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STABILITY OF LIE GROUP HOMOMORPHISMS AND LIE SUBGROUPS

CRISTIAN CAMILO CARDENAS AND IVAN STRUCHINER

ABsTrACT. We discuss a Moser type argument to show when a deformation of a Lie group homomorphism and
of a Lie subgroup is trivial. For compact groups we obtain stability results

1. INTRODUCTION

When studying an algebraic or geometric structure, a central problem is that of understanding how one such
structure is related to the nearby ones. The main objective is to describe a neighbourhood of such structure
in its moduli space. A first approximation to this problem is to study the space of structures which can be
obtained from the original one through a small path in the moduli space. These paths give rise to families of
structures which will be called deformations. This paper deals with deformations of Lie group homomorphism
and Lie subgroups. More precisely, we are interested in understanding when a smooth family of Lie group
homomorphisms or a smooth family of Lie subgroups represents a constant path in the corresponding moduli
spaces. When this is the case, the deformation will be called a trivial deformation. Therefore, the first problem
that we will deal with in this paper is that of determining when a deformation of a Lie group homomorphism
(or a Lie subgroup) is trivial.

The notion of triviality of a deformation depends on the automorphism group that one considers. For
Lie group homomorphisms ¢ : H — G or Lie subgroups H C G, it is usual to consider the group of inner
automorphisms of G as the allowed group of automorphisms. Thus, for example, a smooth family of Lie group
homomorphisms ¢. : H — G will be called trivial if there exists a smooth curve € — g. starting at the identity
in G such that ¢.(h) = gedo(h)g=* for all h € H. An analogous definition is made for deformations of a Lie
subgroup H C G. We will relate the triviality of deformations with the (smooth) vanishing of certain classes in
cohomology groups associated to H, G and ¢.

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢. be a deformation of ¢ : H — G. Then for each A we obtain a 1-cocycle

d
X(h) = doy i By ()1 le=r = (1)

in the complex which computes the differentiable cohomology of H with coefficients in the pullback by ¢ of the
adjoint representation of G.

Moreover, the deformation is trivial if and only if the family of 1-cocycles X can be smoothly transgressed
(i.e., the cohomology classes vanish in a smooth manner).

To be precise, the result stated above holds under an extra completeness assumption. What we will actually
prove is a local version of this result (see Theorem [B.7]).

A similar result will be stated and proved for deformations of Lie subgroups (Theorem [9]). We also consider
the problem of determining when a deformation ¢. of ¢ : H — G is trivial with respect to the full group of
automorphisms of G. We will call such deformations weakly trivial. In order to deal with this problem, we note
that for each € we obtain a homomorphism

¢z H*(G,g) — Hg_(H.g), ¢:[c] =[oZ(c)]-
We will say that a family [X.] € H;E (H,g) has a smooth pre-image in H'(G,g) if there exist smooth families
Z. € CL(G,g) and u. € g such that
¢; (Zs) =X+ 5¢a (us)v
where dg_ : g — C<2155 (H,g) denotes the differential of the complex computing the cohomology of H with values

in the pullback by ¢. of the adjoint representation of G. In other words, the family of cohomology classes
[Z.] € H'(G,g) is a smooth pre-image of [X.] € Hj (H,g). We will show that
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Theorem 1.2. Let ¢. : H — G be a smooth family of Lie group homomorphisms and let X, be its deformation
cocycle. Then ¢. is weakly trivial if and only if [X.] has a smooth pre-image in H'(G, g).

We remark that the presence of the “extra smoothness hypothesis" is unavoidable in our theorems. This is
due to the geometric approach we use to prove the theorems (see the discussion on Moser’s argument below).
However, when H is compact we can use a Haar measure on H to provide explicit transgressions to dy_. With
this we obtain, for example, the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let H be a compact Lie group. Then every Lie group homomorphism ¢ : H — G admits only
trivial deformations.

Similarly, we obtain the following result for compact Lie subgroups of G.
Theorem 1.4. Let H C G be a compact Lie subgroup. Then every deformation of H in G is trivial.

