arXiv:0705.0207v4 [math.DG] 26 Aug 2010

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III

Bong H. Lian, Andrew R. Linshaw and Bailin Song

Dedicated to the memory of our friend and colleague Jerome P. Levine

ABSTRACT. This is the third of a series of papers on a new equivariant cohomology that takes values in a vertex algebra, and contains and generalizes the classical equivariant cohomology of a manifold with a Lie group action à la H. Cartan. In this paper, we compute this cohomology for spheres and show that for any simple connected group G, there is a sphere with infinitely many actions of G which have distinct chiral equivariant cohomology, but identical classical equivariant cohomology. Unlike the classical case, the description of the chiral equivariant cohomology of spheres requires a substantial amount of new structural theory, which we fully develop in this paper. This includes a quasiconformal structure, equivariant homotopy invariance, and the values of this cohomology on homogeneous spaces. These results rely on crucial features of the underlying vertex algebra valued complex that have no classical analogues. Contents

1. Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 1.1. Outline of main results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 1.2. General remarks about group actions on manifolds . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 2. Mayer-Vietoris Sequences . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 3. Homotopy Invariance of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 3.1. Chiral chain homotopies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 3.2. Relative derivations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 4. A Quasi-conformal Structure on H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) and H^∗_G(Q(M)) . . . . . . . . . 18 4.1. A vanishing criterion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 5. H^∗_G(Q^′(G/H)) for Homogeneous Spaces G/H . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 5.1. Finite-dimensionality of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) for compact M . . . . . . . . . . . 28 6. The Structure of H^∗_G(Q(M)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 6.1. The ideal property of H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ and H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ . . . . . . . . . . . 31 7. The Structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32 7.1. The case where G is simple . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 7.2. Chiral equivariant cohomology of spheres . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 7.3. The case G = G_1 × G_2, where G_1, G_2 are simple . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38 7.4. The case where G is a torus T . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42 7.5. The case T = S^1 × S^1 and M = CP^2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44 8. Concluding Remarks and Open Questions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48

2 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

1. Introduction

Let G be a compact Lie group with complexified Lie algebra g. For a topological G-space M, the equivariant cohomology H^∗_G(M) is defined to be H^∗((M × E)/G)), where E is any contractible space on which G acts freely. When M is a manifold on which G acts by diffeomorphisms, there is a de Rham model of H^∗_G(M) due to H. Cartan [2][3], and developed further by Duflo-Kumar-Vergne [4] and Guillemin-Sternberg [11]. In fact, one can define the equivariant cohomology H^∗_G(A) of any G^∗-algebra A. Taking A to be the algebra Ω(M) of differential forms on M gives us the de Rham model of H^∗_G(M), and H^∗_G(Ω(M)) ∼= H^∗_G(M) by an equivariant version of the de Rham theorem.

In [12], the chiral equivariant cohomology H^∗_G(A) of an O(sg)-algebra A was introduced as a vertex algebra analogue of the equivariant cohomology of G^∗-algebras. Examples of O(sg)-algebras include the semi-infinite Weil complex W(g), which was introduced in [6], and the chiral de Rham complex Q(M) of a smooth G-manifold M. The chiral de Rham complex was introduced in [15], and has been studied from several different points of view in recent years [14][10][8][1][19]. In [13], the chiral equivariant cohomology functor was extended to the larger categories of sg[t]-algebras and sg[t]-modules. Our main example of an sg[t]-algebra which is not an O(sg)-algebra is the subalgebra Q^′(M) ⊂ Q(M) generated by the weight zero subspace. H^∗_G(Q(M)) and H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) are both “chiralizations” of H^∗_G(M), that is, vertex algebras equipped with weight gradings

H^∗_G(Q(M)) = ⨁ m≥0 H^∗_G(Q(M))[m], H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) = ⨁ m≥0 H^∗_G(Q^′(M))[m],

such that H^∗_G(Q(M))[0] = H^∗_G(M) = H^∗_G(Q^′(M))[0]. In the case M = pt, Q(M) = Q^′(M) = C, and H^∗_G(C) plays the role of H^∗_G(pt) = S(g^∗)^G in the classical theory.

We briefly recall these constructions, following the notation in [12][13]. We will assume that the reader is familiar with the basic notions in vertex algebra theory. For a list of references, see page 102 of [12]. A differential vertex algebra (DVA) is a degree graded vertex algebra A^∗ = ⊕_{p∈Z}A^p equipped with a vertex algebra derivation d of degree 1 such that d^2 = 0. A DVA will be called degree-weight graded if it has an additional Z_{≥0}-grading by weight, which is compatible with the degree in the sense that A^p = ⊕_{n≥0}A^p[n]. There is an auxiliary structure on a DVA which is analogous to the structure of a G^∗-algebra in [11]. Associated to g is a Lie superalgebra sg := g ▷ g^{−1} with bracket [(ξ, η), (x, y)] = ([ξ, x], [ξ, y] − [x, η]), which is equipped with a differential

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 3

d : (ξ, η) → (η, 0). This differential extends to the loop algebra sg[t, t^{−1}], and gives rise to a vertex algebra derivation on the corresponding current algebra O(sg) := O(sg, 0). Here 0 denotes the zero bilinear form on sg.

An O(sg)-algebra is a degree-weight graded DVA A equipped with a DVA homomorphism ρ : O(sg) → A, which we denote by (ξ, η) → L_ξ + ι_η. Although this definition makes sense for any Lie algebra g, we will assume throughout this paper that g is the complexified Lie algebra of G, and we require A to admit an action ρ̂ : G → Aut(A) of G by vertex algebra automorphisms which is compatible with the O(sg)-structure in the following sense: d dt ρ̂(exp(tξ))|_{t=0} = L_ξ(0), (1.1)

ρ̂(g)L_ξ(n)ρ̂(g^{−1}) = L_{Ad(g)(ξ)}(n), (1.2)

ρ̂(g)ι_ξ(n)ρ̂(g^{−1}) = ι_{Ad(g)(ξ)}(n), (1.3)

ρ̂(g)dρ̂(g^{−1}) = d, (1.4)

for all ξ ∈ g, g ∈ G, and n ∈ Z. These conditions are analogous to Equations (2.23)-(2.26) of [11]. In order for (1.1) to make sense, we must be able to differentiate along appropriate curves in A, which is the case in our main example A = Q(M).

In [13], we observed that the chiral equivariant cohomology functor can be defined on the larger class of spaces which carry only a representation of the Lie subalgebra sg[t] of sg[t, t^{−1}].

Definition 1.1. An sg[t]-module is a degree-weight graded complex (A, d_A) equipped with a Lie algebra homomorphism ρ : sg[t] → End A, such that for all x ∈ sg[t] we have • ρ(dx) = [d_A, ρ(x)] • ρ(x) has degree 0 whenever x is even in sg[t], and degree -1 whenever x is odd, and has weight −n if x ∈ sgt^n.

As above, we will always assume that g is the complexified Lie algebra of G, and A has an action of G which is compatible with the sg[t]-structure, i.e., (1.1)-(1.4) hold for n ≥ 0.

4 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

Definition 1.2. Given an sg[t]-module (A, d), we define the chiral horizontal, invariant and basic subspaces of A to be respectively A_{hor} = {a ∈ A|ρ(x)a = 0 ∀x ∈ g^{−1}[t]} A_{inv} = {a ∈ A|ρ(x)a = 0 ∀x ∈ g[t], ρ̂(g)(a) = a ∀g ∈ G} A_{bas} = A_{hor} ∩ A_{inv}. An sg[t]-module (A, d) is called an sg[t]-algebra if it is also a DVA such that A_{hor}, A_{inv} are both vertex subalgebras of A, and G acts by DVA automorphisms.

When we are working with multiple groups G, H, . . . we will use the notations A_{G−hor}, A_{G−inv}, A_{G−bas}, etc., to avoid confusion. Given an sg[t]-module (A, d), A_{inv}, A_{bas} are both subcomplexes of A, but A_{hor} is not a subcomplex of A in general. The Lie algebra sg[t] is not required to act by derivations on a DVA A to make it an sg[t]-algebra. If (A, d) is an O(sg)-algebra, any subDVA B which is closed under the operators (L_ξ + ι_η)∘_p, p ≥ 0, is an sg[t]-algebra.

Definition 1.3. For any sg[t]-module (A, d_A), we define its chiral basic cohomology H^∗_{bas}(A) to be H^∗(A_{bas}, d_A). We define its chiral equivariant cohomology H^∗_G(A) to be H^∗_{bas}(W(g)⊗A). The differential on W(g)⊗A is d_W ⊗1+1⊗d_A, where d_W = J(0)+K(0), as in [12].

