided Uy, Uz and Wy, W5 are subspaces of U and W respectively.

Assume for the moment that Uy N Us = W7 N Wy = 0. Then writing U =
Uy U U and W = W7 @ Wy & W for some subspaces U’, W' and substituting
this in the left side of (1.4), we get:

UL @W @ Uy @Wp @ U @W)NUL@Ws @ Uy @W @ U @ Wa)
=U; Wy & Uy ® Wi.
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To prove (1.4) in the general case, pass to quotient by (U1 NU3)@W +U ® (W1 N
W) and receive by the just proved Uy @ Wo + Us @ W1. B

Below, in numerous applications of Lemma 1.1, we will use, by abuse of language,
phrases like “by (1.2) and (1.2)', one gets a decomposition I = I; UI, U I3 U Iy
such that Sp; = S’p; =0 fori € Iy, Sp; = T'a; =0 fori € I, S'p; = Ta; =0
fori € I3 and Tao = T'a; = 0 for ¢ € I,”. This means that one can find a new
expression ® = Y., ¢; ® a; with indicated properties (where the new ¢;’s and
a;’s are linear combinations of the old ones).

Unfortunately, for “triple intersection” Ker(S@T)NKer(S'@T ) NKer(S"Q@T")
the analogous decomposition is no longer true. That is why dealing with the second
cohomology group in §3, we are unable to obtain a general result and restrict our
considerations with cocycles of rank 1 or with some special cases. In the case n =1,
however, Lemma 1.1 suffices to consider a general case, but at the end of the proof
it turns out that it is possible to choose a basis consisiting of cocycles of rank 1.

2. THE FIRST COHOMOLOGY GROUP

From now on (in this and subsequent sections), either both L and M or both A
and V are finite-dimensional.
In this section we prove

Theorem 2.1.

(2.1) H(L®AM®V)~HY L, M)®V
Hom(A,V)
V + Der(A, V)’
Each cocycle in ZH (L@ A, M ®V) is a linear combination of cocycles of the three
following types (which are correspond to the summands in (2.1)):
() z@a—pz)@aev, peZ (L,M)veV
(i) z®ar p(x) ®@ala), @€ Homp(L,M),a € Der(A,V)
(iii) as in (i) with p(L) € MY o([L,L]) = 0,a € Hom(A, V).

® Homp(L, M) ® Der(A, V)@ Hom(L/|L, L], M*) @

Remark. Theorem 2.1 was obtained earlier by Santharoubane [Sal in particular case
when M = L*,V = A* and L is 1-generated as U(L)*-module, and by Haddi [H]
(in homological form) in the case of zero characteristic and perfect L.

Proof. Let ® = 3. ¢; @ o; be a cocycle in Z' (L@ A,M ® V) C Hom(L, M) ®
Hom(A,V). The cocycle equation d® = 0 reads

(22) (e wily) ®awail) —yepile) @beaie) - oillr, ) © ailab) = 0.
il
Symmetrizing this equation with respect to x,y, we get:
D (e wi(y) +yepi(x) ® (aeai(b) —beai(a)) = 0.
i€l
Substitute in (2.2) a =b = 1:
Z doi(z,y) ® a;(1) = 0.

icl
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Applying Lemma 1.1 to the last two equalities, we get a decomposition I =
Il @] IQ U Ig U I4 such that

dp; =0,z 0p;(y) +yepi(r) =0, i€l
dp; =0,ae0;(b) =becaj(a), i€l
zepi(y) +yepi(r) =0,ai(1) =0, i€l
aea;(b)=bea;(a),a;(1) =0, i€ ly.
It is easy to see that for each i € Iz, a;(a) = a e ;(1) and the mappings
x®a— @;(x) ® a;(a) are cocycles of type (i) from the statement of the theorem,

and for each i € Iy, a; = 0.
Substitute b = 1 in the cocycle equation (2.2):

> (@ewi(y) — @illz, ) ® (ai(a) —a e ay(1)) = 0.
i€l Ul3

Now apply Lemma 1.1 again. For elements ¢;, i € I1, the vanishing of z e ¢;(y) —
vi([z, y]) implies p; = 0, and the vanishing of «;(a) —aea;(1) gives cocycles of type
(i), an already considered case. We have x @ v;(y) = ¢;([z,y]) for all (remaining)
i € I3.

Hence (2.2) can be rewritten as

> wille.y]) ® (a e ai(b) +be ai(a) — ai(ab)) = 0.
i€l
The vanishing of the first and second tensor factors gives rise to cocycles of type
(iii) and (ii) respectively.
Hence we have
ZHL®AMeV)=ZYL,M)®V
+ Homp(L, M) ® Der(A,V)+ Hom(L/[L, L], M*) @ Hom(A,V)

what can be rewritten as

ZWL®AMeV)=Z(L,M)®V

Hom(A,V)
L I
® Homp(L,M)® Der(A,V) & Hom(L/|L, L], M )®—V—|—Der(A,V)'

From the considerations above we easily deduce:
B (L AM®V)=BYL,M)oV
and (2.1) now follows. H

Corollary 2.2. The derivation algebra of a current Lie algebra L® A is isomorphic
to
End(A)

Der(L)y® A @ Homp(L,L)® Der(A) @ Hom(L/[L,L],Z(L)) ® A5 Der(A);

This overlaps with [B], Theorem 7.1.
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3. THE SECOND COHOMOLOGY GROUP

In this section we shall obtain some particular results on the second cohomology
group H?(L® A, M ® V). The computations go by the same scheme as for H! but
are more complicated.

As we want to express H? through the tensor products of modules depending on
(L, M) and (A,V), it is natural to do so for underlying modules of the Chevalley—
Eilenberg complex. We have (under the same finiteness assumptions as previous):

CHL®AM®V)~CHL,M)® CH(A,V)

3D CHLRAM®V)~C*L,M)® S%*(A, V) @ S*(L,M)® C*(A,V).

To obtain a similar decomposition in the third degree, let us denote (by abuse of
language) the Young symmetrizer corresponding to tableau A by the same symbol
A. We have decompositions of a unit element in the group algebra K.Ss:

1 1,11 112 1
6262 +§(23|+ 3 ‘)4—6
L4 L9 ]
Then, using the natural isomorphism i : T3(L ® A) ~ T3(L) @ T3(A) and a
projection p : T3(L® A) — A*(L ® A), one can decompose the third exterior power
of a tensor product as follows:

N (L®A) =po(exe)oi(T*(L®A))

1]2] 1]3] 1
L A
ST e ()+l

~ A1) @Y (A)o( 3)0)e 12 |4))@ 55 (D)@rs(a)

(all other components appearing in 7%(L) ® T3(A) vanish under projection). One
directly verifies that

3‘>< ; 2|(u):0 for each u € A*(L ® A).

E1 M EUEI PR
3 2

|l\>}—l

Hence we get a (noncanonical) isomorphism:

3)(r

N(LeA) ~N(L)®S3(A) @ 2 |(A) @ S3(L) @ A3 (A).