Comparison to Existing Results. The problem of understanding the space of group homomorphisms and Lie
subgroups near to a fixed one is not new. In [7], the authors topologize the space of Lie group homomorphisms
from H to G using the compact open topology and consider the G-action through inner automorphisms of G
on the space Hom(H, Q) of Lie group homomorphisms. They sketch a proof of a theorem which states that
if H q})(H ,8) = 0 then the G-orbit of ¢ is open in Hom(H, ), and therefore every nearby homomorphism is
conjugate to ¢. A complete proof of this theorem can be found in [6], where the author allows H to be a
compactly generated locally compact group. This theorem is very closely related to our Theorems B.7] and
On the one hand, the conclusion of their theorem is stronger than ours since our conclusions only hold for paths
of homomorphims while theirs is topological. If we could show that the space of Lie group homomorphisms is
locally path connected in a neighbourhood of ¢ then one might expect to obtain their results from ours. However
we do not know if such a result is true. On the other hand, our hypothesis is in a way weaker than theirs.
To begin we do not ask for the vanishing of the entire cohomology group, but only the (smooth) vanishing of
the deformation class to obtain our conclusion. Moreover, even if Hom(H, G) were locally path connected, our
deformations would be more general than the deformations allowed in [7]. In fact, since they use the compact-
open topology, their deformations are constrained to compact subsets of H, while we allow deformations which
vary at infinity. However, when H is compact it follows that H q})(H , 8) vanishes for all ¢ and we obtain a smooth
transgressions of the deformation class of any deformation ¢.. In this way we obtain a parametric version of
their result.

In 2], the author deals with deformations of a Lie subgroup H C G. Similarly to our approach, the problem
that is described is that of controlling the triviality of families of Lie subgroups. The key ingredient in the proof
of his first main theorem is the Implicit Function Theorem which he applies under the condition that the whole
cohomology H'(H,g/h) vanishes. He then obtains that every deformation of H is locally trivial. On the other
hand, we again do not impose the vanishing of the entire cohomology group. Our result is valid for subgroups
which may admit non-trivial deformations. We characterize the trivial deformations of such a subgroup as
being those for which the deformation class vanishes smoothly in cohomology. When H C G is a compact Lie
subgroup we use an explicit transgression of the deformation class and recover the result of [2]. Coppersmith
also discusses the obstructions to the existence of deformations with prescribed deformation class. We do not
deal with this problem in this paper.

The Moser Deformation Argument. Our versions of the results on deformations of Lie group homomor-
phisms and Lie subgroups were made possible due to the technique we employ. Our approach is an adaptation
of the Moser Deformation Argument to the context of deformations of homomorphisms and Lie subgroups.
The Moser Deformation Argument is a classical technique in symplectic geometry used to understand when a
deformation of a symplectic structure is trivial.

In order to motivate the techniques used in this paper we briefly explain Moser’s Deformation Argument in
symplectic geometry. Recall that a symplectic structure on a manifold M is a 2-form w € Q2(M) which is closed
under the de Rham differential (dw = 0) and is non-degenerate in the sense that for every x € M, if u € T, M
is a tangent vector then w(u,v) = 0 for all v € T,,M if and only if v = 0. Suppose that w, is a smooth family
of symplectic structures on M. Since each w, is closed under the de Rham differential it follows that d%wg is
also a cocycle in the de Rham cohomology of M for all . The claim is then that there exists a smooth family
¢e : M — M (defined for small values of €) of diffeomorphisms such that ¢g = Idys and ¢*w = w, if and only
if the cocylcles diawg can be smoothly transgressed, i.e., if there exists a smooth family a. € Q'(M) of 1-forms
such that

doe = —w;

de
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for all small values of €.
To prove this claim one uses the following argument, which is known as the Moser Deformation Argument.
Assume there exists ¢. satisfying the conditions of the claim. Differentiating the condition

¢:w = We
with respect to € one obtains that
d
Lx w= Ewg,

where Lx_ denotes the Lie derivative with respect to the vector field X, = d%gbs. Using Cartan’s magic formula

and the fact that dw = 0 one obtains that

d
de
for all e. But then one can take o, = w(X.) to conclude one of the implications of the claim.

To prove the converse, suppose that there exists a smooth family . of 1-forms which satisfy da. = d%wg. Since
w is non-degenerate, there exists a unique smooth time dependent vector field X, on M such that w(X.) = a.
for all . Then the computations done in the first part of the proof show that the flow ¢. of the time dependent
vector field X, satisfies ¢fw = w. (for flows of time dependent vector fields see e.g., [5]). To be precise, we
remark that this argument is valid as long as the flow ¢, is defined at all points for e € [0, £’].

In this paper we use a similar approach to prove the triviality of deformations of Lie group homomorphisms
and Lie subgroups. We identify the relevant cohomology theory controlling the deformation and prove that the
deformation cocycle can be smoothly transgressed if and only if the deformation is (locally) trivial.

We remark that a similar approach has also been used in [4] to understand when a deformation of Lie groupoids
(and in particular Lie groups) is trivial. Also in [I] these techniques were used to address deformations of Lie
group representations.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section [2] we recall the definition of the differentiable cohomology of a
Lie group with values in a representation and describe the special cases which are relevant for controlling the
deformation problems. In Section [3] we describe our results for deformations of Lie group homomorphisms and
in Section M we describe the results for Lie subgroups.

