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1. Introduction

Let S(n) denote the space of symmetric n X n matrices with entries in R and O(n)
the orthogonal group. Consider the action:

£:0(n) x S(n) — S(n)

(A,B) — ABA™' = ABA"

If ¥ is the space of all real diagonal matrices and &,, the symmetric group on n

letters,

then we have the following

1.1. Theorem.

(1)
2)

3 meets every O(n)-orbit.
If B € ¥, then £(O(n), B) N X, the intersection of the O(n)-orbit through
B with ¥, equals the G, -orbit through B, where &, acts on B € ¥ by
permuting the eigenvalues.
Y intersects each orbit orthogonally in terms of the inner product (A, B) =
tr(AB?) = tr(AB) on S(n).
R [S(n)]o("), the space of all O(n)-invariant polynomials in S(n) is isomor-
phic to R [2]6", the symmetric polynomials in ¥ (by restriction).
The space C'*° (S(n))o(") of O(n)-invariant C'*°-functions is isomorphic to
Cc*= (Z)G", the space of all symmetric C*°-functions in ¥ (again by restric-
tion), and these again are isomorphic to the C*°-functions in the elementary
symmetric polynomials.
The space of all O(n)-invariant horizontal p-forms on S(n), that is the space
of all O(n)-invariant p-forms w with the property ixw = 0 for all X €
T4(O(n).A), is isomorphic to the space of &, -invariant p-forms on %:

QP

hor

(S(m)°) = P()%

Proof. (1). Clear from linear algebra.

(2) The transformation of a symmetric matrix into normal form is unique except
for the order in which the eigenvalues appear.
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2 1. Introduction

(3) Take an A in X. For any X € o(n), that is for any skew-symmetric X, let {x
denote the corresponding fundamental vector field on S(n). Then we have

Cx(A) = 4 exp, (tX)Aexp, (tX ") =
dt|,_,

=XAid+id AX"=XA- AX.
Now the inner product with n € T4 = ¥ computes to
(Cx(A),m) = tr(Cx (A)n) = tr((XA - AX)n) =
=tr(XAn) —tr(AXn) = tr(XnA) — tr(XnA) = 0.
——

=XnA

4 IfpeR [S(n)]o(n) then clearly p := p|y, € R [%]°". To construct p from p we
use the result from algebra, that R [R”]G” is just the ring of all polynomials in the
elementary symmetric functions. So if we use the isomorphism:

aq 0 0
0 a9

A=1| . . — (a1, a2,...,a,) =t a
0O 0 ... apn

to replace R™ by X, we find that each symmetric polynomial p on ¥ is of the form

p(A) = p(o1(A),02(A),...,0n(A)),
it can be expressed as a polynimial p in the elementary symmetric functions

o1 =—a' —2%— ... — 2"

02:x1x2+x1z3+...

op = (—1)F Z i g

J1<-<Jk

on = (=1)"X1. . z"

Let us consider the characteristic polynomial of the diagonal matrix X with eigen-

1 n

values z*,...,x™:

H(t — ) =t o " o1t F oy
i=1
= det(t.Id — X)
= Z(—l)”_iticn,i(X), where
=0
cr(Y) = tr(A*Y - AFR™ — AFR™)
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1. Introduction 3

is the k-th characteristic coefficient of a matrix A. So the o; extend to O(n)-
invariant polynomials ¢; on S(n). So we can now extend p to a polynomial on S(n)
by

p(H) :=p(c1(H),ca(H),...,cn(H)) for all H € S(n),
and p is an O(n)-invariant polynomial on S(n), and unique as such due to (1).
(5) Again we have that f € C* (S(n))o(n) implies f := f |y € C* (2)°". Finding
an inverse map f +— f as above is possible due to the following theorem by Gerald
Schwarz (see chapter 3) :
Let G be a compact Lie group with a finite-dimensional representation G — GL(V),
and p1, p2, - .., pr generators for the algebra R [V]G of G-invariant polynomials on
V' (this space is finitely generated as an algebra due to Hilbert, see chapter 2).
Then, for any smooth function h € C'* (V)G, there is a function h € C* (Rk) such

that h(v) = h(p1(v), ..., pr(v)).
Now we can prove the assertion as in (4) above. Again we take the symmetric poly-

nomials o1, ... ,0, as generators of R [£]®". By Schwarz’ theorem fﬁe Cc>= (x)°n
can be written as a smooth function in oy,...,0,. So we have an f € C* (R")
such that

f(A) = f(o1(A),...0n(A)) forall Ae X

If we extend the o; onto S(n) as in (4), we can define
J(H) = Fles(H), ex(H), ... ea(H))  for H € S(n).

f is again a smooth function and the unique O(n)-invariant extension of f.
(6) Consider o = (01,...,0,) : ¥ — R™ and put J(z) := det(do(z)). For each
o € 6,, we have
Jdz' A Adx™ =doy A+ Adoy,
=a*doy N--- Ndo,
= (Joa).a*drt A--- Adx"™
= (Joa).det(a).dz' A--- Adz"
(7) Joa=det(a™t).J

From this we see firstly that J is a homogeneous polynomial of degree
1 n
O+1+4-+(n—1)="00 = (2>

The mapping o is a local diffeomorphism on the open set U = X\ J~1(0), thus
doy,...,do, is a coframe on U, i.e. a basis of the cotangent bundle everywhere on
U. Let (ij) be the transpositions in &, let Hy;) = {z € ¥ : 2' — 27 = 0} be
the reflection hyperplanes of the (ij). If x € H;; then by (7) we have J(z) =
J((ij)x) = —J(x), so J(X) = 0. Thus J|H;; = 0, so the polynomial .J is divisible
by the linear form z* — 27, for each i < j. By comparing degrees we see that

(8) J(x) =c. H(xl —27),  where 0 # c € R.

i<j
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4 1. Introduction

By the same argument we see that:

(9) If g € C>°(X) satisfies g o a = det(a™!).g for all a € &,,, then g = J.h for
h € C>(%)%.
(10) Claim (10): Let w € QP(X)®". Then we have

w = E (.Ujl _____ jde'jl/\"'/\dO'jp
J1<g2<--<Jjp
on %, for wj, .. i, € C>=(X)%n.

To prove claim (10) recall that doy,...,do, is an &,-invariant coframe on the
&,,-invariant open set U. Thus

W|U: E g]lpr dg]l /\/\dajp
<Jo2 <<
J1<J2 Jp cCc=(U)

(11.) = > (% > atgi.. jp> doj, \--- Ndoy,

J1<j2<-<Jjp aceG,

iy €C=(U)®n

Now choose I = {i; < -+ <i,} C{l,...,n}and let I = {1,...,n}\ I = {ip41 <
-++ < ip}. Then we have for a sign ¢ = +1

wlU Ndoi, , N---Ndo;, =ehr.doy A--- Ndoy,

do!

=c.hp.Jdzt Ao Ada™.
On the whole of X we have
wAdo! = ekrdet A Adz™

for suitable k; € C*°(X). By comparing the two expression on U we see from (7)
that k; oo = det(a™1!).ks since U is dense in . So from (9) we may conclude that
kr = Juwr for wy € C=(X)®~, but then h; = w;|U and w = Yo wr do! as asserted
in claim (10).

Now we may finish the proof. By the theorem of G. Schwartz there exist f; €
C*>®(R"™) with wy = fr(o1,...,0,). Recall now the characteristic coefficients ¢; €
R[S(n)] from the proof of (4) which satisfy ¢;|X = ;. If we put now

= > fuay(er,en)dei, Ao Ndeg, € QF(S(n))O)

i1 <<t

then the pullback of @ to ¥ equals w. [
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2. Polynomial Invariant Theory

2.1. Theorem of Hilbert and Nagata. Let G be a Lie group with a finite-
dimensional representation G — GL(V') and let one of the following conditions be
fulfilled:

(1) G is semisimple and has only a finite number of connected components
(2) V and (G.f)p are completely reducible for all f € R[V] (see Nagata’s
lemma)

Then R [V]G is finitely generated as an algebra, or equivalently, there is a finite set
of polynomials p1,...,pr € R [V}G, such that the map p := (p1,...,p) : V — RF
induces a surjection N

R [RF] —2—R([V]9.

Remark. The first condition is stronger than the second since for a connected,
semisimple Lie group, or for one with a finite number of connected components,
every finite dimensional representation is completely reducible. To prove the the-
orem we will only need to know complete reducibility for the finite dimensional
representations V' and (G.f)g though (as stated in (2)).

2.2. Lemma. Let A = &;>0A; be a connected graded R-algebra (that is Ag = R).
If A, = @®;>0A; is finitely generated as an A-module, then A is finitely generated
as an R-algebra.

Proof. Let ay,...,a, € A, be generators of A, as an A-module. Since they can
be chosen homogeneous, we assume a; € A,, for positive integers d;.
Claim: The a; generate A as an R-algebra: A =R[aq,...,a,]

We will show by induction that A; C R[aq,...,a,] for all i. For ¢ = 0 the assertion
is clearly true, since Ay = R. Now suppose 4; C Raq,...,ay] for all i < N. Then
we have to show that

ANy CRlay,...,a,)

as well. Take any a € Ay. Then a can be expressed as
a= Z cé- a; cz» €A
2]
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6 2. Polynomial invariant theory

Since a is homogeneous of degree N we can discard all cz-ai with total degree
j+di # N from the righthand side of the equation. If we set cy_, =: ¢’ we get

a= g cla;
i

In this equation all terms are homogeneous of degree N. In particular, any occurring
a; have degree d; < N. Consider first the a; of degree d; = N. The corresponding c*
then automatically lie in Ag = R, so c’a; € Rlai,...,a,]. To handle the remaining
a; we use the induction hypothesis. Since a; and ¢’ are of degree < N, they are
both contained in Ray,...,a,]. Therefore, c'a; lies in R[ay,...,a,] as well. So
a=> ca; € Rlay,...,a,], which completes the proof. [J

Remark. If we apply this lemma for A = R[V]“ we sce that to prove 2.1 we
only have to show that R [V]f, the algebra of all invariant polynomials of strictly

positive degree, is finitely generated as a module over R [V]G. The first step in this
direction will be to prove the weaker statement:

B:=R[V].R[V]

+ is finitely generated as an ideal.

It is a consequence of a well known theorem by Hilbert:

2.3. Theorem. (Hilbert’s ideal basis theorem) If A is a commutative Noetherian
ring, then the polynomial ring A [x] is Noetherian as well.

A ring is Noetherian if every strictly ascending sequence of left ideals Iy C I; C
I, C ... is finite, or equivalently, if every left ideal is finitely generated. If we choose
A =R, the theorem states that R [z] is again Noetherian. Now consider A = R [z],
then R [z] [y] = R [z,y] is Noetherian, and so on. By induction, we see that R [V] is
Noetherian. Therefore, any left ideal in R [V], in particular B, is finitely generated.

Proof of 2.3. Take any ideal I C A[x] and denote by A; the set of leading
coeflicients of all i-th degree polynomials in I. Then A; is an ideal in A, and we
have a sequence of ideals

AgC A CAC---CA

Since A is Noetherian, this sequence stabilizes after a certain index r, i.e. A, =
App1=---. Let {a;1,...,ai,,} be a set of generators for A; (i =1,...,r), and p;;
a polynomial of degree ¢ in I with leading coefficient a;;.

Claim: These polynomials generate I.

Let P = (pij) aje] € A[z] be the ideal generated by the p;;. P clearly contains all
constants in I (Ag C I). Let us show by induction that it contains all polynomials
in I of degree d > 0 as well. Take any polynomial p of degree d. We distinguish
between two cases.

(1) Suppose d < r. Then we can find coefficients ¢y, ..., ¢y, € A such that

Pi=pP—C1Pd1 — C2Pd2 — - -- — CnyDdny
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2. Polynomial invariant theory 7

has degree < d.

(2) Suppose d > r. Then the leading coefficients of % "p,1,..., 2% "ppp, € I
generate Ag. So we can find coefficients ¢y, ..., c,, € A such that
pr=p—c1z’ prr — 22 pra — .. — o2 Py,

has degree < d.

In both cases we have p € p+ P and degp < d. Therefore by the induction
hypothesis p, and with it p, liesin P. O

To prove theorem 2.1 it remains only to show the following

2.4. Lemma. Let G be a Lie group acting on V such that the same conditions as
in Hilbert and Nagata’s theorem are satisfied. Then for f1,..., fr € R [V]G:

G
RIVIT O (fr,- o fodrpy = (1o frdrpe
where the brackets denote the generated ideal (module) in the specified space.

2.5. Remark. In our case, if we take f; = p; € R [V]S to be the finite system of
generators of B as an ideal in R [V], we get:

RV =R[VINB={p1,.... px)pp e

That is, the p; generate R [V]f as a R [V]%-module. With lemma 2.2, Hilbert and
Nagata’s theorem follows immediately.

2.6. Remark. The inclusion (2) in lemma 2.4 is trivial. If G is compact, then
the opposite inclusion

RIVICN (fryeees fidrpyy € (Froeees fidrpyge

is easily seen as well. Take any f € R [V]Gﬂ (f1y-ees fk>R[v] . Then f can be written
as

f=Y_pifi pieR[V].

Since G is compact, we can integrate both sides over G using the Haar measure dg
to get

f@) = [ sawtg =Y [ mtoa)siwarts =3 ([ nla)ig) fia)
i i\ ,
=:p; (2)
The p; are G-invariant polynomials, therefore f is in (fy,..., fk->]R[V]G.
To show the lemma in its general form we will need to find a replacement for the

integral. This is done in the central
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8 2. Polynomial invariant theory

2.7. Lemma [26]. Under the same conditions as theorem 2.1, to any f € R[V]
there is an f* € R[V]° N (G.f)g such that

f=1"e(Gf =Gl

Proof. Take f € R[V]. Clearly, f is contained in M; := (G.f)r, where f* is
supposed to lie as well. M/ is a finite dimensional subspace of R[V] since it is
contained in

M;C D R[V],
i<deg f

In addition we have that
(G.f —G.f)g = Ny C My

is an invariant subspace. So we can restrict all our considerations to the finite
dimensional G-space My which is completely reducible by our assumption.

If f € Ny, then we can set f* =0 and are done. Suppose f ¢ Ns. Then the f* we
are looking for must also lie in M; \ Ny. From the identity

gf=f+@f-1 forall g € G
~—_———

eNy

it follows that
My=N;oR.f.
In particular, Ny has codimension 1 in M.

Since we require of f* to be G-invariant, R. f* will be a one dimensional G-invariant
subspace of M (not contained in Ny). As we just saw, Ny has codimension 1 in
My, therefore R. f* will be a complementary subspace to Ny.

If we now write My as the direct sum
Mf = Nf ) P,

where P is the invariant subspace complementary to /N¢ guaranteed by the complete
irreducibility of My, then P is a good place to look for f*.

Now P = M;/N; as a G-module, so let us take a look at the action of G on
My /Ny. Every element of My/Ny has a representative in R.f, so we need only
consider elements of the form Af + Ny (A € R). For arbitrary g € G we have:

g M+ Nyp)=Xg.f+ Ny =Af+(Ng.f —Af)+Ny = Af + Ny.
N————

€Ny

So G acts trivially on M;/N; and therefore on P. This is good news, since now
every f' € P is G-invariant and we only have to project f onto P (along N¢) to

get the desired f* € R[V]9 N M. O
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2. Polynomial invariant theory 9

Proof of lemma 2.4. Recall that for arbitrary f,..., f, we have to show

RVIC O (f1 s fadmpyy C (F1o- s Fadrpge

We will do so by induction on n. For n = 0 the assertion is trivial.
Suppose the lemma is valid for n = r — 1. Consider fi,...,f. € ]R[V}G and
fERWVICN(fr,. ., fo)gp- Then

f=Y_pifi pieR[V].
=1

By Nagata’s lemma 2.7, we can approximate p; up to (G.p; — G.p;)g by a p} €
R [V]%. So for some finite subset F C G x G we have

pi=p; + Z Ao (s-pi — t.pi) Xt €ER.

s,teF
Therefore we have
* 7 G
F=Y0ifi=>0 > Mu(spi—tp)fi e RIV]T.
i=1 i=1 s,teF

It remains to show that the righthand side of this equation lies in (f1,. .., fr>]R[v]G.
Notice that by the G-invariance of f:

T

> (spi—tpi) f; = 0.

i=1
For all s,t € G. Therefore
r—1
Z(S-pi - t-pi)fi = (t-pr - 5-p7‘)fr-
i=1

Now we can use the induction hypothesis on

Z Z )‘i,t(S-Pi —tpi)fi =

i=1s,teF

r—1
=33 = AL (spi — tp) fi € RIVIC N (1, et )ppy

i=1 steF

to complete the proof. [J

2.8. Remark. With lemma 2.4, Hilbert and Nagata’s theorem is proved as well.
So in the setting of 2.1 we now have an exact sequence

*

0 — ker p* —>R[Rk] p—ﬁR[V]G —0

where ker p* = {R € R [Rk] : R(p1,...,pr) =0} is just the finitely generated ideal
consisting of all relations between the p;.

Since the action of G respects the grading of R [V] = @R [V], it induces an action
on the space of all power series, R [[V]] =II}2,R [V],, and we have the following
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10 2. Polynomial invariant theory

2.9. Theorem. Let G — GL(V) be a representation and p1,...,pr a system
of generators for the algebra ]R[V]G. Then the map p = (p1,...,px) : V — R¥
induces a surjection

*

R[[R¥]] = RV].

Proof. Write the formal power series f € R [[V]]G as the sum of its homogeneous
parts.

flx) = fo+ fi(z) + falz) + ...
Then to each fi(z) € R [V]? there is a g;(y) € R [R¥] such that

fi(x) = gi(p1(2), ..., pr(x)).

Before we can set
9(y) = go + g1(y) + ga(y) + ...

to finish the proof, we have to check whether this expression is finite in each degree.
This is the case, since the lowest degree A; that can appear in g; goes to infinity
with 4:

Write explicitly g; = Z\a|§z‘ A; oy* and take an A; 4 # 0. Then deg f; = ¢ =
a1dy + ... agdy, where d; = deg p; and

Ao=inf{la|:i=Y ad} >0 (i—o0) O

The following corollary is an immediate consequence.

2.10. Corollary. If G is a Lie group with a finite dimensional representation
G — GL(V), then under the same conditions as Hilbert and Nagata’s theorem
there is a finite set of polynomials p1,...,pr € R [V]G such that the map p :=

(p15---,pr) : V — R¥ induces a surjection
R[R') S5 R(V]S. O
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3. C*®-Invariant Theory of Compact Lie Groups

If G is a Lie group acting smoothly on a manifold M, then the orbit space M/G
is not generally again a smooth manifold. Yet, it still has a functional structure
induced by the smooth structure on M simply by calling a function f: M/G — R
smooth iff for: M — R is smooth (where 7 : M — M /G is the quotient map).
That is, the functional structure on M /G is determined completely by the smooth
G-invariant functions on M. For compact Lie groups, the space of all G-invariant
C*>-functions on R™ is characterized in the theorem of Gerald Schwarz (1975),
which we already used in 1.1(4). In this chapter we will present the proof as found
n [34], Chap. IV. In the following, let G always denote a compact Lie group,
¢ : G — GL(V) a representation on V = R™. Let py,...,pr € R[V]¢ denote a
finite system of generators for the algebra R[V]“, and let p denote the polynomial
mapping:
p= (pla"'apk) vV ->Rk'

3.1. Definition. A mapping between two topological spaces f : X — Y is called
proper, if K CY compact implies f~*(K) C X is compact.

3.2. Lemma. Let G be a compact Lie group. Then we have

(1) p is proper.
(2) p separates the orbits of G.
(3) There is a map p’ : V/G — RF such that the following diagram commutes,

p

Vv Rk

/"
7
™ 2
7
2P
.

V)G
and p' is a homeomorphism onto its image.

Proof.

(1) Let r(z) = |z|*> = (z, ), where (., .) is an invariant inner product on V.
Then r € R [V}G. By Hilbert’s theorem there is a polynomial p € R [Rk]
such that r(x) = p(p(z)). If (z,) € V is an unbounded sequence, then
r(zy) is unbounded. Therefore p(p(x,)) is unbounded, and, since p is a
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12 3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups

polynomial, p(z,) is also unbounded. With this insight we can conclude
that any compact and hence bounded set in R* must have a bounded inverse
image. By continuity of p, it must be closed as well. So the inverse image
of a compact set under p is again compact, that is, p is proper.

(2) Choose two different orbits G.x # G.y (z,y € V) and consider the map:

0 forveGax

f:GzUGy—R  f(v) ::{1f0rv€G-y

Both orbits are closed, so f is continuous. Furthermore, both orbits and
with them their union are compact, since G is compact. Therefore, by the
Weierstrass approximation theorem, there is a polynomial p € R[V] such
that

1
Ip = fllg.aug.y =supllp(z) = f(z)|: 2 € Gz UGy} < 45

Now we can average p over the group using the Haar measure dg on G to
get a G-invariant function.

q(v) = /Gp(g.v)dg

Note that since the action of G is linear, ¢ is again a polynomial. Now let
us check that g approximates f equally well. For v € G.x U G.y, we have

‘/G f(g.v)dg—/(;p(g.v)dg’ < /G|f(g.v) — p(gv) |dg < %ﬁf
)

=f(v =1

Recalling how f was defined, we get

1
lq(v)| < 10 forve G.x

1
|1—q(v)|§E for v e G.y.

Therefore ¢(G.x) # ¢(G.y), and since g can be expressed in the Hilbert
generators, we can conclude that p(G.x) # p(G.y).

(3) Clearly, p' is well defined. By (2) p’ is injective and, with the quotient topol-
ogy on V/G, continuous. So on every compact subset of V/G we know that
0’ is a homeomorphism onto its image. Now take any diverging sequence in
V/G. 1t is the image under 7 of some equally diverging sequence in V. If
this sequence has an unbounded subsequence, then by (1), its image under
p is unbounded as well, in particular divergent. If the diverging sequence
in V (therefore its image under m, our starting sequence) is bounded, then
it is contained in a compact subset of V', our starting sequence is contained
in a compact subset of V/G, and here p’ is a homeomorphism. Thereby, its
image under p’ is divergent as well. So we have shown that a sequence in
V/G is convergent iff its image under p’ in R” is convergent and, with that,
that p’ is a homeomorphism onto its image. [
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3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups 13

3.3. Remark.

(1) If f:V — Risin C°(V)%, then f factors over m to a continuous map
f: V/G — R. By 3.2(3) there is a continuous map f : p(V) — R given by
f=Ffo p’fl. It has the property f = fop. Since p(V) is closed, f extends
to a continuous function f € C°(RF) (Tietze-Urysohn). So for continuous
functions we have the assertion that

p*: CORF) — CO(V)© is surjective.

(2) p(V) is a real semi algebraic variety, that is it is described by a finite number
of polynomial equations and inequalities. In the complex case, the image of
an algebraic variety under a polynomial map is again an algebraic variety,
meaning it is described by polynomial equations only. In the real case this
is already disproved by the simple polynomial map: x — z2.

3.4. Before we turn to Schwarz’ theorem, let us state here the extension theorem
of Whitney as found in [46], pp. 68-78. For K C R™ compact and m € N, assign
to each multi-index k = (k1,...,k,) € NI with |k| = [k |+ -+ ko] < m a
continuous function F* on K. Then the family of functions (F¥)j <, is called an
m-jet on K. The space of all m-jets on K endowed with the norm

|Flpi= suwp [Fi)]
T€K, | k|<m
shall be denoted by J"(K). There is a natural map
J"CMRY) — T (K)ifH(W ) k| <m-
K

By Whitney’s first extension theorem its image is the subspace of all Whitney jets
defined as follows. For each a € K there is a map 1" : J™(K) — R[R"] given (in
multi-index notation) by

(z —a)*
TIF(z)= Y TFk(a)
|k |<m
which assigns to each m-jet its would-be Taylor polynomial of degree m. With it
we can define as the remainder term (an m-jet again):
R'F:=F—J"(T"F).

If F is the set of partial derivatives restricted to K of some C™-function then in
particular

(W) (RPFY () =o(la—y[™ ") fora,ye K, |k|<mand |a—y|—0

holds by Taylor’s theorem. We will call (W) the Whitney condition, and any m-jet
on K which satisfies (W) Whitney jet of order m on K. The space of all Whitney
jets again forms a vector space and we endow it with the norm:

Rka
LBV WL ek, 2y, 1] <m)

K K
R

|z —y

The space of all Whitney jets with the above norm is a Banach space and will be
denoted by £™(K).
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14 3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups

Whitney’s Extension Theorem for £™(K). For K C R"™ compact, there is a
continuous linear map

W:EMK)— C™(R")
such that for all Whitney jets F' € £™(K) and for all x € K
DFW (F)(x) = F*(2) k| <m
holds and the restriction of W(F') on R™ \ K is smooth.

If we define J*(K) (resp. £*°(K)) as the projective limit of the spaces J™(K)
(E™(K)) we can extend the above theorem to the following

Whitney’s Extension Theorem for £*°(K). For K C R™ compact, there is a

linear map
Wy : EX(K) — C™ (R™)

such that for all Whitney jets F € £>°(K) and for all x € K
DWW (F)(x) = F¥(z) for all k € N}
holds.