1 1

l i
Passing to Hom(—, A® V) ~ Hom(—, M) ® Hom(—, V), one gets:
(32) C}(L®AM®V)

~ C3L,M)® S*(A,V) ® Y3(L,M)®Y3(A,V) ® S*(L, M) ® C*(A,V)

where Y3(L, M) = Hom( ; 30 (L), M), ¥3(A, V) = Hom( ; 2] 4y, 1.
According to (3.1)-(3.2) one can decompose H? as o
(3.3) H (L AM®V)=(H?) o (H?*)"

where (H?)" are the classes of cocycles lying in C?(L, M) ® S?(A,V) and (H?)"
are the classes of cocylces of the form ® + ¥, where ® € S?(L, M) ® C?(A,V),¥ €
C?*(L,M) ® S*(A,V),® # 0. We will compute (H?)" and obtain some particular
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results on (H?)” (actually (H?) and (H?)” are limit terms of a certain spectral
sequence; see §4).
The differentials of the low degree in the piece of the standard Chevalley-Eilen-
1 2
berg complex CY(L ® A,M ® V) 4 C}(Le AM®YV) 4 C3(L® A,M ®V) can
be decomposed as follows:

d' =dy +dy
= > dj
53
where
dy: CYL,M)® CY A, V) = C*(L,M)® S*(A,V)
do: CH(L,M)® CY(A,V) = S*(L,M)® C*(A,V)
dy : C*(L,M) ® S*(A, V) = C3(L, M) ® S3(A, V)
diy: C2(L, M) ® S*(A, V) = Y3(L,M) @ Y3(A,V)
diz : C*(L,M)® S*(A,V) — S3(L, M) @ C*(A,V)
doy : S*(L, M) ® C*(A, V) = C3(L, M) ® S*(A,V)
dag : S2(L, M) ® C*(A,V) = Y3(L,M) @ Y3(A,V)
doz : S*(L, M) ® C*(A,V) — S3(L, M) ® C*(A,V)

Direct computations show:
di(p ® a)(r1 ®ar,z2 ® az) =

%(902 o o(w1) — 11 0 p(22)) @ (a1 ® afaz) +az ® a(ar)) — ¢([z1,22]) ® a(araz);

da(p ® a)(21 ® a1, 2 ® az) =
1
5 (@10 9(22) + 22 0 p(21)) ® (a2 ® afa1) — a1 ¢ aaz));
di1(p ® @)(z1 ® a1, T2 ® ag, v3Ra3) =
1

5(90([90175102]7963)4- ~) ® (alaraz, az)+ )

1
—g(;vl e (2, x3)+ ) ® (a1 @ afaz,as)+ ~);

di2(p ® a)(z1 ® a1, 72 ® az, 3 @ ag) =
(2p([z1, 2], 23) + @([T1, 23], ¥2) — P([72, T3], 1)) ® ((@1a2,a3) — (azasz, a1))

+(—z1090(22, 73) +T200(T1, T3)+2T300(T1,72)) R (a1 0x(az, az) —azea(ay, as));
diz3(e ® a)(z1 ® a1, 22 ® az, 3 ®az) = 0;

d2(e ® a)(z1 ® a1, 22 ® az, x3 ® az) =
(2¢([1, z2], 23) + (71, 23], 22) — W([72, T3], 71)) ® ((araz,a3) — a(azas, a1))
+(—z100(x2, 23)+x200(21,23))R (a1 0(ag, az)+asea(ar, az)+2az0a(ar,as));
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doz(p @ a)(z1 @ a1, 22 ® az, 13 ® ag) =
1
5(901 o p(z2,23)+ N) @ (a1 @ a(az,az)+ )

(the absence of da; in this list is merely a technical matter: on the relevant stage of
computations, it will be convenient to use the entire differential d rather than da;).

Now the reader should prepare for a bunch of tedious and cumbersome defini-
tions. We apologize for this, but our excuse is that all this stuff provides building
blocks for H?(L ® A, M ® V) and one can hardly imagine that it may be defined
in a simpler way. Taking a glance at the expressions below, one can believe that
the general formula for H"(L ® A, M ® V) hardly exists — if it does, one should
give correct n-dimensional generalizations of definitions below (in a few cases this
is evident — like Harrison or cyclic cohomology, but in most it is not).

Definitions.
(i) Define dll,d® : Hom(L®%, M) — Hom(L®3, M) as follows:
dg(a,y, 2) = o(lz,y], 2)+ ~
d*o(x,y,2) = v e p(y, z)+ ~ .
(ii) Define p, D : Hom(A®2 V) — Hom(A®3 V) as follows:
pala,b,c) = alab, c)+ ~
Dafa,b,c) =aealb,c)+ .
(iii) B(L, M) = {p € C*(L, M) | ¢([z,y],2) +zep(z,y) = 0;dp(z,y, 2) = 0}.

(iv) Q*(L, M) ={dy | ¢ € Hom(L,M);z e (y) =y e(x)};
H3 (L) = (Z*(L, M*) + Q*(L, M))/Q*(L, M)
(v) K(L,M) ={p € CHL,M)|dp(x,y,2) = 2z e o(y, 2)};

(L, M) = {p € C*(L,M)|p(z,y) = bz, y])— 3z0¢(y) +5yev(w) for ¢ €
Hom(L,M)};
9L, M) = (K(L, M) + (L, M))/3(L, M),

(vi) X(L, M) = {p € C*(L, M) | 2¢([z,y], 2) = z ® p(z,y);

o([z,y], 2) = ¢([2, 2], 9)}.
(vii) T(L,M) = {p € C*(L,M) | 3¢([z,y],2) = 22z & p(z,y);¢([z,y],2) =
o([z,z],9)}-
(viii) Poor_(L,M) = {p € C*(L, ML) | (L, L], L) =0};
Poory (L, M) = {@652( 7ML)|QP([L=L]7L):O}'
(ix) Sym?*(L, M) ={p e S*(L,M)|zep(y,z) =yep(x,2)};
SB*(L,M) = {¢ € S*(L,M) | p(z,y) = z e (y) +y e p(z) for ¢ €

Hom(L,M)};
SH*(L,M) = (Sym?*(L, M)+ SB*(L,M))/SB*(L, M).
(x) Define an action of L on Hom(L®? M) via
zop(r,y) =z e p(a,y) +¢([z, 2], y) + (= [y, 2)-
8*(L, M) = {p € S*(L, M)" | ¢([z,y], z)+ ~=0}.
(xi) D(A,V)={p € Hom(A,V) | B(abc) = a e B(bc) — bce B(a)+ n}.
(xii) HCY(A,V) ={a € C*(A,V) | pa = 0}.
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(xiii) C%(A,V) = {a € C*(A,V) | a(ac,b) — a(be,a) +a o a(b,c) —beala,c) +
2c e a(a,b) = 0}.

(xiv) P_(A, V) ={a € C?*(A,V)]|alab,c) =aea(b,c)+beala,c)};
P.(AV) = {a € S*(AV) | alab,c) = asa(b,c) +beafa,c)}.

(xv) A(A, V) ={a € S*(A,V)|2Da = pa}.

Spaces defined in (xi), (xv) are relevant to evaluation of Kerd;; (Lemma 3.2),
spaces defined in (iii)—(viii), (xiv) are relevant to evaluation of Ker djyNKer dia (see
(3.6)), spaces defined in (ix) are relevant to computation for particular case when
L is abelian (Proposition 3.5), and spaces defined in (x), (xii)—(xiii) are relevant to
computation of the relative cohomology group H?(L ® A; L, M ® V) (Proposition
3.8).