Lx.w=dw(X)) =

We
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2. LIE GROUP COHOMOLOGY

In this section we briefly recall the definition of the differentiable cohomology of a Lie group G with coefficients
in a representation p : G — GL(V'), and describe the representations that will be useful for our purposes.

Let G be a Lie group and p : G — GL(V) be a representation of G. The cochain complex of G with
coefficients in V is defined as follows: the cochains C*(G,V) of degree k are smooth functions on G* (the
cartesian product of k copies of G) with values in V. The differential §, : C*(G, V) — C*T1(G, V) is defined by

k
0pc(g1; - gh+1) = p(g1)c(g2; - Grr1) + Z(*l)ic(gl, -GiGi+ 1, --Gk+1)
i=1
+ (71)k+1c(glv "'7gk)'

For any representation p of G, we have 5§ = 0; the resulting cohomology is denoted by H ,’j (G, V). The following
examples will be useful for us.

Example 2.1. The adjoint complex of G is the complex obtained by taking V' to be the Lie algebra g of G, and
p to be the adjoint representation of G on g. In this case, the differential of the cochain complex will be simply
denoted by §, and the cohomology groups will be denoted by H*(G, g).

Example 2.2. If ¢ : H — G is a homomorphism, then the adjoint representation of G pulls-back to a repre-
sentation of H, p = Ado ¢ : H — GL(g). In this case, we will denote the differential of the resulting cochain
complex by d4 and its cohomology by H;(H, g).

Example 2.3. When H C G is a Lie subgroup with Lie algebra b C g, the adjoint action of H on g induces a
representation of H on the quotient vector space V = g/h. In this case, we will again denote the differential of
the cochain complex by § and we will denote the resulting cohomology groups by H*(H,g/h).
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Remark 2.4. By putting together the two previous examples, if ¢ : H — G is a homomorphism and b s the
Lie algebra of H, one obtains a representation of H on g/b, where § is the Lie algebra of ¢(H). The differential
of the resulting complex will be denoted by 5¢ and its cohomology groups will be denoted by Hf;(H,g/f))

Remark 2.5. Observe that, with the same notations as in the previous remark, there is a natural cochain-map
(induced by ¢) between these complexes:

¢. : C*(H,b) — C3(H,b) C Cj(H,g).
3. DEFORMATIONS AND STABILITY OF LIE GROUP HOMOMORPHISMS

In this section we state and prove our main results for Lie group homomorphisms. Let G and H be Lie
groups and let ¢ : H — G be a Lie group homomorphism.

Definition 3.1. A deformation of ¢ is a smooth family ¢. : H — G of Lie group homomorphisms such that
¢o = ¢. Two deformations ¢. and ¢. of ¢ are equivalent if there exists a smooth curve g : I — G such that
9:(0) =1, and ¢ = I, o ¢. for all e € I, where I, : G — G denotes conjugation by ge..

Remark 3.2. We will also be interested in deformations which are only locally equivalent. For this, we only
demand that ¢ = I, o ¢. for small enough values of €.

Proposition 3.3. Let ¢. : H — G be a deformation of ¢. Then for each \ € I, the cochain

Xa(h) = dgy () B (ny- |8 rde(h) € G5, (H, g)

s a cocycle.
Moreover, the cohomology class when X\ = 0, [X] € H;(H,g), only depends on the (local) equivalence class
of the deformation ¢..

Proof. We begin by proving that X is a cocycle. Let us denote by my : H x H — H the multiplication on the
Lie group H, and by m¢g : G X G — G the multiplication on G. Then, since ¢. is a group homomorphism for
all € we have that

¢s(mH(h1; hQ)) = mG(¢s(h1)a ¢s(h2))a

for all € € I. Differentiating both sides of this equation with respect to ¢ at € = A\ we obtain

d d
E| sulm). L] ) =0,

e=A € le=n

Right translating back to the identity, i.e., applying dR, (m (h,,h,))-1 We obtain the cocycle equation for X,.
Assume now that ¢. and ¢, are equivalent deformations and let g. be a curve in G starting at the identity

and such that

bemir(hs, h2)) — dme (o

¢ ( ) - I © ¢5( )
for all h € H and ¢ € I. Equivalently,
mG(¢a(h)a ga) = mG(gaa ¢Is(h))

Differentiating both sides of the equation at ¢ = 0 we obtain

d d
—le=00e(h) + dLguyuo = —[e=00L(h) + dRy(nyuo,

where ug = 7 4| _oge € g. Right translating both sides of this equation by ¢(h)~!, i.e., by applying dRy(py-1 to
both sides of the equation we obtain