3.5. Remark. In general, the norm ||. ||7Kn generates a finer topology on £™(K)
than ||TIZ, yet there is a case when we can show that they are equal. If K is
connected with respect to rectifiable curves and the Euclidean distance on K is
equivalent to the geodesic distance (such a K is called 1-regular), then the two
norms coincide. This is shown roughly as follows.

By definition
[@EF*w) |

| Fln S IF I = F I, +supf T

|z —y

. . Ry F)*
So if we approximate sup{%

z € K let us denote

} by C|F |ffL, then we are done. For a fixed

g:=DF(W(F) —TI"F).
Then g is in C™~I*I(R™) and flat of order m — |k| — 1 at . On K, g coincides

with (R™F)*. Now, by a somewhat generalized mean value theorem, we have for
any rectifiable curve o connecting x with y:

l9(y) — g(x)| < Vnlo|sup{|DIg(¢)|: {0, |j| =1}

Since D¥g(z) = 0 for all | k| < m — | k| we can iterate this inequality m — | k| — 1
times, to get
m—| k| —k ; .
l9@) [ <n™ = |o " Flsup{| Dig©)[: € €0, [j] =m—|k]}
Furthermore, we can replace |o| by the geodesic distance §(x,y), which is the
infimum over all | o |, o as chosen above. Now, if we choose z,y in K and substitute
back for g, then the above inequality implies:

| (RIF)*(y)] <

m—|Fk|

<n =z §(z,y)" Flsup{| FI(&) — F/(z) | : £ € K,|j| =m} <

m—| k|

<oz §(a,y)" M F L

m
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3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups 15

Since §(x,y) < |z —y| for all z,y € K, this gives us an approximation

[BED) @) |

K
et} < O
Y

sup{
|z —

which completes our proof.

So, for a l-regular K, we have that for every m € N, £™(K) carries the “usual”
topology of uniform convergence in each “derivative”. In this case the assertion
that the operator W of the first Whitney extension theorem is continuous implies
that a sequence of functions in W (E™(K)) C C™(R*) which converges uniformly
in all derivatives on K does so on every other compact set as well.

If the |. |7Kn—t0pology coincides with the usual topology on £™(K) for all m as in
the above case, then the topology on the projective limit

E%(K) := proj (E™(K),|.|5)

m
m— 00

coincides with the usual topology on £ (K) as well. So the topology on £ (K) is
generated by the family of seminorms {| . |7Kn :m € Ng}. Although there is a natural
inclusion ¢ : £*°(K) — £™(K), the restriction ¢*W of W : E™(K) — C™(R™) does
not coincide with W,. If it did, then W, would have to be continuous as well,
which is generally not the case.

There is one more result we will need. It is a direct consequence of Whitney’s
extension theorem if we take K = {z} (then £%(K) = R*), but was discovered
and proved independently and much earlier (1898) by Emile Borel.

Theorem of E. Borel. To any formal power series p € R[[R"]] and x € R" there
is a smooth function f € C*° (R™) with formal Taylor development p at x. O

Here we can see directly that the extension operator W, is not continuous, because
if it were, it would give an embedding of R* into C* (K) (where K C R" is any
compact set containing z). But this is impossible, since R* has no continuous
norm.

3.6. Theorem. Multidimensional Faa di Bruno formula. Let f € C>(RF),
let g = (g1,...,91) € C°(R",R¥). Then for a multiindex v € N" the partial
derivative 97(f o g)(x) of the composition is given by the following formula, where
we use multiindex-notation heavily.

' (fog)(x) =
s 7! 1zt NPT
- @ e Y RI(4)7 e
BENFK )\:()\m)GNkX(Nn\O) aeN" i,a>0
Do Nia=Pi «>0
Zia Aia =7

v! LNZ e o NS

= > (g (02 1) (g@)) T @ gite)
)\z()\m)eNkX(N"\O) aeN™ i,a>0

Zia Aia ="y
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16 3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups

Proof. The proof of this goes roughly as follows. The infinite Taylor development
of the composition is the composition of the Taylor developments,

J%(fog)(x) =3>f(g(x)) 059 (x),

1
= > g g A

So we write down the Taylor series and compose them, using multinomial theorems,
and compute then one of the coefficients. The formula above comes up. [

3.7. Theorem of Schwarz. ([38])

Let G be a compact Lie group, ¢ : G — O(V) a finite-dimensional representation,
and p1, p2, ... ,pr generators for the algebra R [V]G of G-invariant polynomials on
V' (this space is finitely generated as an algebra due to Hilbert; see chapter 2). If
p:=(p1,-..,pr): V — R¥ then

p* 1 C™ (RF) — ¢ )< is surjective.

The actual proof of Gerald Schwarz’ theorem will take us the rest of this section.
But let us just begin now with some remarks and make some simplifications.

(1) For the action of G = {£1} on R! the result is due to Whitney [47].

(2) If G = &, acting on R™ by the standard representation it was shown by
G.Glaeser [15]

(3) It is easy to see that p*C* (R*) is dense in C'* (V)€ in the compact
C*>-topology. Therefore, Schwarz’ theorem is equivalent to the assertion:
p*C> (R¥) is closed in C*° (V)G. If p1,..., pr can be chosen algebraically
independent, then this follows from a theorem by Glaeser (see [15]).

(4) To start out with, notice that the Hilbert polynomials can be chosen homo-
geneous and of positive degree: Since the action of G is linear, the degree
of a polynomial p € R[V] is invariant under G. Therefore, if we split
each Hilbert polynomial up into its homogeneous parts, we get a new set
of Hilbert polynomials. Let us denote these by p; and the corresponding
degrees by d; > 0.

3.8. Corollary. Under the same conditions as 3.7:
p* O (RY) — O (V)¢ is surjective,
where C§° denotes the space of all germs at 0 of C'*°.

Proof. C™ (V)° L, Cse (V)€ is surjective, since for any f € C5°(V)Y there is
a representative f' € C*(V), and with it f” := [, l(g)*f'dg € C™ (V)¢ also
represents f. By Schwarz’ theorem, f” = h o p for some h € C* (]Rk) O
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3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups 17

3.9. Corollary. Under the same conditions as 3.7, also for spaces of smooth
functions with compact supports we have:

p*: O (R*) — C°(V)“ is surjective.

Proof. For f € C¥ (V)Y by 3.7 there is an fec= (R¥) such that f = p*f = fop.
Since f = f o p has compact support it vanishes outside some large compact ball
B C V. Then p(B) is contained in some larger ball B; C R*. Take h € C°(R¥)
with h|B; = 1. Then (ho p)|B =1 and thus (h.f)orh = fop=f. O

3.10. Lemma. It suffices to prove theorem 3.7 for representations with zero as
the only fixed point.

Proof. Decompose V into the subspace of all fixed points and its orthogonal com-
plement:
V = Fix(G) @ Fix(G)*

—— —
=U =W

Then W is an invariant subspace with only the one fixed point: 0. Let o4, ..., 0, be
generators of R[W]¢ such that o* : O (R") — C> (W)G is surjective. Consider
the following diagram, where ® denotes projective tensor product. Note, that in
this case it coincides with the injective tensor product, since C°°(V) is a nuclear
Fréchet space. From this it follows that the horizontal maps on the bottom and on
the top are homeomorphisms.

C=(U)& C=(R™) — = C®(U x R")
COO(U)®J*J J
C® ()& C®(W)E ——» C™ (U x W)©
Ce(U)® [q ﬁ(g)*dg[ ]fc U(g)*dg

C=(U)& C®(W) — = C=(U x W)
Starting from the bottom, notice that C*(U)® [, £(g)*dg and [, {(g)*dg are sur-
jective. Therefore, the horizontal map in the center is surjective. By our assump-
tion, C®°(U)®c* is also surjective, so we can conclude that the map on the top

right is surjective as well. But this map is just p* for p := (idy,0), and we are
done. [J

3.11. We shall use the following notation: For a manifold M and a closed subman-
ifold K C M let

C®(M;K):={f e C>®(M): fis flat along K}.
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18 3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups

Lemma. For the proof of theorem 3.7 it suffices to show that

Cc>=(V;0)¢ L C>(R¥;0) is surjective.

Proof. Consider the following diagram:

0 —— 0°R%;07 —— > ®")Y —— R[V] —— 0

p*T p*T p*T

0 —— C®(RK0) —— C>®([R") —— R[[R"]] —— 0
The right p* is surjective by corollary 2.10. The map T on the lower righthand
side assigns to each function its formal Taylor series at zero. It is surjective by
the theorem of E. Borel. The same goes for the map ¢ above it. Just take any
smooth function f € C* (R") with a given formal Taylor series in R [[V]] and
integrate it over G. The resulting function lies in C'*° (R”)G and has the same
formal Taylor development since this was G-invariant to begin with. Clearly, the
space C™® (R”;O)G embedded in C*® (R”)G is just the kernel of . So the top
sequence is exact. The same goes for the bottom sequence. Now suppose we knew
that the left p* is surjective as well, then we could conclude that the p* in the
middle is surjective by the following diagram chase. Take any f € C> (IR{")G and
consider #(f). Then there is a power series p € R [[R¥]] with p*(p) = ¢(f) and a
smooth function g € C* (]Rk) with T'(g) = p. Now f — p*g € Kert = Imi, and
by the surjectivity of the p* on the lefthand side of the diagram, we can find an
h € C® (Rk) such that p*h = f — p*g. So f = p*(g + h) and the central p* is
surjective as well. [J

The proof will involve transforming everything into polar coordinates, so let us
start with the following lemma.

3.12. Lemma. Let ¢ :[0,00) x S"~! — R" be the polar coordinate transforma-
tion ¢(t,x) = tx. Then

0% ([0,00) x S"71) £ = (R™)

satisfies
(1) ¢* is injective.
(2) ¢*(C*=(R™;0)) = C>([0,00) x S"71;0 x §*71).

Proof. (1) is clear since ¢ is surjective. Let us go on to (2). Here it is easy to see
the inclusion

@*(C=(R™;0)) C C([0,00) x S"710 x §*71).
If f:R™ — R is smooth and flat at zero, then ¢*(f) = f o ¢ is smooth and flat
at p~1(0) = 0 x S"~1. Now let us show the converse. On (0,00) x S"~1,  has an

inverse =1 : R"\ {0} — (0,00) x S"~! given by p~1(z) = (| z |, ﬁx) Take a chart
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3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups 19

(Ui,ui) of S*~1 and define ¢; * = (idg, u;) o p~'. Then we can find C,, A, > 0
such that
|0%; (@) | < Cal |~

Choose f € C* ([0,00) x S™ ' {0} x S"7'), then since f is flat along {0} x S"~1
we have

8° f(t,u; ' (z)) < B(a, N)tN  VN,Va € N".

All together this gives us via the Faa di Bruno formula 3.6
07(f o7 ()| =

- Y I (ﬁ)m (9% 1) (e @) TT @ (o7 @)™

(hia) ENFXE™O) aeNO" i,a>0
Zm Ao =" o>

<Oy, Nl |”
for | x| < 1. Therefore fo ! can be extended at 0 to f € C* (R™;{0}). O

3.13. Now let us extend the result of this lemma somewhat. If G is a compact Lie
group acting orthogonally on R™, then G acts on S”~! and trivially on R, so it acts
on R x 8"~ Consider the Zy-action on R x S™~! given by

A:(t,0) — (—t,—0)

It clearly commutes with the G-action, so we get a Zy x G-action on R x S"~1.
Now consider

p:RxS"L R H(t,0):=t0.

Then ¢ is Zy x G-equivariant if we let Zs act trivially on R™. Therefore, it induces
a homomorphism:

" 1 0 (RMY2*C _, 0 (R x gn=1)"27¢

and we have the following

Lemma.
(1) ¢* is injective.
(2) € (R x S™13{0} x 571 = ¢*C> (R"; {0})
0> (R x S~ {0} x §7=1)"* = g=C (R™; {0})¢
Remark. By (1) it is sufficient to prove 3.7 in polar coordinates. That is, we only

have to show that ¢*C* (R"; {O})G = ¢*p*C> (R¥;{0}). The first step in this
direction is taken in (2).

Proof.
(1) Asin 3.12(1) it is sufficient to note that ¢ is surjective.
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20 3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups

we define : X - — |0,00) X o (¢, — sgnt.(t, =

2) If define ¢ : R x g1 0 Sn—1 0 Iy 0
(|t],sgn(t).0), then we have ¢ = ¢ o), where ¢ is the polar coordinate
transformation as in 3.12. Therefore:

¢™(C* (R™;0)) = " 0 o*(C™ (R";{0}))
=" (C™ ([0,00) x S* {0} x S™71)) by 3.12

Now take any f € C* ([0,00) x S" ' {0} x S""). Since ¢ |[0,00)x 5n-1
and 1 |(_w,0]xsn,1 are diffeomorphisms onto [0, 00) x S™~1, 1* f is smooth
on (—00,0] x S"~! as well as on [0, 00) x S"~1. Since f is flat at {0} x S"~1,
* f is smooth altogether. Furthermore, ¢*(f) is Zo-invariant, since 1 is
Zo-invariant. So we have

¥ 0™ ([0,00) x 5771 {0} x §771) € O™ (R x §"7L; {0} x 577 1)™

The opposite inclusion is clear, since any f € C'* (R x S™1 {0} x 5”71)22
is the image under ¥* of its restriction to [0,00) x S™~1.

The assertion with added G-invariance follows easily from this. That f :=
¢ [ is G-invariant with f is clear, since ¢ is G-equivariant. Now if f is

G-invariant, then for all g € G we have f(g.¢(z)) = f(¢(z)), so by the
surjectivity of ¢ we can conclude that f is G-invariant as well. [

3.14. The next step, roughly, is to translate the Zg-action A as well as the polar

coordinate transformation to the image of R x S™~! under id x p. This is done

in the following two diagrams, where r : R” — R stands for the polynomial map
2

Rxgnt A L pygnt

]Rpr Rpr

R x p(S™71) — A4 py p(S™h)

Rxgi—— ¢ g
IR{XpJ TXpJ

R x p(S™™1) _ B g« p(R™)

Recall that the p; were chosen homogeneous of degree d;. With this, A and B are
given by:

A(t’ y) = (_t7 (_l)dlyh ceey (_1)dkyk)
B(t,y) :== (t%, Ty, ... t%qy)

With this definition, we can let A and B have domain R x R*. The choice of
(t,y) — t2 for the first component of B lets B retain the Zo-invariance under the
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3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups 21

Zo-action given by A. Indeed, Bo A = B:
Bo A(t7y) = B(_ta (_1)d1y17 R (_1)dkyk) =
= (0% ()" (=) Tyr, o, () (1) M) =
= (%, Ty, t%y) = B(t,y)

Now we can state the following

Lemma. The map B as defined above induces a mapping B* on C'*° (R x RF: O)
into C> (R x R¥; 0 x Rk)zz such that

O™ (R x R¥;0) —B° 0% (R x R¥;0 x R¥)™

restrJ

C> (R x R¥; 0 x RF)™

Rxp(sn—1)
The map restr o B* : C*® (R X ]Rk;O) — O (R x R*:0 x Rk)Z2

Jective.

is sur-

RXp(S"fl)

Proof. The inclusion B*C*> (R X Rk;O) C O™ (R x R*: 0 x Rk)zz is clear since,
first of all, B maps 0 x R¥ to 0, so if f is flat at 0, then B*f is flat at 0 x R*.
Secondly, B* f is Zs-invariant, since B is Zs-invariant.
For the surjectivity, choose any h € C'*> (R x RF; 0 x R’“)Z2. Then we need to find
an H € C* (R x R¥;0) such that B*H|gy p(gn-1y = hlgyp(sn—1)- Formally, that
would give us

1 dy dy

H(tay) = h(tE’t_Tylw .. 7t_73/1>-

For t > 0, this is well defined. With the Zy-symmetry, we know how to define h for
t < 0 as well. To handle the case t = 0 we will need Whitney’s extension theorem.
Let A be a k-dimensional cube in R¥ with center 0 which contains p(S™~!). Con-
sider K :=[~1,1] x A C R x R¥ and set L := B(K) C R x R*. More precisely, L
is a compact subset of [0,00) x R¥. Now define on [0,00) x R* O L the function

d dj,
HE(tay17~'- ayk) =h ((t+€)%7(t+€)771y1a7(t+€)77kyk) .

H. is smooth on [0,00) x R¥ O L, so J®H, € J*(L) is a Whitney jet on L. Now
we will have to study the behavior of H. for ¢ — 0. Our strategy will be as follows:

(1) Show that L is 1-regular. Referring back to 3.5, the topology on £°°(L) is
then generated by the family of seminorms {|. ‘an :m € No}.

(2) Show that J°H., is a Cauchy sequence for ¢ — 0 in terms of the family of
seminorms {|. |51 :m € No}.

(3) Since £°(L) is complete, (1) and (2) together imply that J°° H. converges
to some Whitney oco-jet H = (Ha)aeN’g“ on L. In this situation, Whitney’s
extension theorem implies that HY is the restriction onto L of some smooth
function we will again call H € C* (R X Rk).

(4) Show that H is flat at zero and after some slight modifications satisfies
B*H = h on R x p(S"~1) to finish the proof.
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22 3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups

Let us now go ahead and show (1).

Let dist, (I,1") denote the shortest length of any rectifiable curve in L joining [ with
I’. Then we will show that

dist(1,1") < distp,(I,1") < 2dist(1,1)

The lefthand side of this inequality is clear. To show the righthand side let I = (¢, y)
and I’ = (t',y’) and suppose without loss of generality that ¢’ < ¢. Recall once more
how L was defined (L = B(K) where K = [—1,1] x AA). Consider the line segments
[(t,y), (t,y")] and [(¢,¥'), (t',y’)]. Both are contained in L:

To see this, take any (s,y') € [(¢,v), (', y')], that is ¢’ < s <t. Then

a1 dy

(Say/) = B(\/;S_Ty'l’ .- '75_73/;6)

d d d
Since (¢',y’) € L, we have (t’ley'l, . ,t/f%y;) € A. With ¢/ < s, that is P >
s’di, this implies that (s’%ly’l, .. .,s’%yg) lies in A as well. That /s € [—1,1]
is clear from (¢,y) € L. In particular, we now have that (¢,y’) lies in L. Therefore,
by the linearity of B in the second variable, the first line segment [(¢,y), (¢,y)] is
also contained in L.

Since the line segments [I, (¢,y)] and [(¢,y’),!’] are the sides of a right triangle with
hypotenuse [, '], this immediately implies

dist, (1,1") < dist(l, (¢, ")) + dist((¢,3"), 1) < 2dist(l,1")

and (1) is proved.

Now let us turn to (2). Write H. as composition H, = h o 3. where the map
B : Ry x R¥ — R, x RF is given by

1 _d1 _dk
ﬂf:‘:(tvyla'--vyk)H((t+8)27(t+8) 21y17--~7(t+6) Zkyk)'

By definition, every (t,y) € L is image under B of some (7,z) € K = [0,1] x A.
That is:

(tv y) = (7_23 lezla oo 7Tdkzk)
which makes
T

1 Tdk
Belty) = | (T° 4+ )7, ———r 21, ———— 2 | -
) (2 +¢)% (2 +e)F

From this formula we see that for ¢ — 0 there is a compact subset P of R x R¥
such that B.(L) lies in P for all .

Now to h. Since h is flat at 0 x R* we have that for all compact P C RxRF, o € N?
and N > 0 there is a constant C' = C(P, «, N) such that

|0%h(t,y) | < C(P,a, NN V(t,y) € P
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3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups 23

Now we have all we need to approximate sup |[07(H(t,y)— H,(t,y))|. If we
(t.y)eL

choose P as described above we may apply Faa di Bruno’s formula 3.6 and we see

that for (¢,y) € L

|67(h o /Bs(tvy) —ho 5#(@ y))| S

Do N
~! 1 ¢
< A —
<oyl
X:(Am)eka(Nn\O) aeN™
S Nima=ry a>0

(0= 2+n) (B.(t.) T] @B (1))~

a>0
— (852 (Bu(t)) TL@ Bt <

a>0
> Nia
~! 1 i
aeN”

(}\m)eka(N"\o)
Dia Nia@=7

a>0

' ‘(ms)% [T@ 8-t = ¢+ w) = [T 0Bty

a>0 a>0

At this point we must distinguish between two cases.
(t > 6 > 0) In this case we choose C,, := C) 2 so that by the above considerations
we have

07(He(t,y) — Hu(t,y))] <

~! 1\ Zite
< X GIO(5) crzowzs

(Nia ) ENFXA™NO) " aEN™

S Miaa=ry a>0

AT @8-t ) — [ @ Butt.)

a>0 a>0

SiDCQ | 6aﬂg (f, ) aaﬂu(t7
si}on |07 (H:(t,y) — H,.(t,y))
1)

(6 >t > 0) In this case we have

|07 (Hx(ty) — Hu(t,y)) | <

! 1\ 2 Nie
< X (a,) (S0 Aar N)-

(i) e X ™0 i
D i Nia =" *

y)| — 0 for A\, u — 0 we may conclude that the expres-
| goes to zero with € and p uniformly in (¢,y) € LN{t >

' ‘um% [T@ 8-t — ¢+ [T (0Bt v

a>0 a>0

Recalling how (. was defined, we see that the sums on the righthand side are
basically polynomials in (t +&)~! (resp. (¢t + u)~!) and y. So we only need to
choose N sufficiently large to have the above term converge to zero uniformly in
(t,y) for e,u — 0.
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24 3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups

This completes the proof that J*°H. is a Cauchy sequence with regard to the
seminorms | . ‘an By (3) it has a limit in the space of Whitney jets on L which we
extend to a smooth function H € C'*° (R X Rk) using Whitney’s extension theorem.
We now turn to (4).

On L, 07 H is the limit of 97 H. for ¢ — 0. Since 0 € L, it suffices to show
OVH.(0) — 0 for all y € NFF!
to imply that H is flat at 0. This is seen as in (2) above: By setting (¢,y) =0 in
|97 (hoB)(ty) | <
N ! 1 2 Mia
REEIED SR ) ) REET SR OH || RCTATR

! al
) Ex(N™\0) © qeN™
(Aia)€EN B 0
Yia dia="

we get
|0VH.(0)] <
x 7! L) Z e
<egz Z Yl H (J) C(P,> , )\mN)‘Ha>0(aaﬁe(0)))\a

. Ex (N™M\0) © qeN"
(Xia)EN a>0

Ao ="

(221

Again, the righthand sum is a polynomial in e, and if IV is chosen large enough,

we see that the whole expression converges to zero with ¢ — 0.

Next and final point of the proof is to check inhowfar B* maps H to h. On L\ {0},
Be converges to By : L\{0} — (0, 1]x A. So restricted to L\ {0}, we have H = ho[(3.
By definition of 3y,

B*H =B*(hofy)=h on (0,1 x A.

Therefore, by continuity, B*H = h on [0,1] X A; in particular

Alxp(SmTt)

Since h as well as B*H are A-invariant, their values on A([0,1] x p(S"71)) =
[—1,0] x p(S"~1) are uniquely determined by their restriction to [0, 1] x p(S™~1).
So we even have

B H |1 yxprsn-1) = Pl 1% prsn-1) -

Since B is a diffeomorphism on (1,00) x p(S™~1) as well as on (—oo, —1) x p(S™~1)

we can change H outside of B([—1,1] x p(S™™1)) to
hOB|(7lTOO)Xp(S"71) on B((]. OO) X p(Sn 1))
H=<{ H on B([~1,1] x p(S™™1))
ho Bl 1yxpsn-ty on B((—o0, 1) x p(5"71))

This H is in C* (R x R¥; 0), and it has the desired property:

BH |pypsn-1) =P lpsp(sn-y- H
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3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups 25

3.15. The main part of the proof of Schwarz’ theorem will be carried out by induc-
tion. To be able to state the induction hypothesis, we make the following definition:

For two compact Lie groups G and G’ we will call G < G’ if

(a) dim G < dim G’ or
(b) if dim G = dim G’, then G has less connected components than G'.

We will continue the proof of 3.7 under the following two hypotheses:

I (Induction hypothesis) The compact Lie group G is such that theorem 3.7 is
valid for all compact Lie groups G’ < G (and each orthogonal representation
of @).

IT The orthogonal representation has 0 as only fixed point (see 3.10).
The next step will be to prove the

Key lemma. Under the hypotheses I and II:
prC> (RF\ {0}) = C>= (V\ {0})“.

In particular: (p|gn-.)* C* (Rk) — > (Sn—1>G_

Before we get involved in a complicated proof, let us draw some conclusions from
this.

3.16. Corollary. Under the hypotheses I and 11 we have
(a)
(id X p | gn-1)" C®(R x R¥; {0} x R¥) = C=(R x S"~*; {0} x "~ 1)¢
(b)
(id X p |gn_1)* C®(R x RF; {0} x RF)%2 = C®(R x S"~1; {0} x §n1)ExC
where the Zs-action on R x RF is given by A and on R x S"~! by A.

Remark. 3.16(b) is the missing link between 3.13(2) and 3.14. Together the three
lemmas give the equation

¢*C®(R™0)% = C®°(R x S"71;{0} x S"~1)Z2xC by 3.13(2)

sn-1) C(R x R {0} x R¥)?2 Dy (b)
gno1)" B*C®(R x R¥; {0}) by 3.14.