In this paper, our main focus is on the cases A = Q(M) and A = Q^′(M), for a smooth G-manifold M. Recall from [13] that for each m ≥ 0, Q_M [m] is a sheaf of vector spaces on M, and Q(M) is the space of global sections of the weak sheaf of vertex algebras Q_M = ⊕_{m≥0}Q_M [m] on M. Similarly, Q^′_M [m] is the subsheaf of Q_M [m] generated by the weight zero subspace, and Q^′(M) is the space of global sections of the weak sheaf of abelian vertex algebras Q^′_M = ⊕_{m≥0}Q^′_M [m]. In this terminology, a weak sheaf is a presheaf which satisfies a slightly weaker version of the reconstruction axiom: 0 → F(U) → ∏ i F(U_i) ⇒ ∏ i,j F(U_i ∩ U_j ) (1.5)

is exact for finite open covers {U_i} of an open set U (see Section 1.1 of [13]). Whenever we need to construct a global section of Q_M or Q^′_M by gluing together local sections, these

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 5

sections are always homogeneous of finite weight, so we may work inside the sheaf Q_M [m] or Q^′_M [m] for some m.

In [12][13] we proved a number of structural results about the chiral equivariant cohomology, which we recall below.

• The functor H^∗_G(Q^′(−)) is contravariant in M for any G. For fixed M, H^∗_{(−)}(Q^′(M)) is not functorial in G in general, but is contravariant with respect to abelian groups.

• For any group G of positive dimension, H^∗_G(C) contains nonzero classes in every positive weight. If G is semisimple, H^∗_G(C) is a conformal vertex algebra with Virasoro element L of central charge zero.

• For any sg[t]-algebra A, the canonical map

κ_G : H^∗_{bas}(W(g)) = H^∗_G(C) → H^∗_G(A)

induced by W(g) → W(g) ⊗ A is called the chiral Chern-Weil map of A. For A = Q(M) or A = Q^′(M), this map extends the classical Chern-Weil map H^∗_G(pt) → H^∗_G(M).

• If M^G is nonempty, κ_G : H^∗_G(C) → H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) is injective. If G is semisimple, H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) is then a nontrivial conformal vertex algebra with Virasoro element κ_G(L) of central charge zero.

• If the action of G on M is locally free, H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ = 0 and H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ = 0.

• If G is a torus T , H^∗_T (Q^′(M))_+ = 0 if and only if the action of T is locally free.

The converse fails in general. For example, if G is simple and T ⊂ G is a torus, H^∗_G(Q^′(G/T ))_+ = 0 even though the action of G on G/T is not locally free.

• If G is semisimple and V is a faithful linear representation of G, H^∗_G(Q(V ))_+ = 0.

6 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

1.1. Outline of main results

In this paper, we continue the study of H^∗_G(Q(M)) and H^∗_G(Q^′(M)). Our goal is to understand what kind of geometric information is contained in the positive-weight subspaces

H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ = ⨁ m>0 H^∗_G(Q(M))[m], H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ = ⨁ m>0 H^∗_G(Q^′(M))[m].

There are three basic results we need to establish. First, for G-invariant open sets U, V ⊂ M, there exist Mayer-Vietoris sequences

· · · → H^p_G(Q(U ∪ V )) → H^p_G(Q(U)) ⊕ H^p_G(Q(V )) → H^p_G(Q(U ∩ V )) → · · · ,

· · · → H^p_G(Q^′(U ∪ V )) → H^p_G(Q^′(U)) ⊕ H^p_G(Q^′(V )) → H^p_G(Q^′(U ∩ V )) → · · · .

Second, H^∗_G(Q^′(−)) is invariant under G-equivariant homotopy. That is, if M and N are G-manifolds and ϕ_0, ϕ_1 : M → N are equivariantly homotopic G-maps, the induced maps ϕ^∗_0, ϕ^∗_1 : H^∗_G(Q^′(N)) → H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) are the same.

Third, for any G and M, H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) and H^∗_G(Q(M)) have quasi-conformal structures. That is, they admit an action of the subalgebra of the Virasoro algebra generated by {L_n| n ≥ −1}, such that L_{−1} acts by ∂ and L_0 acts by n · id on the subspace of weight n. The quasi-conformal structure provides a powerful vanishing criterion for H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ and H^∗_G(Q(M))_+; it suffices to show that L_0 acts by zero.

Using these three basic tools, our goal will be to give a relative description of H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ and H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ in terms of the vertex algebras H^∗_K (C) for connected normal subgroups K of G, together with geometric data about M. If K is abelian, Theorem 6.1 of [12] gives a complete description of H^∗_K (C), but if K is non-abelian H^∗_K (C) is still a rather mysterious object. Computer calculations in the cases K = SU(2) and K = SU(3) indicate that H^∗_K (C) has a rich structure and contains many elements beyond the Virasoro element L that have no classical analogues.

Since G-manifolds locally look like vector bundles over homogeneous spaces, a basic problem is to compute H^∗_G(Q^′(G/H)) for any closed subgroup H ⊂ G.

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 7

Theorem 1.4. For any compact, connected G and closed subgroup H ⊂ G,

H^∗_G(Q^′(G/H)) ∼= H^∗_{K0} (C) ⊗ H^∗_G′ (G/H), (1.6)

where K_0 is the identity component of K = Ker(G → Diff(G/H)), and G^′ = G/K_0. Here H^∗_G′ (G/H) is regarded as a vertex algebra in which all circle products are trivial except ∘_{−1}, and (1.6) is a vertex algebra isomorphism.

Theorem 1.4 generalizes Corollary 6.14 of [13], which deals with the case where G is semisimple and H is a torus. A consequence of this result is that for compact M, the degree p and weight n subspace H^p_G(Q^′(M))[n] is finite-dimensional for all p ∈ Z and n ≥ 0, which extends a well-known classical result in the case n = 0.

Next, we study H^∗_G(Q(M)) via the map H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) → H^∗_G(Q(M)) induced by the inclusion Q^′(M) → Q(M).

Theorem 1.5. For any G-manifold M,

H^∗_G(Q(M)) ∼= H^∗_{K0} (C) ⊗ H^∗_G′ (M),

where K_0 is the identity component of K = Ker(G → Diff(M)) and G^′ = G/K_0. In particular, H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ = 0 whenever K is finite.

Thus H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ depends only on K_0, so it carries no other geometric information about M. An important consequence is that for any G and M, H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ and H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ are vertex algebra ideals, i.e., they are closed under α∘_n and ∘_nα for all n ∈ Z and α in H^∗_G(Q(M)), H^∗_G(Q^′(M)), respectively.

Next, we study H^∗_G(Q^′(M)), which in contrast to H^∗_G(Q(M)), carries non-trivial geometric information about M beyond weight zero. We focus on three special cases: G simple, G = G_1 × G_2 where G_1, G_2 are simple, and G abelian.

Theorem 1.6. (Positive-weight localization for simple group actions) For any simple G and G-manifold M, the map

H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ → H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G))_+ (1.7)

8 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

induced by the inclusion i : M^G → M, is an isomorphism of vertex algebra ideals. Hence H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ ∼= H^∗_G(C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(M^G). Moreover, both the ring structure of H^∗(M^G) and the map i^∗ : H^∗_G(M) → H^∗_G(M^G) are encoded in the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)).

Using Theorem 1.6, together with results of R. Oliver [16][17] which describe the fixed-point subsets of group actions on contractible spaces, we prove our main theorem:

Theorem 1.7. For any simple G, there is a sphere with infinitely many smooth actions of G, which have pairwise distinct chiral equivariant cohomology, but identical classical equivariant cohomology.

One can even construct a morphism f : M → N in the category of compact Gmanifolds which induces a ring isomorphism H^∗_G(N) → H^∗_G(M) (with Z-coefficients), such that H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) ≠ H^∗_G(Q^′(N)). Hence H^∗_G(Q^′(−)) is a strictly stronger invariant than H^∗_G(−) on the category of compact G-manifolds.

Similarly, in the case G = G_1 × G_2 where G_1, G_2 are simple, we describe H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) in terms of the vertex algebras H^∗_{G1} (C), H^∗_{G2} (C) and the rings H^∗(M^G), H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ), and H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ).

The case where G is the circle S^1 is analogous to the case of simple G. When G is a general torus T , H^∗_T (Q^′(M))_+ will typically depend on the family of rings H^∗_{T /T ′} (M^{T ′} ) for all subtori T^′ ⊂ T for which M^{T ′} is non-empty, and can be quite complicated. As an example, we compute H^∗_T (Q^′(CP^2)), where T = S^1 × S^1 and CP^2 is equipped with the usual linear action.