Xo(h) + Ad¢(h)uO = Xé(h) + uo,
therefore proving that Xy — X{ is a coboundary concluding the proof. (I

Remark 3.4. It would be pleasing to have a statement saying that [X,] € Hdlu (H,g) only depends on the
equivalence class of the deformation ¢. for all A € I. The problem with such a statement is that even if
¢ and ¢ are equivalent deformations of a Lie group homomorphism ¢ : H — G, the cohomology classes
[X)] € Hdlu (H,g) and [X}] € Hl,A (H,g) live in different cohomology groups and we would have to identify
both groups. One way around this difficulty is to note that G acts on the space of Lie group homomorphisms
Hom(H,G) by sending

Y € Hom(H,G) — g- ¢ =1, 0 ¢ € Hom(H, G).
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This action induces an isomorphism
= H!;(Hag)HHg]]cqﬁ(va)a g*[c] = [Adgoc]'

Moreover, if ¢. is a deformation of ¢, then g - ¢. is a deformation g - ¢, and g : H;(H,g) — H;¢(H, g) maps
the deformation class of ¢. at time 0 to the deformation class of g - ¢ at time 0.

If ¢ and ¢L are equivalent deformations of ¢, then by definition there exists a smooth curve g. : I — G such
that ¢ = ge - ¢ for all e € I. Thus, we may view ¢xye and gy - qb’/\_hg as equivalent deformations of ¢x. It then
follows that (gx)+[X}] = [Xx].

In view of the proposition and remark above, we think of the cohomology classes [X,] € HéA (H,g) as the
velocity vector of the equivalence class of the deformation ¢. at time A.

Definition 3.5. A deformation ¢. : H — G of ¢ is (locally) trivial if it is (locally) equivalent to the constant
deformation ¢. = ¢ for all e € I.

We wish to characterize the deformations of ¢ : H — G which are trivial. Thinking of the cohomology class
[X ] of a deformation ¢, as its velocity vector, it is natural to suspect that deformations for which [X] = 0 for
all A are trivial. In order to take into acount also the smoothness of the deformation with respect to €, we pose
the following definition.

Definition 3.6. Let ¢. : H — G be a deformation of ¢ and for each e € I, let c. € Cés (H,g) be cocycles.
We say that the cohomology classes [c.] vanish smoothly if there exists a smooth curve u. € g such that
dp.(ue) = ce for all e € I. In this case we also say that u. is a smooth transgression of c..

Theorem 3.7. A deformation ¢. : H — G of a Lie group homomorphism ¢ : H — G is locally trivial if and
only if [Xc] € H¢155 (H, g) vanishes smoothly for small values of € € I.

Proof. Assume first that ¢. is (locally) equivalent to the constant deformation, and let g. be a curve in G
starting at the identity and such that ¢. = I, o ¢ for all €. Differentiating both sides of this equation we obtain

d L1 16
)]

h)= —
de e=\ ¢8( ) de e=\
d

=dR 9e) + dLg, o) [di (d—e

d
B(h)gy! ( de N

Applying dRy, (ny-1 = ngw(h),lg;l to both sides of the equation we obtain

d
X,\(h) = dRqﬁA(h)*l (dqu(h)g)\l ( d_E

A
J d
M (G| g Ao (o 2 G
J , d
= dR 1 (— =2 9¢) + Adgyny ( di0 dR 1 (2 N )
p d
= dR, (o :Aga)—Adm(h) AR (o :Aga) '

Thus, by taking

(3.1) uy == - (9(e)gN)7") = —dR 1 (—-

we obtain that
X)\ = 5¢)\ (U)\)
That is, the family of cocycles X is transgressed by the smooth family uy.
Conversely, assume that

(3.2) X\ = —6¢A(u,\),
where u) is a smooth curve in g = CgA (H,g). Consider the time-dependent vector field . on G, where each

Uy is the right invariant vector field which takes value uy at the identity 1¢ of G. Let € > 0 be such that
the flow ®=0 of % is defined at 1¢ € G for all ¢ € (—¢’,’). Take g. to be the integral curve from time 0 to
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¢ of the time-dependent vector field . starting at 1¢, i.e., g := ®°(1¢g), (|e| < &’). We will show now that
¢e(h) = I, (¢(h)) for all small values of e.
Consider the vector field on G given by Zx(g) := dR,(ux) —dL4(uy) and the vector field along ¢, 7,\(11) =

dRg, (ny(Xx(h)). Then, by ([3.2), X coincides with the pull-back of Z) by ¢x.
On the other hand, the deformation I, o ¢ of ¢ has associated the family of 1-cocycles

(33) }/8 = 7(5]g€o¢(ug>.