=(dxp

=(id x p

This is already a big step forward in the proof of Schwarz’ theorem.

Proof of the Corollary. In (a) as well as in (b) the inclusion “C” is clear. So
let us just concern ourselves with the surjectivity of (id x p |g.—1)" in each case.

(a) is a consequence of the identity
O (R x R*; {0} x R¥) = C(R¥, O (R; {0})) = C(R*)& C=(R; {0})
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26 3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups
and the resulting commutative diagram
C=(R; 0)& C=(RF) —— = C(R x R¥;0 x R¥)
id®(pS"‘1)*l J(id x p|lS" )
C™(R;0)@ C® (5" ——— C=(R x §" 710 x 5" 1)
i | 2
C=(R; 0)& C=(§" 1) — = C®(R x §"~1;0 x §71)

Here, the map on the upper lefthand side, id ®(p|S™~1)*, is surjective by 3.15. The
surjectivity of the maps on the bottom is clear and implies that the horizontal map
in the middle is also surjective. From this we can deduce that (id x p|S™~1)* on
the upper righthand side is surjective as well. This proves (a).

(b) is now a consequence of (a). To any ¢ € C®(R x S"~ 1 {0} x §n~1)Z2x¢C
assertion (a) supplies a 1 € C™(R x R¥;0 x R¥) which is mapped to ¢ under
(id X p |gn-1)". It remains to make 1) Zo-invariant. On R x p(S™~1) ¢ is automat-
ically Zo-invariant:

(i % p lgns)” (60 A4) = 1o Ao (id x p |g.s) =
:¢o(idxp|Sn,1)oA:<po/_1:¢:(@'dxp|sn71)*w

Since A maps Rt x RF onto R~ x R¥ and ¢ is flat at {0} x R¥, we can change v on
R~ x R* to make it Zs-invariant everywhere. This way we retain its smoothness,
its flatness at {0} x R¥ and since ¢ isn’t changed on R x p(S"~!) we also retain
o= (idx plgnt) ¥ O

Notation. In the following we will sometimes write R [z] for R [R"] where (z =
(z1,...,2,)) stands for the variable. The linear subspace of homogeneous polyno-
mials of degree i will be denoted by R [z],, so that we have

R[V] = DRI,

i>1

R{V] = ][R,

i>1

Furthermore, we will abbreviate the ideal of all polynomials with no constant term

by
PR, = Rlal,
i>1
3.17. Definition. We will call a system of generators {o1,...,0.,} of an algebra

minimal, if there is no nontrivial polynomial relation of the type

05 = P(Ulv"-70-j71;0-j+17-"70-k)-
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3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups 27

Remark. If an algebra is finitely generated, then it automatically possesses a
minimal system of generators. We only have to take an arbitrary finite set of
generators and recursively drop any elements which can be expressed as polynomials
in the others.

Proof of 3.15. Let us get an idea of how this proof will work before we go into
the technical lemmas it requires.

Choose an arbitrary 1 € C=(R™\ {0})¢ and take p € R"™ \ {0}. By hypothesis II,
p is not fixed under G. Therefore G), < G and Schwarz’ theorem is satisfied for any
representation of G, by the induction hypothesis. In particular, take a slice S at p
small enough not to meet 0 (this also implies 0 ¢ G.S). S is contained in an affine
subspace p + L(R?) C R™, where L is a linear embedding L : R? — R"™. The slice
action gives a representation of G, on R?. Restrict p+ L to L™(S —p) =: S CRY
(open) to get the map A : § — S. We then have A* (1) |g) € C=(S)%». Consider
a minimal system of generators o1,...,0, of R [RQ]G”, then by Schwarz’ theorem
there is an o € C*°(R®) such that

N(t) = a(oy(t), ..., 04(t)) for all t € S

(since A*) can be extended to a Gp-invariant function on R¥). Now we require the
following

Lemma 3.20. In the above situation (where here it is important that {o;} be a
minimal system of generators), denote by ; (resp. fi;) the germ of o; (resp. ji; :=

pio(p+ L)) at 0. Then there are germs of smooth functions B; € C$°(RF) such
that

Let us first finish the proof of 3.15 assuming the lemma and then return to it. Recall
that on S we were able to express 1 o A in the Hilbert generators oy,...,0s.

woj\:a(al,...7as)
In a sufficiently small neighborhood Uy of 0 we can now replace o; by B; o ui, where
B; is a suitable representative of the germ B; and has domain V,, = u(Up) (notice
that u(Up) = p(p 4+ L(Up)) = p(G.(p + L(Up))) is open since p is open by 3.2(3)).

woj\|U0Zao(Blou|U0,...,B;€OM|UD).

Since A is a diffeomorphism and lg=plgo A, we can drop the A on each side.
With U, := A(Up) this gives us:

w|0p:ao(Blop‘ﬁp,.--,Bkop|Up)

Since both sides are G-invariant, we can extend the above equation to the tubular
neighborhood U, := G.U,, of p. To simplify the formula, we set

C>®(V,) 2 ¢p : x — a(Bi(z), ..., Bg(x)).
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28 3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups
So we get:

(*) » ‘Up = p*QDp |Up

In this way we can assign to each p € R™\ {0} neighborhoods U, 3 p and V,, 5 p(p)
as well as a map ¢, € C*°(V,) with the above property. Let us consider a partition
of unity (hp) of p(R™) \ {0} which corresponds to the covering V,,. Then we can

define
P = Z hppp € COC(Rk \ {0}).

Now p*h, is a G-invariant partition of unity on R™ \ {0}. It corresponds to the
covering (Up) since p(Up) = V, and p separates the orbits by 3.2(2). So with (*)
we get

pro=p O hpep) =D (0 hp)(0"0p) = D (0" MY |y, = O

Before we can prove the key lemma’s key lemma (3.20) we need two supporting
lemmas:

3.18. Lemma. Let o1,...,04 be a system of homogeneous generators of R [z]°.
Then the following two conditions are equivalent:

(1) {o1,...,0k} is a minimal system; that is there is no nontrivial polynomial
relation of the type

Pj = P(Pla~~7;0j717pj+17~--”0k)

(2) p1,...,pr are an R-basis of R [x]f /(R [2]9)2.

Proof.

(1) Suppose there is a nontrivial relation. It can be written as
pj = Z)\i/h + Z Hap®
17

where the second summation is taken over all multi-indices a@ € N* with
|| > 2 and oj = 0. This immediately implies

pj = Z)‘ipi mod (R [ﬂc]f)2
i#]

G

2

(1}) Since the p; generate R [2]°, they automatically generate R [x]f /(R [a:](j)2

as a vector space. So if we suppose (2) false, then there is a nontrivial

relation
> Xipi=0 mod (R[z])%.

Order the p; by degree: i < j = d; < d;. Now let ig be the smallest ¢ for
which A; # 0. Then we can express p;, as follows

Pio = Y _Wipi+ Y Vap™.

10<J \a|22

So the p; are linearly dependent mod (R [x]
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3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups 29

This equality still holds if we drop all terms of degree # d;,, and both sides
remain the same. After doing so, we see that p;, does not appear on the
righthand side of the equation. Because if it did, then it would be in a term
Vap® with a;, # 0 in the sum on the far right and this term would have
degree > d;,. So we have a nontrivial polynomial relation between the p;
and a contradiction to (1). O

3.19. Lemma [15]. Consider U C R™, V C R™ open, f : U — V smooth and
f*:C®(V) — C*®(U) with the compact C*-topology on both spaces. Then for
each p € f*C> (V) and for all a € U there is a ¢p € C* (V') such that

T2 = T3, o T,

where T°¢p € Rz — a]] denotes the formal Taylor series of ¢ at a and by the
composition on the right we mean the insertion of T2°f € R[[x —al]] for y in

T v e R[ly— f(@)]].
Proof. The assertion of the lemma is equivalent to the statement
TE(fre= (V) = T2 (f+C>= (V)),
since T2°(f*C> (V)) is simply the set of all jets which can be written as a com-

position like in the lemma. Due to the fact that 7T:>° is continuous, we have the
inclusions:

T2 (frC= (V) ST (f*C (V) S Tee(f*C= (V).

Therefore, it is sufficient to show that 7.>° o f* has a closed image. Since C* (V)
is a reflexive Fréchet space, we can show instead that the dual map (T° o f*)’ has
a closed image.

(T2) Rz —a) — C= (V)

R [[z — a]]’ is the space of all distributions with support a. Let 3 /\55516 ) be such a
distribution, and take any o € C*° (V). Then

(o (T 0 1) S Aa? ) = (T2 0 f)(@), Y- Asol?) =
= > Aolao N'(@) = Dm0l (@) = (o, 3 mdpp )

B

So the image of R [[z — a]]’ under (T° o f*) is contained in the space of all distri-
butions concentrated at f(a) which is isomorphic to a countable sum of R with the
finest locally convex topology. But in this topology, every linear subspace is closed
(since every quotient mapping is continuous), so (T° o f*)'(R [[z — a]]') is closed
as well. [

Now let us state again
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30 3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups

3.20. Lemma. Consider ) : S 25 S < G.S as in the proof of 3.15, and define
pi=plggoX: S — RF. The o; form a minimal system of generators for R [Rk]
and we denote the germ of o; (resp. ;) by 6; (resp. fi;). Then there are germs of
smooth functions B; € C§°(R¥) such that

;= Bj(fir, .., k).

Proof of lemma 3.20. Since p is a Gp-invariant polynomial (or the restriction of
one), we can express p; in the Hilbert generators as follows:

(*) [Li:,ui(O)+Ai(01,...,O's) AIGR[RS]

So our goal is to find a local inverse for A. With the help of Glaeser’s lemma 3.19
let us now try to construct a formal power series inverse. A induces an isomorphism
by which

C>®(8)% = \*C>®(G.9)C.
Without loss of generality let us now assume S was chosen compact. Then G.S is
compact as well and we can apply the Weierstrass approximation theorem to get

C*(G.5)¢ =Rla] |66 = ple.sR I = p [G.sC=(RF).

If we use the fact that A* is a homeomorphism, the two equations taken together
yield

C(8)% = A (plG.5)7 O (RF) = A (p|G.S)*C=(BF) = = C=(RF).

So we have that ¢; € C*(5)% is “almost” some smooth function of y. Now we

can use Glaeser’s lemma. Take o; and 0 € S. Then there is a smooth function
Y € C(R¥) such that
I5%0; =T )Y o Iy .

Since both ¢; and p are polynomials, we can disregard the T§°. T ﬁo)wi is a power

series in (¢t — w(0)). If we take ¢; € R[t] to be the power series in ¢ with the same
coefficients, then the above formula turns into

(**) o = pi(p — p(0)).

Since o; is homogeneous of degree > 0, ¢; has no constant term. So we can write
it as
@; = L; + higher order terms L; e R[t],

In particular, if we insert (*) into (**) this implies

(*+%) 0i = Li(A1(0), ..., Ax(0)) € (R {72

Since the o; were chosen to be a minimal system of generators, lemma 3.18 implies
that the o; + (R [t] f")z form a basis of R [¢] f" /(R [t]f")z. Therefore we have a well

defined algebra isomorphism:

RS /R S A=Rz, ..., 2],/ (22)
oi+ (R[] {7)? — [2]
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3. Invariant theory of compact Lie groups 31
Now (***) translated to A gives
Li(Ai(2),- Ap() = 2+ O(%) i R[]

Therefore
DL(0) o DA(0) = Idgs,

and by the inverse function theorem A has a local inverse. So, locally, we can solve
the equation (*) in terms of o;, which proves the lemma. O

This completes the proof of the key lemma. So far, we have shown (see remark
3.16) that under the hypotheses I and II

¢*C®(R™;{0}) = (id x p |gn—1)” B*C®(R x R¥; {0})

holds. We have been able to pull out p, but the polar coordinate transformation
is now encoded in B. We must now pull the B* out in front of the (id X p [gn_1)"
where it will appear again as ¢* and then get rid of the excess dimension.

Recall that B was defined to satisfy the diagram:
¢

R x Sn—l ¥ LR"

id x (p |Sn1)J J(T, p)
RxRF — B R xR*

where r denoted the polynomial map r(z) = | x |2 on R™. Thus Bo (id x p |Sn71) _
(r,p) o ¢. And therefore

¢*C=(R";{0})% = (id X p [gn—1)" B*C™(R x R¥; {0}) =
= ¢* o (r, p)*C=(R x R¥; {0}).
Since ¢* was injective, we can now discard it to get
C®(R™;{0})C = (r, p)"C*=(R x R"; {0}).

That takes care of B as well as ¢, so let us now tackle r.

r is an O(n)-invariant polynomial, in particular it is G-invariant. Therefore by
Hilbert:
r=1vop for some ¢ in C°°(R*).

So (r,p) = (¢,id) o p and we get
C=R™ {0} = p* o (1, id)*C(R x R¥; {0}).
Now we are just one easy lemma away from the desired result
C=(R™;{0}) = p*C=(R"; {0})
under hypotheses I and II. That is.
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3.21. Lemma.

(,id)"C>(R x R*; {0}) = C>(R*; {0})
Proof. Taking a closer look at (1), id), we see that it is a composition of maps
(¥,4d) : R =5 Graph < R x RF
g

where 7 is the embedding of the closed submanifold Graph ¢ into R x R¥. Therefore
(1,id)*C>* (R x R¥; {0}) = g*i*C*°(R x R¥; {0}).
Since 0 = r(0) = v o p(0) = 1(0), we see that g(0) = 0. So we also have
C%(R";{0}) = g*C**(Graph+); {0}).
Therefore it remains to prove that
P*C (R x R¥; {0}) = C™(Graph s {0}).

Now take an arbitrary f € C°(Graph1; {0}). There is a smooth extension f of f
on R x R* but it need not be flat at zero. So consider a submanifold chart (&, U)
of Graph around 0 and define

fo U SRxRF 22 RF 9 qanhy LR

Then fy is a smooth extension of f on U and is flat at zero. Now f and fy patched
together with a suitable partition of unity give a function f € C*°(R x R*¥: 0) such
that *f = f. O

End of the Proof of 3.7. Recall from lemma 3.10 that it is sufficient to prove the
theorem of Schwarz, assuming hypothesis II. We will now carry out induction over
G. For G = {}id, 3.7 holds trivially. Now for any compact Lie group G satisfying
hypothesis II we showed above that under the induction hypothesis (I)

p*C>(R*; {0}) = C=(R™; {0})“.

From this, together with our considerations from the beginning of the proof (3.11),
we see that Schwarz’ theorem is valid for G. O

There is one more Corollary to be gained from all of this. Notice that up to now
we have not shown

() prO%(RF;{0}) = C(R"; {0})¢

in general. Although we worked on this throughout the proof of 3.7, we were
only able to show it under the hypotheses I and II. Now that Schwarz’ theorem is
proved, the hypothesis I is automatically satisfied so we can disregard it. But we
have to look more deeply into the proof to be able to see whether (*) is satisfied
for representations of compact Lie groups with more than one fixed point. It turns
out that it is.
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3.22. Corollary. Let G be a compact Lie group with an orthogonal representation
on R™ and p = (p1,. .., pr) the corresponding Hilbert generators, homogeneous and
of positive degree. Then

p*C=(R";{0}) = C=(R"™; {0})°.

Proof. Schwarz’ theorem implies that
(P |gn-1)" CF(R*) = C>(s" )€

By backtracing we see that before we knew theorem 3.7 this was a consequence
of the key lemma 3.15 which was based on the two hypotheses. In fact, it was
the only assertion of 3.15 that was needed to prove the corollary 3.16. So we now
know that 3.16 does not require the hypotheses after all. But the remainder of the
proof for p*C>=(R¥; {0}) = C*°(R"; {0})¢ did not use 3.15 at all, it only used 3.16.
Therefore, it is independent of the hypotheses as well. [

Further results in this direction were obtained by Luna who, among other things,
generalized the theorem of Schwarz to reductive Lie groups losing only the property
of the Hilbert generators separating the orbits (see [20]).

Luna’s Theorem (1976). Consider a representation of a reductive Lie group G
on K™ ( where K =C,R ), and let o = (01,...,0,) : K™ — K", where o1, ...,0,
generate the algebra K [K™]%. Then the following assertions hold:

(1) K=C = o*: H(C") — H(C™)% is surjective.

(2) K=R= o*:C¥R") — C¥(R™)% is surjective.

(3) K =R implies that

o*:C®°[R") — {f € C°°(R™)% : f is constant on o~ ' (y) for all y € R"}

is surjective.
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4.1.

4. Transformation Groups

Definition. Let G be a Lie group, M a C®-manifold. A smooth map

0:Gx M — M (we will write {y(x),¢"(g) as well as g.x for {(g,x)), defines a
smooth action of G on M if it satisfies

(1)
(2)

e.x = x, for all x € M where e € G is the unit element.
(g1 -92).x = g1.(g2.x), forall g1,92 € G, x € M.

We will also say G acts on M, M is a G-manifold or M is a smooth G-space.

4.2. Definition.

(1)
(2)
3)

For x € M the set G.x = {g.x : g € G} is called the G-orbit through x.

A G-action on M is called transitive if the whole of M is one G-orbit.

A G-action on M is called effective if the homorphism G — Diff (M) into
the diffeomorphism group is injective: If g.x = x for all x € M then g = e.
A G-action on M is called free if {* : G — M is injective for each x € M:
g.x = x for one x € M already implies g = e.

A G-action on M is called infinitesimally free if T.(¢*) : g — T, M is
injective for each x € M.

A G-action on M is called infinitesimally transitive if T.(¢*) : g — T, M
is surjective for each x € M.

A G-action on M is called linear if M is a vector space and the action
defines a representation.

A G-action on M is called affine if M is an affine space, and every ¢, :
M — M is an affine map.

A G-action on M is called orthogonal if (M,~) is a Euclidean vector space
and Ly, € O(M,~) forallg € G. (Then {{;,:g€ G} C O(M,~) is auto-
matically a subgroup).

A G-action on M is called isometric if (M,~y) is a Riemannian manifold
and {4 is an isometry for all g € G.

A G-action on M is called symplectic if (M,w) is a symplectic manifold
and {, is a symplectomorphism for all g € G (i.e. {; preserves w ).

A G-action on M is called a principal fiber bundle action if it is free
and if the projection onto the orbit space m : M — M/G is a principal
fiber bundle. This means that that M/G is a smooth manifold, and 7 is a
submersion. By ther implicit function theorem there exit then local sections,
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and the inverse function theorem the mapping 7 : M X ;/q M — G which
satisfies x = 7(x,y).y for x and y in the same orbit, is smooth. This is a
central notion of differential geometry.

4.3. Definition. If M is a G-manifold, then M /G, the space of all G-orbits
endowed with the quotient topology, is called the orbit space.

4.4. Examples.

(1) The standard action of O(n) on R™ is orthogonal. The orbits are the con-
centric spheres around the fixed point 0 and 0 itself. The orbit space is
R™/O(n) 210, 00).

(2) Every Lie group acts on itself by conjugation: conj: G x G — G is defined
by (g, h) = conj,(h) := g.h.g~ ! and is a smooth action of the Lie group on
itself.

(3) The adjoint action Ad : G — GL(g) of the Lie group G on its Lie algebra
g is defined as the derivative of conj (interpreted as a map G — Aut(G))

d _ .
Ad(g): X — 7 g.exp@(tX).g~t = Te(conj,): g — g
=0

It is clearly linear. If G is compact, then it is orthogonal with respect to
the negative Cartan-Killing form,

—B:gxg—R:(X,Y)— —tr(ad(X) o ad(Y)),

which in this case defines an inner product on g.

(4) In particular, the orthogonal group acts orthogonally on o(n), the Lie al-
gebra of all antisymmetric n x n-matrices. Not a special case of (3) is the
O(n)-action on S(n) defined in chapter 1. Yet it is also orthogonal: Let
A € O(n) act on G, H € S(n) then

tr (AHA_l(AGA_l)t) =tr(AHA ' (A7) IGtAY) =
tr(AHA P AG'A™) = tr(AHG'A™) = tr(HG'Y)

(5) SU(n) acts unitarily on the hermitian n x n matrices by conjugation (anal-

ogous to (4)).

4.5. Definition.
Let M be a G-manifold, then the closed subgroup G, = {g € G : g.x = x} of G is
called the isotropy subgroup of .

Remark. The map i : G/G, — M defined by i : ¢.G, — gx € M is a G-
equivariant initial immersion with image G.z. [19], Theorem 5.14

a4t

If G is compact, then clearly i is an embedding.
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4.6. Lemma. Let M be a G-manifold and x,y € M, then
(1) Ggz = §.Gz.g !
(2) GanNnGy#0=Gz=Gy
(3) Ta:(Gx) = Te(gm)'g
Proof.
(1) a€Gyp & agr=gareglagr=1 < glage G, & ac€ gGug'.
(2 2€ GaNGy=2=g1.x = go.y = = = g; ' goy =: g.y, therefore G.z =
G.(g9.y) = Guy.
B) XeT,(Gz)= X = %‘tzo ¢(t) for some smooth curve ¢(t) = gr.x € G.x
with go = e. So we have X = %’t:o 0*(gy) € Te(*).g. O

4.7. Conjugacy Classes. The closed subgroups of G can be partitioned into
equivalence classes by the following relation:
H~H :+= 3gcG for which H=gH'g"!

The equivalence class of H is denoted by (H).

First consequence: ( with lemma 4.6(1) ) The conjugacy class of an isotropy sub-
group is invariant under the action of G : (G;) = (Gg4y). Therefore we can assign
to each orbit G.z the conjugacy class (G,). We will call (G,) the isotropy type
of the orbit through x, and two orbits are said to be of the same type, if they have
the same isotropy type.

If G is compact, we can define a partial ordering on the conjugacy classes simply
by transferring the usual partial ordering “C” on the subgroups to the classes:

(H)<(H') :«<—= 3JKe(H),K e€(H):KCK'
This is equivalent to a shorter definition:
(H)<(H') :+= 3geG:HCgHg!
If G is not compact this relation may not be antisymmetric. For compact G the

antisymmetry of this relation is a consequence of the following

4.8. Lemma [5], 1.9. Let G be a compact Lie group, H a closed subgroup of G,
then
gHg 'CH = gHg '=H

Proof. By iteration, gHg~! C H implies g"Hg~" C H for all n € N. Now let us
study the set A := {g" : n € No}. We will show that g~! is contained in its closure.

Suppose first that e is an accumulation point of A. Then for any neighborhood U
of e there is a ¢g" € U where n > 0. This implies g"~! € g7'U N A. Since the sets
g~ 'U form a neighborhood basis of g~ !, we see that ¢g—! is an accumulation point
of A as well. That is, g~ € A.

Now suppose that e is discrete in A. Then since G is compact, A is finite. Therefore
g" = e for some n >0, and g" ' =g ! € A

Since conj : G x G — G is continuous and H is closed, we have
conj(A, H) C H.
1_

In particular, g-'Hg C H which together with our premise implies that gHg ™' =
H. O
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4.9. Definition. Let M and N be G-manifolds. A smooth map f: M — N is
called equivariant, if it satisfies f(g.x) = g.f(z) for all z in M and g in G.

4.10. Definition. Let M be a G-manifold. The orbit G.x is called principal
orbit, if there is an invariant open neighborhood U of x in M and for all y € U an
equivariant map f : G.x — G.y.

Remark.

(1) The equivariant map f : G.x — G.y of the definition is automatically
surjective :
Let f(z) =: a.y. For an arbitrary z = g.y € G.y this gives us
z=gy=ga tay=gaf(z) = f(ga"".x).

(2) The existence of f in the above definition is equivalent to the condition :
G, C aGya_l for some a € G:
(=) g€ Gy = gx=2a= gf(x) = f(gx) = f(z) and for f(z) =: a.y
this implies ga.y = a.y = g € Gqy = aGya~!(by 4.6(1)).
(<) Define f : G.x — G.y explicitly by f(g.xz) := ga.y. Then we have
to check that, if g1.o0 = go.x ie. g := gz_lgl € G, then gia.y = gaa.y or
g€ Gyy = aGya’l. This is guaranteed by our assumption.

(3) We call z € M a regular point if G.z is a principal orbit. Otherwise, x is
called singular. The subset of all regular (singular) points in M is denoted
by Mreg ( Msing )

4.11. Definition. Let M be a G-manifold and x € M then a subset S C M is
called a slice at z, if there is a G-invariant open neighborhood U of G.z and a
smooth equivariant retraction r : U — G.x such that S = r~1(x).

4.12. Proposition. If M is a G-manifold and S = r~*(z) a slice at z € M, where
r: U — G.z is the corresponding retraction, then

(1) ze Sand G,.SC S

(2) gSNS#0=g€G,

(3) GS={gs:9€G,seS}=U

Proof.

(1) x € S is clear, since S = r~!(x) and r(z) = x. To show that G,.S C S,
take an s € S and g € G,. Then r(g.s) = g.r(s) = g.x = z, and therefore
gsertz)=S5.

(2) gSNS#P=gse SforsomeseS=z=r(gs) =gr(s) =gax=gE¢€

Gy.
(3) (<) Since 7 is defined on U only, and U is G-invariant, G.S = G.r~!(z) C
GU=U.