Remarks.
(i) d (the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential) = dll + d*.
(ii) As B%(L,M*) C Q*(L, M), there is a surjection
H*(L)® M* — H,(L).
(iii) If V = K, HCY(A,V) is just the first-order cyclic cohomology HC!(A).
(iv) The following relations hold:
Poor_(L,M) C B(L,M) C Z*(L, M)
B(L, M) N Z*L, M*) = Poor_(L, M)
8*(L, M) N S*(L, M™)' = Poor (L, M)
C*A,V)NHCYHA,V)=P_(A,V)
22HA, V)NA(A V) =P (AV)
Der(A, V) C D(A,V).
Proposition 3.1.
Hom(A,V)

2\/ ~ 172 2 S S
() = ML M) @V & Hiy(D) @ 3 s

@ H(L, M) ® Der(A,V)

Har?(A,V)
?-‘:-(Av V)

A(A,V)

FAT)

® B(L,M)® © CHL, M) 2P, (A, V)

D(A,V)
Der(A,V)
S2(A,V)
Hom(A,V)+ D(A,V)+ Har?(A,V) + A(A, V)’

Each cocycle which lies in C*(L, M) @ S*(A,V) is a linear combination of co-
cycles of the eight following types (which correspond respectively to the direct sum-
mands in the isomorphism):

() z@aAy®@b— p(z,y) ®
(i) z@a ANy @b p(z,y) @ Blab), ¢ € Z*(L,M"*),3 € Hom(A,V)
(ili) as in (i) with p € K(L, M), € Der(A,V)
iv) 2@ a ANy @b oz, )®a(a b), @€ B(L,M),acZ2AV)
(v) (
)

& X(L,M)® @ T(L,M)®

@ Poor_(L,M)®

abev, @€ Z*(L,M),veV

v) as in (i) with p € C*(L, M)t a € P, (A,V)
as in () with ¢ € X(L, M), € A(A, V)

(vi
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(vil) 2@aAy®@b— ¢(z,y) ® (3ae B(b) +3be 5(a) —26(ab)),p € H(L,M),B €
D(A,V)
(viii) as in (iv) with ¢ € Poor_(L,M),a € S*(A,V).

Proof. We have

Kerdu ﬂKerlg
3.4 H?) = .
(3.4) (H?) T

We compute the relevant spaces in the subsequent series of lemmas.
Lemma 3.2.
Kerdy, = Z*(L,M)®V
+{p e CHL,M)|2dVp+d*p =0} @ A(A,V)
+{pe CHL,M)|3dVp+2d°0 =0} @ D(A,V)
+{peCHL,M)|d!=d"o=0}®S%*A,V).

Proof. Substituting a; = as = a3 = 1 into the equation d1;® = 0 (as usual,
O =35 i ®a;), one derives the equality
(3.5) > dpi(r, w2, 73) ® 03(1,1) = 0
iel
and a decomposition I = I; U Iy with dp; =0 for i € I; and «;(1,1) =0 for ¢ € Is.
Substituting then as = az = 1 into the same equation, one gets

2(365[]%' +2d%¢;) ® (@i(1,a1) — a1 a;(1,1)) =0

iel
and by Lemma 1.1 there is a decomposition I = I11 U I35 U I51 U I with

dpi = 0;3d¢p; + 2d°p; = 0, i€l
dp; = 0;ai(1,a) = a;(1,1), i € Iz
3dp; + 2d°p; = 0; i (1,1) = 0, i€ In
a;(1,1) =0; ;(1,a) = a ® (1, 1), i€ In.

Obviously dp; = d®p; =0 for i € I11, and these components lie in Kerdy;, and
a;(1,a) =0 for i € Izs.
Further, substituting as = 1 in our equation, we get

Z(Qd[]%' +d*%pi) @ (a1, a2) — 3ay ® ai(1,az2) — 3az @ a;(1,a1)
el
+2a;(1,a1a2) + 3araz @ a;(1,1)) = 0.

In order to apply Lemma 1.1 again, we join the sets I1o and Izy (with the

common defining condition «;(1,a) = a e «;(1,1)) and obtain a decomposition
I =1 UI,UT5UTIj such that
2dp; + d*p; = 0;4(1,a) = a e ay(1,1), i€l
a;(a,b) = abe a;(1,1), i€l
dp; = d®p; = 0;04(1,1) = 0, i€l

3dg; + 2d°p; = 0; a5(a,b) = 3a @ o (1,b) + 3b e a(1,a) — 205(1,ab), i€ Ij.
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Note that components ¢; ® a; with i € I} included in those with ¢ € I1; (and lie
in Kerdi).

Now, since the contribution of terms with ¢ € I} to the left side of (3.5) vanish,
applying Lemma 1.1 again, we obtain a decomposition I; UT} = I1, UI{, U T} UTL,
such that

2dUp; + d*p; = 0;04(1,a) =0, i€ I,
de; = 0;;(a,b) = abe a;(1,1), i€l
and the two remaining types of component do not contribute to the whole picture:
those with indices from Ij; satisfy dllyp; = d*p; = 0 which covered by previous
cases, and those with indices from I}, vanish, as «;(a,b) = abe ;(1,1) = 0.
Moreover, components with indices from 1%, lie in Kerdy;.
The remaining part of the equation dy;® = 0 now reads:

Y dgi(wr,2a,23) ® (pa(ar, as, a3) — 2Da;(az, as)
i€, Ul
+ 3aia2 @ a;(1,a3) — az ® a;(1,a1a2)+ ~) = 0.

Applying Lemma 1.1 again, and noting that the vanishing of the first tensor factor
in the last equality yields the already considered case dllp; = d*¢; = 0, we obtain
that the second tensor factor vanishes for all i € I], U I.

Consequently, we receive two types of components ¢; ® a; lying in Kerdi:

2dV; + d*¢; = 0; po; = 2Day;
and
3d[]<pi +2d*%p; = 0; pa; = gDai; «; satisfies the defining condition for i € Ij.

The last two conditions imposed on «; imply «;(1,-) € D(A4,V).
Summarizing all this, we receive the statement of the Lemma. W

Lemma 3.3.

Kerds = CQ(LvM)®V+{@ € CQ(LvM) |I.<P(yaz) = zo<p(3:,y)}®H0m(A, V)
+{90 € 02(L7M) | QD([JJ,y],Z) —cp([y,z],:v) —:vocp(y,z)—i—zocp(x,y) = O}®Z’2(A7 V)
+{p e C*(L,M)|zep(y,z) = zep(x,y); o[z, y], 2) = ¢([y, 2], 2)} © S*(A, V).
Proof. Let & = Ziel w; ® a; € Kerdja. Substituting as = 1 in the equation
d12® = 0, one gets:

D (w1 0 pi(wa, w3) + w2 @ P21, 73) + 205 @ Pi(w1,72))

iel

® (a1 ® ai(1,a3) —az e a;(1,a1)) = 0.