Equation ([B3]) implies that the vector field 7,\ = dR1, op(n)(Ya(h)) along Iy, o ¢ also coincides with the
pull-back of Z by I, o¢, for all A. In other words, we have that e — ¢.(h) and € — I,_o¢(h) are integral curves
of the time-dependent vector field Z. passing through ¢(h) € G at time € = 0. Therefore, ¢.(h) = I,_(c(h)) for
¢ small enough, as we claimed. (I

The theorem above gives a characterization of the deformations of a homomorphism ¢ : H — G which are
(locally) trivial in terms of its deformation cocycle. We next show that if H is compact, then any deformation
of ¢ is trivial. We state this property by saying that ¢ is stable.

In order to prove our stability result, we will need to integrate a function with respect to a normalized left
invariant Haar measure on H, i.e., a measure such that

° fo(h’h)dh:fo(h)dh for all f € C*°(H) and b’ € H;
° fHdh:L

Any compact Lie group admits such a measure.
Theorem 3.8. Let H be a compact Lie group. Then any Lie group homomorphism ¢ : H — G is stable.

Proof. Let ¢. be any deformation of ¢. If H is compact, each H éi (H,g) vanishes. A primitive of X, is given
by u. = — fH Xc(h) dh € g, where the integral is taken w.r.t. a normalized left invariant Haar’s measure of H.
In fact, since X, is a 1-cocycle, X.(h') = —Adg_(nyXc(h) + X (h'h). Thus by integrating one has

X.(h') = / X.(h')dh
H
- /H Ady, () X-(h)dh + /H X.(h'h)dh

= —Ady, () / X.(h)dh + / X.(h)dh
H H

= Add,g(h/)us — Ug

= do. (ue) ().

It follows that X, is smoothly transgressed. Moreover, since H is compact the flow ®¢0 of the time dependent
vector field obtained from the transgression of X, is defined for all € € I. We can therefore apply Theorem [3.7]
to conclude that ¢. is a trivial deformation of ¢. O

We can also apply our methods to study weak triviality of a deformation ¢. of a Lie group homomorphism
¢o:H—G.

Definition 3.9. A deformation ¢. of a Lie group homomorphism ¢ : H — G is said to be weakly trivial if
there exists a smooth family F. : G — G of Lie group automorphisms such that Fy = Idg, and ¢ = F. o ¢ for
alle € 1.

Recall that a Lie group homomorphism ¢ : H — G induces a pull-back map ¢* : H*(G,g) — Héf(H,g).
The key to characterizing the weakly trivial deformations lies in understanding if the deformation cocycle of a
deformation ¢, lies in the the image of the pull-back map.

Definition 3.10. We will say that a family [X.] € quﬁs (H,g) has a smooth pre-image in H'(G,g) if there
exist smooth families Z. € C4(G,g) and u. € g such that

¢:(Ze) = Xe + dg. (ue).

Theorem 3.11. Let ¢. : H — G be a smooth family of Lie group homomorphisms and let X, be its deformation
cocycle. Then ¢. is locally weakly trivial if and only if [X.] has a smooth pre-image in H*(G,g) for small values

of €.
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Proof. Assume ¢. = F_ o ¢, for a smooth family F. of automorphisms of G, with Fy = Idg. By applymg - to
both sides of the equation we obtain

ARy X-(h) = Z (F- 0 6(h))
= dRFaod)(h)(Z&‘ (Fa o ¢(h)))
= de)a(h)Za((ba(h))

where 75 = d%FE is a vector field on G, and Z. : G — g is given by

Z.(g) = dRy1 Z -(g)

It follows that X. = ¢XZ., where ¢} Z, is the 1-cocycle in Cés (H, g) obtained by pulling back the 1-cocycle Z,
through the cochain map ¢}.
Conversely, assume that

(3.4) Xe = ¢:Zc + g (ue),
for Z. and u. smooth families of elements in C};(G, g) and g respectively. Consider the time-dependent vector
field ? :(9) = dRy(Z.) on G. Define F. = & as the flow from time 0 to ¢ of ?E, which exists for € small
enough due to the right-invariance of each Vector field 7 In fact, if 3(r) = (y(r),r), r € (—¢,¢), is the
integral curve of the vector field Z := 75 + 2 defined on G x I such that 5(0) = (1¢,0), then, for any g € G,
Ry(3(r)) = (Rg(v(r)),r) is the integral curve of Z starting in (g,0); in other words Ry(y(r)) is the integral
curve of the time-dependent vector field 75 passing through g € G at time € = 0. Therefore, the flow F.(g) is
defined for every g € G.