(D) Consider y € U with r(y) = g.x, then y = g.(¢"*.y) and gty € S,
since r(g7ty) =g lr(y) =g lgr=xs0oy € G.S. O

4.13. Corollary. If M is a G-manifold and S a slice at x € M, then
(1) S is a Gy-manifold.
(2) G C G, forallse S.
(3) If G.x is a principal orbit and G, compact, then G, = G, for ally € S if
the slice S at x is chosen small enough. In other words, all orbits near G.x
are principal as well.
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(4) If two Gy-orbits Gy.s1, .82 in S have the same orbit type as G ,-orbits in
S, then G.s; and G.so have the same orbit type as G-orbits in M.
(5) S/G, = G.S/G is an open neighborhood of G.x in the orbit space M/G.

Proof.

(1) This is is clear from 4.12(1).

(2) geGy=gy=yecS=g¢cG, by 412(2).

(3) By (2) we have G, C G, so G, is compact as well. Because G.x is principal
it follows that for y € S close to z, G, is conjugate to a subgroup of
Gy, G, € G, C g.Gyg~'. Since G, is compact, G, C g.G,g~ ' implies
G, = g.Gyg~! by 4.8. Therefore G, = G,, and G.y is also a principal
orbit.

(4) For any s € S it holds that (G,)s = Gy, since (G)s C G, and, conversely,
by (2), G5 C G, therefore Gy C (G)s. So (Gi)s, = 9(Gz)s,g~ ' implies
G, = 9gG,,9~ 1 and the G-orbits have the same orbit type.

(5) The isomorphism S/G, = G.S/G is given by the map G,.s — G.s (it is an
injection by 4.12(2)). Since G.S = U is an open G-invariant neighborhood
of G.x in M (4.12(3)), we have G.S/G is an open neighborhood of G.z in
M/G. O

4.14. Remark. The converse to 4.13(4) is generally false. If the two G-orbits G.s1,
G.sy are of the same type, then the isotropy groups G, and G, are conjugate
in G. They need not be conjugate in G,. For example, consider the compact
Lie group G := (S! x S1)®Zy with multiplication "o” defined as follows. Let
©1,92,01,12 € St and a, 3 € Zy. Take on S x S! the usual multiplication by
components, and as Zs-action:

i:0 = ig := idg1x 1
1 (i1 : (1, 02) — (p2,01))-

Then
(01, P2, @) 0 (1,92, B) == ((p1,p2)-ia (Y1, ¥2),a + 3)
shall give the multiplication on (S* x S1)@® Zs.
Now we let G act on M := V UW where V = W = R? x R2. For any element in

M we will indicate its connected component by the index (z,y)y or (z,y)w. The
action shall be the following

(01,92,0).(z,y)v = (p1.2, 2.9)v

(o1, 902, 1).(z,y)v = (p1.¥, p2.2)w

The action on W is simply given by interchanging the V’s and W’s in the above
formulae. This really defines an action as can be verified directly, for example,

(@17@2’ i)'((w17w27 I)(myy)‘/) = (<P1a90271)-(7//1-y7¢2-33)w
= (1922, 0291.9)v = (192, p2¢1,0) (2, y)v
= ((@13@27 1) o (¢1»¢2>D)-($,y)v-
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Denote by H the abelian subgroup S* x S! x {0}. H is the isotropy subgroup of
(0,0)y, and V is a slice at (0,0)y. Now consider s; := (0,v!)y and s := (v2,0)y,
both not equal to zero. Then let

Hy := G, = 8" x {id} x {0}
Hy := Gy, = {id} x S* x {0}
H, and Hy are conjugate in G by ¢ = (id,id, 1):
Hioc3 (p,id,0)oc = (p,id,1) = co (id, ,0) € co Ho

Yet they are clearly not conjugate in H since H is abelian. So H.s; and H.sy have
different orbit types in H while G.s; and G.s; are of the same G-orbit type.

4.15. Proposition. Let M be a G-manifold and S a slice at x, then there is a
G-equivariant diffeomorphism of the associated bundle G [S] onto G.S,

f:G[S]=Gxg, S—G.S
which maps the zero section G X ¢, {x} onto G.z.

Proof. Since {(gh,h~t.5) = g.s = £(g,s) for all h € G, there is an f : G[S] —
G.S such that the diagram below commutes.

Gxs—t a8

|
GXGIS

f is smooth because f o g = ¢ is smooth and ¢ is a submersion. It is equivariant
since £ and ¢ are equivariant. Also, f maps the zero section G x¢, {z} onto G.z.
It remains to show that f is a diffeomorphism. f is bijective, since with 4.12(2)

g1.-51 = §2.52 <= S1 = gl_ng.SQ <=
g1 = goh~ ! and s, = h.s, for h = gl_lgg € G,
and this is equivalent to
q(g1,51) = q(g2, s2)-

To see that f is a diffeomorphism let us prove that the rank of f equals the dimen-
sion of M. First of all, note that

Rank(¢,) = dim(g.S) = dim S
and  Rank(¢*) = dim(G.x)

Since S = r~!(z) and r : G.S — G.z is a submersion (r |, , = id) it follows that
dim(G.x) = codim S. Therefore,

Rank(f) = Rank(¢) = Rank(¢,) + Rank(¢{*) =
dim S + dim(G.z) = dim S + codim S = dim M.
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O

4.16. Remark. The converse also holds. If_f :Gxg, S — G.S is a G-equivariant
diffeomorphism, then for some g € G,5 € S, f[g,5] = z. So fl[g, s] := flg7, s] defines
a G-equivariant diffeomorphism with the additional property that x = fle, 5].

Gxg, S —L— G.8
G/G, —— Gz

If we define 7 :=ioprio f~1 : G.S — G.x, then r is again a smooth G-equivariant
map, and it is a retraction onto G.x since

—1 .
r+— e, 5] X5 e.Gy = e

Furthermore, r~!(z) = S making S a slice.
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5. Proper Actions

In this section we describe and characterize “proper” actions of Lie groups. We will
see that the following definition is tailored to generalize compact Lie group actions
while retaining many of their nice properties.

5.1. Definition. A smooth action £ : G x M — M is called proper if it satisfies
one of the following three equivalent conditions:
(1) (4,id) :Gx M — M x M, (g,z) — (g.z,x), is a proper mapping
(2) gn.®p, — y and x,, — x in M, for some g, € G and z,,x,y € M, implies
that these g, have a convergent subsequence in G.
(3) K and L compact in M implies that {g € G : g.K N L # 0} is compact as
well.

Proof.

(1) = (2) is a direct consequence of the definitions.

(2) = (3): Let g, be a sequence in {g€ G:9.KNL=#0} and =, € K such
that g,.x, € L. Since K is compact, we can choose a convergent subsequence
Zn, — ¢ € K of ,,. Since L is compact we can do the same for g, .x,, there. Now
(2) tells us that in such a case g, must have a convergent subsequence, therefore
{9 € G:9.KNL#0D} is compact.

(3) = (1): Let R be a compact subset of M x M. Then L := pri(R) and
K := pra(R) are compact, and (£,id)"*(R) C{g€ G:9.KNL#0} x K. By (3),
{g € G:g.KNL# 0} is compact. Therefore (¢,id)~*(R) is compact, and (¢,id) is
proper. [

5.2. Remark. If G is compact, then every G-action is proper. If £ : GXM — M is
a proper action and G is not compact, then for any unbounded H C G and « € M
the set H.x is unbounded in M. Furthermore, all isotropy groups are compact
(most easily seen from 5.1(3) by setting K = L = {x}).

5.3. Lemma. A continuous, proper map f : X — Y between two topological
spaces is closed.

Proof. Consider a closed subset A C X, and take a point y in the closure of f(A).
Let f(an) € f(A) converge to y (an, € A). Then the f(a,) are contained in a
bounded subset B C f(A). Therefore a,, C f~*(B) N A which is now, since f is

Draft from March 21, 2005 Peter W. Michor,



42 5. Proper actions

proper, a bounded subset of A. Consequently, (a,) has a convergent subsequence
with limit @ € A, and by continuity of f, it gives a convergent subsequence of f(a.,)
with limit f(a) € f(A). Since f(ay) converges to y, we have y = f(a) € f(A). O

5.4. Proposition. The orbits of a proper action ¢ : G x M — M are closed
submanifolds.

Proof. By the preceding lemma, (¢,id) is closed. Therefore (¢,id)(G,z) = G.x X
{z}, and with it G.z is closed. Next let us show that ¢* : G — G.z is an open
mapping.

Since ¢* is G-equivariant, we only have to show for a neighborhood U of e that
¢*(U) = U.zx is a neighborhood of z. Let us assume the contrary: there is a sequence
gn-x € G.x — U.x which converges to x. Then by 5.1(2), g, has a convergent
subsequence with limit ¢ € G,. On the other hand, since g,.x ¢ Uz = U.G,.x
we have g, ¢ U.G,, and, since U.G, is open, we have g ¢ U.G, as well. This
contradicts g € G.

Now we see that the orbits of a proper action are closed submanifolds.

G & G.a

X /
G/G,

As the integral manifold of fundamental vector fields, G.z is an initial submanifold,
and 7 is an injective immersion [19], Theorem 5.14. Since iop = £ is open, i is open
as well. Therefore it is a homeomorphism, and G.z is an embedded submanifold of
M. O

5.5. Lemma. Let (M,7) be a Riemannian manifold and { : G x M — M an
effective isometric action (i.e. g.x = x for allz € M = g = e), such that {(G) C
Isom(M,~) is closed in the compact open topology. Then £ is proper.

Proof. Let g, € G and x,,,z,y € M such that g,.x, — y and z, — = then we
have to show that g, has a convergent subsequence which is the same as proving
that {g, : n € N} is relatively compact, since £(G) C Isom(M,~) is closed.

Let us choose a compact neighborhood K of x in M. Then, since the g,, act isomet-
rically, we can find a compact neighborhood L C M of y such that |J7—; g,.K is
contained in L. So {g,} is bounded. Furthermore, the set of all g,, is equicontinuous
as subset of Isom(M). Therefore, by the theorem of Ascoli-Arzela, {g, : n € N} is
relatively compact. O

5.6. Theorem (Existence of Slices). [31], 1961

Let M be a G-space, and x € M a point with compact isotropy group G,. If for
all open neighborhoods W of G, in G there is a neighborhood V of x in M such
that {g€ G : 9.V NV #£ 0} CW, then there exists a slice at x.

Proof. Let 4 be any Riemann metric on M. Since G, is compact, we can get a
Gz-invariant metric by integrating over the Haar-measure for the action of G.

V2 (X,Y) :=/

(CAXY)da = [ 570X T )da
[

e
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Now if we choose ¢ > 0 small enough for exp) : T,M D By, (¢) — M to be a
diffeomorphism onto its image, we can define:

S = exp] (T.(G.x) N Bo,(g)) € M.

S is a submanifold of M and the first step towards obtaining a real slice. Let us
show that S is G,-invariant. Since G, leaves ~ unchanged and 7, (G.z) is invariant
under T4, (for g € G), Tl is an isometry and leaves T, (G.x)=NBy, () invariant.
Therefore:

T.(G.z)t N Bo, (s) —2% T,(G.2)* N Bo, (¢)

J{exp;f lexp;’

S b, S
What is not necessarily true for S is that any ¢ € G which maps some s € S back
into S is automatically in G,. This property is necessary for a slice, and we will
now try to attain it for a G -invariant subset S C S. At this point, the condition
that for every open neighborhood W of G, in G, there is a neighborhood V of = in
M such that {g € G: g.V NV # 0} CW comes in. The idea is to find a suitable

W and corresponding V' such that V' N S has the desired property.

First we must construct a W fitting our purposes. Choose an open neighborhood
U C G/G, of e.G, such that there is a smooth section y : U — Gof1: G — G/G,
with y(e.G;) = e. And let U and possibly S be small enough for us to get an
embedding

f:Ux8 — M: (u,s) — x(u).s.

Our neighborhood of G, will be W := 7=1(U). Now by our assumption, there is a
neighborhood V of z in M such that {g€ G:g.V NV £} CW.

Next we will prove that V can be chosen G -invariant. Suppose we can choose an
open neighborhood W of G, in G such that G,.W C W (we will prove this below).
Then let V' be the neighborhood of z in M satisfying {g € G : g.V/NV' # 0} C W.
Now V := G,.V’ has the desired property, since:

{9€G:9.G. V' NGV #0} = |J {geGign V' ngV #0}=
91,92€G
U 9eG:iglgn V' nV' 0} = (J glocG:gV' 0V #0}g " =
91,92€G 91,92€G

Go{g€G:gV' NV #£0}.G, € Go.W.G, CW.G, CW

To complete the above argumentation, we have left to prove the

Claim: To any open neighborhood W of G, in G there is an open neighborhood
W of G, such that G,.W C W.

Proof: The proof relies on the compactness of G,. Choose for all (a,b) € G, X
G, neighborhoods A, of a and B, of b, such that A,4.B,p € W. This is
possible by continuity, since G5.Gy = G;. {Bap :b € G, } is an open covering of
G. Then since G, is compact, there is a finite subcovering Ujvzl Bap, = Ba 2 G,
Since Agup,-Bap, € W we must choose A, := ﬂj\;l Aap,, to get Ag.B, € W.
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Now since A, is a neighborhood of a in G, the A, cover GG, again. Consider a
finite subcovering A := U;.Lzl Ay, 2 G, and as before define B := ﬂ?zl By, so
that A.B C W. In particular, this gives us G,.B C W, so W := B is an open
neighborhood of G, with the desired property.

We have found a G-invariant neighborhood V' of x, with {g € G : gV NV # 0}
contained in W. Now we define S := SNV and hope for the best. S is an open subset
of S, and it is again invariant under G,. Let us check whether we have the converse:
{g€G:9.5NS # 0} CG,. If g.s; = so for some 51,50 € S, theng e W = 7= 1(U)
by the above effort. Therefore 7(g) € U. Choose h = g~ !x(n(g)) € Gx. Then

f(m(9), h_lsl) = X(W(g))h_lsl =g.51 = 82 = f(m(e), s2).

Since f is a diffeomorphism onto its image, we have shown that 7(g) = m(e), that
is g € Gy.

Now, it is easy to see that F' : G xg, S — G.S : [g,8] — ¢.s is well defined,
G-equivariant and smooth. We have the diagram

GxS ¢ G.S

e

GXGwS

(=)

To finish the proof, we have to show that F is a diffeomorphism (4.16). F is injective
because:

Flg,s|=F[¢',s'| = gs=g.s =g 'g.s =5

-1 1 ./

=g 'y €Gr=1g,5 =999 51 =g
Next, we notice that £(W, S) = W.S = f(U, S) is open in M since f : U x S — M is

an embedding with an open image. Consequently, G.S = ¢(G,W.S) is open, since
¢ is open, and F' is a diffeomorphism. [

5.7. Theorem. If M is a proper G-manifold, then for all x € M the conditions
of the previous theorem are satisfied, so each x has slices.

Proof. We have already shown that G is compact (5.2(2)). Now for every neigh-
borhood U of G, in G, for every x € M, it remains to find a neighborhood V of =
in M such that

{9eG:g VNV £D} CU.

Claim: U contains an open neighborhood U with G,U =U ( so we will be able to
assume G,U = U without loss of generality ).

In the proof of theorem 5.6 we showed the existence of a neighborhood B of G such
that G,.B C U, using only the compactness of G,. So U := G,.B = UgEGT g.B is
again an open neighborhood of GG, and it has the desired properties.

Now we can suppose U = G,.U. Next, we have to construct an open neighborhood
V C M of x, such that {g € G:g.VNV #£0} C U. This is the same as saying
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(G —=U).V NV should be empty. So we have to look for V' in the complement of
(G-U).x.

First we have to check that M —((G—U).z) really contains an open neighborhood of
2. Upon closer inspection, we see that M —((G—U).x) is open altogether or rather
that (G — U).x is closed. This is because (G —U).x x {z} = (¢,id)((G—U) x {z})
is the image of a closed set under (¢,id) which is a closed mapping by lemma 5.3.
Now let us choose a compact neighborhood W of x in M — ((G — U).x). Then
since G acts properly, it follows that {g € G : ¢ W N W # (0} is compact, in
particular K := {g € G—U : ¢ W NW = 0} is compact. But what we need is for
{g€ G—U:g.V NV # (} to be empty. An z-neighborhood V contained in W
fulfills this, if K.V C M — W. Let us find such a neighborhood.

Our choice of W guarantees K.x C M — W. But M — W is open, therefore for
each k € K we can choose a neighborhood @y of k in G and Vi of x in W, such
that Qr.Vix € M — W. The neighborhoods @ cover K, and we can choose a
finite subcovering U;nzl Qj. Then V := ﬂjmzl V; has the desired property : K.V C
M-WwW. O

5.8. Lemma. Let M be a proper G-manifold , V a linear G-space and f : M — V
smooth with compact support, then

oo [ it

is a G-equivariant C'°°-map with f(:z:) =0 for x ¢ G.supp f (where dpu, stands for
the right Haar measure on G).

Proof. Since G acts properly, {g € G : g.x € supp f} is compact. Therefore the
map g — ¢~ ' f(g.x) has compact support, and f is well defined. To see that f
is smooth, let oy be in M, and U a compact neighborhood of xzg. Then the set
{9 €G:g.Unsupp f # 0} is compact. Therefore, f restricted to U is smooth, in
particular f is smooth in zg. f is G-equivariant, since

F(ha) = /G 671 f(gh-)dun(g) =
=/ h(gh)~" f(gh.x)dp.(g) =h./ 9 f(g-x)dps(9) = hf(z).
G G

Furthermore, x ¢ G.supp f = f(g.x) =0 forallge G = f(z) =0. O
5.9. Corollary. If M is a proper G-manifold, then M /G is completely regular.

Proof. Choose F' C M/G closed and Zg = 7(z9) ¢ F. Now let U be a compact
neighborhood of zg in M fulfilling U N7~ 1(F) = ), and f € C* (M, [0,00)) with
support in U such that f(xzg) > 0. If we take the trivial representation of G on
R, then from lemma 5.8 it follows that f : 2 — fG f(g.x)du,-(g) defines a smooth
G-invariant function. Furthermore, f(mo) > 0. Since supp f C G.supp f C G.U,

we have supp f N7 (F) = 0. Because fec> (M, [0, )€, f factors over T to a
map f € C°(M/G,[0,00)), with f(Zo) >0 and f|, =0. O
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5.10. Theorem. IfM is a proper G-manifold, then there is a G-invariant Riemann
metric on M.

Proof. By 5.7 there is a slice S, at « for all z € M. If 7 : M — M/G is the
quotient map, then we will show the existence of a sequence z,, € M such that
m(Sy,) is a locally finite covering of M/G. To do so, notice first that M/G is
locally compact (in particular Hausdorff), o-compact and therefore normal.

Since M /G is o-compact and Hausdorff, there is a countable locally finite covering
by compact sets C;. Each C, in turn, is covered by {m(S;) : z € 7~1(C;)}. Since
C; is compact, there is a finite subcovering, and these taken all together give the
desired covering of M/G.

Let us now construct a neighborhood K,, of x, in S, (=: S,) such that K, has
compact closure in S, and {7 (K, )} is still a covering.

Take a C; from above. If {m(S;):j € F CN, finite} covers C;, then consider the
complement of |J;cp\ 3 7(5;) in ;. This is a compact set contained in C; with
open neighborhood 7(S)), so it has a relatively compact neighborhood R; with
R, C 7(S)), since M/G is normal. K; := m~}(R;) N S, is relatively compact due to
the compactness of G,,: K; is a subset of S;, so 4.13(5) states that R; = K;/G,,,

so R; & I_(i/Gm and with R;, K; must be compact, since G, is compact.

If we choose f, € C> (M, [0,00)) with f, | >0 and supp(f.) C G.S, compact,
then

Fula) = /G fulg-2)dpr(g) € C% (M, [0,00))C

is positive on G.K,, and has supp(f,) € G.S,. The action of the compact group
Gz, on TM|g is fiber linear, so there is a Giy-invariant Riemann metric 7™ on
the vector bundle T'M | s, by integration. To get a Riemann metric on 7'M le s,
invariant under the whole group G, consider the following diagram.

GxTMlg —25 M|,

. Tyl

GXG TM‘SI

Tn

G XGwn Swn — G-Sz”

Tl : (g, Xs) — T,ly. X, factors over ¢ to a map /7—“;? This map is injective, since
if Tol(g, Xs) = Tal(g', X&), then on the one side £(g.s) = £(g’.s') so g~tg'.s' =
s and ¢g7'¢g’ € G,. On the other side, Tsly.Xs = Toly.Xy. So (¢/,Xs) =
(g(g_lg'),Tszﬁg,ﬂ TSEQ.XS). And, therefore, ¢(¢', Xs) = q(g, X5).

The Riemann metric (™) induces a G-invariant vector bundle metric on G x
TM|g — G xS, by

(9, X, Y) i= 7 (X, V).

It is also invariant under the G-action h.(g, X,) = (gh™!,T¥,.X,) and, therefore,
induces a Riemann metric 4, on G xg, TM| s, - This metric is again G-invariant,
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since the actions of G and G, commute. Now (72f).y, =: ¥, is a G-invariant
Riemann metric on TM |, s, and

V= Z fn(x)ﬁ/n
n=1

is a G-invariant Riemann metric on M. 0O

Remark. By a theorem of Mostow (1957), if G is a compact Lie group, then any
G-manifold M with a finite number of orbit types can be embedded into some
(higher dimensional) vector space V' in such a way that the action of G on M can
be extended to a linear action on V' (see [5], pp.110-112). A more recent result is
the following theorem found in [31].

5.11. Theorem. [31]

Let G be a matrix group, that is a Lie group with a faithful finite dimensional
representation, and let M be a G-space with only a finite number of orbit types.
Then there is a G-equivariant embedding f : M — V into a linear G-space V.
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6. Riemannian G-manifolds

6.1. Preliminaries. Let (M,~) be a Riemannian G-manifold. If ¢ : M — M is
an isometric diffeomorphism, then
(1) plexpy! (tX)) = expl,) (tTop.X). This is due to the fact that isometries
map geodesics to geodesics, and the starting vector of the geodesic t —
o(expM(t.X)) is Tpp.X.
(2) If (x) = =z, then, in the chart (U, (expM)~1), ¢ is a linear isometry
(where U, is neighborhood of x so small, that (exp?)~!: U, — T, M is a
diffeomorphism onto a neighborhood of 0 in T, M) :

G(X) == (exp) Lo poexp(X) = (exp)LexpM (T,0.X) = Tpo. X

(3) Fix(p) = {x € M : p(z) =z} is a totally geodesic submanifold of M:
If we choose X € T, Fix(¢p), then, since T,¢.X = X and by (1), we have

o(expM (tX)) = expM (T,p.tX) = expM (tX).

So the geodesic through x with starting vector X stays in Fix(¢p).
(4) If H is a set of isometries, then Fix(H) = {x € M : p(z) =z for all p € H}
is also a totally geodesic submanifold in M.

6.2. Definition. Let M be a proper Riemannian G-manifold, x € M. The normal
bundle to the orbit G.x is defined as

Nor(G.z) := T(G.x)*

Let Nor.(G.x) = {X € Nor(G.z) : | X| < €}, and choose r > 0 small enough
for exp, : TuM 2 B,.(0,) — M to be a diffeomorphism onto its image and for
exp, (Br(0;)) N G.xz to have only one component. Then, since the action of G is
isometric, exp defines a diffeomorphism from Nor, 5(G.x) onto an open neighbor-
hood of G.xz, so exp (NorT/Q(G.x)) =: U, /2(G.x) is a tubular neighborhood of G.x.
We define the normal slice at x by

Sy 1= exp, (Norr/Q(G.x))w .
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6.3. Lemma. Under these conditions we have

(1) Sg.o =9.5z.
(2) S, is a slice at x.

Proof.
(1) Since G acts isometrically and by 6.1(1) :

Sg.w = expy . (Tuly (Nor, )5(G.x)) ) = £y exp, (Nor,/5(G.x)) = g.Ss

(2) r: G.Sy — G.xv:expy, X +— g.xv defines a smooth equivariant retraction
(note that S, and S, are disjoint if  #y). O

6.4. Definition. Let M be a G-manifold and x € M, then there is a representation
of the isotropy group G,

Gy — GL(T,M) : g — T4,

called isotropy representation. If M is a Riemannian G-manifold, then the
isotropy representation is orthogonal, and T,,(G.x) is an invariant subspace under
G.. So T,(G.x)* is also invariant, and

Gz — O(Nor,(G.x)) : g — Tyl
is called the slice representation.

6.5. Example. Let M = G be a compact Lie group with a biinvariant metric.
Then G x G acts on G by (g1,92).9 = 91995 ', making G a Riemannian (G x G)-
space. The isotropy group of e is (G x G). = {(g,9) : g € G}, and the isotropy
representation coincides with the adjoint representation of G = (G X G), on g =

T.(G).

6.6. Example. Let G/K be a semisimple symmetric space (G compact) and
g = t + p the corresponding orthogonal decomposition of the Lie algebra g with
regard to the negative Cartan-Killing form —B. Then T.(G/K) = g/€ = p, and the
isotropy subgroup of G at e is K. The isotropy representation is Adf(’G : K — O(p).
The slices are points since the action is transitive.

6.7. Lemma. Let M be a proper Riemannian G-manifold, © € M. Then the
following three statements are equivalent:

(1) z is a regular point.

(2) The slice representation at x is trivial.