Hence we have a decomposition I = I UI5 such that for ¢ € I the first tensor factor
in the last expression vanishes, and for ¢ € I the second one vanishes. Elementary
transformations show that

e pi(y.z) =zepi(x,y), i€l
Ozi(l,CL):CL.OZi(l,l), 1 € Is.
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Then substituting az = 1 in the same initial equation dy2® = 0, one gets

> @eillzr, 2], w3) + @i([21, 23], 22) — 5[, 23], 1)
il
— 1 @ 0i(T2,73) + T2 @ Pi(71,73) + 223 ® @i (71, 72))
X (ai(l, CL1£L2) - ozl-(al, ag)) = O
Applying Lemma 1.1 and the fact that the vanishing of the first tensor factor here
is equivalent to the condition ¢;(z,y], 2) —¢i([y, 2], ) —x e @i (y, 2) + ze @i (x,y) = 0,
we get a decomposition I = I U I12 U I U I3 such that

zepi(y,2) =zepi(z,y)ipi([z,y],2) = pi(ly, 2], 2), i€l
zop(y,2) = zepi(r,y);ai(a,d) = a;(1,ab), i€ Iy
Soi([xu y]u Z) - @Z([yv Z],.’I]) —xe Spl(ya Z) +zeo %(%y) = 07 Oéi(l, a) =ae Oéi(l, 1)7
1€ 121
a;(a,b) =abeay;(1,1), i€ Ip.
It is easy to see that the components p; ® a; with indices belonging to 111, I12 and

152, already lie in Kerdyo.
The remaining part of the equation dio® = 0 becames:

Z (2¢i([z1, 22], 23) + pil[21, T3], 22) — @i([2, 73], 1)) ® dv;(an, az,a3) =0

i€la1
where 0 is Harrison(=Hochschild) differential. Thus there is a decomposition Io; =
I7 U I, where @; for i € I satisfy the same relations as for i € I1;, and «; €
22(A V), i€ I

Putting all these computations together yields the desired formula (the four
summands there correspond to the defining conditions for Ise, 12, I and I re-
spectively; the sum, in general, is not direct). W

Elementary but tedious transformations of expressions entering in defining con-
ditions of summands of Kerd;; and Kerdio, allow to write their intersection as
the following direct sum:

Kerdy NKerdyy ~ Z*(L,M)®V @& Z*(L, M) ® %
© K(L, M) ® Der(A,V) @ B(L, M) ® %
(3.6) & C*(L,M)* @ Pr(A,V) & X(L, M) ® %
® T(L,M)@%
S2(A,V)

@ Poor_(L,M) ®

Hom(A,V)+ D(A, V) +22(A, V) + A(A, V)’
According to (3.4), to compute (H?)" we must consider the equation ® = d; ¥
for ® € Kerdij; N Kerdis and ¥ € Hom(L @ A, M ® V), what is equivalent to

elucidation of all possible cohomological dependencies between obtained classes of
cocycles.
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Lemma 3.4. Let {¢;} be cohomologically independent cocycles in Z*(L, M), {6;}
be cocycles in Z?(L, ML) independent modulo Q*(L, M), {x;} be elements of
K(L, M) independent modulo T(L,M), {e;} be linearly independent cocycles in
B(L, M), {p:} be linearly independent elements in C*(L, ML, {x;} be linearly in-
dependent elements in X(L, M), {7;} be linearly independent elements in T(L, M),
{&} be be linearly independent cocycles in Poor_(L, M), {v;} be linearly inde-
pendent elements in V, {d;} be linearly independent derivations in Der(A,V),
{B;} be mappings in D(A,V) independent modulo Der(A,V), {v,;} be mappings
in Hom(A, V) independent both modulo Der(A, V) and modulo mappings a — aev
for all v € V, {F;} be cocycles in Z?(A,V) independent both cohomologically and
modulo P (A, V), {P;} be linearly independent elements in P (A, V), {A;} be el-
ements in A(A,V) independent modulo P4 (A, V), {G;} be mappings in S*(A,V)
independent modulo mappings a A b — ~v(ab) for all v € Hom(A, V), modulo map-
pings a A'b — 3a e 3(b) + 3b e B(a) — 20(ab) for all B € D(A,V), and modulo
Z2 (A, V) +A(A V).

Then elements of Kerdyy NKerdia: ¢; ® (Ry; om), 0; ® (y;0m), k; @ (6;0m),
ei®F), pi®@P;, xi®A;, 7, (306 — Bjom), & QG (m stands for multiplication in
algebra A and R, is an element in Hom(A, V') defined by a — aev), are independent
modulo Im d;.

Proof. We must to prove that if

S il ) @abe vy + 3 0uCe) @5 ab) + 3 i) © 5 (ab)
+Z€i(iﬂ,y) ®Fj(aab) + Zpi(xay) ®Pj(a7b) + in(xay) ®Aj(aab)
—I—ZTZ-(:L“,y) ® (3a ® 3;(b) + 3be B;(a) — 25;(ab)) + Z{Z(az,y) ® Gj(a,b)

(3.7)

= 3 il ) @ culab) + 5~ 0 bily) +y o wile)) © (@ ai(h) +bo as(a)
icl

for some ), ¥i®a; € Hom(L, M)® Hom(A, V') (the right side here is the generic
element in I'mdy ), then all left side terms vanish.

One has 0;(1) = B;(1) = Pj(1,a) = A;(1,a) = 0 and one may assume that
v;(1) = F;(1,a) = Gj(1,a) = 0. Substitute in (3.7) a =b=1:

Yo vilmy) @v; =Y ddi(z,y) @ ai(1).
el

As ;s are cohomologically independent and v;’s are linearly independent, the last
equality implies that all summands ¢;(z, y) ®v; vanish and there is a decomposition
I'=1UI with dip; =0 for i € I; and «;(1) =0 for i € I>.

Now substitute in (3.7) b = 1:

(38) Y bi(w,y) @yi(a)+ Y kilw,y) ®d;(a) + > 7i(x,y) @ Bj(a)
= (@i(lz,y]) + %(—x o i(y) +y e vi(r))) ® (ei(a) — aea;(l)).

iel
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Substituting (3.8) in (3.7), one gets:

Zai(:v,y) ® Fj(avb) + Zpi(xvy) ® Pj(avb) + ZXi(xvy) ® Aj(avb)
+3) 7i(z,y) ®36j(a,0) + ) &ilx,y) © Gjla,b)
_ %Z(—x o Yi(y) +y » $i(2)) @ (5 (a, b) — abe ai(1)).

The independency conditions of Lemma imply that all summands in the left side
vanish, and due to Lemma 1.1, for element Zie 1 ¥i®B; there exists a decomposition
I =111 Ulio Uy Ulyy with

dp; = 0; z e hi(y) =y e i(x), i€ln

dip; = 0; da;(a,b) = abe (1), i€ o

zethi(y) =yei(x); a;(1) =0, i€l

a;(1) =0; day(a,b) = abe (1), i€ Ia.
Denoting o (a) = a;(a) — a ® a;(1) for i € I12, we get o € Der(A,V).

Substituting all this information back into (3.8), one finally obtains

D bilz,y) ©(a) + ) wile,y) @ 65(a)
= 23 vl ) © (0n(a) — aw i) + 3 illo ) @ i)

i€l €121
£ 3 Willegl) + 5 (0 i(y) +y o u(2) © i)
i€la2

The independency conditions of Lemma imply that all terms appearing in the last
equality vanish, and the desired assertion follows. H

Conclusion of the proof of proposition 3.1.
Lemma 3.3 implies that

Hom(A,V)
V @ Der(A,V)
& (T(L,M)NK(L,M)) @ Der(A,V) & B(L,M)® Der(A,V)

Imd, ~B*(L,M)®V & (Q*(L,M)N Z*(L,M")) ®

which together with (3.6) entails the asserted isomorphism. B

Now we turn to computation of the second summand in (3.3), (H?)".

We are unable to compute it in general (and are doubtful about the existence of
a closed general formula for (H?)") and restrict ourselves with consideration of two
particular cases (in both of them it turns out that (H?)” coincides with the classes

of cocycles lying in S?(L, M) @ C?(A,V)).
Proposition 3.5. Suppose L is abelian. Then
C?(A,V)
{ae[(b) —bep(a)| B € Hom(A,V)}
®SH*(L,M)® {aeB(b) —bef(a)| S € Hom(A,V)}.