We claim that F. is a family of Lie group isomorphisms. In fact, if we denote by m : G x G — G the
multiplication on G, then the curves F.(m(g1,¢92)) and m(F:(g1), F-(g2)) are integral curves of the same time-

dependent vector field on G starting at the same point at time € = 0 for all g1, g2 € G. Indeed, on the one hand
we have that

d
7 m(Fe(g1), F=(g2)) = dm (dRp, (g,)Zx(Fa(91)), AR, (45) Zx(F(g2)))
e=\
= dRp, (4,)dRF, (g1)Z\(FX(91)) + AL py (91) AR P, (45) Z2(F2(92))
= ARy (Fy (g1),Fr(g2)) (22 (Mm(F)(91), F(g2))))
= Z\(m(Fx(91), FA(95))),

where in the third equality we have used the fact that Z) is a cocycle.
On the other hand, by definition we have that

d

d_e . Fg(m(g1,92)) = 7/\(F>\(m(g1,gg)))_

Thus, since m(Fo(g1), Fo(g2)) = Fo(m(g1,g2)) the curves are the same.

What we will show next is that ¢, = F- 1 o ¢ is a trivial deformation of ¢. That is, we will obtain a smooth
curve g in G, starting at the identity, and such that F.-"! o ¢. = I,_o ¢ for all . Therefore, we will have shown
that ¢. = F; oI, o ¢ for all small values of € concluding the proof.

On the one hand, taking 4. € g to be such that u. = dF.(a.), equation ([34]) becomes
X = ¢:(Za) + 0p. (dFE(aE))
= ¢ (Ze) + dF.(0p-14 (Uc)).
On the other hand, we set X! € Cl,E(H,g) to be the family of deformation cocycles associated to the
deformation ¢, = F '¢. of ¢. We claim that X! = b4 (a.), i.e., X! is smoothly transgressed. In fact,
d () — d d

o) (|

(3.5)

¢e(h)),

from where it follows that

ARy oy X4(h) = —dF5 Y (Z (6a(h))) + dF5 (AR, oy Xa(h):



8 CRISTIAN CAMILO CARDENAS AND IVAN STRUCHINER

Thus, by applying dR;/l( n) to both sides of the equation above we obtain
A

X}\(h) = —dF ' (Zx(éa(h))) + dF5 (XA (h))
= —dF; Y (¢32Zx)(h) + dFy ' (X) ()
= dg, (@) (h),

where the last equality follows from equation ([B.5). It then follows from Theorem B.7] that ¢. is locally trivial
concluding the proof of the theorem.
O

4. DEFORMATIONS AND STABILITY OF LIE SUBGROUPS

In this section we state and prove our results on deformations and stability of Lie subgroups. Let ¢ : H - G
be an embedding of H into G. Roughly speaking, a deformation of H as a Lie subgroup of G is a smooth family
(H.,tc) of embedded Lie subgroups such that (Hp,tp) = (H,t). In order to make this precise, we first explain
what a deformation of a Lie group H is (see also [4] and references therein for the deformation theory of Lie
groups and more generally of Lie groupoids).

Definition 4.1. Let H be a Lie group. We denote its multiplication map by m : H x H — H and its inversion
map byi: H— H. A deformation of H is a smooth family of maps m. : Hx H — H, and i. : H — H such
that mg = m, ig =4, and H. = (H,mc,i.) is a Lie group for all €.

Remark 4.2. In principle one may also wish to allow the identity element to vary with €. However, after
composing with an isotopy of H one would obtain an equivalent deformation where the identity element is fized
(see [4]). For this reason we consider the identity element to be fixed for any deformation of H.

Remark 4.3. In [4], the authors allow for more general deformations where H. may vary smoothly (as a
manifold). For this purpose, they consider H. to be the fiber of a submersion H — I. Since we are interested
in triviality of Lie subgroups, we will consider here only the case where H=HxI (as manifolds). These
deformations are called strict deformations of H in [4].

We can now proceed to define deformations of Lie subgroups.

Definition 4.4. Let . : H — G be an embedding of Lie groups. A deformation of the Lie subgroup (H,1) is
a pair (He,t.) where He = (H, me,ic) is a deformation of H, and t. : H. — G is a smooth family of embeddings
of Lie groups. Two deformations (He,te) and (H., L) of (H,t) are (locally) equivalent if there exists a smooth

curve g. starting at the identity element in G such that 1. (H) = I, («L(HL)) for all (small values of ) € € I.