(3) Gy =G, for all y € S, for a sufficiently small slice S.

Proof. Clearly, (2) <= (3). To see (3) = (1), let S, be a small slice at z. Then
U := G.S is an open neighborhood of G.x in M, and for all g.s € U we have
Gys = 9Gs9 " = gG,g™'. Therefore G.z is a principal orbit. The converse is true
by 4.13(3), since G is compact. O
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6.8. Definition. Let M be a Riemannian G-manifold and G.x some orbit, then
a smooth section u of the normal bundle Nor(G.x) is called equivariant normal
field, if

Ty(ly)u(y) = u(g.y) forally € G.z,g € G.

6.9. Corollary. Let M bAe a proper Riemannian G-manifold and x a regular point.
If X € Nor,(G.z), then X(g.x) := T,(¢y).X is a well defined equivariant normal
field along G.xz in M.

Proof. If g.x = h.x then h™'g € G, = T, (gh—lg) .X = X, since the slice rep-
resentation is trivial by (2) above. Now by the chain rule: T, (¢,).X = T,(¢).X.
Therefore X is a well defined, smooth section of Nor(G.z). It is equivariant by
definition. O

6.10. Corollary. Let M be a Riemannian G-manifold, G.x a principal orbit, and
(u1,...,u,) an orthonormal basis of Nor,(G.x). By corollary 6.9, each u; defines
an equivariant normal field 4;. So (41, ...,4,) is a global equivariant orthonormal
frame field for Nor(G.z), and Nor(G.z) is a trivial bundle. O

This follows also from the tubular neighborhood description G.S, = G X¢g, Sz,
where S; is a normal slice at = with trivial G -action, see 6.7.

6.11. Definition. Let (M,~) be a Riemannian manifold and VM its Levi-Civita
covariant derivative. If P is a submanifold of M and V¥ the induced covariant
derivative on P, then the second fundamental form S € C* (52T*P @ Nor(P))
is given by the so called Gauss equation:

VMY =VEY + S(X,Y)  for X,Y € X(P)

In other words, S(X,Y) is the part of the covariant derivative in M orthogonal to
P.

6.12. Definition. Let (M,v) be a Riemannian G-manifold and u an equivariant
normal field along an orbit P := G.xq. Then X, € T, P defines a linear form on
T, P by

Yo = y(S(Xe, Ya), u(z)).

Therefore, there is a vector S, (;)(X;) € T, P such that

Y |TP (Su(z)(Xm)a Yz) = 7(S(vayw)au(x))

This assignment defines a linear map Sy () : ToP — T, P called the shape op-
erator of P in the normal direction u(x). For hypersurfaces it is also known as
the Weingarten endomorphism. Its eigenvalues are called the main curvatures of P
along u.

6.13. Lemma. Let u be an equivariant normal field along an orbit P := G.xq,
then

(1) Sug.z) = Te(ly)-Su(w) Tg.c(lg—1)
(2) The main curvatures of P along u are all constant.
(3) {expM(u(x)): 2 € P = G.xg} is another G-orbit.
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Proof.
(1) Since 7y is G-invariant and S is G-equivariant:
v (Su(g.:c) (Xg.2), Yg-r) =7 (5 (Xga:Yga),ulg.x)) =
=y (TS (Tly-1X g0, Tly1Yys) , Tly(u(z))) =
=7 (S (Tﬁg_ng_:E,TZg_lYg,z) ,u(x))
=7 (Suw) © Tly-1(Xg.2), Tly-1Yy.0) =7 (Tly 0 Suw) 0 Tly—1(Xg.2), Yy.0)

(2) By (1) Sy(g.z) results from S, by a linear coordinate transformation,
which does not affect the eigenvalues.
(3) {expM(u(x)):x € P=G.x9} = G.exp™ (u(zy)), since

9. exp™ (u(zy)) = exp™ (T¥y.u(z)) = exp™ (u(g.ao)).

O

6.14. Example. Let N™(c) be the simply connected space form with constant
sectional curvature c, that is

1
N™(c) = S", sphere with radius - ife>0
=R"ifc=0
1
= H", hyperbolic sphere with radius H if c<O.
c
Let G be a closed subgroup of Isom(N™(c)). If P is a G-orbit, then so is the subset
{exp(u(z)) : € P} for any equivariant normal field v along P. For instance
(1) If G = SO(n) C Isom(R™), then the G-orbits are the spheres with center 0.
A radial vector field with constant length on each sphere, u(z) := f(|z|).x,
defines an equivariant normal field on each orbit. Clearly its flow carries

orbits back into orbits.
(2) Another example is the subgroup

G={fz—axz+I:XeRve (v,ve,...,09m)}

of Isom(R"™) consisting only of affine translations in certain fixed directions.
Here the orbits of G are then parallel planes of dimension m. An equi-
variant normal field on an orbit is a constant vector field orthogonal to
V1,V2y...,Um.

6.15. Theorem. Let M be a proper G-manifold, then the set of all regular points
M,ce is open and dense in M. In particular, there is always a principal orbit type.

Proof. Suppose x € M,e,. By 5.7 there is a slice S at x, and by 4.13(3) S can be
chosen small enough for all orbits through S to be principal as well. Therefore G.S
is an open neighborhood of = in M,e; (open by 4.12(3)).

To see that M., is dense, let U C M be open, x € U, and S a slice at . Now
choose a y € G.S N U for which G, has the minimal dimension and the smallest
number of connected components for this dimension in all of G.SNU. Let S, be a
slice at y, then G.S, N G.S N U is open, and for any z € G.S, N G.SNU we have
z € 9.8y =8y.4,50 G, C Gy, =gG,g~'. By choice of y, this implies G, = gGyg~*
for all z € G.S, NG.SNU, and G.y is a principal orbit. [
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6.16. Theorem. Let M be a proper G-manifold and x € M. Then there is a
G-invariant neighborhood U of x in which only finitely many orbit types occur.

Proof. By theorem 5.10 there is a G-invariant Riemann metric on M. Let S be
the normal slice at . Then S is again a Riemannian manifold, and the compact
group G, acts isometrically on S. In 4.13(4) we saw that, if G,.s; and G,.s2 have
the same orbit type in S, then G.s; and G.se have the same orbit type in M. So
the number of G-orbit types in G.S can be no more, than the number of G -orbit
types in S. Therefore it is sufficient to consider the case where G is a compact Lie
group. Let us now prove the assertion under this added assumption. We carry out
induction on the dimension of M.

For n = 0 there is nothing to prove. Suppose the assertion is proved for dim M < n.
Again, it will do to find a slice S at z with only a finite number of G, -orbit
types. If dim S < dim M, this follows from the induction hypothesis. Now suppose
dim S = n. S is equivariantly diffeomorphic to an open ball in T,, M under the slice
representation (by exp). Since the slice representation is orthogonal, it restricts to
a Gg-action on the sphere S”~'. By the induction hypothesis, locally, S"~! has
only finitely many G-orbit types. Since S™~! is compact, it has only finitely many
orbit types globally. The orbit types are the same on all spheres 7.S"~! (r > 0),
since x — %x is G-equivariant. Therefore, S has only finitely many orbit types:

those of S™~! and the 0-orbit. O

6.17. Theorem. If M is a proper G-manifold then the set Mging /G of all singular
G-orbits does not locally disconnect the orbit space M /G (that is to every point
in M/G the connected neighborhoods remain connected even after removal of all
singular orbits).

Proof. As in the previous theorem, we will reduce the statement to an assertion
about the slice representation. By theorem 5.10, there is a G-invariant Riemann
metric on M. Let S be the normal slice at x. Then S is again a Riemannian
manifold, and the compact group G, acts isometrically on S. A principal G -orbit
is the restriction of a principal G-orbit, since G.s is principal means that all orbits
in a sufficiently small neighborhood of G.s have the same orbit type as G;.s (6.7).
Therefore, by 4.13(4), the corresponding orbits in G.U are also of the same type,
and G.s is principal as well. So there are “fewer” singular G-orbits in G.S than
there are singular G -orbits in S. Now cover M with tubular neighborhoods like
G.S;, and recall that G.S,/G = S, /G, by 4.13(5). This together with the above
argument shows us that it will suffice to prove the statement for the slice action.
Furthermore, like in the proof of theorem 6.18, we can restrict our considerations
to the slice representation. So we have reduced the statement to the following:

If V is a real, n-dimensional vector space and G a compact Lie group acting on V/,
then the set Viing/G of all singular G-orbits does not locally disconnect the orbit
space V/G (that is to every point in V/G the connected neighborhoods remain
connected even after removal of all singular orbits).

We will prove this by induction on the dimension n of V. For n = 1, that is V =R,
the only nontrivial choice for G is O(1) = Zs. In this case, R/G = [0,00) and
Rsing/G = {0}. Clearly, {0} does not locally disconnect [0, 00), and we can proceed
to the general case.
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Suppose the assertion is proved for all dimensions smaller than n. Now for G C
O(n) we consider the induced action on the invariant submanifold S™~1. For any
x € S"~! we can apply the induction hypothesis to the slice representation G, —
O(Nor,, G.x). This implies for the G -action on S, that S, /G, = G.S,/G is not
locally disconnected by its singular points. As above, we can again cover S™~!
with tubular neighborhoods like G.S,, and we see that all of S"~1 /G is not locally
disconnected by its singular orbits. Now we need to verify that the orbit space
of th unit ball D™ is not locally disconnected by its singular orbits. Since scalar
multiplication is a G-equivariant diffeomorphism, the singular orbits in V' (not
including {0}) project radially onto singular orbits in S"~!. So if we view the
ball D™ as cone over S"~! and denote the cone construction by coneS™ !, then
D = coneS:i’;gl. Furthermore, we have a homeomorphism
coneS™" /G — cone(S"/G) : G.[x,t] — [G.x, 1]

since G preserves the “radius” t. Therefore

D" /G = (coneS™ ') /G = cone(S" ! /G)
and D% /G = coneS"!/G = cone (S”fl/G) .

sing sing sing

Since S;;gl /G does not locally disconnect S"~!/G, we also see that

sing

cone (S"_l/G) = D /G

does not locally disconnect cone(S"~!/G) = D"/G. O

6.18. Corollary. Let M be a connected proper G-manifold, then

(1) M/G is connected.
(2) M has precisely one principal orbit type.

Proof.

(1) Since M is connected and the quotient map = : M — M/G is continuous,
its image M /G is connected as well.

(2) By the last theorem we have that M/G — Mging/G = Myeg/G is connected.
On the other hand by 6.7, the orbits of a certain principal orbit type form an
open subset of M /G, in particular of M,es/G. Therefore if there were more
than one principal orbit type, these orbit types would partition M,ee/G
into disjoint nonempty open subsets contradicting the fact that M,es/G is
connected. [

6.19. Corollary. Let M be a connected, proper G-manifold of dimension n and let
k be the least number of connected components of all isotropy groups of dimension
m := inf{dim G|z € M}. Then the following two assertions are equivalent:

(1) G.z¢ is a principal orbit.

(2) The isotropy group G, has dimension m and k connected components.
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If furthermore G is connected and simply connected, these conditions are again
equivalent to

(3) The orbit G.x¢ has dimension n —m and for the order of the fundamental
group we have: |1 (G.xo)| = k.

Proof. Recall that we proved the existence of a principal orbit in 6.15 just by
taking a G, as described above. The other direction of the proof follows from the
above corollary. Since there is only one principal orbit type, this must be it.

If moreover GG is connected and simply connection we look at the fibration G, —
G — G/G,, = G.xg and at the following portion of its long exact homotopy
sequence

0=m(G) = m(G.x) = mo(Gsy) — mo(G) =0

from which we see that |7 (G.xzo)| = k if and only if the isotropy group G, has k
connected components. [

6.20. Theorem. [37] Let 7 : G — O(V) be an orthogonal, real, finite-dimensional
representation of a compact Lie group G. Let py,...,pr € R[V]® be homogeneous
generators for the algebra R[V|¢ of invariant polynomials on V. For v € V, let
Nor,(G.v) := T,,(G.v)* be the normal space to the orbit at v, and let Nor,(G.v)%>
be the subspace of those vectors which are invariant under the isotropy group G,.

Then grad p; (v), ..., grad py(v) span Nor,(G.v)%" as a real vector space.

Proof. Clearly each grad p;(v) € Nor,(G.v)%. In the following we will identify G
with its image 7(G) C O(V). Its Lie algebra is then a subalgebra of o(V') and can
be realized as a Lie algebra consisting of skew-symmetric matrices. Let v € V| and
let S, be the normal slice at v which is chosen so small that the projection of the
tubular neighborhood (see 4.15) pg., : G.Sy, — G.v from the diagram

GxS, —— Gxqg, Sy —— G.S,

| re |

G/G, —— Guw

has the property, that for any w € G.S, the point pg.,(w) € G.v is the unique
point in the orbit G.v which minimizes the distance between w and the orbit G.v.
Choose n € Nor, (G.v)% so small that  := v +n € S,. So pg.,(z) = v. For the
isotropy groups we have G, C G, by 4.13.(2). But we have also G, C G,NG,, C G,
so that G, = G,. Let S, be the normal slice at x which we choose also so small
that pg., : G.S; — G.x has the same minimizing property as pg., above, but so

large that v € G.S, (choose n smaller if necessary). We also have pg .. (v) = x since
for the Euclidean distance in V' we have

|v — x| = min|g.v — z| since v = pg ., ()
geG
=min |h.gv — h.z| forallheG
geG
1

= min|v — g~ .z by choosing h = g~ .
geG
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For w € G.S, we consider the local, smooth, G-invariant function

dist(w, G.x)2 = dist(w,me(w))2 = (w —pa.z(w),w — pg..(w))
= <w7w> + <pG.x(w)7pG.x(w>> - 2<w’pG~x(w)>
= (w,w) + (z,x) — 2{(w, pg . (w)).

Its derivative with respect to w is

(1) d(dist( ,G.2)*)(w)y = 2(w,y) — 2(y, pc.o(w)) — 2(w, dpg..(w)y).
We shall show below that

(2) (v, dpc.s(v)y) =0 forally € V,

so that the derivative at v is given by

(3)  d(dist( ,G.2)*)(v)y = 2(v,y) — 2(y, pc.a(v)) = 2(v — z,y) = =2(n,y).

Now choose a smooth G -invariant function f : S, — R with compact support
which equals 1 in an open ball around x and extend it smoothly (see the diagram
above, but for S;) to G.S, and then to the whole of V. We assume that f is
still equal to 1 in a neighborhood of v. Then g = f.dist( ,G.x)? is a smooth G-
invariant function on V which coincides with dist( ,G.x)? near v. By the theorem
of Schwarz (3.7) there is a smooth function h € C*°(R¥ R) such that g = ho p,
where p = (p1,...,px) : V — RF. Then we have finally by (3)

—2n = grad(dist( ,G.z)?)(v) = grad g(v) =
k

= grad(h o p)( )) grad p;(v),
which proves the result.

It remains to check equation (2). Since T,V = T,(G.v) ® Nor,(G.v) the normal
space Nor,(G.x) = ker dpg .. (v) is still transversal to T, (G.v) if n is small enough;
so it remains to show that (v, dpg..(v).X.v) = 0 for each X € g. Since z = pg .. (v)
we have |[v—z|? = mingeq |[v—g.2|?, and thus the derivative of g — (v—g.z,v—g.z)
at e vanishes: for all X € g we have

(4) 0=2(—X.z,v—1)=2(Xz,2)— 2(X.2,0) =0 —2(X.2,0),
since the action of X on V is skew symmetric. Now we consider the equation
PG.2(9.v) = 9.pc.(v) and differentiate it with respect to g at e € G in the direction

X € g to obtain in turn

dpG . (v).Xv =Xpg.(v) =Xz,
(v,dpg.o(v).Xv) = (v, X.2) =0, by (4). O
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6.21. Lemma. Let 7 : G — O(V) be an orthogonal representation. Let w €

QP (V)9 be an invariant differential form on V which is horizontal in the sense

that i,w, = 0 if w is tangent to the orbit G.xz. Let v € V and let w € T,V be
orthogonal to the space Nor, (G .’U)Gg of those orthogonal vectors which are invariant
under the connected component G2 of the isotropy group G,.

Then i,w, = 0.

Proof. We consider the orthogonal decomposition
T,V = T,(G.v) & W & Nor, (G.v)%".

We may assume that w € W since i,w, = 0 for u € T;,(G.v).

We claim that each w € W is a linear combination of elements of the form X.u for
u €W and X € g, := ker(dr( )v). Since GY is compact, the representation space
W has no fixed point other than zero and is completely reducible under G% and
thus also under its Lie algebra g,, and we may treat each irreducible component
separately, or assume that W is irreducible. Then g, (W) is an invariant subspace
which is not 0. So it agrees with W, and the claim follows.

So we may assume that w = X.u for u € W. But then
(v+ tu, Xu=nX.(v+ tu)) € T, 1,(G.(v+ Lu))
satisfies ix.ywWytu/m = 0 by horizontality and thus we have

TWy = IX.4Wy = li7rln IX uWytu/m = 0. 0O
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7. Riemannian Submersions

7.1. Definitions. Let p : E — B be a submersion of smooth manifolds, that is
Tp:TE — TB surjective. Then

V =V(p) = V(E) := Ker(Tp)

is called the vertical subbundle of FE. If E is a Riemannian manifold with metric
v, then we can go on to define the horizontal subbundle of F.

Hor = Hor(p) = Hor(E) = Hor(E,v) := V(p)*

If both (E,~g) and (B,vp) are Riemannian manifolds, then we will call p a Rie-
mannian submersion, if

T,p : Hor(p) — Ty B
is an isometric isomorphism for all x € E.

Some Simple Examples. For any two Riemannian manifolds M, N, the projec-
tion pry : M x N — M is a Riemannian submersion. Here Riemann metric on the
product M x N is given by: v« n(X,Y) := yu (Xar, Yr) + Y8 (XN, YN) (where
we use T'(M x N) 2 TM @ TN to decompose X,Y € T(M x N)). In particular,
R™+t" — R™ with the usual metric, or pro : S x Rt — R* are Riemannian
submersions.

7.2. G-manifold with single orbit type as fiber bundle. Let (M,~v) be a
proper Riemannian G-manifold and suppose that M has only one orbit type, (H).
We then want to study the quotient map 7 : M — M/G. Let us first consider the
orbit space M/G. Choose z € M and let S, denote the normal slice at x. Then by
4.13(2) we have G, C G, for all y € S,. Since G, must additionally be conjugate
to G, and both are compact, they must be the same (by 4.8). So G, = G, and
therefore G, acts trivially on S, (this can also be seen as a special case of 6.7).
From 4.13(5) it follows that 7(S;) & S,/G, = S, and with 4.15 we have that
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G.S, is isomorphic to G/G, x S,. Therefore, for any © € M, (71'(533),exp;1 |SI)
can serve as a chart for M/G.

M Sz

WJ J7r

To make an atlas out of these charts, we have to check whether they are compatible
— which is obvious. By 5.9 M /G is Hausdorff, and therefore it is a smooth manifold.

Now let us study the smooth submersion 7 : M — M/G. We want to find a
Riemannian metric on M /G which will make 7 a Riemannian submersion.

Claim. For X,,Y, € Hor,(m) = Nor,(G.x), the following inner product is well
defined.
V(@) (T Xy, TTYy) i= 72 (Xa, Ya)

Proof. Choose X|,,Y,, € Hory,(m) such that Tm.X;, = Tm.X, and T7.Y ), =
T'r.Y,. Then we see that X/, = T({,)X, by the following argumentation: Clearly
Tr (X}, —T(lg).Xs) = 0, so the difference X}, — T({y). X, is vertical. On the
other hand, X/, is horizontal, and so is T'(¢,). X,
¢, leaves G.x invariant, consequently, 7'/, maps vertical vectors to vertical vectors
and since it is an isometry, it also maps horizontal vectors to horizontal vectors.
Therefore X, —T({,).X, is horizontal as well as vertical and must be zero.
Now we can conclude, that

Yoz (X/ Y, ) = ’YQI(T(EQ)XJMT(KQ)YGJ) = 'Ym(XmY:r)- U

gz gz

So we have found a Riemannian metric ¥ on M/G which makes 7 a Riemannian
submersion.

Let us finally try to understand in which sense 7 : M — M/G is an associated
bundle. Let x € M be such that G, = H. By 6.1.(4) the set Fix(H) = {z €
M : gx = x forall g € H} is a geodesically complete submanifold of M. It is
Ng(H)-invariant, and the restriction 7 : Fix(H) — M/G is a smooth submersion
since for each y € Fix(H) the slice Sy is also contained in Fix(H). The fiber of
7 : Fix(H) — M/G is a free Ng(H)/H-orbit: if m(z) = n(y) and G, = H = G,
then g € Ng(H). So m: Fix(H) — M/G is a principal Ng(H)/H-bundle, and M
is the associated bundle with fiber G/H as follows:

Fix(H) x G/H
J (z,[g]) — g.x

| |
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7.3. Another fiber bundle construction. Let M again be a proper Riemannian
G-manifold with only one orbit type. Then we can “partition” M into the totally
geodesic submanifolds Fix(¢Hg™!) := {x € M : ghg~'.x = x for all h € H} where
H = G,, (z9 € M arbitrary) is fixed and g varies. This is not a proper partitioning
in the sense that if ¢ # e commutes with H, for instance, then Fix(¢Hg™!) =
Fix(eHe™!). We want to find out just which g give the same sets Fix(gHg™1).

Claim.

Fix(gHg™!) = Fix (g’Hg"l) & gN(H)=¢N(H)
where N(H) denotes the normalizer of H in G.
Proof. First let us show the following identity:

N(H) = {g € G : gFix(H) C Fix(H)}

(C) Let n € N(H) and y € Fix(H). Then n.y is H-invariant:
hny =nn" hny =n(n'hn).y =ny
(D) gFix(H) C Fix(H) implies that hg.y = g.y, or equivalently g~ thg.y = y,
for any y € Fix(H) and h € H. Recall at this point, that H = G,
for some xo € M. Therefore, we have g 'hg.xzy = o and consequently
g thgeG,, = H.
Using this characterization for N(H) and the identity

g'{9 € G:gFix(H) CFix(H)} ={g € G: gFix(H) C ¢’ Fix(H)},

we can convert the righthand side of our equality, gN(H) = ¢’ N(H), to the follow-
ing:

{a € G:aFix(H) C g.Fix(H)} = {a € G : aFix(H) C ¢'.Fix(H)}.
In particular, this is the case if
g.-Fix(H) = ¢'. Fix(H).
In fact, let us show that the two equations are equivalent. Suppose indirectly that

gy ¢ ¢ . Fix(H) for some y € Fix(H). Then a = g has the property a.Fix(H) €
¢ .Fix(H),so {a € G:aFix(H) Cg.Fix(H)} # {a € G:aFix(H) C ¢'.Fix(H)}.

So far we have shown that gN(H) = ¢'N(H) & g¢.Fix(H) = ¢ .Fix(H). To
complete the proof it only remains to check whether

Fix(gHg™ ') = g Fix(H).
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This is easily done (as well as plausible, since it resembles strongly the “dual”
notion Gy, = gG,g™ ')
y € Fix(gHg™') <<= ghgly=y forallhec H
— hgly=gly foralhe H
< g lyeFix(H)
— yegFix(H) O

Claim. The map 7 : M — G/N(H) defined by Fix(¢Hg ') 3 2 — ¢g.N(H) is a
fiber bundle with typical fiber Fix(H).

Proof. To prove this, let us consider the following diagram.

G x Fix(H) ¢ M

ql /

G X N(H) FIX(H) g

|

G/N(H)

Here we use the restricted action ¢ : N(H) x Fix(H) — Fix(H) to associate to
the principal bundle G — G/N(H) the bundle G[Fix(H), /] = G X (g Fix(H).
It remains to show that 7 is a diffeomorphism, since then 7 has the desired fiber
bundle structure.

lis smooth, since lo q = { is smooth and ¢ is a submersion. Now let us show that
lis bijective.

(1) lis surjective: Since H is the only orbit type, for every x € M there is a
g € G, such that G, = gHg™!, which implies » € Fix(¢Hg™!) = gFix(H) C
¢(G x Fix(H)). So ¢ is surjective and, by the commutativity of the diagram, so is
L.

(2) £ is injective: Suppose £(a,z) = a.x = b.y = £(b,y), for some a,b € G, z,y €
Fix(H). Then b~la.x = y € Fix H implies hb~la.xz = y = b~ta.x which im-
plies again (b='a)"'hb~la.x = z. Since there is only one orbit type and all
isotropy groups are compact, we know that = € FixH = H = G, (by 4.8). So
(b=ta)"thb~la is again in H, and b='a € N(H). In this case, q(a,z) = [a,2] =
[bb~ta,x] = [b,b~ta.x] = [b,y] = q(b,y).

/=1 is smooth, since ¢ is a submersion. So ¢ is a diffeomorphism and 7 a fiber
bundle with typical fiber Fix(H). O

7.4. Construction for more than one orbit type. Let (H) be one particular
orbit type (H = G,). To reduce the case at hand to the previous one, we must
partition the points in M into sets with common orbit type:

M(H) = {LB eM: (Gw) = (H)}
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Claim. For a proper Riemannian G-manifold, the space M) as defined above is
a smooth G-invariant submanifold.