(H2)H ~ SQ(L,ML) ®
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First we establish a lemma valid in the general situation (when L is not neces-
sarily abelian).

Lemma 3.6.
(i) Kerdas = Kerd® ® C*(A,V)
+ S2(L, M) ® {a € C2(A,V) | a(a,b) = as f(b) — be f(a)} ;
(i) Imdy = {p € S*(L, M) | p(z,y) = v e (y) +y e ¥ (z)}
©{a € CHA,V) | ala,b) = ae 8(b) — be Ba)}.
Proof. The only thing which perhaps needs a proof here is the equality
KerD ={a € C*(A, V)| ala,b) = aeB(b) —be B(a)}.

This is achieved by appropriate substitution of 1’s. Il

Proof of proposition 3.5. Let ® = Y ., »; ® a; € Kerdas, with a decomposition
on the set of indices I = I; U Iy such that

d'gpi(acl,:vg,:vg) =0, 1€l
a;(a,b) = —ae 3;(b) +be fBi(a), i€l
By Lemma 3.6(i), we may assume also that elements «;,7 € I; are independent
modulo {a e 3(b) —be 3(a)} and hence «;(1,a) =0 for each ¢ € I;.
Suppose there is ¥ =Y, ¢; @ o € C*(L, M) ® S*(A,V) such that the class
of ® — U belongs to (H?2)"” . This particularly means that deo® = d2V:

Z(—Il ® 0;i(T2,23) + T2 @ p;(71, 73))
iel

® (a1 ® ai(az,az) + az ® a;(ar,az) + 2az @ a;(a1, az))

=Y (—w1 0 9)(w2, w3) + w3 @ (1, m3) + 23 @ ) (w1, 22))
iel’
® (a1 @ o (az,a3) — az ® (a1, az)).
Substituting here as = 1, one gets
2 Z(—Il ® 0i(2,73) + 22 ® pi(1,73)) ® (a1, as)
i€l

+3 Z(—ﬂh ® 0i(z2,23) + 2 @ i(1,23)) ® aiar, az)
i€l

= (—x1 @ (w2, w3) + w2 @ (w1, 73) + 213 ® (w1, 22))
ier
® (a1 e aj(1,a3) —az e aj(1,ay)).

Hence, due to the independency condition imposed on «y,i € Iy,
(39) —:El.(pi($2,$3)+$2.gﬁi(I1,I3):O, i€ 1.

This, together with condition ¢; € Kerd®, evidently implies o;(L, L) C M¥* for
eachi € I. Note that the terms from S?(L, ML)®C?(A, V) liein Z?(Lo A, MRV).
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Now write the cocycle equation for elements from S?(L, M)®{ae3(b)—be[(a)}:

Z(l’l o pi(r2,73) ® (a1a2 ® Bi(az) — araz e Pi(az))
i€ly
+ 22 0 i (21, 73) ® (—aiaz ® Bi(a3) + azaz e Bi(ar))
+ 23 0 (21, 22) ® (aras ® Bi(az) — azas @ fi(a1))) = 0.
Substituting as = a3 = 1, we get
2(332 * ¢i(r1,w3) — 23 @ i1, 22)) ® (Bi(a1) — ar @ Bi(1)) = 0.
i€ly
As the vanishing of the second tensor factor here leads to the vanishing of the
whole «;, we see that the condition (3.9) holds also in this case, i.e. for all i € I.
Conversely, if (3.9) holds, then the cocycle equation is satisfied. Thus the space
of cocycles in Z2(L ® A, M ® V') whose cohomology classes lie in (H?)”, coincides
with
C*(A,V)
{aeB(b) —beS(a)|B € Hom(A,V)}
Sym?(L, M)+ SB?*(L, M)
SB2(L, M)
(note that we can always take ¥ = 0).

To conclude the proof, one can observe that all these cocycles are cohomologically
independent. This is proved in a pretty standard way, as in Lemma 3.4. B

S2(L, ML) ®

®{aep(b) —bep(a)| B € Hom(A,V)}

Summarizing Proposition 3.1 (for the case when L is abelian) and Proposition
3.5, we obtain

Theorem 3.7. Let L be an abelian Lie algebra. Then

HY (L@ AM@V)~H*(L,M)®V @ H(L,M)® Der(A,V)

S2(A, V)
V @ Der(A,V)

C?(A,V)
{ae[(b) —bep(a)| B € Hom(A,V)}
@ SH*(L,M)® {aepB(b) —beB(a)| € Hom(A,V)}.

Each cocycle in Z*(L ® A,M ® V) is a linear combination of cocycles of the four

following types (which correspond respectively to the first, the sum of the second
and the third, the fourth and the fifth summands in the isomorphism):
(i) z@aNy®@br o(r,y) ®abev, @€ Z*(L,M),veV
(i) r®@aAy@b— p(z,y) @ ala,b), ¢ C*(L,M),ae S*(A,V)
(iii) as in (i) with ¢ € S*(L, ML), «a € C?*(A,V)
(iv) 2@ahy@be pz,y) ® (ae B(b) —be Ba), ¢ € Sym?*(L,M),B €
Hom(A,V).

@ C*L,M" ®

® S*HL,M") ®

Remark. Tt is easy to see that if L is abelian, then there is an inclusion H(L, M) C
H?(L, M) (H(L, M) consists of classes of cocycles taking values in ML). Conse-
quently, singling out the appropriate terms from the first three direct summands in
the isomorphism above, we obtain a direct summand 3 (L, M) ® S?(A,V).
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Now we want to perform another particular computations of the second coho-
mology group, namely, to compute the relative cohomology H?(L ® A; L, M ® V).

One may easily seen that all constructions can be restricted to the relative com-
plex Hom(A* (L& A/ K1), M®V') with a single (but simplifying the matters greatly)
difference that all mappings from C3(A, V), Y3(A,V) and S3(A,V) vanish when-
ever one of its arguments is 1.

We will use notations (H?) and (H?)"” to denote the corresponding components
of H(L® A;L,M @ V).

Proposition 3.8.

(L, M)

2N/ -, Q2 L\L 1 2 STy

(H?)" ~ S*(L, ML @ HC (A,V)@S(LaM)®?7(A,V)
S2(L, M) 4 T)
so(L, e @ T AY) © Poori (L M) © e e vy

Proof. The proof goes by the same scheme as of Proposition 3.1. By Lemma 3.6,
Kerdss = Kerd®* @ C?(A,V) (as the second tensor factor in the second component
there vanishes in this case).