We conclude with a few remarks about H^∗_G(C). In [6], it was suggested that the semiinfinite Weil complex W(g) should play a role in semi-infinite geometry analogous to the role of the classical Weil complex W (g). Note that H^∗_G(pt) = S(g^∗)^G can be regarded either as the basic cohomology H^∗_{bas}(W (g)), or as the Lie algebra cohomology H^0(g, S(g^∗)). The analogue of H^0(g, S(g^∗)) is the semi-infinite cohomology H^{∞+∗}(ĝ, S(g)) [5][7][20], whereas the analogue of H^∗_{bas}(W (g)) is H^∗_{bas}(W(g)) = H^∗_G(C). Here S(g) is the semi-infinite symmetric algebra on g. In contrast to the classical case, H^∗_G(C) ≠ H^{∞+∗}(ĝ, S(g)). It

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 9

would be interesting to construct an equivariant cohomology theory for manifolds in which H^{∞+∗}(ĝ, S(g)) plays the role of S(g^∗)^G (as suggested in [6]), and compare it to our theory.

Acknowledgement. We thank G. Schwarz for helpful discussions on invariant theory and for pointing out to us Oliver’s construction of group actions on disks for which the fixed-point sets have interesting homotopy types.

1.2. General remarks about group actions on manifolds

Let G_0 denote the identity component of G. For any G-manifold M, the finite group Γ = G/G_0 acts on the complex (W(g) ⊗ Q(M))_{G0−bas} by DVA automorphisms, and we have

(W(g) ⊗ Q(M))_{G−bas} = ((W(g) ⊗ Q(M))_{G0−bas})^G = ((W(g) ⊗ Q(M))_{G0−bas})^Γ.

Since the differential d_W + d_Q commutes with the action of Γ on (W(g) ⊗ Q(M))_{G0−bas}, Γ acts on H^∗_{G0} (Q(M)), and we have H^∗_G(Q(M)) = H^∗_{G0} (Q(M))^Γ. Similarly, H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) = H^∗_{G0} (Q^′(M))^Γ. Hence there is essentially no new content in studying H^∗_G(−) for disconnected groups, and for the remainder of this paper, we will only consider the functor H^∗_G(−) for connected G.

We say that G acts effectively on M if K = Ker(G → Diff(M)) is trivial, and we say that G acts almost effectively if K is finite. Let K_0 denote the identity component of K and let G^′ = G/K_0.

Lemma 1.8. Let M be a G-manifold, and suppose that K = Ker(G → Diff(M)) has positive dimension. Then G^′ acts almost effectively on M and

H^∗_G(Q(M)) = H^∗_{K0} (C) ⊗ H^∗_G′ (Q(M)), H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) = H^∗_{K0} (C) ⊗ H^∗_G′ (Q^′(M)).

Proof: Clearly K/K_0 = Ker(G^′ → Diff(M)), which is finite because K is compact. Since g = k ⊕ g^′ where k and g^′ are the Lie algebras of K and G^′, respectively, we have W(g) = W(k) ⊗ W(g^′). Then (W(g) ⊗ Q(M))_{G−bas} = W(k)_{K0−bas} ⊗ (W(g^′) ⊗ Q(M))_G′_{−bas}.

10 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

Note that the differential d = d_{W(g)} +d_Q of W(g)⊗Q(M) can be written as d_{W(k)} +d_{W(g}′_) + d_Q, and these three terms pairwise commute. Since d_{W(k)} only acts on W(k)_{K0−bas} and d_{W(g}′_) + d_Q only acts on (W(g^′) ⊗ Q(M))_G′_{−bas}, the claim follows. The proof of the corresponding statement for H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) is the same.

Any compact connected G has a finite cover of the form G̃ = G_1 × · · ·× G_k × T , where the G_i are simple and T is a torus. If M is a G-manifold, the action can be lifted to G̃ so that Γ = Ker(G̃ → G) ⊂ Ker(G̃ → Diff(M)).

Lemma 1.9. Suppose M is a G-manifold, K = Ker(G → Diff(M)), and Γ is a finite subgroup of K. Then G/Γ acts on M and

H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) = H^∗_{G/Γ}(Q^′(M)), H^∗_G(Q(M)) = H^∗_{G/Γ}(Q(M)).

In particular, if G, G̃, and Γ are as above, we have

H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) = H^∗_{G̃}(Q^′(M)), H^∗_G(Q(M)) = H^∗_{G̃}(Q(M)).

Proof: Γ acts trivially on Q(M) since it acts trivially on M. The adjoint and coadjoint actions of Γ on g and g^∗ are trivial, so Γ also acts trivially on W(g). Thus the G-invariance and the G/Γ-invariance conditions on W(g)⊗Q^′(M) and W(g)⊗Q(M) are the same. Since G and G/Γ have the same Lie algebra, the sg[t]-basic condition is also the same.

2. Mayer-Vietoris Sequences

In this section, we show that for G-invariant open sets U, V ⊂ M, there exist Mayer- Vietoris sequences

· · · → H^p_G(Q^′(U ∪ V )) → H^p_G(Q^′(U)) ⊕ H^p_G(Q^′(V )) → H^p_G(Q^′(U ∩ V )) → · · · ,

· · · → H^p_G(Q(U ∪ V )) → H^p_G(Q(U)) ⊕ H^p_G(Q(V )) → H^p_G(Q(U ∩ V )) → · · · .

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 11

Lemma 2.1. Let M be a manifold and let h be a Lie algebra. Suppose that F is a sheaf of C^∞-modules and of h-modules on M, where the two module structures are compatible, i.e. h acts compatibly on the sheaf C^∞ by derivations. Assume that U, V are open sets, and that ϕ_U , ϕ_V ∈ C^∞(M) form an h-invariant partition of unity for the cover {U, V } of U ∪ V . If the invariant functor (−)^h is applied to the standard exact sequence 0 → F(U ∪ V ) → F(U) ⊕ F(V ) → F(U ∩ V ) → 0 the result is an exact sequence.

Proof: Note that the left exactness of the standard sequence is just the sheaf axiom, but the surjectivity of the last map is not true for a general sheaf unless it is a fine sheaf (i.e. has the partition of unity property for sheaves.) Since F is assumed to be a C^∞ sheaf, the exactness of our standard sequence is guaranteed.

Since the invariant functor (−)^h is left exact, applying it to the standard sequence yields a left exact sequence. So it remains to show that

F(U)^h ⊕ F(V )^h → F(U ∩ V )^h (2.1)

is onto. Since the C^∞ and h structures on F are compatible, the map is a C^∞-module map, i.e. it is compatible with multiplications by functions. Let a ∈ F(U ∩ V )^h and let {ϕ_U , ϕ_V } be an h-invariant partition of unity subordinate to the cover {U, V } of U ∪ V .

We claim that there is an extension of (ϕ_U |_{U∩V} )a ∈ F(U ∩ V )^h by zero to all of V (but not to all of U). We have (U ∩ V ) ∪ (V \supp(ϕ_U )) = V. For if x ∈ V \(U ∩ V ) then x /∈ supp(ϕ_U ) ⊂ U, and so x lies on the left side. Now to see that (ϕ_U |_{U∩V} )a ∈ F(U ∩ V )^h and the zero 0 ∈ F(V \supp(ϕ_U ))^h glue together to form a section in F(V )^h, it is enough to check that (ϕ_U |_{U∩V} )a restricts to zero on the overlap W = (U ∩ V ) ∩ (V \supp(ϕ_U )). This restriction is equal to (ϕ_U |_W )(a|_W ) since function multiplication commutes with restriction. But ϕ_U |_W = 0 because W ∩ supp(ϕ_U ) = ∅. This proves our claim. Call this extension a_V ∈ F(V )^h. Likewise let a_U ∈ F(U)^h be the extension of (ϕ_V |_{U∩V} )a ∈ F(U ∩ V )^h by zero to all of U.

12 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

Now under (2.1) we have

(a_V , −a_U ) → (a_V |_{U∩V} ) + (a_U |_{U∩V} ) = (ϕ_U |_{U∩V} )a + (ϕ_V |_{U∩V} )a = ((ϕ_U + ϕ_V )|_{U∩V} )a = a

since ϕ_U + ϕ_V = 1. This proves that (2.1) is onto.

Remark 2.2. This result holds if we replace “sheaf” with “weak sheaf” since the reconstruction axiom (1.5) holds for finite covers.

Theorem 2.3. Let M be a G-manifold and let U, V be G-invariant open sets in M. Then U ∩ V ⇒ U ∐ V → U ∪ V induces a long exact sequence

· · · → H^p_G(Q^′(U ∪ V )) → H^p_G(Q^′(U)) ⊕ H^p_G(Q^′(V )) → H^p_G(Q^′(U ∩ V )) → · · · .