Remark 4.5. The equivalence of two deformations (He,te) and (HL, () of (H,t) can be re-expressed as follows.
There exists a family F. : H. — H. of Lie group isomorphisms and a smooth curve g. in G starting at the

identity element such that Fy = Idyg and
teoFo =1, O[’IE

for all e € I. This characterization of equivalent deformations of deformations of Lie subgroups in terms of
homomorphisms will be useful in the proofs of the results presented below.

Proposition 4.6. Let (H.,t.) be a deformation of the Lie subgroup v : H — G. Then for each X\ the expression

> d
X)\(h) = dRL)\(h)71 —_—

R te(h) mod by

e=A
defines a cocycle Xy in the complex C’le (Hx,9/bx), where by is the image under the differential of vy of the Lie
algebra of Hy. Moreover, [Xo] € H}(H,g/h) only depends on the (local) equivalence class of the deformation

(Heyte).

Proof. The proof of the proposition is practically identical the proof of Proposition[B.3l We give a sketch of the
proof here and leave the details to the reader.

Denoting by m. : H x H — H the multiplication of H. and by mg : G X G — G the multiplication on G we
have that

te(me(ha; ha)) = m(ie(hn), te(h2))



STABILITY OF LIE GROUP HOMOMORPHISMS AND LIE SUBGROUPS 9

for all hy,hy € H, and for all € € I. Differentiating this equation with respect to € at ¢ = A, right translating
back to the identity and projecting the result onto g/, furnishes the cocycle equation for X . In this verification
one must use the fact that

d
ARy, (h)=10n(g)-1 © din (d—s .
=

For the proof of the second part of the proposition, assume that (H,t.) and (H.,t.) are equivalent deforma-

tions of (H,t). According to Remark [L.5] there exists a smooth family F. : H. — H. of Lie group isomorphisms
and a smooth curve g. in G starting at the identity element such that Fy = Idy and

ma(hlahQ)) € bha.

!

teoF. =1, o

foralle € I. Let Yy(h) = d F.(h), and ug = d% ’5:0 ge. Differentiating the equation above w.r.t. e at e =0

. de le=0
we obtain

d d
du(Yp) + = te(h) 4+ dL,ny(uo) = dR,(n)(uo) + — L (h).
€le=0 de e=0

Right translating this expression back to the identity via dR,)-1 and projecting to g/h we obtain
Xo(h) = Xo(h) = (Ad,(n)(uo) —uo) mod b
where we have used the fact that dR,;)-1 o diu(Yp(h)) belongs to . It follows that
X — Xo = 0.(a),
which concludes the proof. (I

As in the previous section, we will consider the problem of characterizing locally trivial deformations in terms
infinitesimal data.

Definition 4.7. A deformation (H.,t.) of (H,t) is (locally) trivial if it is (locally) equivalent to the constant
deformation (H.,..) = (H,1).

erve

Definition 4.8. Let (H.,..) be a deformation of (H,t) and let X. € Cl(H,g/b) be its family of deformation
cocycles.  We will say that X. is smoothly transgressed if there erists a smooth curve u. € g such that
X: =9, (u:), where 4, = ue. mod be.

Theorem 4.9. Let (H.,t.) be a deformation of an embedded Lie subgroup v : H < G. Then (Hc,tc) is locally

trivial if and only if X. can be smoothly transgressed for all small values of € € I.
Proof. The triviality of (H,,t.) amounts to saying that
teo by =1, ou,
for a smooth family of isomorphisms F. : H — H.. Denote by ?E the time-dependent vector field on the

manifold H induced by the diffeomorphisms F. and let u) = d% e ggg)fl. Differentiating the equation above

with respect to € at € = A and right translating back to the identity we obtain

Ry (NTABE) + 51| el 0)) = s =~ Ay o)

e=A

Projecting to g/hx and using the fact that dR,, g, (n))-1 (dL)\(7)\(F)\(h)))) € b we obtain

XA(Fx(h)) = =0,,(ax)(Fx(h))
for all h € H, and A\ € I. Since F), is surjective, we conclude that
Xo =6, (=)
which proves that X. can be smoothly transgressed.

We will now prove the converse statement. Assume that X, can be smoothly transgressed. By definition,
there exists a smooth curve u. in g such that

Xs(h) = SLE (ae)(h) = (AdLE(h) (ue) — us) mod b,
forall he H and e € 1.