The condition doo® = d12W for @ => ;@ a; € Kerdyz and ¥ =Y ¢l ® aj €
C?*(L,M)® S?(L, M) reads:

> (2¢i([r1,w2), 73) + ¢i([01, 73], 22) — 94 ([w2, 73], 71))
iel
® (ai(araz, ald) — ai(azas, ar))
+(—z100i(22, 73)+22005(21,73)) @ (a1 @i (a2, a3)+azea;(ar, az)+2azre(ar, az))
= (2¢([x1, w2], 73) + @) ([21, 23], 22) — ][22, 73], 71))
iel’
® (o (araz, az) — aj(azas, ar))
+ (—z1 @ @i(x2, 23) + 2 ® @i (1, 23) + 223 ® Y} (1, 72))
® (a1 a;(ag, az) —az e a;(al,@))-

Substituting here as = 1, we receive (remember about vanishing of all a’s if one of
arguments is 1):

D 2pi([r1, w2, w5) + @il[21, 23], w2) — ([0, 73], 21)
el
— a1 8 (22, 23) + T2 ® i (21,73)) ® (a1, a3) = 0.
This entails
(3.10)  2pi([z1, 2], w3) + pi(lw1, w3, 2) — @i([w2, 23], 71)
—x1 0 p(x2,23) + 220 pi(x1,23) =0, i€l
Since ¢ € Kerd®,
(3.11) x1 @ p;(x2,x3) + 23 @ 0;(x1,23) + x3 0 i (x1,22) =0, €I
With the help of elementary transformations, (3.10) and (3.11) yield
@i([z1, 23], x2) + @i([w2, 3], 1) + 23 @ @i(w1,22) =0
or, in other words, ¢; € S?(L, M)* for each i € I.
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Now writing the cocycle equation for >, ; ;i ® a; € S*(L, M )L ® C?*(A, V), one
gets

Z pi([z1, 2], 23) ® (ai(araz, a3) — a1 ® a;(az, as) — az @ ai(a1, a3))
il
+ @i([r1, 73], 72) ® (—ai(ar1as, az) — a1 @ a;(az, az) + az ® a;(ai, az))

+ pi([ze, x3], 1) ® (i (agas,a1) + az @ a;(a1,a3) + as e a;(ar,as)) = 0.
Antisymmetrize this expression with respect to ay, as:
Z(%([xh z3), w2) + pi([x2, 23], 21)) ® (—ai(aras, az) + ai(azas, ar)
iel

—ay e ai(az,az) + az ® ai(a1, a3) + 2az ® a;(ai, az)) = 0.

Consequently, we have a decomposition I = I1 U I with

(312) gpi([xl,xg],xg)—|—gpi([x2,x3],x1):0, 1€l

(3.13) a; € C3AV), i€ .

Note that (3.12) together with condition ¢; € S?(L, M)¥ imply ¢;(L, L) C M* for
i € I. Applying to the condition (3.13) the symmetrizer e — (13) + (123), we get
(3.14) a1 e a;(az,a3)+ az ® avi(ai, as)

1 .
= - (2ai(a1a2, a3) — ai(azas, a1) — a(aras, az)), i€ Is.

3
Taking into account (3.12)—(3.14), the cocycle equation can be rewritten as

D (willzr,@a),w3) = pillwr, @), x2) + @i, w3, 1))
icl
® (a;(araz,a3) + a;(aras, az) + a;(azas, a1)) = 0.

By Lemma 1.1, there is a decomposition I = I11 U 15 U I51 U Is5 such that

ei([z,y], 2) = ¢i(@, [y, 2]); @i([z, y), 2)+ =0, i€
villz,y],2) = ¢i(x, [y, 2]); 0 € HCY(A, V), i€ Lo
oi([z,y], 2)+ ~n=0;a; € C*(A,V), i€ ln
a; € C3(A,VINHCYA, V), ¢ Ixn.
Evidently ¢;([L, L], L) =0 for i € I; and o; € P_(A, V) for i € Izo. All these four
types of components are cocycles in Z2(L ® A, M ® V).

Therefore, the space of cocycles whose cohomology classes lie in (H?)", looks as
follows:

L7092 ~ S (L, M*) @ HC (A, V) +8*(L, M)@C%(A, V) +S*(L, M)*@P_(A,V)
+ Poory (L, M) ® C*(A,V).

(the four summands here correspond to the components indexed by I12, I21, I22 and
11 respectively; note that we may let ¥ = 0 again).
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Rewriting this as a direct sum, we get:

C2(A, V)

2 L\L 1 2 ’

SHL MY 9 HC(AV) @ $(LM)® o
S2(L, M- C*(A,V)
W@?_(A,V) @ Poor (L,M)® HCl(A,V)+G2(A,V)'

And finally, one may show in the same fashion as previously, that all these

cocycles are cohomologically independent, and the assertion of the Lemma follows.
|

Summarizing Propositions 3.1 and 3.8, we obtain:
HY (L@ A LM V)~ (Hf) ® (H})"
where

Har?(A,V)
j)-i- (A7 V)

A(A,V)

(HE) ~B(L,M)® P.(A,V)

©C*L,M)F 0P, (A, V)DX(L, M)®
S*(A,V)
Hom(A,V)+ D(A, V) + Har?(A, V) + A(A,V)

and (H%)" is described by Proposition 3.8.

We conclude this section with enumeration (for the case of general L) of all
possible cocycles of rank 1, i.e. those which can be written in a form ¢ ® a €
Hom(L®? M) ® Hom(A®2 V).

In view of (3.3), Propositions 3.1 and 3.8, one suffices to consider cocycles of
rank 1 whose cohomology classes lie in (H?)” and which are independent modulo
(H2)". Let us denote this space of cocycles as Z”.

& Poor_(L,M)®

Proposition 3.9. Each cocycle in Z" is cohomologous to a sum of cocycles of the
following two types:

(i) 2®aAy@b — p(z,y)@(aeB(b)—beS(a)), v € Sym?*(L, M), o([L, L], L) =
0,8 € Hom(A,V)

(i) as in (i) with ¢ € S?(L,M),2¢([z,y],2) = x e o(y,2) —y ® p(z,2), €
Der(A,V).

Proof. Mainly repetition of previous arguments. B

Therefore, there are, in general, 13 types of cohomologically independent cocycles
of rank 1 (7 coming from Proposition 3.1 + 4 coming from Proposition 3.8 + 2
coming from Proposition 3.9). Of course, in particular cases some of these types of
cocycles may vanish.

We see that for H2(L® A; L, M ® V) and for H*(L® A, M ® V), L abelian, one
possible to choose a basis consisting of rank 1 cocycles. In general this is, however,
not true. The case of H2(Wy(n) ® A,Wi(n) ® A), where Wy (n) is a Zassenhaus
algebra of positive characteristic, treated in [Z], shows that there are cocycles of
rank 2 not cohomologous to (a sum of) cocycles of rank 1.
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4. A SKETCH OF A SPECTRAL SEQUENCE

The computations performed in preceding sections can be described (and gen-
eralized) in terms of a certain spectral sequence. Let us indicate briefly the main
idea (the full treatment with further applications hopefully will appear elsewhere).

One has a Cauchy formula

"L A) ~PYAL) @Y (A)
AFn
where Y) is a Schur functor associated with the Young diagram A, and A~ is a
Young diagram obtained from A by interchanging its rows and columns.
Applying to it the functor Hom(—, M ® V) ~ Hom(—, M) ® Hom(—,V), one
gets a decomposition of the underlying modules in the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex:

(4.1) CL®AM®V) > Cy(L,M)& Cr(A,V)
AFn
where C\ (U, W) = Hom(Y»(U),W). The two extreme terms here are C" (L, M) ®
S™(A, V) and S"(L,M)® C™(A,V).
So each differential d : C"(L ® A, M ® V) — C""Y(L ® A,M ® V) in the
Chevalley-Eilenberg complex decomposes according (4.1) into components

dY : O (L, M) @ Cy~ (A, V) = Ca(L, M) @ Cx~(A, V)

for each pair X F n,A F (n 4+ 1). Therefore the following graph of all Young

[

diagrams
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may be interpreted in the following way: each Young diagram A of size n designate
a module Cy (L, M) ® Cx~(A,V) and an arrow from X to A represents d} .