Proof: Regard W = W(g) as a constant sheaf of vector spaces over M. Then W ⊗ Q^′ is a weak sheaf of C^∞-modules where functions act only on the right factor. It is a weak sheaf of modules over the Lie algebra sg[t], as shown in Section 3 of [13]. Choose a partition of unity ϕ_U , ϕ_V of U ∩ V as before. Since U, V are G-invariant sets, by averaging over G, we can assume that the two functions are G-invariant. Note that even though sg[t] does not act by derivations on a general element of W ⊗ Q^′, sg[t] does act by derivations on weight zero elements. Moreover, any G-invariant function f, regarded as 1 ⊗ f ∈ W ⊗ Q^′, is chiral basic (i.e. sg[t]-invariant). So ϕ_U , ϕ_V form an sg[t]-invariant partition of unity. Hence the preceding lemma can be applied to F = W ⊗ Q^′ and h = sg[t]. The invariant functor applied to the standard sequence for F yields an exact sequence 0 → F(U ∪ V )_{bas} → F(U)_{bas} ⊕ F(V )_{bas} → F(U ∩ V )_{bas} → 0, which induces the corresponding long exact sequence for chiral equivariant cohomology.

The theorem holds if we replace Q^′ by Q. The only tricky part here is that Q is no longer a C^∞-module because the Wick product on Q is not associative. But we still have a C-bilinear operation C^∞ × Q → Q, (f, a) →: fg : which is a homomorphism of weak sheaves. Moreover, even though Q is not functorial under general smooth mappings, it is functorial with respect to open inclusions. A partition of unity argument shows that the standard sequence for Q is still exact. The proof of the preceding lemma then carries over to the case F = W ⊗ Q.

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 13

3. Homotopy Invariance of H^∗_G(Q^′(M))

Let M and N be G-manifolds, and let ϕ_0, ϕ_1 : M → N be G-equivariant maps. Let I denote the interval [0, 1], which we regard as a G-manifold equipped with the trivial action.

Definition 3.1. A G-equivariant homotopy from ϕ_0 to ϕ_1 is a smooth G-equivariant map Φ : M × I → N such that for all x ∈ M, Φ(x, 0) = ϕ_0(x) and Φ(x, 1) = ϕ_1(x). For each t ∈ I, ϕ_t : M → N will denote the map ϕ_t(x) = Φ(x, t).

The main result in this section is

Theorem 3.2. Let M and N be G-manifolds, and let ϕ_0, ϕ_1 : M → N be G-equivariant maps. If there exists a G-equivariant homotopy Φ from ϕ_0 to ϕ_1 as above, the induced maps ϕ^∗_0, ϕ^∗_1 : H^∗_G(Q^′(N)) → H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) are the same.

We first define an appropriate notion of chiral chain homotopy in the category of sg[t]- modules, and show that two morphisms of sg[t]-modules which are chiral chain homotopic induce the same map in chiral equivariant cohomology. In the geometric setting, if Φ is a G-equivariant homotopy between ϕ_0, ϕ_1 : M → N, we will construct a chiral chain homotopy between the induced maps ϕ^∗_0, ϕ^∗_1 : Q^′(N) → Q^′(M).

An immediate consequence of Theorem 3.2 is that if M is G-equivariantly contractible to a submanifold M^′, then H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) ∼= H^∗_G(Q^′(M^′)). By contrast, the functor H^∗_G(Q(−)) does not have this property. Let G be simple and let V be a faithful linear representation of G. Then V is G-equivariantly contractible to the origin o ∈ V , but H^∗_G(Q(V ))_+ = 0 whereas H^∗_G(Q(o))_+ = H^∗_G(C)_+ ≠ 0.

3.1. Chiral chain homotopies

Suppose that A and B are sg[t]-modules. We define a chiral chain homotopy to be a linear map P : A → B, homogeneous of weight 0 and degree −1, which is G-equivariant and satisfies P ι^A_ξ (k) + ι^B_ξ (k)P = 0, P L^A_ξ (k) − L^B_ξ (k)P = 0, (3.1)

14 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

for all ξ ∈ g and k ≥ 0.

Lemma 3.3. If P : A → B is a chiral chain homotopy, the map τ = P d_A + d_BP is a morphism of sg[t]-modules.

Proof: The argument is similar to the proof of Proposition 2.3.1 in [11]. First note that d_Bτ = d_BP d_A = τd_A. From the assumption L^B_ξ (k)P = P L^A_ξ (k), it is immediate that L^B_ξ (k)τ = τL^A_ξ (k). Finally, ι^B_ξ (k)τ = ι^B_ξ (k)d_BP + ι^B_ξ (k)P d_A = ι^B_ξ (k)d_BP − P ι^A_ξ (k)d_A

= −d_Bι^B_ξ (k)P + L^B_ξ (k)P + P d_Aι^A_ξ (k) − P L^A_ξ (k) = (d_BP + P d_A)ι^A_ξ (k) = τι^A_ξ (k).

We say that two sg[t]-module homomorphisms ϕ_0, ϕ_1 : A → B are chiral chain homotopic if there is a chiral chain homotopy P : A → B such that ϕ_1 − ϕ_0 = τ. This clearly implies that ϕ_0, ϕ_1 induce the same map from H^∗_{bas}(A) → H^∗_{bas}(B).

Lemma 3.4. Chiral chain homotopic maps ϕ_0, ϕ_1 : A → B induce the same map from H^∗_G(A) → H^∗_G(B).

Proof: This is analogous to Proposition 2.4.1 of [11]. The map id ⊗ P : W ⊗ A → W ⊗ B is a chiral chain homotopy between id ⊗ ϕ_0, id ⊗ ϕ_1. Hence id ⊗ ϕ_0, id ⊗ ϕ_1 induce the same map from H^∗_G(A) = H^∗_{bas}(W ⊗ A) → H^∗_{bas}(W ⊗ B) = H^∗_G(B).

Suppose that ϕ_0, ϕ_1 : M → N are G-equivariantly homotopic via Φ : M × I → N. We recall the classical construction of a chain homotopy P : Ω^∗(N) → Ω^{∗−1}(M) between ϕ^∗_0, ϕ^∗_1 : Ω^∗(N) → Ω^∗(M), following [11]. For fixed x ∈ M, consider the curve in N given by s → ϕ_s(x), and let ξ_t : M → T N be the map which assigns to x the tangent vector to this curve at s = t. Consider the map

f_t : Ω^∗(N) → Ω^{∗−1}(M), σ → ϕ^∗_t (ι_{ξt} (σ)). (3.2)

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 15

At each x ∈ M, this map is defined by ϕ^∗_t (ι_{ξt} (σ))(η_1, . . . , η_k) = σ(ξ_t(x), dϕ_t(η_1), . . . , dϕ_t(η_k)), (3.3) given vectors η_1, . . . , η_k ∈ T M_x.

A well-known formula (see [11]) asserts that d dt ϕ^∗_t σ = ϕ^∗_t (ι_{ξt} (dσ) + d(ϕ^∗_t (ι_{ξt} (σ)). (3.4)

Define P : Ω^∗(N) → Ω^{∗−1}(M) by P σ =

∫_1 0 ϕ^∗_t (ι_{ξt} (σ)) dt. Integrating (3.4) over I shows that P d+dP = ϕ^∗_1 −ϕ^∗_0, so P is a chain homotopy. Since ϕ_0, ϕ_1, Φ are G-equivariant maps, f_t is G-equivariant and satisfies f_tι^N_ξ + ι^M_ξ f_t = 0, for all t ∈ I. It follows that P is also G-equivariant and satisfies P ι^N_ξ + ι^M_ξ P = 0. Hence P is a chain homotopy in the sense of [11], and ϕ_0, ϕ_1 induce the same maps in equivariant cohomology.

We need to show that P extends to a map P : Q^′(N) → Q^′(M) which is a chiral chain homotopy between ϕ^∗_0, ϕ^∗_1 : Q^′(N) → Q^′(M). By Lemma 3.2 of [13], for each m ≥ 0, we may regard Q^′_M [m] as a smooth vector bundle over M of finite rank, which has a local trivialization induced from a collection of charts on M. Given a coordinate open set U ⊂ M with coordinates γ^1, . . . , γ^n, U × V is a local trivialization of Q^′_M , where V is the vector space with basis consisting of all nonzero monomials of the form ∂^{r1} γ^{i1} · · · ∂^{rk} γ^{ik} ∂^{s1} c^{j1} · · · ∂^{sl} c^{jl} , (3.5) where r_1 + · · · + r_k + s_1 + · · · + s_l = m, and each r_i > 0 and s_i ≥ 0. Here c^i denotes the coordinate one-form d_Qγ^i.