Let X.(h) = dR,_ )1 (d%Lg(h)) € g. Since X.(h) and Ad,_p)(u:) — ue project to the same element in g/be,
it follows that

(4.1) Xe(h) - Adbg(h)(us) +ue = —d, (Yz(h)),
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where Y. : H — b is a smooth map.
Let és be the time dependent vector field on H given by

Vo (h) = dR5(Y(R)),
where R (h') = mc(h', h) denotes right translation by h in H., and let F. denote its flow from time 0 to ¢,

which exists for € small enough due to the right-invariance of each vector field 75 (for the existence of the flow,
see the analogous statement in the proof of Theorem B.IT]).

We claim that for each e, F, : H — H_. is a Lie group isomorphism. In order to show this we must verify
that

Fg(hl . h2) = mE(FE(h1)7 Fg(hg))

for all hy,he € H, and all e, where H, = (H, mc,i.). It is clear that the equation holds when ¢ = 0, so we will
prove that both sides are integral curves of the same time-dependent vector field defined on H.

On the one hand, we have that

S B, Folh)) = | me(B(), Faha))
e=\ e=\

+ dmy, (dR}k(hl)YA(FA(hl)), dR}k(hz)Y,\(FA(hg)))

= me(Fx(h1), Fa(h2)) + dRp, () @R, () Ya(Fa(h1))+
e=A

+ dL;\‘—'A(hl)dR}'A(hz)YA(FA (hQ))

d
_ A A
- dRm)\(FA(hl)aF)\(hZ)) <dRm>\(F>\(hl)vF>\(h2))1 de

mE(FA<h1>,FA<h2>>) n
e=A

+dR), (5 (). B () (YA (M (Fa (1), Fa(ha))) + 0x(Ya)(Fa(ha), Fa(ha)))
= dR;\nA(FA(hl),F)\(hg))(Y/\(mA(F/\(}h)a Fx(h2))))
= ¥ s(ma(Fa(h), Fa(h2)),
where in the fourth equality we have used the fact that

d
S\(Ya)(h1, ha) = —dR), (5, (hy), Py (he)) -1 (E

which follows from applying ¢, to Equation (£I]) and using that

me(F(h), sz)))
e=\

d
5L5X€(h17 h2) =dic o denE(hl,hg)*l (Ems(hlv h2))
(see Proposition [.6]).
On the other hand, by definition we have that

d

= Fo(m(hy, ha)) = Y x(Fx(m(h1, ha))).

Therefore, m.(F.(h1), F-(h2)) and F.(m(hy, ha)) are integral curves of the time-dependent vector field 7)\ on
H and they start at the same point at time ¢ = 0, hence they are equal.

Define ¢, := 1. o F.. We claim that the deformation cocycles of the deformation ¢, of ¢ can be smoothly
transgressed. Indeed, it is straightforward to check that its associated 1-cocycles X/ are

X;(h> = Xs(Fs(h)) + dLsYs(Fs(h>>

=0, (ue)(F=(h))

= 6.0 (uc)(h)

= 0u (ue)(h).
Therefore, by Theorem B.7] the deformation ¢, is locally trivial. In other words, we have that ¢. o F, = I, o
for small values of ¢, from where it follows that (H,,t.) is locally trivial. O

Remark 4.10. We remark that the proofs presented above continue valid word by word if instead of considering
embedded subgroups one considers immersed subgroups (and deformations by immersed subgroups).
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The second main result about stability of this paper states that any compact Lie subgroup of any Lie group
G is stable as a Lie subgroup. In order to prove this result, we will need to use a normalized left invariant Haar
system on a deformation H. of H. Such a system is a family of normalized left invariant Haar measures on H,
which depend smoothly on ¢ in the sense that if f: H x I — R is smooth, then

el / f=(h)dh
H.

is a smooth function on I. Any deformation of a compact Lie group admits such a Haar System (see for example
[8] or [3]).

Theorem 4.11. Let G be a Lie group and let v : H — G be a compact Lie subgroup. Then any deformation
(He,te) of (H,u) is trivial.

Proof. Let (H.,t.) be a deformation of (H,:). Consider the smooth family of functions X, : H — g given by

d
X.(h) =dR} (—’ L)\(h)) ,
) 0\ dA A=¢

so that X, mod b, = X, € C}E (H,g/b:) is the family of deformation cocycles associated to the deformation
(H&‘a La)-
We define the u. € g by

U = — X (h)dh.
H.
Notice that since the Haar system is smooth, it follows that u. is a smooth curve in g. By a computation
identical to the one presented in the proof of Theorem [B.8 we obtain that

6L5 (ae) = Xea

where u. = u. mod b..

It follows that X. can be smoothly transgressed and we can apply Theorem 9 to conclude the proof. The
“global” triviality of the deformation follows from the fact that H is compact and therefore the flows of the
vector fields used in the proof of Theorem 9] are defined for all € € I. O
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