Proof. My is of course G-invariant as a collection of orbits of a certain type.
We only have to prove that it is a smooth submanifold. Take any x in Mg (then,
without loss of generality, H = G,.), and let S, be a slice at z. Consider the tubular
neighborhood G.S = G x g S, (4.15). Then the orbits of type (H) in G.S are just
those orbits that meet S, in S (where S shall denote the fixed point set of H
in S;). Or, equivalently, (G xy Sy) () = G xu SH:
(©) l9,s] € (G xu Se)my=9s€GSyy = gHg ' =G, CH=G,=H=
seSH = [g,s] € Gxg SH
(2) [9,s] € Gxg SH = s € SH = H C Gy, but since s € S, we have
G C G, = H by 4.13(2), therefore Gy = H and [g, 5] € (G xu Sz)(m)
Now, let S, = exp,(Nor,.(G.z)) be the normal slice at z. That is, r is chosen so
small that exp, is a diffecomorphism on Nor,(G.z) =: V. Notice, that V is not only
diffeomorphic to S,, but G-equivariantly so, if we let G act on Nor,(G.z) via the
slice representation. Since the slice action is orthogonal, in particular linear, the
set of points fixed by the action of H is a linear subspace of Nor,(G.z) and its
intersection with V', a “linear” submanifold. Therefore S is also a submanifold of
Sz. Now consider the diagram

G x 8 ¢ M

GXHSIH

The map 7 is well defined, injective and smooth, since p is a submersion and ¢ is
smooth. Furthermore, p is open, and so is . Just consider any open set of the
form U x W in G x SH. Then £(U x W) is the union of all sets £, (W) for u € U.
Since £, is a diffeomorphism, each one of these is open, so £(U x W) is open as
well. Therefore, i must be open, and so i is an embedding and G.S¥ = G x g SH2
an embedded submanifold of M. O

Let (H) be one particular orbit type (H = G), then Fix(H) is again a closed,
totally geodesic submanifold of M (see 6.1(3)).

Claim. Fix*(H):={x € M : G, = H} is an open submanifold of Fix(H).

Remark. For one orbit type, € Fix(H) implied H = G, and thus Fix*(H) =
Fix(H). For more than one orbit type Fix(H) is not necessarily contained in M.
Therefore, it is necessary to study Fix*(H) = Fix(H) N M.

Proof. In 7.3 we saw that N(H) is the largest subgroup of G acting on Fix(H). It
induces a proper N(H)/H-action on Fix(H). Now, Fix*(H) is the set of all points
in Fix(H) with trivial isotropy group with respect to this action. So by 6.19 it is
simply the set of all regular points. Therefore, by 6.15, Fix*(H) is an open, dense
submanifold of Fix(H). O

Now, Mgy can be turned into a fiber bundle over G/N(H) with typical fiber
Fix"(H) just as before (Fix*(H) is really the fixed point space of i in Mgy). And,
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on the other hand, Mgy is a fiber bundle over M g)/G with typical fiber G/H.
The partition of M into submanifolds M) and that of M/G into the different
orbit types is locally finite by 6.16. So M and M/G are in a sense stratified, and
m: M — M/G is a stratified Riemannian submersion (see also [13]).

7.5. Definition. Let p: E — B be a Riemannian submersion.

A vector field § € X(F) is called vertical, if {(x) € V,(p) for all x (i.e. if Tp&(z) =
0).

¢ € X(E) is called horizontal, if £(x) € Hor,(p) for all x, that is, if &(x) L
Va(p) for all .

¢ € X(F) is called projectable, if there is an n € X(B), such that Tp.. =nop

& € X(E) is called basic, if it is horizontal and projectable.

Remark. The orthogonal projection ¢ : TE — V(FE) with respect to the Riemann
metric is a (generalized) connection on the bundle (F, p) and defines a local parallel
transport over each curve in B (denoted by Pt?(c,.)) as well as the horizontal lift:

C:TBxE —TE: (Xp,e)— Y., whereY, € Hor.(p) with Tep.Y. = X,
B

This map also gives us an isomorphism C, : X(B) — Xpasic between the vector
fields on B and the basic vector fields.

7.6. Lemma. Consider a Riemannian submersion p : (E,vg) — (B,vyp) with
connection ¢ : TE — V(p), and c : [0,1] — B, a geodesic. Let L%(c) denote the
arc length of ¢ from c(a) to ¢(b) in B. Then:
(1) Li(c) = L§Pt*(c,.,u), where u € E.() is the starting point of the parallel
transport.
(2) Pt?(c,.,u) L By for all t
(3) If c is a geodesic of minimal length in B, then we have L}(Pt®(c,.,u)) =
dist (Ec(0)7 Ec(l)) .
(4) t+ Pt®(c,t,u) is a geodesic in E (again for any geodesic c in B).

Proof.

d
(1) Since d—Pt¢(c, s,u) is a horizontal vector and by the property of p as Rie-
s

mannian submersion, we have

2

¢ d d
LLPt?(c,.,u) = — Pt? — Pt%(e, s.
0 t (Cv 7u) /0 YE (dS t (Ca S,’U,), ds t (C, S ’LL) ds

B / ¥5(c/(s),¢ (5)) 2 ds = Lf(c).

(2) This is due to our choice of ¢ as orthogonal projection onto the vertical
bundle in terms of the given metric on E. By this choice, the parallel
transport is the unique horizontal curve covering ¢, so it is orthogonal to
each fiber F(; it meets.

(3) Consider a (piecewise) smooth curve e : [0,1] — E from E,g) to E.), then
poeis a (piecewise) smooth curve from ¢(0) to ¢(1). Since ¢ is a minimal
geodesic, we have Lic < L{(p o e). Furthermore, we can decompose the
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vectors tangent to e into horizontal and vertical components and use the
fact that T'p is an isometry on horizontal vectors to show: Lie > Li(poe)
(in more detail: ¢’(t) = h(t) + v(t) € HE ®g VE, and since p is a Rie-
mannian submersion yg(Tp.h(t), Tp.h(t)) = ye(h(t), h(t)) and Tp.v(t) = 0.
Therefore |Tp.e'(t)| = |Tp.h(t)| = |h(t)| < |h(t) +v(t)]| = |€'(¢)], and
Lipoe < L}e.) Now with (1) we can conclude: L{Pt?(c,.,u) = Lic <
Lie for all (piecewise) smooth curves e from E.) to Ec1). Therefore,
L(l](Pt¢(C, L)) = dist (EC(O), Ec(l))-

(4) This is a consequence of (3) and the observation that every curve which
minimizes length locally is a geodesic. [

7.7. Corollary. Consider a Riemannian submersion p : E — B, and let ¢ :
[0,1] — E be a geodesic in E with the property c'(to) L Epc(t,)) for some ty. Then
Cl(t) 1L Ep(c(t)) for all t € [0, 1].

Proof. Consider the curve d : t — expf’(c(to))(tTc(to)p.c/(to)). It is a geodesic
in B and therefore lifts to a geodesic e(t) = Pt?(d,t — tg,c(to)) in E (by 7.6(4)).
Furthermore e(to) = c(to) and €' (tg) = C(T,)p-c'(to), c(to)) = ¢'(to) since ¢(to) L
Ep(c(to)) 18 horizontal. But geodesics are uniquely determined by their starting point
and starting vector. Therefore e = ¢, and e is orthogonal to each fiber it meets by

7.6(2). O

7.8. Corollary. Let p: E — B be a Riemannian submersion

(1) IfHor(FE) is integrable, then every leaf is totally geodesic.
(2) IfHor(E) is integrable and S is a leaf, then pg : S — B is a local isometry.

Proof. (1) follows from corollary 7.7, while (2) is just a direct consequence of the
definitions. O

7.9. Remark. If p : E — B is a Riemannian submersion, then Hor(E)|g, =
Nor(Ep) for all b € B and p defines a global parallelism as follows. A section
€ C*°(Nor(Ep)) is called p-parallel, if T.p.0(e) = v € TpB is the same point for
all e € Ep. There is also a second parallelism. It is given by the induced covariant
derivative: A section © € C°(Nor(E}p)) is called parallel if VN'g = 0. The p-
parallelism is always flat and with trivial holonomy which is not generally true for
VNOr. Yet we will see later on that if Hor(E) is integrable then the two parallelisms
coincide.

7.10. Remark. Let M be a connected Riemannian G-manifold and (H) the
principal orbit type, then we saw in 7.4 that 7 : Mgy — M) /G is a Riemannian
submersion. Now we can prove:

Claim. ¢ € C®(Nor(G.z)) (z € Myeg = M) is m-parallel iff ¢ is G-equivariant.

(=) &(g.x) = Tply.&(x) implies Ty ,m.£(g.x) = Ty om0 Tply.&(x) = Tym.&(x) for
all g € G. Therefore £ is w-parallel.

(=) &(g.x) and Tyl ¢(x) are both in Nory ,(G.x), and since { is m-parallel we
have:
Ty mb(g.x) =T,mé(x) =TymoTly.&(x). So &(g.x) and T,¢,.&(x) both
have the same image under T, ;7. Because T, . restricted to Norg o(G.x)
is an isomorphism, {(g.x) = T,{y.£(x). O
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7.11. Definition. A Riemannian submersion p : E — B is called integrable, if
Hor(E) = (Ker Tp)* is an integrable distribution.

7.12. Local Theory of Riemannian Submersions. Let p: (E,vg) — (B,vB)
be a Riemannian submersion. Choose for an open neighborhood U in E an or-
thonormal frame field

5= (81,...,8n4x) € CZ(TE|U)"t*

in such a way that si,...,s, are vertical and s,,41,...,Sp+i are basic. That way,
if we “project” Sp41,...,8n+r onto TB|p(U) we get another orthonormal frame
field, 5 = (841, --,8n4k) € C®(TB|p(U))*, since p, as Riemannian submersion,

is isometric on horizontal vectors.

In the following, Y will always refer to the sum over all indices occurring twice
unless otherwise specified. Furthermore, we adopt the following index convention.
The listed indices will always run in the domain indicated:

1<i,j,k<n
n+l1<apB,yvy<n+k
1<ABC<n+k

In this spirit, the orthogonal coframe corresponding to s is defined by the relation
o (sp) = 033
We will write its components in the form of a column vector and in general adhere

to the conventions of linear algebra so that, wherever possible, we can use matrix
multiplication to avoid having to write down indices.

o= € QI(U)”Jrk
n+k

Analogously, we have the orthonormal coframe % € Q! (p(U)) on p(U) C B, with
a%(53) = 0.

It is related to o® by p*d® = ¢®. In terms of these, the Riemannian metrics vg
and ~p take on the form

7E|U — ZUA ®O'A
A
VBlpwy = 0% ® 5%

Now let V denote the Levi-Civita covariant derivative on (E,vg)
V:X(F)x X(FE) — X(E), (X,Y)—VxY.
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In terms of the frame field we will write the covariant derivative as

VSA:ZstE, wB e QYU).
B

If we view w as the matrix of 1-forms (w%), then the above equation can be written
in terms of matrix multiplication:

Vs =s.w

We get the following relation for w.

0= d’)/E(SA, SB) = ’YE(VSA, SB) + ’YE(SA’ VSB) =
E(Z scwg,sB) + ’YE(SAyzSng) = Wf —|—w§

Therefore w(X) is a real skewsymmetric matrix for all X € X(U), and we have
we QYU so(n + k).

An arbitrary vector field X on U can be written as X = Y s;u’ where u’ €
C*°(U,R) can be regarded as the components of a column-vector-valued function
u so that we can write X = s.u. Its covariant derivative can be calculated directly
using the derivation property.

V(s.u) = Vs.u+ s.du = sw.u+ s.du
Now let us calculate the curvature tensor in this setting.
R(X,Y)Z = ([Vx,Vy] = Vixy))Z =VxVyZ - VyVxZ - Vixy|Z

Let R(X,Y)s denote the row of vector fields R(X,Y)s4. Then we can go on to
calculate:

R(X, Y)S = vays — VyVXS — V[X y]S =
= Vx(s:0(Y)) = Vy(s.0(X)) — 5.0 ([X, Y]) =
=(Vxs)w(l)+s.Xwl)— (Vys)w(X) —s. Yw( ) —s.w ([X,Y)])
=sw(X)w(Y) - sw¥)w(X)+s. (Xwl)-YuwX)-w([X,Y)]) =
=swAw(X,Y) + s.dw(X, Y) =s.(dw+wAw)(X,Y)

The notation w A w stands for (3w A w$)4, which has the form of a standard
matrix multiplication, only with the usual product on the components replaced by
the exterior product. This leads to the definition Q := dw +w Aw = dw + [w, w]".

Like with w, the orthonormality of s implies 0/ = —Q%, so Q*(U,s0(n + k)). The
second Bianchi identity follows directly:

(2. Bianchi identity) A+ wAQ—QAw=dQ+ [w, Q)" =0
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Using the property that the Levi-Civita connection is free of torsion, we can derive
the so-called structure equation on w. It determines the Levi-Civita connection
completely.

0=Tor(X,Y)=Vx(s.o(Y)) — Vy(s.o(X)) —s.0([X,Y]) =
=s.w(X).oY)+ X)) —swl)o(X) —sY(0(X)) —s.0([X,Y]) =
= (X)) =) 200 5K = VIo(X) o (X.Y]) =
s(wAo(X,Y))+sdo(X,)Y)=s(wAo+do)(X,Y)

wAo+do=0

“ 3 7
structure equation or 2 : wé AoB 4 dot =

As a direct consequence, the first Bianchi identity takes on the following form.
(1. Bianchi identity) QAo =0

If we pull back the structure equation dé + @ A = 0 from B to F, we can derive
some relations between the components w4 of w:

0=p" (d6“+ZQgA&ﬁ) =
_dp*0°‘+z p*of) p&ﬁ):doa—i-z:(p@)/\aﬂ

Together with the a-component of the structure equation on E, do®+ > WG Nof +
STw® Aot =0, this gives us:

(*) SN pag)re’ = wine’+> wr no

The lefthand side of this equation contains no o® A 0®- or o' A o/-terms. Let us
write out wj and wy* in this basis.

fj =: Z 45,07 + Z b0

=—w! = Zawa’awLZr o’

This gives us for the righthand side of (*)
Zqﬁ o’ AoP +Zbﬁo AP +ZaqﬁoﬁAoi+er‘jajAoi =
qu oV AP +Z bmfa 0/\0 + - Z T — 07/\0

So we have found

€
= Wp
I
\
&

a _ jo
o (03
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or, in other words,

That is: w(sa) = w5(s;), and this just means that the horizontal part of [sa, s;]
is 0, or [s4, s;] is always vertical:

0= Z Sqwi'(sa) — Z 5awS (5i) = (Va8 — Vi, 54)" = ([SA],Si)hor.

Now we will calculate the second fundamental form S : XEj, x g, XE, — X' (E| Ey)
of By := p~1(b) in E. Let V denote the Levi-Civita covariant derivative on Ej,
corresponding to the induced metric i*g (where i : E}, — E is the inclusion). Since
every vector field on Ej can be extended to a vertical vector field on E (do it in
charts, patch it up with a partition of unity and then compose with the connection
¢ to make it vertical), we can determine V for vector fields defined only on E; by
extending them onto E. We will denote the restriction of V onto E} again by V.
It can easily be checked that this definition is independent of the extension chosen.
Now the second fundamental form is defined as:

S(‘vaer7 Yver) =V xver yver _ @Xver yver
If we express V in terms of V, we get
S(Xver, Yver) — vacerer _ (vacryver)Ver — (VXVOerer)hOr

Expressed in the local frame, it is:

hor

(T YY) = (Togoer (3 s (V7)) =

i . hor
= (Z(VXVQT Si)O’Z (Yver) + Z Sid(O‘z(Yver)).Xver) _
= (Z SAWZA(Xver)Ji(Yver))hor +0= Z Saw?(Xver)Ui(Yver) _
= ZT%SQ ® ol @ o (XVT, YY)

So
Z $40%(S) = Z 75 Sa ® ol ® o
S is a symmetric tensor field as indeed the second fundamental form must always

be. But in our special case we have already shown that rf; = r%; and thereby proved
this result directly.

Similarly to the covariant derivative on the vertical bundle, which was obtained by
taking the vertical part of the covariant derivative V xverYV" of two vertical vector
fields, we can define a covariant derivative on the the normal bundle Nor(Ep) — Ej
by taking the horizontal part of the covariant derivative V xve: YT of a horizontal
vector field along a vertical vector field:

VNt - %(Ey) x C®(Nor(Ey)) — C>®(Nor(Ey))
VYO = (W xver YIO)

hor
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In our frame field:

vior, yhor — (vaer (Z 8B0_[3(yhor)))hor _

hor
= (32 (Txeersg) P 4 3 o (1) X =
— Z sawg(X"er)Uﬁ(Yhor) + Z Sﬁda’g(Yhor).X"er =
_ Z bgisa ® O_i ® O_B(Xver, Yhor) + Z S0 ® doﬂ(yhor)(Xver)
or 4
vNoryhor — Z (bgioﬂ(yhor)oﬂ, + do® (Yhor)) ® 54
Like V itself, VN' is not a tensor field. Yet in the decomposition

ver + hor

VXY == (VXverJthor (Yver + YhO!‘))

we can find two more tensor fields (besides S), the so called fundamental (or O’Neill-
) tensor fields. (see [28])

XY € X(E)
T(X, Y) = (VXveryver)hor + (vaeryhor)
AX,Y) i= (Vo YOO 4 (W on Y Ver) M

ver

In fact each of of these four summands which make up A and T are tensor fields
by themselves - the first one restricting to S on E,. Why they are combined to two
tensors in just this way we will see once we have expressed them in our local frame.
At the same time, we will see that they really are tensor fields.

hor

AXY) = (Tyr (Y 500%)) "+ (Ve (X sia'(V))) - =
=Y siwh (XN (V) + 0+ Y saw (X" (V) +0 =
= si(—ay) P (X))o (V) + ) saayo’ (X)o' (V) =
= (X ap e’ e s -0t 2ot @s) (X,Y))

Analogously:
T:ZT% (0j®0i®5a 70i®cra®si)

If Hor(E) is integrable, then every leaf L is totally geodesic by 7.8(1), and the s,|;
are a local orthonormal frame field on L. L being totally geodesic is equivalent
to its second fundamental form vanishing. Now, in the same way we found .S, the
second fundamental form of L is

SL ()(hor7 Yhor) = (thothor

) ver

So it is a necessary condition for the integrability of Hor(E) that Sy, = 0, that is
0= 5L (sa:58) = (Vs,58)" =
= Zszw%(sa) = Z S (—af» o7 (Sa).
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This is equivalent to the condition

or

A=0.

Let us now prove the converse: If A vanishes, then the horizontal distribution on
F is integrable. In this case, we have 0 = A (sq,85) = (Vs,53)" + 0, as well as
0= A(s8,8q) = (Vsﬁ sa)ver + 0. Therefore, [s4],5, = Vs,58 — V84 is horizontal,
and the horizontal distribution is integrable.

1S3

7.13. Theorem. Letp: E — B be a Riemannian submersion, then the following
conditions are equivalent.

(1) p is integrable (that is Hor(p) is integrable).

(2) Every p-parallel normal field along Ej, is VN -parallel.

(3) The O’Neill tensor A is zero.

Proof. We already saw (1) < (3) above.
(3) = (2) Take s, for a p-parallel normal field X along Ej. A = 0 implies A(Sq, $;) =
0+ (Vs,5:)"™ = 0. Recall that, as we showed above, [$i,5q) is vertical.
Therefore,

)hor —0

Viorsa — (vsisa)hor — ([5i7 Sa] + vSasi

Since for any e € FEy, Tep‘Norb( B) is an isometric isomorphism, a p-parallel
normal field X along Fj is determined completely by the equation X (e) =
> X%(e)sq(e). Therefore it is always a linear combination of the s, with
constant coefficients and we are done.

(2) = (3) By (2) Vs, = (Vs 5a)™" = 0. Therefore, as above, we have that
([si,5a) + Vsas,-)hor =0+ (Va,5)"" = A(5a,5) = 0. Thus 07 A(sa, s;) =
a’, =0, so A vanishes completely. [

Draft from March 21, 2005 Peter W. Michor,



70

8. Sections

In this chapter, let (M,~y) always denote a connected, complete Riemannian G-
manifold, and assume that the action of G on M is effective and isometric.

8.1. Lemma. Consider X € g, the Lie algebra of G, (x, the associated funda-
mental vector field to X, and ¢, a geodesic in M. Then v(c'(t), (x (c(t))) is constant
in t.

Proof. Let V be the Levi-Civita covariant derivative on M. Then
e (' (1), Cx (c(t)) =7 (Va,c (1), {x (e(t))) + 7 (c'(t), Vo, (Cx 0 ¢)) -

Since ¢ is a geodesic, Vy,c'(t) = 0, and so is the entire first summand. So it remains
to show that v (¢/(t), Vs, (Cx o ¢)) vanishes as well.

Let s1,...,8, be a local orthonormal frame field on an open neighborhood U of
c(t), and o', ..., 0" the orthonormal coframe. Then v = Y o' ® 0. Let us use the
notation

xly = Y X
Vix|y = ZXiij ® o'
Then we have |
Vo (¢x 0¢) =Y X (e(t))s;(e(t))o’ (¢ (1)).
So
’7( ()vat CXOC ZUJ CI O'J Vat(CXOC))
= 3 X (e (¢ (1) (1),

If we now show that Xf + X; =0, then v (¢'(t), Vs, (Cx o ¢)) will be zero, and the

proof will be complete. Since the action of G is isometric, (x is a Killing vector
field; that is L¢,v = 0. So we have

ZLCXUi ® 0 +Zoi ® Leyo' =0.
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Now we must try to express L 0" in terms of Xij . For this, recall the structure
equation: do* + wa Al = 0. Now we have
ECXUi = iCXdO'i +d (iCXO'i) = _iCX (Zwﬁ A (Tj) + d(o’l(CX)) =
= —icy Zw; Aol +dX' = Zwé.Xj - Zw;-(CX)Uj +dX".
Since
Vixly =V _ ;X)) =) siwh X/ +> s;@dX' =Y Xis;i®o,

we can replace Y w}.X7 by 3 Xto/ — dX*. Therefore,

Leo' =) (Xio? —wi(Cx)o?) = (X) - wi(Cx))o”

Now, let us insert this into 0 = L¢,y:

0= Lo @+ o' @ Lol =
=3 (X -0l ()’ @t + Y (XD - wi(Cx))o' ® o7 =
=3 (X + X))ol @0t = Y (Wh(Cx) + el (x))o! @ o' =
=Y (Xi+X])oI o' —0

since w(Y) is skew symmetric. This implies X} + Xij =0, and we are done. [

8.2. Definition. For any = in M,.; we define:

E(z) := exp) (Nor,(G.x)) C M
Ereg(x) == E(x) N Myeg

In a neighborhood of x, E(x) is a manifold; globally, it can intersect itself.

8.3. Lemma. Let x € M,z then
(1) g'E(l.) = E(g'm)7 g'Ereg(x) = Ereg(g'x)'
(2) For X, € Nor(G.x) the geodesic ¢ : t — exp(t.X,) is orthogonal to every
orbit it meets.
(3) If G is compact, then E(x) meets every orbit in M.

Proof.

(1) This is a direct consequence of 6.1(1): g.exp, (t.X) = exp, , (t.T:ly. X).

(2) By choice of starting vector X,, the geodesic ¢ is orthogonal to the orbit
G.z, which it meets at t = 0. Therefore it intersects every orbit it meets
orthogonally, by Lemma 8.1.

(3) For arbitrary z,y € M, we will prove that F(z) intersects G.y. Since G
is compact, by continuity of ¥ : G — M the orbit G.y is compact as
well. Therefore we can choose g € G in such a way, that dist(z,G.y) =
dist(x,g.y). Let c¢(t) := exp,(t.X;) be a minimal geodesic connecting
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x = ¢(0) with g.y = ¢(1). We now have to show, that X, € Nor,(G.z):
Take a point p = ¢(t) on the geodesic very close to g.y—close enough so
that exp,, is a diffeomorphism into a neighborhood U, of p containing g.y
(it shall have domain V' C T, M). In this situation the lemma of Gauss
states, that all geodesics through p are orthogonal to the “geodesic spheres”:
exp, (k.S™71) (where ™71 :={X, € T,M : v(X,,X,) =1}, and k > 0 is
small enough for £.5™~! C V to hold). From this it can be concluded that
c is orthogonal to G.y: Take the smallest geodesic sphere around p touching
G.y. By the minimality of ¢, ¢ must leave the geodesic sphere at a touching
point, and by Gauss’ lemma, it must leave at a right angle to the geodesic
sphere. Clearly, the touching point is just g.y = ¢(1), and there ¢ also meets
G.y at a right angle. By (2), ¢ encloses a right angle with every other orbit
it meets as well. In particular, c starts orthogonally to G.z. Therefore, X,
is in Nor,(G.z), and g.y = ¢(1) € E(z). O

8.4. Remark. Let z € M be a regular point and S, the normal slice at x. If S,
is orthogonal to every orbit it meets, then so are all ¢g.5, (¢ € G arbitrary). So
the submanifolds g.S, can be considered as leaves of the horizontal foliation (local
solutions of the horizontal distribution—which has constant rank in a neighborhood
of a regular point), and the Riemannian submersion 7 : Myeg — Miyes/G is inte-
grable. Since this is not always the case (the horizontal distribution is not generally
integrable), it must also be false, in general, that the normal slice is orthogonal to
every orbit it meets. But it does always meet orbits transversally.