Let π : M × I → M be the projection onto the first factor. We can pull back Q^′_M [m] to a vector bundle π^∗(Q^′_M [m]) → M × I. Let Γ[m] = Γ(M × I, π^∗(Q^′_M [m])) denote the space of smooth sections σ : M × I → Q^′_M [m], σ(x, t) = (x, v(x, t)), where in local coordinates v(x, t) = ∑ j∈J f_j (γ^1, . . . , γ^n, t)μ_j. Here the set J indexes all monomials of the form (3.5), and each f_j is a smooth function on U × I.

Note that Γ = ⊕_{m≥0}Γ[m] is an sg[t]-algebra, and that^d_{dt} and ∂ are derivations on Γ. It is clear from the local description of σ(x, t) that d dt ∂(σ(x, t)) = ∂( d dt σ(x, t)). Furthermore, the (fiberwise) integral

∫_1 0 σ(x, t)dt is a well-defined map from Γ → Γ(M, Q^′_M ), and

∫_1 0 ∂σ(x, t)dt = ∂ ∫_1 0 σ(x, t)dt.

16 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

3.2. Relative derivations

Let ϕ : A → B be a map of G^∗-algebras. A degree-homogeneous map f : A → B is called a derivation relative to ϕ, or a ϕ-derivation if f(ab) = f(a)ϕ(b) + (−1)^{(deg f)(deg a)}ϕ(a)f(b), (3.6) for all homogeneous a, b ∈ A. For example, in the case A = Ω(N), B = Ω(M), ϕ = ϕ^∗_t , the map f_t given by (3.2) is a ϕ^∗_t -derivation.

Similarly, given a morphism ϕ : A → B of sg[t]-algebras, a degree-weight homogeneous linear map f : A → B will be called a ϕ-derivation if f(a ∘_n b) = f(a) ∘_n ϕ(b) + (−1)^{(deg f)(deg a)}ϕ(a) ∘_n f(b), (3.7) for all homogeneous a, b ∈ A and n ∈ Z. Clearly f(1) = 0 and f(∂a) = ∂f(a) for all a ∈ A. If A, B are abelian vertex algebras, to check that f is a ϕ-derivation, it is enough to show that for all a, b ∈ A, f(: ab :) = : f(a)ϕ(b) : +(−1)^{(deg f)(deg a)} : ϕ(a)f(b) : , f(∂a) = ∂f(a). (3.8)

Remark 3.5. A ϕ-derivation f is determined by its values on a set of generators of A. In the case A = Q^′(N), B = Q^′(M), ϕ = ϕ^∗_t , since Q^′(N) is generated by Ω(N), any two ϕ^∗_t -derivations which agree on Ω(N) must agree on all of Q^′(N).

Remark 3.6. Suppose that f is a ϕ-derivation and δ_A, δ_B are vertex algebra derivations on A, B, respectively, which are homogeneous of degree d and satisfy ϕ ∘ δ_A = δ_B ∘ ϕ. Then f ∘ δ_A − (−1)^{(deg f)(d)}δ_B ∘ f is also a ϕ-derivation.

For example, for any ξ ∈ g, the operators ι^A_ξ (0), ι^B_ξ (0) are vertex algebra derivations of degree −1, and L^A_ξ (0), L^B_ξ (0) are vertex algebra derivations of degree 0. Hence

f ∘ ι^A_ξ (0) − (−1)^{(deg f)}ι^B_ξ (0) ∘ f, f ∘ L^A_ξ (0) − L^B_ξ (0) ∘ f

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 17

are ϕ^∗_t -derivations. If A and B are abelian vertex algebras, the operators ι^A_ξ (k), ι^B_ξ (k), L^A_ξ (k), L^B_ξ (k) are vertex algebra derivations for all k ≥ 0, so f ∘ ι^A_ξ (k) − (−1)^{(deg f)}ι^B_ξ (k) ∘ f, f ∘ L^A_ξ (k) − L^B_ξ (k) ∘ f are ϕ^∗_t -derivations.

Lemma 3.7. There is a unique extension of the map f_t : Ω^∗(N) → Ω^{∗−1}(M) defined by (3.2) to a linear map F_t : Q^{′∗}(N) → Q^{′∗−1}(M), which is a ϕ^∗_t -derivation.

Proof: We first construct F_t locally. On a coordinate open set U ⊂ N with coordinates γ^1, . . . , γ^n, recall from [13] that Q^′(U) is the abelian vertex algebra with generators f ∈ C^∞(U) and c^i, i = 1, . . . , n, subject to the relations: 1(z) − 1, (fg)(z) − f(z)g(z), ∂f(z) − ∂f ∂γ^i (z)∂γ^i(z), (3.9) for all f, g ∈ C^∞(U). We define F_t on generators by F_t(f(γ^1, . . . , γ^n)) = 0 and F_t(c^i) = f_t(c^i), and then extend F_t to a linear map on all of Q^′(U) using the ϕ^∗_t -derivation property (3.8). Since the relations (3.9) are all homogeneous of degree 0 and F_t lowers degree by one, it is clear that F_t annihilates these relations, and hence is well-defined. Using the fact that F_t(f(γ^1, . . . , γ^n)) = 0 for any f ∈ C^∞(U), it is easy to check that the definition of F_t is coordinate-independent.

Finally, cover N with coordinate open sets {U_i}, and define F_t|_{Ui} as above. Fix a partition of unity {ψ_i} subordinate to this covering. For each m ≥ 0, we define F_t : Q^′(N)[m] → Q^′(M)[m] by F_t = ∑ i ψ_iF_t|_{Ui} , which is well-defined since Q^′(N)[m] is a fine sheaf. Moreover, F_t still satisfies (3.8) on each Q^′(N)[m] because F_t(ψ_i) = 0. Finally, since Q^′(N) = ⨁ m≥0 Q^′(N)[m], this defines F_t on all of Q^′(N).

Lemma 3.8. Equation (3.4) holds for any σ in Q^′(N), not just Ω(N).

Proof: By the preceding lemma, both sides of (3.4) are well-defined. It suffices to show that it holds at t = s for each s ∈ I. Let g = d dt ϕ^∗_t |_{t=s}(−), h = ϕ^∗_s(ι_{ξs} (0)d(−)) + dϕ^∗_s(ι_{ξs} (0)(−)),

18 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

which are the maps from Q^′(N) → Q^′(M) appearing on the left and right sides of (3.4), evaluated at t = s. Clearly g and h are both ϕ^∗_s-derivations, and since g and h agree on generators, they agree on all of Q^′(N) by Remark 3.5.

We now define P : Q^′(N) → Q^′(M) by P(σ) =

∫_1 0 F_t(σ)dt, which coincides with P at weight zero. Integration of (3.4) over I shows that dP + Pd = ϕ^∗_1 − ϕ^∗_0. Finally, we need to show that the map P constructed above is in fact a chiral chain homotopy. Recall that for all σ ∈ Ω(N), ξ ∈ g, and t ∈ I, f_t satisfies

f_tL^N_ξ − L^M_ξ f_t = 0, f_tι^N_ξ + ι^M_ξ f_t = 0. (3.10)

For ξ ∈ g and k ≥ 0, consider the maps R_{t,ξ,k} = F_tL^N_ξ (k) − L^M_ξ (k)F_t, S_{t,ξ,k} = F_tι^N_ξ (k) + ι^M_ξ (k)F_t. By Remark 3.6, R_{t,ξ,k} and S_{t,ξ,k} are ϕ^∗_t -derivations from Q^′(N) → Q^′(M), which are homogeneous of weight −k and degree −1 and −2, respectively. For k > 0, R_{t,ξ,k} and S_{t,ξ,k} both act by zero on Q^′(N)[0] by weight considerations. For k = 0, R_{t,ξ,k} and S_{t,ξ,k} act by zero on Q^′(N)[0] by (3.10). Since R_{t,ξ,k} and S_{t,ξ,k} are ϕ^∗_t -derivations, it follows from Remark 3.5 that they act by zero on all of Q^′(N).

Finally, since this holds for each t ∈ I, it is immediate that

PL^N_ξ (k)(σ)−L^M_ξ (k)P(σ) =

∫_1 0 R_{t,ξ,k}(σ)dt = 0, Pι^N_ξ (k)(σ)+ι^M_ξ (k)P(σ) = ∫_1 0 S_{t,ξ,k}(σ)dt = 0, for all ξ ∈ g, k ≥ 0 and σ ∈ Q^′(N). Hence P is a chiral chain homotopy, as desired.