One can prove that nonzero arrows d’A\/ are exactly the following: all arrows going
“from right to left” and those going “from left to right” for which either X\ is a
vertical diagram of size n and A is of size n 4+ 1 and of the following form:

n—3 {
or )\ is included in .

Using this, we can define a decreasing nonnegative filtration F¥C* on the com-
plex (C*(L®A, M®V),d) as the sum of all Cy(L, M)®Cx~ (A4, V) with A belonging
to a “closure” under nonzero arrows of a single vertical diagram of size k + 1.

Now we may consider a (first quadrant) spectral sequence {EX*, d,} associated
with this filtration. Since the filtration is finite in each degree, the spectral sequence
converges to the desired cohomology group H*(L ® A, M ® V).

Then E2 =0 and (H?)' and (H?)"” from §3 are nothing else than El! and E%2
respectively.

5. STRUCTURE FUNCTIONS

In this section we show how result from §3 may be applied to a geometric problem
of calculation of structure functions on manifolds of loops on compact Hermitian
symmetric spaces.

Let us recall briefly necessary notions and results. Let M be a (complex) mani-
fold endowed with a G-structure (so G is a complex Lie group). Structure functions
(SF for short) are sections of certain vector bundles over M with fiber over a point
m € M. Their importance stems from the fact that they constitute the com-
plete set of obstructions to integrability (= possibility of local flattening) of a given
G-structure. A remarkable fact is that SF admit a purely algebraic description.
Starting with g_; = T;,,(M), the tangent space at a point m, and gy = LieG,
one may construct, via apparatus of Cartan prolongations, a graded Lie algebra
9=€D;>_, 9;- Namely,

(5.1) gi ={X € Hom(g-1,0:-1) | [X(v),w] = [X(w),v] Vv,w € g1}

for i > 0.

For a such graded Lie algebra one may define the Spencer cohomology groups
HZE¥(g_1). Then the space of SF of order k, i.e. obstructions to identification of
the kth infinitesimal neighborhood of a point m € M with that of a point of the
flat manifold, is isomorphic to the group Héff (g_1). Note that since H?(g_1,9) =
D1 Hgf(g_l), to compute SF for a given G-structure on a manifold, one merely
need to evaluate the usual Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology group H?(g_1,g) of an
abelian Lie algebra g_; with coefficients in the whole g and to identify SF of order
k with the graded component {g € H?(g_1,9) | Im o C gr_2}, k > 1. We refer for

the classical text [Sf], Chapter VII, for details.
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One of the nice examples of manifolds endowed with a G-structure are (irre-
ducible) compact Hermitian symmetric spaces (CHSS). There are naturally distin-
guishable two cases: rankM > 1 and rankM = 1.

If rank M > 1, g turns out to be a classical simple Lie algebra with a grading of
length 1: g = g_1 ® go® g1 (particularly, Cartan prolongations of order > 1 vanish,
so we have SF of orders 1, 2 and 3 only). We will refer for this case as a general
case.

The case of rank M = 1 is exceptional in a sense. The Cartan prolong of
(Ce_1,Ceq) (with [e—_1,e0] = e_1) is the infinite-dimensional algebra

Wi =(e;|i>—1;[es,e5] = (§ — i)eits),

a version of the famous Witt algebra. Ce_; & Ceg @ Cey =~ sl(2) is a subalgebra of
W1, and we will refer for this case as a sl(2) case.

Corresponding SF (in both cases) were determined by Goncharov [G]. During
the last decade, there was a big amount of activity by Grozman, Leites, Poletaeva
and Serganova in determining SF of various classes of (super)manifolds and G-
structures on them (see e.g. [GI] and [LPS] with a transitive closure of references
therein).

What we are going to do here, is to describe SF of manifolds M*® "of loops with
values in a (finite-dimensional) CHSS. The group G here is formally no longer a Lie
group, but its infinite-dimensional analogue, the group of loops, and a corresponding
Lie algebra is a current Lie algebra g ® C[t,t!] with a grading inherited from g:

g@C[t,t =9 10C[t,t 7] ® go®@C[t,t '] @ g1 @ C[t,t7]
Wy @ Clt,t '] = @) es @ Clt, 7]

i>—1

for the general and sl(2) cases respectively.
The last statement follows from the next simple but handy observation:

Proposition 5.1. Let @, _, i be a Cartan prolongation of a pair (g—1,80),
g-1,00 are finite-dimensional. Then @, _,(g; ® A) is a Cartan prolongation of a
pair (g—1 @ A,go Q@ A).

Proof. Induction on i. As all g; are finite-dimensional, an element X € Hom(g_1 ®
A, g,—1 ® A) in inductive definition (5.1) of Cartan prolongation may be written in
the form »°,_; v ® o for p; € Hom(g_1,8i-1), a; € End(A). Then it goes as in
proof of Theorem 2.1. B

Thus, we shall obtain, so to speak, a “loopization” of Goncharov’s result.

In November 1993, the author was shown by Dmitry Leites handwritten notes
by Elena Poletaeva on computation of SF of manifolds of loops corresponding to
the si(2) case and the special case g = si(4) with graded components g_; = V@V™*,
go = gl(2) ® gl(2) ® Cz,91 = V* ® V where V is a standard 2-dimensional gl(2)-
module.

However, this never was published, the notes seem be lost, and 10 years later
nobody from the involved parties cannot recollect the details.

So for the sake of completness we reproduce the Poletaeva’s result for the s/(2)
case obtained with our method.
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Theorem 5.2 (Poletaeva). For a manifold MS' of loops with values in CHSS M
of rank 1 (i.e. M is a complex projective space), the space of SF of order 1 is
isomorphic to e_; ® C?(C[t,t1],C[t,t™1]) and the space of SF of order k > 1 is
isomorphic to ej_o ® (End (C[t,t71])/C[t,t~1]).
The corresponding basic cocycles are given by
ec1®@ahe 1 @b ey ®@ala,b), a € C*(C[t,t~'],Clt, t™1])

e1®ale 1 @b ep_o® (aB(b) —bB(a)), B € End(Clt,t™1]), k > 1.
Proof. Our task is to compute H?(e_; ® C[t,t™ '], W; @ C[t,t~]). Substitute our

specific data to the formula of Theorem 3.7. As L = Ce_; is one-dimensional, the
first three terms of that formula, being skew-symmetric in L, vanish, and we get:

H?*(e_1 @ C[t,t 7], W1 @ C[t,t™1])
C?(Clt,t71],C[t,t71))
{ap(b) —bB(a) | B € End(C[t,t1])}
® SH*(Ce_1,Wy) ® {aB(b) — bB(a) | B € End(C[t,t])}.

~ S*(Ce_1, Wi ") ®

Now, evidently Wy ™' = Ce_1, S?(Ce_1,Ce_1) = (e_1 Ve_1 — e_1) =~ Ce_q,
and SHQ(Cefl, Wl) = SQ(CG,M Wl) = {671 Ve_1—u | u e Wl} ~ W.

Regrouping direct summands in an obvious way, splitting Chevalley-Eilenberg
cohomology into graded Spencer cohomology components, and noting that the ker-
nel of a mapping

T : End(C[t,t™']) — C*(C[t,t'],C[t,t™'])
B (TB)(a,b) = af(b) — bB(a),

coincides with multiplications by an element of C[t,t~!], we get the statement of
the Theorem. W

Now turn to consideration of the general case.