Example. Consider the isometric action of the circle group S* on C x C (as real
vector spaces) defined by e™.(21, z2) 1= (e*.z1,€".23). Then p = (0,1) is a regular
point: G, = {1}. The subspace Nor,(S*.p) of T,C x C takes on the following
form: Nor,(S'.p) = ((1,0), (¢,0),(0,1)) = C x R. Therefore, we get: E(0,1) =
{(u,147) : w € C,r € R}. In particular, y = (1,1) € E(0,1), but S*.y = {(e', ") :
t € R} is not orthogonal to E(0,1). Its tangent space, T, (S*.y) = ((i,i))g, is not
orthogonal to C x R.

8.5. Definition. A connected closed complete submanifold ¥ C M is called a
section for the G-action if

(1) X meets every orbit, or equivalently: G.3X = M.
(2) Where ¥ meets an orbit, it meets it orthogonally.

The second condition can be replaced by the equivalent
(2)) e X =T,3 C Nor,(G.x) or
(2") zeX, X eg=(x(z) LT,X.

Remark. If ¥ is a section, then so is g.3 for all g in G. Since G.X = M, there is
a section through every point in M. We say “M admits sections”.

The notion of a section was introduced by Szenthe [42], [43], in slightly different
form by Palais and Terng in [32], [33]. The case of linear representations was con-
sidered by Bott and Samelson [4], Conlon [10], and then by Dadok [11] who called
representations admitting sections polar representations (see 8.20) and completely
classified all polar representations of connected Lie groups. Conlon [9] considered
Riemannian manifolds admitting flat sections. We follow here the notion of Palais
and Terng.
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8.6. Example. For the standard action of O(n) on R™ the orbits are spheres, and
every line through 0 is a section.

8.7. Example. If G is a compact, connected Lie group with biinvariant metric,
then conj : G x G — G, conj,(h) = ghg™! is an isometric action on G. The orbits
are just the conjugacy classes of elements.

Proposition. Every maximal torus H of a compact connected Lie group G is a
section.

A torus is a product of circle groups or equivalently a compact connected abelian
Lie group; a maximal torus of a compact Lie group is a toral subgroup which is not
properly contained in any larger toral subgroup (cf. [5], chapter 6).)

Proof. (1) conj(G).H = G: This states that any g € G can be found in some to
H conjugate subgroup, ¢ € aHa~!. This is equivalent to ga € aH or gaH = aH.
So the conjecture now presents itself as a fixed point problem: does the map ¢, :
G/H — G/H : aH — gaH have a fixed point. It is solved in the following way:

The fixed point theorem of Lefschetz (see [41], 11.6.2, p.297) says that

a smooth mapping f : M — M from a connected compact manifold to
itself has no fixed point if and only if

dim M

> (1) Trace(H'(f) : H'(M) — H'(M)) = 0.
=0

Since G is connected, £, is homotopic to the identity, so

dim G/H
> (=1)' Trace(H'(¢,) : H'(G/H) — H'(G/H)) =
=0
dim G/H dim G/H
= Y (-1)'Trace(H'(Id)) = Y (-1)"dim H'(G/H) = x(G/H),
i=0 =0

the Euler characteristic of G/H. This is given by the following theorem ([30], Sec.
13, Theorem 2, p.217)

If G is a connected compact Lie group and H is a connected com-
pact subgroup then the Euler characteristic x(G/H) > 0. Moreover
X(G/H) > 0 if and only if the rank of G equals the rank of H. In
case when x(G/H) > 0 then x(G/H) = |W¢|/|Wg|, the quotient of the
respective Weyl groups.

Since the Weyl group of a torus is trivial, in our case we have x(G/H) = |Wg| > 0,
and thus there exists a fixed point.
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(2")he H X eg=(x(h) L T,H:
(x(h) = Z|,_,exp(tX)hexp(—tX) = Top". X —Topup. X. Now choose Y € h. Then
we have T.up.Y € T, H, and

Y (Topin.Y, Topt. X — Top. X) = 7.(Y, Ad(h).X — X) =
=7 (Y, Ad(h).X) = 7e(Y, X) = 7e(Ad(h).Y, Ad(h).X) = 7.(Y, X) =0

by the right, left and therefore Ad-invariance of v and by the commutativity of
H O

8.8. Example. Let G be a compact semisimple Lie group acting on its Lie algebra
by the adjoint action Ad : G x g — g. Then every Cartan subalgebra h of g is a
section.

Proof. Every element of a semisimple Lie algebra g is contained in a Cartan sub-
algebra, and any two Cartan subalgebras are conjugated by an element g € G,
since G is compact. This is a consequence of 8.7 above, since the subgroup in G
corresponding to a Cartan subalgebra is a maximal torus. Thus every Adg-orbit
meets the Cartan subalgebra h. It meets orthogonally with respect to the Cartan
Killing form B: Let Hy, H, € h and X € g. Then 4|, Ad(exp(tX)).H; = ad(X)H;
is a typical vector tangent to the orbit through H; € b, and H> is tangent to b.
Then

B(ad(X)Hy, H2) = B([X, H1], Hy) = B(X,[Hy1,Hs)) =0
since h is commutative. [J

8.9. Example. In Theorem 1.1 we showed that for the O(n)-action on S(n) by
conjugation the space X of all diagonal matrices is a section.

8.10. Example. Similarly as in 8.9, when the SU(n) act on the Hermitian ma-
trices by conjugation, the (real) diagonal matrices turn out to be a section.

8.11. Definition. The principal horizontal distribution on a Riemannian
G-manifold M is the horizontal distribution on Meg 5 Mg /G.

8.12. Theorem. If a connected, complete Riemannian G-manifold M has a sec-
tion X, then

(1) The principal horizontal distribution is integrable.

(2) Every connected component of ¥,c, is a leaf for the principal horizontal
distribution.

(3) If L is the leaf of Hor (M,eg) through x € M,eg, then |, : L — Myeg /G is
an isometric covering map.

(4) X is totally geodesic.

(5) Through every regular point x € M there is a unique section: E(x) =
exp)(Nor, (G.x))

(6) A G-equivariant normal field along a principal orbit is parallel in terms of
the induced covariant derivative VN°T,
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Proof.

(1) The submanifolds g.X,eg 0f M;cg are integral manifolds to the horizontal

distribution, since they are orthogonal to each orbit and by an argument of

dimension.

) clear.

) see 7.8(2).

) see 7.8(1).

) This is a consequence of (4). Namely, for z € M choose g € G such that

g.x € ¥NG.z, then g~1.¥ is a section through z. By (2) and (4) we have

E(x) C g~1.3. The converse can be seen as follows: Let y € g~1.% and

choose a minimal geodesic from x to y. By the argument given in the proof

of 8.3.(3) this gedesic is orthogonal to the orbit through = and thus lies in

E(z). Soy € E(z).

(6) see 7.13 (1) <= (2) and recall that by remark 7.10 a normal field is
G-equivariant iff it is w-parallel, where 7 : M — M /G is the orbit map. O

8.13. Remark. The converse of 8.12(1) is not true. Namely, an integral manifold
of Hor(M,eg) is not, in general, a section.

Example. Consider the Lie group G = S* x {1}, and let it act on M := S* x S*
by translation. Let £ = (1,0) denote the fundamental vector field of the action, and
choose any n € Lie(S! x S1) = R x R which generates a one-parameter subgroup c
which is dense in S' xS (irrational ascent). Now, endow S! x S with a Riemannian
metric making £ and 7 an orthonormal frame field. Any section of M would then
have to be a coset of ¢, and therefore dense. This contradicts the assumption that
a section is a closed embedded submanifold.

8.14. Definition. A symmetric space is a complete, connected Riemannian
manifold M such that for each x € M there is an isometry S, (defined globally)
which locally around x takes on the form:

exp, tX +— exp, (—tX)

In particular, x is an isolated fixed point.

Remark. Equivalent to this definition is the following one: A symmetric space is
a quotient space M = G/H of a Lie group G with a subgroup H together with an
automorphism ¢ : G — G which satisfies two conditions

(1) coo=1id

(2) (G7) o CHC G :={geG:0(g) =g}
An indication for this is that the first definition of a symmetric space implies that the
group of isometries must act transitively. For any x,y € M, take a geodesic joining
the two, then the reflection S, at the central point between x and y on the geodesic
carries z into y. Now if we identify G := Isom(M) and let H := G, for some point
xo in M, then M = G/H, and o can be defined as o(g) := S, 0 go S,,. It clearly
fulfills 0 0o = id. Let us check (2). Take any h € H. Since Ty, Sz, = —Idr, m and
h.xg = xg, we get Ty 0(h) = Ty, h by the chain rule. This suffices to prove that
o(h) = h (cf. [17], Lemma 4 p.254). So we have H € G,. To see (G,), C H, take
a one-parameter subgroup ¢; of G, with go = id. Then o(g;) = ¢; implies that
Szo © Gt = Gt © Szy- S0 Sz, 0 gi(0) = gi(x0), and since go(zo) = zo and zp is an
isolated fixed point of S,,, g+(xo) = o for the other t as well, so g; € H.
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8.15. Theorem. ([18], Ch.XI, 4.3) If (G/H,o) is a symmetric space, then the
totally geodesic connected submanifolds N of G/H through e € G/H correspond
exactly to the linear subspaces TN =m' Cm:=T,.G/H={X €g:0'(X)=-X}
which fulfill [[m’, m'], m’] C m’.

Remark. This implies that a locally totally geodesic submanifold of a simply con-
nected symmetric space can be extended uniquely to a complete, totally geodesic
submanifold. Here we mean by locally geodesic submanifold that a geodesic can
leave the submanifold only at its “boundary”. In other words, the second funda-
mental form must be zero.

8.16. Corollary. Let M = G/H be a simply connected, complete symmetric
space, K C @G, a subgroup. Then the action of K on G/H admits sections iff
Hor(M,eg) is integrable. In particular, if the principal K-orbits have codimension
1, there are always sections.

8.17. Theorem. Consider any Riemannian G-manifold M. Then the following
statements are equivalent.

(1) Hor(M,eg) is integrable.

(2) Every G-equivariant normal field along a principal orbit is VN°"-parallel.

(3) For © € M,eg, S the normal slice at x and X € g and s € S arbitrary,
Cx(s) LT(S).

Proof. The equivalence of (1) and (2) is a direct consequence of 7.13 and remark
7.10. Furthermore, suppose (1), then there is an integral submanifold H of the
horizontal distribution going through z. H is totally geodesic by 7.8(1), and so
S = exp,(Nor,.(G.z)) is contained in H. Therefore, (3) holds: The fundamental
vector field (x is tangent to the orbit G.s and with that perpendicular to the
horizontal distribution and to T5(S). Now if we suppose (3), then S is an integral
submanifold of Hor(M,es), and (1) holds. O

8.18. Remark. We already saw in 6.10 that Nor G.z is a trivial bundle. Now we
even have a parallel global frame field. So the normal bundle to a regular orbit is
flat.

8.19. Corollary. Consider an orthogonal representation V of G, G — O(V). Let
x € V be any regular point and X the linear subspace of V' that is orthogonal to
the orbit through x. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) V admits sections
(2) X is a section
(3) forallyeX and X € g, x(y) L2

Proof. (3) implies that the horizontal bundle is integrable (8.17). In this case 8.15
implies (1). (1) = (2) is clear with 8.12(5). (2) = (3) is trivial. O

8.20. Definition. An orthogonal representation of G is called polar represen-
tation if it admits sections.
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8.21. Corollary. Let 7 : G — O(V) be a polar representation, and let v € V be
a regular point. Then

Yi={weV:{g(w) C{v)}
is the section through v, where (g(w) == {(x(w) : X € g} C V.

Proof. Since (4(v) = T,(G.v) and by 8.19, a section through v is given by ¥’ :=
Co(v)t. If 2 € ¥/, then (4(2) C (¥')*, which in our case implies that (4(2) C (4(v).
So z € X.

Conversely, suppose z is a regular point in ¥. Consider the section ¥ = (,4(%)

through z. Then, since (4(z) C (4(v), we also have that ¥/ = (3(v)t C (4(2)* =
3", Therefore ¥’ = X" and, in particular, z € ¥/. O

L
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P. Polar representations

In this chapter we develop the theory of real orthogonal representations which admit
a section. These are called polar representations. We follow [11]. Let G C O(V)
be an orthogonal representation of a compact Lie group G on a finite dimensional
vector space V, with Lie algebra g C o(V).

P.1. Lemma. For every v € V the normal space Nor,(G.v) = T,(G.v)* meets
every orbit.

Proof. Let w € V and consider f : G — R, f(g) = (g.w,v). Let go be a crit-
ical point, e.g. a minimum on the compact group G, then 0 = df(go).(X.g0) =
(X.go.w,v) = —{go.w, X.v) for all X € g. Thus go.w € Nor,(G.v). O

P.2. Lemma. For any regular vg € V the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) For any v € V,eg there exists g € G with g.T,(G.v) = T, (G.vp).
(2) Nory, (G.vg) = Ty, (G.vp) is a section.

Proof. (1) = (2) Let A := {v € Nor,,(G.v9) : (g.v,Nor,,(G.vg)) = 0}, a linear
subspace. If (2) does not hold then A C Nor,,(G.vp), and then dim(G.A) <
dim(V'). So there exists w € Vieg \ G.A, and by lemma P.1 we may assume that
w € Nor,,. By (1) there exists g € G with k. Nor,, = Nor,,. This means Nor, ., =
Nor,,, a contradiction to the definition of A.

(2) = (1) For any w € Viee there exists g € G with gw € Nor,,. But then
g.Nor,, = Norg v = Nor,,, so (1) holds. [

P.3. Theorem. If G C O(V) is a polar representation then for any v € V with
a section 3 C Nor,, the isotropy representation G, C Nor, is also polar with the
same section Y C Nor,.

Conversely, if there exists some v € V' sucht that the isotropy representation G, C
Nor, is polar with section ¥ C Nor,, then also G C O(V) is polar with the same
section X C V.

Proof. (=) Let G C O(V) be polar with section X, let v € ¥ and w € X, =

YN Vieg-
Claim. Then V =X @ g,.w @ g.v is an orthogonal direct sum decomposition.
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Namely, we have (g.X,¥) = 0 so that

(gv-w, g.v) = (w, g. g§y.v) — (W, [gy, g] .v) = 0.
0 Cg

Since w is in V;¢g we have the orthogonal direct sum V' = X @®g.w, so that dim(V) =
dim(X) + dim(g) — dim(g.,); and also we have (g,)w = g,. Thus we get

dim(X & g, w ® g.v) = dim(2) + dim(g,) — dim((gy)w) + dim(g) — dim(g,)
= dim(X) + dim(g,) — dim(g.) + dim(g) — dim(g,)
= dim(V)

and the claim follows.

But then we see from the claim that Nor, = X & g,,.w is an orthogonal decomposi-
tion, and that P.2.(1) holds, so that G,, C Nor, is polar with section X.

Conversely, if G,, C Nor, is polar with section ¥ we get the orthogonal decompo-
sition Nor, = ¥ @ g,.2 for This implies (3,g.X) = 0. By lemma P.1 we have
G.Nor, = V, by polarity we have G,.X. = Nor,, thus finally G.X = V. So
G C O(V) is polar. O

P.4. Theorem. Let G be connected and G C O(V = V1 &V,) be a polar reducible
representation, which is decomposed as V = Vi @ Vo as G-module. Then we have:

(1) Both G-modules V; and Va are polar, and any section ¥ of V' is of the form
Y = X1 ® Xy for sections ¥; in V.
(2) Consider the connected subgroups

G1:={g€eG:g|X: =0}° Go:={geG: g% =0}°

Then G = G1.Gs, and G1 X Gy acts on V. = V; @ V5, componentwise by
(91, 92)(v14v2) = g1.v1+¢2.v2, with the same orbits as G: G.v = (G1xXG3).v
for any v.

Proof. Let v =v1 +v2 € XN Viee CV =V, @ Vo. Then V = X @ g.v, thus v; =
si+X;wfors; € ¥;and X; € g. But then s; € £,NV; = %; and V; = (XNV;) @ g.v;
and the assertion (1) follows.

Moreover Nor,, = (g.v;)* = ¥; @ Vs, and by theorem P.3 the action of G, on this
space is polar with section ¥; @ ¥9. Thus we have g,, = g2 := gx, and g,, acts
only on Vs and vanishes on V; and we get Vo = Xo @ gy, 02 = Lo @ g.v2. Similarly
gv, = 81 = gy, and g,, acts only on V7 and vanishes on Vs, and V1 = 31 @ g,,v1 =
31 @g.v1. Thus g = g1 + g2 and consequently G = G1.G2 = G2.G1 by compactness
of G;. For any g € G we have g = ¢g1.92 = g5.¢1 for g;,¢; € G;. For u=u; +us €
Vi ® Vo =V we then have g.(uj + u2) = g1.g2.u1 + g5.91 . u2 = g1.u1 + gh.us, thus
G.u C (G1 x G9).u. Since both orbits have the same dimension, G.u is open in
(G1 x G2).u; since all groups are compact and connected, the orbits coincide. O
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9. The Generalized Weyl Group of a Section

Consider a complete Riemannian G-manifold M which admits sections. For any
closed subset S of M we define the largest subgroup of G which induces an action
on S:

N(S) :={geG:£4,5) =S5}

and the subgroup consisting of all ¢ € G which act trivially on S:
Z(S):={g€G:ly(s)=s, forall s e S}

Then, since S is closed, N(S) is closed, hence a Lie subgroup of G. Z(S) = [, G
is closed as well and is a normal subgroup of N(.S). Therefore, N(S)/Z(S) is a Lie
group, and it acts on S effectively.

If we take for S a section X, then the above constructed group is called the gener-
alized Weyl group of ¥ and is denoted by
W(X)=N(X)/Z(%).

9.1. Remark. For any regular point z € ¥, GG, acts trivially on the normal slice
Sy at z (by 6.7). Since ¥ = exp, Nor,(G.x) by 8.12(5), S, is an open subset of X,
and we see that G, acts trivially on all of 3. So we have G, C Z(X). On the other
hand, Z(X) C G, is obvious, therefore

Z(¥) =Gy for x € ¥ N Mieg.

Now, since Z(X) is a normal subgroup of N(X), we have N(3) C N(G,) where the
second N stands for the normalizer in G. So we have

W(X) C N(G.)/G, for x € ¥ N Miyeg.

9.2. Proposition. Let M be a proper Riemannian G-manifold and ¥ a section,
then the associated Weyl group W (X) is discrete. If ¥/ is a different section, then
there is an isomorphism W (X) — W (X') induced by an inner automorphism of G.
It is uniquely determined up to an inner automorphism of W(X).

Proof. Take a regular point « € 3 and consider the normal slice S,. Then S, C ¥
open. Therefore, any ¢g in N(X) close to the identity element maps x back into .S,.
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By 4.12(2) g then lies in G, = Z(X). So Z(X) is an open subset of N(X), and the
quotient W (%) is discrete.

If ¥’ is another section, then ¥’ = ¢.¥ where g € G is uniquely determined up to
N(%). Clearly, conj, : G — G induces isomorphisms

conj, :N(X)
Z(%)

N()
Z(3)

Lo e

and therefore it factors to an isomorphism W (%) = w(Eh. O

9.3. Example. Any finite group is a generalized Weyl group in the appropriate
setting. That is, to an arbitrary finite group W we will now construct a setting in
which it occurs as a Weyl group. Let G be a compact Lie group and H a closed
subgroup such that W C N(H)/H (this is always possible since any finite group can
be regarded as a subgroup of O(V) =: G so we need only choose H = {e}). Next,
take a smooth manifold ¥ on which W acts effectively. Consider the inverse image of
W under the quotient map w: N(H) — N(H)/H, K := 7~}(W). Then the action
of W induces a K-action on ¥ as well. The smooth manifold M := G X g ¥ has a
left G-action. Let —B denote the G-invariant Riemann metric on G induced by the
Cartan-Killing form on the semisimple part and any inner product on the center,
and let vy be a W-invariant Riemann metric on 3. Then the Riemann metric
—B X 75, on G x ¥ induces a G-invariant Riemann metric on the quotient space
G x g 3. With this, G X g ¥ is a Riemannian G-manifold, and if ¢ : GX¥X — GX g%
is the quotient map, then ¢({e} x X) = ¥ meets every G-orbit orthogonally. So it
is a section. The largest subgroup of G acting on ¥ is K and the largest acting
trivially on ¥ is H. Therefore, W(X) = K/H = W is the Weyl group associated
to the section X..

9.4. Theorem. Let M be a proper Riemannian G-manifold with sections. Then,
for any x € M, the slice representation G, — O(Nor,(G.z)) is a polar representa-
tion. If ¥ is a section through x in M, then T,Y is a section in Nor,(G.x) for the
slice representation. Furthermore,

W(T,%) = W(5),.

Proof. Clearly T, C Nor,(G.z). We begin by showing that it has the right
codimension. Take a £ € Nor,(G.x) close to 0, then (G,)¢ = Gy, for y = exp] &,
since exp, is a G-equivariant diffeomorphism in a neighborhood of 0,. So G.§ =
G /(Gg)e = G5 /Gy. Let us now calculate the codimension of G,.£ in Nor,(G.x):

dim Norg(G.z) — dim G;.§ = dim Nor,(G.z) — dim G, + dim G, =
= dim Nor,(G.z) + dim G/G,; — (dim G — dim G,)) = codimp; G.y.

=dim M =dimG/G,

Since the regular points lie dense, we can choose £ € T, X regular by assuming that
y = exp(X) is regular in X. Then y is regular as well and we get:

codimyer, (G.z) Gz-§ = codimy Gy = dim ¥ = dim 75, 3.
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82 9. The generalized Weyl group of a section

So T, % is a linear subspace of Nor, G.x with the right codimension for a section.
Therefore, if we show that T, is orthogonal to each orbit it meets, then it is
already the entire orthogonal complement of a regular orbit, and by corollary 8.19
(3) = (2), we know that it meets every orbit.

Denote the G-action on M by ¢ : G — Isom(M). If £ € T, X is arbitrary, then it
remains to prove that for all n € T, and X € g,:

Tl|g,

% (n.Gx % (6) =o.

To do this, choose a smooth one-parameter family 7)(t) € Texp(t¢)E such that n(0) =
1 and Vy,n = 0. Since ¥ is a section in M we know for each single ¢ that

Texp(ie) (Cx (exp (6)), (1)) = 0.
If we derive this equation we get

d

0= —
ds s=0

7 (¢ (exp? (s€)),m(s)) =7 (Va,Cx (exp™(5€)),7(0)) -

So it remains to show that V(% (exp?(s€)) is the fundamental vector field of X
at & for the slice representation.

Va.(x (exp?(s€)) = VeCk = K o T(x £ =
= K o T(0¢|0lexpc (1x))-0s|o expi(sE))
= K.0s0-0¢[0lexpo (1 x) (expy (s§))
= K.k1.0t]0-0s]0 expe (1x) (exp ()
= K.k01-0¢]0- T (Lexpe (1)) (§)

Here, K denotes the connector and kj; the canonical flip between the two structures
of TT M, and we use the identity K ox = K, which is a consequence of the symmetry
of the Levi-Civita connection. The argument of K in the last expression is vertical
already since X € g,. Therefore we can replace K by the vertical projection and
get

Tallg,

d
Va, Cgf (exp'y (Sf)) = Vvpr at T (zexpc(tX))'g =(x
t=0

(©)-

Tot
So ¢ X2 G (&) intersects T,X orthogonally, and therefore T, ¥ is a section.

Now consider Ng, (T5(X)) ={g € Gy : T,({,).T,X = T, X}. Clearly, No(X)NG, C
Ng, (Tx(X)). On the other hand, any g € Ng, (T,(X)) leaves ¥ invariant as the
following argument shows.

For any regular y € X we have ¥ = exp, Nor(G.y). Therefore x = exp,n for
a suitable n € TyX, and conversely, y can be written as y = exp,§{ for £ =
— %|t:1 exp, tn € T;X. Now g.y = g.exp, § = exp, 1:{,.§ lies in X, since T£,.§
lies in T, 3. So g maps all regular points in ¥ back into . Since these form a dense
subset and since ¢, is continuous, we get g € Ng(X).

We have now shown that

Ng (TwE) = Ng(Z) NG,.

P
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Analogous arguments used on Zg, (T,X) give
Zg,(TxX) = Za(%),
and we see that

We, (1:X) = (N(E)NGy) /Z(E) = W(D),. O

x

9.5.. Corollary. Let M be a Riemannian G-manifold admitting sections and let
x € M. Then for any section ¥ through x we have

Norw(G.m)Gg cT,.%,
where GY is the connected component of the isotropy group G, at w.

Proof. By theorem 9.4 the tangent space 7,3 is a section for the slice representa-
tion G, — O(Nor,(G.x)). Let £ € T,X be a regular vector for the slice represen-
tation. By corollary 8.21 we have T,,X = {n € Nor,(G.z) : {5, (1) C (g.(&§)}. Since
Nor,, (G.x)Gz consists of all 7 in Nor,(G.x) with (g, (n) = 0, the result follows. O

9.6. Corollary. Let M be a proper Riemannian G-manifold with sections and
x € M. Then G, acts transitively on the set of all sections through .