4. A Quasi-conformal Structure on H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) and H^∗_G(Q(M))

When G is semisimple, H^∗_G(C) is a conformal vertex algebra with Virasoro element L of central charge 0. For any M, H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) is then a conformal vertex algebra with Virasoro element κ_G(L). The vanishing of κ_G(L) is a necessary and sufficient condition for the vanishing of H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ since κ_G(L) ∘_1 ω = nω for all ω ∈ H^∗_G(Q^′(M))[n]. Unfortunately, H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) is not a conformal vertex algebra when G has a positivedimensional center, so a priori we have no such vanishing criterion for general G.

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 19

In this section we show that for any G and M, both H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) and H^∗_G(Q(M)) have a quasi-conformal structure, that is, an action of the subalgebra of the Virasoro algebra generated by {L_n| n ≥ −1}, such that L_{−1} = L∘_0 acts by ∂, and L_0 = L∘_1 acts by n · id on the subspace of weight n. Thus we have a similar vanishing criterion for H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ and H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ for any G; it suffices to show that L∘_1 acts by zero.

We work in the setting of a general O(sg) topological vertex algebra (TVA), which we defined in [13]. Recall that an O(sg) TVA is a degree-weight graded DVA (A, d) equipped with an O(sg)-structure (ξ, η) → L^A_ξ + ι^A_η , a chiral horizontal element g^A, such that L^A = dg^A is a conformal structure, with respect to which L^A_ξ and ι^A_η are primary of weight one. We call g^A a chiral contracting homotopy of A. Given an O(sg) TVA (A, d), a differential vertex subalgebra B is called a half O(sg) TVA if the nonnegative Fourier modes of the vertex operators ι^A_ξ and g^A preserve B. Note that the nonnegative Fourier modes of L^A_ξ = dι^A_ξ and L^A = dg^A automatically preserve B as well. In particular, the action of {L^A ∘_n | n ≥ 0} is a quasi-conformal structure on B. Since [d, g^A∘_1] = L^A∘_1 and g^A∘_1 acts on B_{bas}, Theorem 4.8 of [13] shows that H^∗_{bas}(B) vanishes beyond weight zero.

For a G-manifold M, Q(M) is our main example of an O(sg) TVA. In local coordinates,

g = g^M = b^i∂γ^i, L = L^M = β^i∂γ^i − b^i∂c^i. (4.1)

The subalgebra Q^′(M) is then a half O(sg) TVA as above. Recall that the semi-infinite Weil algebra W = W(g) is not an O(sg) TVA since there is no chiral horizontal element g^W satisfying dg^W = L^W .

Let B be a half O(sg) TVA inside some O(sg) TVA A as above. Then the non-negative Fourier modes of L^{tot} = L^W ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ L^A ∈ W ⊗ A act on W ⊗ B, giving W ⊗ B a quasi-conformal structure. Moreover,

L^{tot}_ξ = L^W_ξ ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ L^A_ξ , ι^{tot}_ξ = ι^W_ξ ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ ι^A_ξ

are primary of weight one with respect to L^{tot}, and dL^{tot} = 0.

Theorem 4.1. L^{tot}∘_n operates on H^∗_G(B) for n ≥ 0, and gives H^∗_G(B) a quasi-conformal structure. If G is semisimple, κ_G(L)∘_n = L^{tot}∘_n as operators on H^∗_G(B) for all n ≥ 0.

Proof: This is immediate from Theorem 4.8 and Theorem 4.17 of [13].

20 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

4.1. A vanishing criterion

For any compact G, and any A and B as above, L^{tot}∘_1 acts by n · id on the subspaces A[n] and B[n] of weight n. Hence the vanishing of L^{tot}∘_1 on H^∗_G(B) (resp. H^∗_G(A)) is equivalent to the vanishing of H^∗_G(B)_+ (resp. H^∗_G(A)_+). The next lemma gives a useful vanishing criterion for L^{tot}∘_1.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that α ∈ W ⊗ B is homogeneous of weight 2 and degree −1, is G-invariant, chiral horizontal, and satisfies

L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α = β^ξ ⊗ 1, (4.2)

for all ξ ∈ g. Then L^{tot}∘_1 acts by zero on H^∗_G(B), and we have H^∗_G(B)_+ = 0.

Proof: Recall from [12] that d(β^{ξi} ∂c^{ξ′i} ⊗1) = L^W ⊗1, but β^{ξi} ∂c^{ξ′i} ⊗1 is not chiral horizontal since ι^W_ξ ∘_n (β^{ξi} ∂c^{ξ′i} ⊗ 1) = −δ_{n,1}β^ξ ⊗ 1 for n ≥ 0. Let ω_0 = β^{ξi} ∂c^{ξ′i} ⊗ 1 + dα. Clearly dω_0 = L^W ⊗ 1 and ι^{tot}_ξ ∘_n (dα) = L^{tot}_ξ ∘_n α = δ_{n,1}β^ξ ⊗ 1 = −ι^{tot}_ξ ∘_n (β^{ξi} ∂c^{ξ′i} ⊗ 1) for n ≥ 0, since α is chiral horizontal. It follows that ι^{tot}_ξ ∘_n ω_0 = 0 for all n ≥ 0, so ω_0 is chiral horizontal. In particular, the non-negative Fourier modes of ω_0 act on (W ⊗ B)_{bas}. Finally, let ω = ω_0 + g^A ∈ W ⊗ A. Since dg^A = L^A we have dω = L^{tot}. The non-negative Fourier modes of ω clearly preserve (W ⊗ B)_{bas} since both ω_0 and g^A have this property. In particular, [d, ω∘_1] = L^{tot}∘_1, so ω∘_1 is a contracting homotopy for L^{tot}∘_1, as desired.

This lemma clearly holds if we replace B with A. Note that when G is semisimple, the existence of α as above guarantees that κ_G(L) = 0; take ω = β^{ξi} ∂c^{ξ′i} ⊗ 1 + dα + θ^{ξi}_S b^{ξi} ⊗ 1. An OPE calculation shows that ω is chiral basic and dω = κ_G(L).

In [13], we considered two situations where we can construct α as above. First, if G acts locally freely on M, we have a map g^∗ → Ω^1(M) sending ξ^′ → θ^{ξ′} , such that ι_ξθ^{η′} = ⟨η^′, ξ⟩. The θ^{ξ′} are known as connection one-forms. Choose an orthonormal basis {ξ_i} for g relative to the Killing form, and let Γ^{ξ′i} = g ∘_0 θ^{ξ′i} . Then α = β^{ξi} ⊗ Γ^{ξ′i} ∈ W ⊗ Q^′(M)

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 21

is G-invariant, chiral horizontal, and satisfies (4.2). This shows that H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ = 0 and H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ = 0.

Second, let V be a faithful linear representation of G, and let ρ : g → End(V ) denote the corresponding representation of g. The induced bilinear form ⟨ξ, η⟩ = T r(ρ(ξ)ρ(η)) is nondegenerate, so we may identify g with g^∗ via ⟨, ⟩ and fix an orthonormal basis ξ_i of g. Let x_k be a basis of V and x^′_k the corresponding dual basis for V^∗. Define α = β^{ξi} ⊗ Γ^{ξi} − β^{ξi} b^{ξj} ⊗ ι_{ξj} ∘_0 Γ^{ξi} ∈ W ⊗ Q(V ), (4.3) where Γ^{ξi} = β^{ρ(ξi )(xk )}γ^{x′k} . An OPE calculation shows that α satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.2, so H^∗_G(Q(V ))_+ = 0.

The next lemma shows that locally defined vertex operators α satisfying the conditions of Lemma 4.2 can be glued together.

Lemma 4.3. Let M be a G-manifold and let {U_i| i ∈ I} be a cover of M by G-invariant open sets. Suppose that α_i ∈ W ⊗ Q^′(U_i) satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.2. Then H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ = 0.

Proof: Let {ϕ_i| i ∈ I} be a G-invariant partition of unity subordinate to the cover. Let α = ∑ i ϕ_iα_i, which is a well-defined global section of W ⊗ Q^′(M). Moreover, since ϕ_i is basic, it follows that α remains G-invariant, G-chiral horizontal, and satisfies (4.2).

Remark 4.4. Similarly, if α_i ∈ W ⊗ Q(U_i) satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.2, α = ∑ i ϕ_iα_i ∈ W ⊗ Q(M) does as well, so that H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ = 0.

5. H^∗_G(Q^′(G/H)) for Homogeneous Spaces G/H

A basic fact about G-manifolds which can be found in [18] is that locally they look like vector bundles over homogeneous spaces G/H.

22 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

Theorem 5.1. Let G be a compact Lie group and let M be a smooth G-manifold. For each point x ∈ M, the isotropy group G_x is a closed subgroup of G and the orbit Gx is G-diffeomorphic to G/G_x. Moreover, Gx has a G-invariant tubular neighborhood U_x which is G-diffeomorphic to the bundle G ×_{Gx} V for some real G_x-representation V .