Definitions.
(i) SF (identified with the elements of the second cohomology group) gener-
ated by cocycles of the kind
rTRaNyRbr— p(x,y) ® abu

where ¢ is SF of CHSS and u € C[t, ¢~!], will be called trivial.
(ii) SF generated by cocycles of the kind

T®aNyRb— p(z,y) ® afa,b)

where ¢ € C?(g_1,9-1), a € S%(C[t,t],C[t,t71]), will be called almost
trivial.

(i) Define a symmetric analogue of Hy;>(g_1), denoted as SHy;>(g—1), to be
a factorspace

82(971,970
{p € 5%(g-1,0-1) | p(z,y) = [z,%(y)] + [y, ¥ (x)] for € Hom(g-1,90)}
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For convenience, we gather here the necessary properties of the grading g =
g—1DgoD g1 of asimple classical Lie C-algebra (cf., for example, [D] and references
therein).

First,

(52) {ZZT € gi | [{E,gfl] = 0} =0, +=0,1.

Particularly, g_1 is a faithful go-module.

Next, all such gradings may be obtained in the following way. Let R be a root
system of g corresponding to a Cartan subalgebra b, B a basis of R, {hg,eq |8 €
B,«a € R} a Chevalley basis of g. Fix a root 8 € B such that § enters in decompo-
sition of each root only with coefficients —1,0, 1 (the existence of such root implies
that R is not of type G2, Fy or Eg). Denote by R;,i = —1,0, 1, the set of roots in
which 3 enters with coefficient . Then

g-1= @ Cea, go=bo® @ Cen, @1 = @ Ceq.

aER_1 aERy aERy

Theorem 5.3. For a manifold M5 of loops with values in CHSS M of rank > 1
(i.e. M is not a complex projective space), all SF of orders 2 and 3 are trivial. The
space of SF of order 1 modulo almost trivial SF is isomorphic to

S2(C[t,t=1,C[t, t71))
(CleCL)®Clt,t1]

C?(C[t,t71],C[t,t71])
End (C[t,t~1])
End(C[t,t™1])
Clt, t=1

Bgl(g-1) @ ® S%(g-1,9-1) ®

® SH}*(g-1) ®

Remarks.

(i) Bg;*(g_1) is the space of corresponding Spencer coboundaries, i.c. the space
of mappings ¢ € C?(g_1,g-1) of the form ¢(x,y) = [x,v%(y)] — [y, ¥ (z)] for some
Y € Hom (g_l, go).

(ii) Theorem 3.7 suggests the way in which denominator is imbedded into nu-
merator in the factorspaces involving C[t,t~1]. In the first factorspace, an element
(AL + u%)t” corresponds to a mapping

a(t' #7) = NI (i + )ttt
In the second one, a mapping B(t') = >, Aint™ corresponds to a mapping

Ol(ti,tj) = Z()\j’nfi — )\iﬁn,j)tn.

n

And in the third one, an element ¢" corresponds to multiplication by ¢™:
B(tz) _ ti-l-n.

Proof. To compute H?(g_; ® C[t,t™'],g ® C[t,t™']), we start as in the proof of
Theorem 5.2. As it turns out that the concrete structure of the Laurent polynomial
ring C[t, ¢~ 1] is not important in our approach, for notational convenience we replace
it by an arbitrary (associative commutative unital) algebra A.
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Substitute our specific data to the formula of Theorem 3.7:
H*(g10A,g®A) ~ H*(g_1,9) ® A & H(g_1,9) ® Der(A)
S2(A, A)
A @ Der(A)
® C?(A, A)
{aB(b) —bB(a) | B € End(A)}
@ SH*(g-1,0) ® {aB(b) —bB(a) | B € End(A)}.

The next technical lemma is devoted to determination of components appearing
in this isomorphism.

(5.3) ® C*(g-1,8°") ®

@ 52(9—179971)

Lemma 5.4.
(i) g =g y
(if) H(g-1,8) = Hy; (3-1)
(iif) SH?(g-1,8) = SHg; (9-1)-
Proof. (i) Evident in view of (5.2).
(ii) Follows from definitions of appropriate spaces, (5.2) and part (i).
(iii) According to the definition,

Sym*(g-1,9) = {p € S*(g-1,0) | [v, 0(y, 2)] = [y, (2, 2)] V2, 9,2 € g-1}.
We may decompose ¢ into the sum of three components ¢_1 + @o + v1, ©; €
Sym?(g-1,8:) = Sym*(g-1,9) N S*(g-1,0:)-
One immediately seen that Sym?(g_1,9-1) = S%(g—1,9-1), and for each fixed
z € g_1, vi(+, z) belongs to the (i + 1)st Cartan prolongation of the pair (g_1, go),
i=0,1. Hence Sym?(g_1,g1) = 0 and there is a bilinear mapping

F: Sym*(g-1,90) X §-1 — 01
volx, z) =[x, F(po,2)] Vreg_i.
But the symmetry of g implies that an element F(pq, ) € Hom(g_1,g1) lies in the

second Cartan prolongation of (g_1, go) and hence vanish. Thus Sym?(g_1, go) = 0.
Therefore, Sym?(g_1,9) = S%(g_1,9-1) and the asserted equality follows. B

Continuation of the proof of Theorem 5.3. Substituting the results of Lemma 5.4
to (5.3), and rearranging the summands as indicated in the Remark after Theorem
3.7, we obtain:

H(g-1® A,g® A) = Hy? @ S*(A,A) @ (Hg*(g-1) © Hyp(9-1)) © A
S%(4, 4)
A ® Der(A)
C?(A, A)
@ 5*g-1,0-1) ® -
(0-1:0-0'% CBE) —55() | 5 € End(A)]

® SHy*(g-1) @ {ap(b) — b(a) | B € End(A)}.

The first tensor product here consists of almost trivial SF of order 1, the second

one consists of trivial SF of order 2 and 3, and the Theorem follows (well, after the
final substitution A = C[t,¢t71]). B

® By (g-1) ®
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Theorem 5.3 tells how to describe structure functions of a manifolds of loops with
values in CHSS in terms of SF of underlying CHSS (Spencer cohomology groups),
and the space SH, 91[’)2 (g—1), which is a sort of a symmetric analogue of the Spencer
cohomology group.

The thorough treatment of the latter symmetric analogue, including its calcula-
tion for all g’s, as well as related construction of a symmetric analogue of Cartan
prolongation and some questions pertained to Jordan algebras, hopefully will ap-
pear elsewhere. Here we only briefly outline how SH 91[32 (g—1) can be determined in
terms of a corresponding root system R.

Indeed, consider a mapping

T : Hom(g-1,80) = S*(g-1,0-1)
(@) = (TY)(@,y) = [z, )] + [y, ¥(2)].

The question of determining SH, glf (g—1) evidently reduces to evaluation of KerT.

Writing
Y(e) = Z Aaha + Z HeCa
a€EB aERy
for r € R_; and certain parameters A, u,, € C, one seen that the equality

[z,%(y)] + [y, ¥(x)] = 0 is equivalent to the following three conditions:

Z Aor(he) =py_Ner—s Vr,s€R_1:1r—s€Ry
a€EB
Z)\ZT(hQ):O Vr.s€R_1:1r—s¢R
a€EB
o Nea =0 Vr,se R_j,a€Ry:1r—s#«

which serve as (linear) defining relations for the space Ker T and may be computed
in each concrete case.
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