Proof. Consider two arbitrary sections »; and Yo through x and a normal slice
S, at x. By theorem 9.4, T35 is a section for the slice representation. Since exp,
can be restricted to a G -equivariant diffeomorphism onto S,., X2 N S, is a section
for the G -action on S,. Next, choose a regular point y € X1 N S,. Its G, -orbit
meets the section Yo N .S,, that is we can find a g € G, such that g.y € ¥s. Now
35 and ¢.%; are both sections containing the regular point g.y. Therefore they are
equal. O

9.7. Corollary. Let M be a proper G-manifold with sections, ¥ a section of M
and x € ¥. Then
GzNI=W(X).x

Proof. The inclusion (D) is clear. Now we have
yeGrxnNY <= y=g.xecXforsomegced.

Take this g and consider the section X' := ¢.3. Then ¥ and ¥’ are both sections
through y, and by 9.6 there is a ¢’ € G, which carries ¥’ back into ¥. Now
g9 X=X, thatisg’'g € N(X),and g'gx =g'.y=y. Soy e N(X).a =W (X).z. O

9.8. Corollary. If M is a proper G-manifold with section ¥, then the inclusion
of ¥ into M induces a homeomorphism j between the orbit spaces.

) SN

Wzl T‘—Ml
S W(E) —L s M/
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(but it does not necessarily preserve orbit types, see remark 4.14).

Proof. By the preceding corollary there is a one to one correspondence between
the G-orbits in M and the W(G)-orbits in X, so j is well defined and bijective.
Since j oy, = 7y 0@ and 7y is open, j is continuous.

Consider any open set U C ¥./W(X). We now have to show that

i(U) = G (U)

is an open subset of M (since then j(U) is open and j~—! continuous). Take any
x € 7y} §(U). We assume € % (otherwise it can be replaced by a suitable g.z € X).
So z € ' (U). Let S, be a normal slice at x, then ¥ N S, is a submanifold of
S, of dimension dim X. In S, x has arbitrarily small G ,-invariant neighborhoods,
since the slice action is orthogonal and S, G-equivariantly diffeomorphic to an open
ball in Nor,(G.xz). Let V, be such an open neighborhood of z, small enough for
V., N'X to be contained in 7r§1(U). V. is again a slice, therefore G.V, is open in M
(4.12(3)). Now we have to check whether G.V;, is really a subset of 7,'j(U). Using
corollary 9.6 we get

GV NE) = G.Go(Va NE) = G.(Vo N G.X) = GV,

Therefore, G.V, C G.r5;' (U) = w5 (U) where it is an open neighborhood of z. So
7y j(U) is an open subset of M, j(U) is open in M/G, and j~! is continuous. [

9.9. Corollary. Let M be a proper Riemannian G-manifold and ¥ C M a section
with Weyl group W. Then the inclusion i : ¥ <— M induces an isomorphism

COM)E S o)W,

Proof. By corollary 9.7 we see that every f € C°(X)" has a unique G-equivariant
extension f onto V. If we consider once more the diagram

> —1 M

ng ﬁMl
S W(E) —L—s M/

we see that f factors over 7y to a map f/ € CY(X/W (X)), and since j is a homeo-

morphism (9.8) we get for the G-invariant extension f of f:
f:f/ojfloﬂ'MGCO(M)G. O

9.10. Theorem. [32], 4.12, or [44], theorem D. Let G — GL(V) be a polar

representation of a compact Lie group G, with section ¥ and generalized Weyl

group W = W ().
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9. The generalized Weyl group of a section 85

Then the algebra R[V]% of G-invariant polynomials on V is isomorphic to the
algebra R[X)W of W-invariant polynomials on the section ¥, via the restriction

mapping f — f[X.

9.11. Remark. Thisseemingly very algebraic theorem is actually a consequence of
the geometry of the orbits. This already becomes evident in the case of a first degree
homogeneous polynomial. To see that the G-invariant extension of p € R [¥] }/V toV
is again a polynomial (and again of first degree), we we must assume the following
convexity result of Terng.

Under the conditions of the theorem, for every regular orbit G.x the orthogonal
projection onto X, pr(G.x), is contained in the convex hull of G.x N Y (this is a
finite subset of X by 9.7 since G is compact and W (X) discrete).

Let us make this assumption. Denote by p the unique G-invariant extension of p,
then clearly p is homogeneous. Now, notice that for any orbit G.x, p is constant
on the convex hull of G.x NY =: {g1.2,g2.x, ..., gr.x}. Just take any s = >_ \;g;.x
with " A; = 1, then

p(s) =Y Aip(g:w) = plgr.x) Y \i = plgr.z).

With this and with our assumption we can show that for regular points u,v € M,
p(u+ v) = p(u) + p(v). Suppose without loss of generality that u + v € X, then

p(u+v) = p(pr(u) + pr(v)) = p(pr(u)) + p(pr(v))
At this point, the convexity theorem asserts that pr(u) and pr(v) can be written
as convex combinations of elements of G.u N X, respectively G.v N 3. If we fix an
arbitrary g, (resp. g,) in G such that g,.u (resp. g,.v) lie in X, then by the above
argument we get

p(pr(uw)) = p(gu-u) and  p(pr(v)) = p(go-v).
So we have
p(u+v) = p(gu-u) + p(gvo-v) = p(u) + p(v),
and p is linear on V. Since the regular points are a dense subset of V', and p is
continuous by 9.9, p is linear altogether.

A proof of the convexity theorem can be found in [45] or again in [33], pp. 168-
170. For a proof of theorem 9.10 we refer to [44]. In both sources the assertions
are shown for the more general case where the principal orbits are replaced by
isoparametric submanifolds (i.e. submanifolds of a space form with flat normal
bundle and whose principal curvatures along any parallel normal field are constant;
compare 6.13 and 8.18). To any isoparametric submanifold there is a singular
foliation which generalizes the orbit foliation of a polar action but retains many of
its fascinating properties (cf. [33]).

9.12. Remark. In connection with the example we studied in chapter 1, the
convexity theorem from above yields the following classical result of Schur [39],
1923:

Let M C S(n) be the subset of all matrices with fixed distinct eigenvalues aq, ..., a,
and pr: S(n) — R™ defined by

pr ((xlj)) = (xllv 22, - - 7xnn)
then pr(M) is contained in the convex hull of &,,.a where a = (aq,...,ay).
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9.13. Theorem. Let M be a proper Riemannian G-manifold with section ¥ and
Weyl group W. Then the inclusion ¢ : ¥ — M induces an isomorphism

e (M)¢ L o= ()W)

Proof. Clearly f e C® (M) implies i* f € C>(2)W. By 9.9 we know that every
fec>(x ) has a unique continuous G-invariant extension f. We now have to
show that f € C> (M)“.

Let us take an x € M and show that f is smooth at z. Actually, we can assume
x € X, because if f is smooth at = then f o {41 is smooth at g.x, so f is smooth
at g.x as well. Now let S, denote a normal shce at . Then we have

G.S, ! G xq. S, g G xS,

\ fx‘ f ‘sz O pro

G/G, R

Since in the above diagram I is an isomorphism and g a submersion, it is sufficient
to show that f |s o pry or equivalently f |s is smooth at z. Let B C T,.S, be a
ball around 0, such that B = Sy and T, >N B =2 ¥ NS,. Then, by theorem 9.4,
the G,-action on S, is basically a polar representation (up to dlﬂeomorphlsm). So
it remains to show the following:

Claim: If ¥ is a section of a polar representation G, — O(V) with Weyl group
W, and f is a smooth W-invariant function on ¥, then f extends to a smooth
G -invariant function f on V.

In order to show this, let p1, ..., pr be a system of homogeneous Hilbert generators
for R[E]Wz. Then, by Schwarz’ theorem, there is an f' € C° (Rk) such that

f=1f"o(p1,...,pr). By theorem 9.10, each p; extends to a polynomial p; € R [V]GI
Therefore we get ~
f=Ffo(pr,....pr):V—R

is a smooth G -invariant extension of f. [J
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10. Basic Differential Forms

Our aim in this section is to show that pullback along the embedding > — M
induces an isomorphism Qf (M) = QP ()W) for each p, where a differential
form w on M is called horizontal if it kills each vector tangent to some orbit. For
each point = in M, the slice representation of the isotropy group G, on the normal
space Ty (G.x)* to the tangent space to the orbit through x is a polar representation.
The first step is to show that the result holds for polar representations. This is
done in theorem 10.6 for polar representations whose generalized Weyl group is
really a Coxeter group, is generated by reflections. Every polar representation of
a connected Lie group has this property. The method used there is inspired by
Solomon [40]. Then the general result is proved under the assumption that each
slice representation has a Coxeter group as a generalized Weyl group. This result
is from [24].

10.1. Basic differential forms. Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g, mul-
tiplication 1 : G x G — G, and for g € G let pg, 9 : G — G denote the left and
right translation.

Let £ : Gx M — M be a left action of the Lie group G on a smooth manifold M. We
consider the partial mappings £, : M — M for g € G and {* : G — M for x € M
and the fundamental vector field mapping ¢ : g — X(M) given by (x(x) = T.(¢*)X.
Since £ is a left action, the negative —( is a Lie algebra homomorphism.

A differential form ¢ € QP(M) is called G-invariant if ({4)*p = ¢ for all g € G and
horizontal if ¢ kills each vector tangent to a G-orbit: i¢c, ¢ = 0 for all X € g. We
denote by QF (M) the space of all horizontal G-invariant p-forms on M. They

hor
are also called basic forms.

10.2. Lemma. Under the exterior differential Qy,, (M) is a subcomplex of Q(M).

Proof. If ¢ € Qpo(M)E then the exterior derivative dy is clearly G-invariant. For
X € g we have

icxdp =icxdp+dicyp =L =0,

so dyp is also horizontal. [J
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10.3. Main Theorem. ([24] and [25]) Let M x G — M be a proper isometric
right action of a Lie group G on a smooth Riemannian manifold M, which admits
a section X.

Then the restriction of differential forms induces an isomorphism
2, (M)G = QP(x)"

between the space of horizontal G-invariant differential forms on M and the space
of all differential forms on X which are invariant under the action of the generalized
Weyl group W (X) of the section 3.

The proof of this theorem will take up the rest of this section.

Proof of injectivity. Let i : ¥ — M be the embedding of the section. It clearly
induces a linear mapping i* : QF (M)¢ — QP(S)W () which is injective by the
following argument: Let w € QF (M)¢ with i*w = 0. For z € ¥ we have ixw, =0
for X € T,,Y since i*w = 0, and also for X € T,(G.x) since w is horizontal. Let
x € XN M;eg be a regular point, then T, = (T, (G.x))* and so w, = 0. This holds
along the whole orbit through « since w is G-invariant. Thus w|M,es = 0, and since

M,eg is dense in M, w = 0.

So it remains to show that i* is surjective. This will be done in 10.10 below. O

10.4. Lemma. Let ¢ € V* be a linear functional on a finite dimensional vector
space V, and let f € C*°(V,R) be a smooth function which vanishes on the kernel
of ¢, so that f|[¢=*(0) = 0. Then there is a unique smooth function g such that

f=tlg

Proof. Choose coordinates z!,..., 2" on V with £ = z'. Then f(0,22,...,2") =0
and we have f(z!,...,2") = fol oL f(tat, 2%, ... a™)dt.al = g(2t, ..., 2").xt. O

10.5. Question. Let G — GL(V) be a representation of a compact Lie group in
a finite dimensional vector space V.. Let p = (p1,...,pm): V — R™ be the polyno-
mial mapping whose components p; are a minimal set of homogeneous generators
for the algebra R[V]Y of invariant polynomials.

We consider the pullback homomorphism p* : QP(R™) — QP(V). Is it surjective

onto the space QY. (V)¢ of G-invariant horizontal smooth p-forms on V' ?

See remark 10.7 for a class of representations where the answer is yes.

In general the answer is no. A counterexample is the following: Let the cyclic group
Zn, = Z/nZ of order n, viewed as the group of n-th roots of unity, act on C = R? by
complex multiplication. A generating system of polynomials consists of p; = |z|?,
p2 = Re(z™), p3 = Im(z™). But then each dp; vanishes at 0 and there is no chance
to have the horizontal invariant volume form dz A dy in p*Q(R3).

10.6. Theorem. ([24] and [25]) Let G — GL(V) be a polar representation of a
compact Lie group G, with section Y. and generalized Weyl group W = W (X).

Then the pullback to X of differential forms induces an isomorphism

Qp

hor(V)G i} QP<Z)W(Z) .
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According to Dadok [11], remark after proposition 6, for any polar representation
of a connected Lie group the generalized Weyl group W (X) is a reflection group.
This theorem is true for polynomial differential forms, and also for real analytic
differential forms, by essentially the same proof.

Proof. Let i : ¥ — V be the embedding. It is proved in 10.3 that the restriction

i Qﬁor(V)G — QP(2)W(E) is injective, so it remains to prove surjectivity.

Let us first suppose that W = W (X) is generated by reflections (a reflection group
or Coxeter group). Let p1, ..., p, be a minimal set of homogeneous generators of the
algebra R[X]W of W-invariant polynomials on . Then this is a set of algebraically
independent polynomials, n = dim ¥, and their degrees di,...,d, are uniquely
determined up to order. We even have (see [16])

(1) dy...d, = |W|, the order of W,

(2) di +---+d, =n-+ N, where N is the number of reflections in W,

(3) TIim, (1 + (di — 1)t) = ap + a1t + -+ + a,t™, where a; is the number of

elements in W whose fixed point set has dimension n — .

Let us consider the mapping p = (p1,...,pn) : © — R™ and its Jacobian J(z) =
det(dp(x)). Let x',... 2™ be coordinate functions in X. Then for each ¢ € W we
have

Jdzt A---ANdx™ =dpy A--- Ndp, = a*(dp1 A - Ndpy)
= (Joa)o*(dz* A--- Nda™) = (J o o) det(o)(dxt A--- Adz™),
(4) Joo =det(c™h)J.

If J(z) # 0, then in a neighborhood of = the mapping p is a diffeomorphism by
the inverse function theorem, so that the 1-forms dps,...,dp, are a local coframe
there. Since the generators p1,..., p, are algebraically independent over R, J # 0.
Since J is a polynomial of degree (d; — 1) + -+ (d, — 1) = N (see (2)), the set
U =%\ J1(0) is open and dense in ¥, and dp,...,dp, form a coframe on U.

Now let (0a)a=1,...,n be the set of reflections in W, with reflection hyperplanes
H,. Let £, € ¥* be a linear functional with H, = £=%(0). If 2 € H, we have
J(x) = det(0q)J(0q.2) = —J(x), so that J|H, = 0 for each a, and by lemma 10.4
we have

(5) J:C.fl...éN.

Since J is a polynomial of degree N, ¢ must be a constant. Repeating the last
argument for an arbitrary function g and using (5), we get:

(6) If g € C(%,R) satisfies goo = det(c1)g for each 0 € W, we have g = J.h
for h € C=(X,R)W.
(7) Claim. Let w € QP(X)". Then we have

W= Z ledepjl/\/\dpﬂp’

J1<<Jjp
where wj, .. ;, € C*°(Z,R)"W.
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Since dp1,...,dp, form a coframe on the W-invariant dense open set U = {z :
J(x) # 0}, we have

W|U: Z g]l]pdp]1|U/\/\dpjp‘U

J1<-<jp

for g;,...;, € C*°(U,R). Since w and all dp; are W-invariant, we may replace g;, .. j,
by
‘IW Z gjl...jp oo € COO(Ua R)Wa
oceW
or assume without loss that g;,. ;, € C(U,R)".

Let us choose now a form index 41 < --- < ip with {ip41 <--- < i} ={1,...,n}\
{i1 < --- <ip}. Then for some sign e = £1 we have

wlU Ndp;,,., N--- Ndpi, = €.giy..i,-dpr N -+ Ndpy
= 5.gi1mip.J.dx1 A---Adzx™, and
(8) wAdpi, , N Ndp;, ze.kilmipdxl A ANdx™

for a function k;, . ;, € C*°(%,R). Thus
9) ki i, lU = giy..i,-J|U.

Since w and each dp; is W-invariant, from (8) we get k;, ., 00 = det(o"l)k‘il___ip
for each 0 € W. But then by (6) we have k;, . ;, = w;,..4,.J for unique w;, . ;, €
C>(%,R)" and (9) then implies Wiy ...ip|U = @i, ..i,,» s0 that the claim (7) follows
since U is dense.

Now we may finish the proof of the theorem in the case that W = W(X) is a
reflection group. Let ¢ : ¥ — V be the embedding. By theorem 9.10 the algebra
R[V] of G-invariant polynomials on V is isomorphic to the algebra R[%]" of W-
invariant polynomials on the section 3, via the restriction mapping i*. Choose
polynomials jy,...p, € R[V]® with p; 0i = p; for all i. Put p = (p1,...,pn) :
V — R”. In the setting of claim (7), use the theorem 3.7 of G. Schwarz to find
hiy.,...i,, € C(R™,R) with h;, . i, ©p=wj, .., and consider

o= Y (hj.j,0Pdpjy A--- Adp,,

J1<<Jp

which is in QF_ (V)¢ and satifies i*® = w.

Thus the mapping i* : QF (V)¢ — QF ()W is surjective in the case that W =
W(Z) is a reflection group.

Now we treat the general case. Let Gy be the connected component of G. From
8.19.(3) one concludes:

A subspace ¥ of V' is a section for G if and only if it is a section for
Gy. Thus p is a polar representation for G if and only if it is a polar

representation for Gy.
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The generalized Weyl groups of 3 with respect to G and to Gy are related by
W(Go) = Na, (X)/Za, (X)) € W(G) = Na(¥)/Za (%),

since Zg(z) N Ng, (E) =Zg, (2)

Let w € QP(X)W(E) ¢ QP(2)W(G0) Since Gy is connected the generalized Weyl
group W(Gy) is generated by reflections (a Coxeter group) by [1], remark after
proposition 6. Thus by the first part of the proof

QP (V)G S qp(x)W(Go)

hor

is an isomorphism, and we get ¢ € Qﬁor(M)GO with ¢*¢ = w. Let us consider

Y= /Gg*godg c Qﬁor(V)G,

where dg denotes Haar measure on G. In order to show that i*¢ = w it suffices to
check that i*¢g*p = w for each g € G. Now ¢(X) is again a section of G, thus also
of Gp. Since any two sections are related by an element of the group, there exists
h € Gy such that hg(X) = X. Then hg € Ng(X) and we denote by [hg] the coset
in W(@G), and we may compute as follows:

(i"9"¢)e = (97¢)a-APTi = py(a) AP Tg.APTi
= (h*¢) g(a)-APTg.APTi,  since ¢ € QF (M)
= Gng(e) NPT (hg)- APTi = gi0100) APTiAPT([hg))
= Pihg)(x) A T1APT([hg]) = (" Q) ng) () -A"T ([hg])
= Wihg)(x) AT ([hg]) = [hg]*"w =w. O

10.7. Remark. The proof of theorem 10.6 shows that the answer to question 10.5
is yes for the representations treated in 10.6.

10.8. Corollary. Letp: G — O(V,{ , )) be an orthogonal polar representation
of a compact Lie group G, with section ¥ and generalized Weyl group W = W (X).
Let B C V be an open ball centered at 0.

Then the restriction of differential forms induces an isomorphism

QT)

r (B¢ S ar(xn BV,

Proof. Check the proof of 10.6 or use the following argument. Suppose that B =
{v eV :|vl <1} and consider a smooth diffeomorphism f : [0,1) — [0, 00) with
f(t) = t near 0. Then g(v) := HvDy is a G-equivariant diffeomorphism B — V

[v]

and by 10.6 we get:

1y*

Or (B)C RPN (V) Z ()W 9, PENBY®. O

hor
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10.9. Let us assume that we are in the situation of the main theorem 10.3, for the
rest of this section. For € M let S, be a (normal) slice and G, the isotropy group,
which acts on the slice. Then G.S is open in M and G-equivariantly diffeomorphic
to the associated bundle G — G/G, via

Gx S8y —1— Gxg, S —— G.5,

| |
G/G, —— G.u,

where r is the projection of a tubular neighborhood. Since ¢ : G xS, — G x¢g, Sy is
a principal G-bundle with principal right action (g, s).h = (gh, h~1.s), we have an
isomorphism ¢* : Q(G x @, Sz) — Qa, —hor(G x S;)%*. Since q is also G-equivariant
for the left G-actions, the isomorphism ¢* maps the subalgebra QF (G.S,)¢ =
o (Gxa, S.) of Q(G %, S;) to the subalgebra Q%w_hor(Sm)Gw of Qa, _nor (G X
S.)% . So we have proved:

Lemma. In this situation there is a canonical isomorphism

O (G.8,)% = Q8 0 (S,)%

+—hor (

which is given by pullback along the embedding S, — G.S;.

10.10. Rest of the proof of theorem 10.6. Let us consider w € QP (X)W (),
We want to construct a form @ € QF (M)Y with i*® = w. This will finish the
proof of theorem 10.6.

Choose x € ¥ and an open ball B, with center 0 in T, M such that the Riemannian
exponential mapping exp, : T,M — M is a diffeomorphism on B,. We consider
now the compact isotropy group G, and the slice representation p, : G, — O(Vy,),
where V,, = Nor,(G.z) = (T(G.z))+ C T,,M is the normal space to the orbit. This
is a polar representation with section T3, and its generalized Weyl group is given
by W(T,X) 2 Ng(X) NG,/ Za(X) = W(X), (see 9.4). Then exp, : B, NV, — S,
is a diffeomorphism onto a slice and exp,, : B, NT,X — X, C X is a diffeomorphism
onto an open neighborhood ¥, of x in the section X.

Let us now consider the pullback (exp |B, N T,X)*w € QP(B, N T,X)V (=) By
corollary 10.8 there exists a unique form * € Qgr—hor(‘Bff N Vm)Gl' such that
i*¢" = (exp | By N TpX)*w, where i, is the embedding. Then we have

((exp | B, NV,) H x¢® € ngihor(sw)G“

and by lemma 10.9 this form corresponds uniquely to a differential form w® €
QP (G.S,)Y which satisfies (i|X,)*w® = w|X,, since the exponential mapping com-
mutes with the respective restriction mappings. Now the intersection G.S, N X is
the disjoint union of all the open sets w;(3;) where we pick one w; in each left
coset of the subgroup W (%), in W(X). If we choose g; € Ng(X) projecting on w;
for all j, then
(i|lw;(Ez)) w* = (Ly; 0i|X 0 wj_l)*wm
= (w; ) (i|Ze) ) w"
= (wy ) (i) w® = (0 )" (W]Ee) = wlw; (S,

J
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so that (i|G.S; N E)*w® = w|G.S; NX. We can do this for each point x € X.
Using the method of 5.8 and 5.10 we may find a sequence of points (&, )nen in X
such that the 7(X,,) form a locally finite open cover of the orbit space M/G =
¥/W(X), and a smooth partition of unity f,, consisting of G-invariant functions
with supp(f,) C G.S;,. Then @ = Y fow™ € QF (M)® has the required
property i*w =w. 0O
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11. Basic versus equivariant cohomology

11.1. Basic cohomology. For a Lie group G and a smooth G-manifold M, by
10.2 we may consider the basic cohomology HY, | . (M) = HP(Q; (M), d).

hor

11.2. Equivariant cohomology, Borel model. For a topological group and
a topological G-space the equivariant cohomology was defined as follows, see [3]:
Let EG — BG be the classifying G-bundle, and consider the associated bundle
EG xg M with standard fiber the G-space M. Then the equivariant cohomology
is given by HP(EG x¢g M;R).

11.3. Equivariant cohomology, Cartan model. For a Lie group G and a
smooth G-manifold M we consider the space

(S*g" ® QP(M))“

of all homogeneous polynomial mappings « : g — QP(M) of degree k from the Lie
algebra g of G to the space of k-forms, which are G-equivariant: a(Ad(g~1)X) =
lya(X) for all g € G. The mapping

dg : AL(M) — AL (M)
ALM) = P (S'g" @ o (M))©

2k+p=q
(dga)(X) = d(a(X)) —i¢x (X)

satisfies dg o dg = 0 and the following result holds.

Theorem. Let G be a compact connected Lie group and let M be a smooth G-
manifold. Then

HP(EG x¢ M;R) = HP(A% (M), dy).

This result is stated in [1] together with some arguments, and it is attributed to
[6], [7] in chapter 7 of [2]. T was unable to find a satisfactory published proof.
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11.4.. Let M be a smooth G-manifold. Then the obvious embedding j(w) = 1®w
gives a mapping of graded differential algebras

J Qb (M)S — (8" @ QP(M))Y — @P(SFg™ @ P~2F(M))C = AL(M).
k

On the other hand evaluation at 0 € g defines a homomorphism of graded differen-
tial algebras evg : A% (M) — Q*(M)%, and evgoj is the embedding Qf . (M)¢ —
Q*(M)%. Thus we get canonical homomorphisms in cohomology

(M)C) —L— HP(AL(M),dy) —— HP("(M)9,d)

H H

Hgfbasi(:(M) Hg(M) HP(M)G

HP(Q

hor

If G is compact and connected we have HP(M)® = HP(M), by integration and
homotopy invariance.
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