By homotopy invariance, H^∗_G(Q^′(U_x)) ∼= H^∗_G(Q^′(G/G_x)). Thus the problem of computing H^∗_G(Q^′(G/H)) for any closed subgroup H ⊂ G is an important building block in the study of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) for general M.

Suppose first that K = Ker(G → Diff(G/H)) has positive dimension. Clearly K ⊂ H; as in Lemma 1.8, let K_0 denote the identity component of K, and let G^′ = G/K_0 and H^′ = H/K_0. By Lemma 1.8, we have

H^∗_G(Q^′(G/H)) = H^∗_{K0} (C) ⊗ H^∗_G′ (Q^′(G/H)) = H^∗_{K0} (C) ⊗ H^∗_G′ (Q^′(G^′/H^′)).

Since G^′ acts almost effectively on G^′/H^′, which is a homogeneous space for G^′, we may assume without loss of generality that K is finite. In this case, H^∗_{K0} (C) = C, so in order to prove Theorem 1.4, it suffices to prove that H^∗_G(Q^′(G/H))_+ = 0.

We need a basic property of any simple finite-dimensional complex Lie algebra g. Suppose that h ⊂ g is a Lie subalgebra of positive codimension. Via the Killing form, we identify g with g^∗, and in particular we identify h^⊥ with (g/h)^∗. Note that (g/h)^∗ is a representation of h. Regarding (g/h)^∗ as a subspace of g^∗, we may consider the subspace ad^∗(g/h)^∗ ⊂ g^∗ under the coadjoint action of g on g^∗.

Lemma 5.2. ad^∗(g/h)^∗ = {ad^∗_ξ (η^′)| ξ ∈ g, η^′ ∈ (g/h)^∗} = g^∗.

Proof: If h ⊂ h^′ ⊂ g for some other subalgebra h^′, we have (g/h^′)^∗ ⊂ (g/h)^∗. Then ad^∗(g/h^′)^∗ ⊂ ad^∗(g/h)^∗, so we may assume that h is a maximal subalgebra of g for which h ≠ g. If ad^∗(g/h)^∗ ≠ g^∗, there is some nonzero ξ_0 ∈ g such that

⟨ξ_0, ad^∗_{ξ1} η^′⟩ = 0, ∀ξ_1 ∈ g, η^′ ∈ (g/h)^∗ (5.1)

Let B denote the set of ξ_0 which satisfy (5.1). Then if ξ_0 ∈ B, for any ξ_1 ∈ g and η^′ ∈ (g/h)^∗ we have

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 23

⟨ad_{ξ1} ξ_0, η^′⟩ = 0 ⇐⇒ ad_{ξ1} ξ_0 ∈ h. (5.2)

Suppose first that ξ_0 /∈ h. Then h^′ = Cξ_0 ⊕ h is a Lie subalgebra of g. Since h is maximal, h^′ = g. It follows from (5.2) that h is a nontrivial ideal of g, which contradicts the assumption that g is simple. Hence ξ_0 ∈ h, so we have B ⊂ h.

For any ξ_1 ∈ g, we have the decomposition ξ_1 = ξ^h_1 + ξ^{h⊥}_1 , where ξ^h_1 ∈ h and ξ^{h⊥}_1 ∈ h^⊥. Note that ad_{ξh}⊥_1 ξ_0 = −ad_{ξ0} ξ^{h⊥}_1 ∈ h^⊥ since h^⊥ = (g/h)^∗ is a representation of h. But ad_{ξh}⊥_1 ξ_0 ∈ h by (5.2), so that ad_{ξh}⊥_1 ξ_0 ∈ h ∩ h^⊥ and we have ad_{ξh}⊥_1 ξ_0 = 0. Hence

ad_{ξ1} ξ_0 = ad_ξh_1 ξ_0 + ad_{ξh}⊥_1 ξ_0 = ad_ξh_1 ξ_0.

We claim that for any ξ_2 ∈ g and η^′ ∈ (g/h)^∗, ⟨ad_{ξ1} ξ_0, ad^∗_{ξ2} η^′⟩ = 0, so by definition ad_{ξ1} ξ_0 ∈ B. Hence B is a nontrivial ideal since B ≠ 0 and B ⊂ h, which is impossible.

We have ⟨ad_ξh_1 ξ_0, ad^∗_{ξ2} η^′⟩ = −⟨ξ_0, ad^∗_{[ξ}h_{1 ,ξ2]}η^′⟩ − ⟨ξ_0, ad^∗_{ξ2} ad^∗_ξh_1 η^′⟩.

The first term above is zero since ξ_0 ∈ B. The second term is also zero since ad^∗_{ξh1} η^′ ∈ (g/h)^∗, since (g/h)^∗ is a representation of h.

Remark 5.3. Lemma 5.2 remains true if g is semisimple and h does not contain any simple component of g.

Proof of Theorem 1.4 for semisimple G: First we assume G is semisimple. Since G acts almost effectively on G/H, h does not contain any simple component of g, so the conclusion of Lemma 5.2 holds. Fix a basis {ξ_1, . . . , ξ_n} of g and a corresponding dual basis {ξ^′_1, . . . , ξ^′_n} of g^∗ (relative to the Killing form), such that ξ_1, . . . , ξ_h is a basis

24 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

of h. By Lemma 4.2, it suffices to construct a G-invariant, G-chiral horizontal element α ∈ W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G/H) satisfying L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α = β^ξ ⊗ 1 for all ξ ∈ g.

In order to study G/H as a G-space under left multiplication, it is convenient to regard G as a G × H-space, on which G acts on the left and H acts on the right. The right H-action induces compatible actions of H and sh[t] on Q^′(G) which commute with the actions of G and sg[t] coming from the left G-action. By Lemma 3.9 of [13], the projection π : G → G/H induces an isomorphism of vertex algebras π^∗ : Q^′(G/H)) → Q^′(G)_{H−bas}. Moreover, by declaring that H and sh[t] act trivially on W(g), we may extend the actions of H and sh[t] to W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G). We identify the complexes W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G/H) and W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G)_{H−bas} and regard W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G/H)_{H−bas} as a subcomplex of W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G). Thus in order to prove Theorem 1.4, it suffices to find a G-invariant, G-chiral horizontal element α ∈ W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G)_{H−bas} satisfying L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α = β^ξ ⊗ 1 for all ξ ∈ g. In order to deal with all the operators L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 simultaneously, it is convenient to define a new operator

L : W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G) → g ⊗ W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G)

sending ω → ξ_k ⊗L^{tot}_{ξk} ∘_1 ω. Clearly L is G-equivariant, and the condition L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α = β^ξ ⊗1 for all ξ ∈ g is equivalent to L(α) = ξ_k ⊗ β^{ξk} ⊗ 1.

Let f ∈ C^∞(G) be a smooth function, and fix ζ ∈ g, ξ ∈ g, and η^′ ∈ g^∗. Then for k = 1, . . . , n we have L^{tot}_{ξk} ∘_1 (β^ζ b^ξc^{η′} ⊗ f) = L^W_{ξk} ∘_1 (β^ζ b^ξc^{η′} ⊗ f) = β^ζ ⊗ ⟨[ξ_k, ξ], η^′⟩f = β^ζ ⊗ ⟨ξ_k, ad^∗_ξ η^′⟩f. (5.3)

By Lemma 5.2, there exist elements χ_i ∈ g and η^′_i ∈ (g/h)^∗ for which ad^∗_{χi} η^′_i = ξ^′_i, for i = 1, . . . , n. Then L^{tot}_{ξk} ∘_1 ( ∑ i β^{ξi} b^{χi} c^{η′i} ⊗ 1) = β^{ξi} ⊗ ⟨ξ_k, ξ^′_i⟩ = β^{ξk} ⊗ 1,

so that L( ∑ i β^{ξi} b^{χi} c^{η′i} ⊗ 1) = ξ_k ⊗ β^{ξk} ⊗ 1. (5.4)

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 25

However, ∑ i β^{ξi} b^{χi} c^{η′i} ⊗ 1 is not G-invariant. We seek a G-invariant element

α_0 = ∑ j,k,l β^{ξj} b^{ξk} c^{ξ′l} ⊗ f_{jkl}

which also satisfies (5.4).

We will construct α_0 using the connections one-forms coming from both the left and right actions of G on itself, which we denote by θ^{ξ′} , θ̄^{ξ′} , respectively, for ξ^′ ∈ g^∗. We denote the sg[t]-algebra structure on Q^′(G) coming from the right G-action by (ξ, η) → L̄_ξ + ῑ_η. Evaluating the functions ι_ξ ∘_0 θ̄^{ξ′} and ῑ_ξ ∘_0 θ^{ξ′} at the identity e ∈ G, we have

ι_ξ ∘_0 θ̄^{ξ′} |_e = ⟨ξ, ξ^′⟩ = ῑ_ξ ∘_0 θ^{ξ′} |_e. (5.5)

Define α_0 = ∑ i,j,k,l β^{ξj} b^{ξk} c^{ξ′l} ⊗ ῑ_{ξi} (θ^{ξ′j} )ῑ_{χi} (θ^{ξ′k} )ι_{ξl} (θ̄^{η′i} ). Clearly α_0 is G-invariant, and α_0|_e = ∑ i β^{ξi} b^{χi} c^{η′i} ⊗ 1, by (5.5). Acting by L we see that (L(α_0))|_e = ξ_k ⊗ β^{ξk} ⊗ 1. Finally, since α_0 is G-invariant and the operator L is G-equivariant, it follows that L(α_0) = ξ_k ⊗ β^{ξk} ⊗ 1 at every point of G, as desired.

Our next step is to correct α_0 to make it G-chiral horizontal without destroying Ginvariance or condition (5.4). Note that for r ≥ 0,

ι^{tot}_{ξt} ∘_r α_0 = b^{ξt} ∘_r α_0 = δ_{r,0} ∑ i,j,k β^{ξj} b^{ξk} ⊗ ῑ_{ξi} (θ^{ξ′j} )ῑ_{χi} (θ^{ξ′k} )ι_{ξt} (θ̄^{η′i} ).

Let α_1 = − ∑ i,j,k,l β^{ξj} b^{ξk} ⊗ ῑ_{ξi} (θ^{ξ′j} )ῑ_{χi} (θ^{ξ′k} )ι_{ξl} (θ̄^{η′i} )θ^{ξ′l} . An OPE calculation shows that for r ≥ 0 L^{tot}_{ξt} ∘_r α_1 = 0, ι^{tot}_{ξt} ∘_r α_1 = −δ_{r,0} ∑ i,j,k β^{ξj} b^{ξk} ⊗ ῑ_{ξi} (θ^{ξ′j} )ῑ_{χi} (θ^{ξ′k} )ι_{ξt} (θ̄^{η′i} ). (5.6)

Let α = α_0 + α_1. It follows from (5.6) that α is G-invariant, G-chiral horizontal, and satisfies L(α) = ξ_k ⊗ β^{ξk} ⊗ 1.

We need to correct α so that it lies in W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G)_{H−bas}, without destroying the above properties. First, we claim that α_0 is already H-chiral horizontal. This is clear since

26 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

α is a sum of terms of the form β^{ξj} b^{ξk} c^{ξ′l} ⊗f_{jkl} where f_{jkl} ∈ C^∞(G), and ῑ_ξ∘_r lowers degree and only acts on the second factor of W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G) for ξ ∈ h.

Second, we claim that α_1 is H-chiral horizontal as well. First note that for ξ ∈ h, ῑ_ξ∘_r acts by derivations on Q^′(G) for all r ≥ 0, so it suffices to show that it acts by zero on each term of the form ῑ_{ξi} (θ^{ξ′j} ), ῑ_{χi} (θ^{ξ′k} ) and ι_{ξl} (θ̄^{η′i} )θ^{ξ′l} . Clearly ῑ_ξ∘_r acts by zero on ῑ_{ξi} (θ^{ξ′j} ) and ῑ_{χi} (θ^{ξ′k} ) since these terms have degree 0 and ῑ_ξ∘_r has degree −1. Next, note that for each η^′_i ∈ (g/h)^∗ we have ι_{ξl} (θ̄^{η′i} )θ^{ξ′l} = θ̄^{η′i} . which can be checked by applying ι_η, η ∈ g/h to both sides. Since ῑ_ξ ∘_r θ̄^{η′i} = 0 for all ξ ∈ h and η^′_i ∈ (g/h)^∗, the claim follows.

Finally, if α is not H-invariant, we can make it H-invariant by averaging it over H, that is, we take α^′ =^1_{|H|} ∫ H hα dμ, where dμ is the Haar measure on H. Since the G and H actions commute, α^′ is G-invariant and G-chiral horizontal, and L(α^′) = ξ_k ⊗ β^{ξk} ⊗ 1. Moreover, since α is H-chiral horizontal, it follows that hα is still H-chiral horizontal for all h ∈ H, so α^′ is H-chiral horizontal as well. Since α^′ is H-invariant and lives in W(g)[2] ⊗ Q^′(G)[0], α^′ is in fact H-chiral invariant, so that α^′ ∈ W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G)_{H−bas}, as desired.

Proof of Theorem 1.4 for general G: As in Lemma 1.9, let G̃ be a finite cover of G of the form K × T , where K is semisimple and T is a torus. Then

H^∗_G(Q^′(G/H)) ∼= H^∗_{G̃}(Q^′(G/H)) ∼= H^∗_{G̃}(Q^′(G̃/H̃)).

Here H̃ is the inverse image of H under the projection G̃ → G, which is a finite cover of H. Hence without loss of generality we may assume that G is already of the form K × T .

Since G acts almost effectively on G/H, H ∩ T is finite, and since T and H commute, H is a normal subgroup of HT . The group HT/H is a torus, which we denote by T^′. The natural map T → T^′ is a finite cover, and we have a principal T^′-bundle G/H → G/HT .

Since K is semisimple and K acts almost effectively on G/HT ∼= (K × T )/HT ∼= K/(HT ∩ K),

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 27

we can apply Theorem 1.4 in the semisimple case; there exists a K-chiral horizontal, Kinvariant element α ∈ W(k) ⊗ Q^′(G/HT ) such that L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α = β^ξ ⊗ 1 for ξ ∈ k.

Since G/H is a T^′-bundle over G/HT , the projection G/H → G/HT induces an isomorphism Q^′(G/HT ) → Q^′(G/H)_T ′_{−bas}. Hence we have an injection W(k) ⊗ Q^′(G/HT ) → W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G/H). Let α_K denote the image of α under this map. Clearly α_K is invariant under L^{G/H}_η ∘_r and ι^{G/H}_η ∘_r for η ∈ t and r ≥ 0 because α_K is a sum of terms of the form α_i ⊗ ω_i with ω_i ∈ Q^′(G/H)_T ′_{−bas}. Similarly, L^W_η ∘_r and ι^W_η ∘_r act trivially on α_K for η ∈ t and r ≥ 0 since each α_i does not depend on b^η, c^{η′} , β^η, γ^{η′} for η ∈ t^′, η^′ ∈ (t^′)^∗. Hence α_K is T^′-chiral basic. If α_K is not T -invariant, we can make it T -invariant by averaging it over the finite group Γ = Ker(T → T^′).

Clearly α_K is G-chiral horizontal and G-invariant, and satisfies L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α_K = β^ξ ⊗1 for ξ ∈ k and L^{tot}_η ∘_1α_K = 0 for η ∈ t. We will construct another element α_T ∈ W(g)⊗Q^′(G/H) which is G-invariant, G-chiral horizontal, and satisfies L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α_T = 0 for ξ ∈ k and L^{tot}_η ∘_1 α_T = β^η ⊗ 1 for η ∈ t. Then α_K + α_T satisfies all the conditions of Lemma 4.2.

Since H ∩T is finite, the action of T on G/H is locally free. Then there are connection forms θ^{η′} ∈ Ω^1(G/H) satisfying ι_ηθ^{η′} = ⟨η^′, η⟩. Let Γ^{η′} = g ∘_0 θ^{η′} , which has degree zero and weight one. Let η_i be an orthonormal basis of t (relative to the Killing form), and define α = β^{ηi} ⊗ Γ^{η′i} . Clearly α is T -invariant, T -chiral horizontal, and satisfies L^{tot}_η ∘_1 α = β^η for η ∈ t. Since K and T commute, we can average α over K without destroying the above properties to make it G-invariant.

We claim that α is in fact G-chiral horizontal. It is enough to check this in local coordinates γ^i on G/H. For ξ^′ ∈ k^∗, Γ^{ξ′} is of the form f^k∂γ^k, where the f^k are smooth functions. Similarly, for each ξ ∈ k, the vertex operator ι^{G/H}_ξ is locally of the form f^kb^k. Hence Γ^{ξ′} commutes with ι^{G/H}_ξ . Since α does not depend on c^{ξ′} for ξ^′ ∈ k^∗, it follows that α commutes with b^ξ for ξ ∈ k. Hence ι^{tot}_ξ = b^ξ + ι^{G/H}_ξ commutes with α for ξ ∈ k, as claimed.

However, α need not satisfy L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α = 0 for ξ ∈ k. The last step is to correct α so that this property holds. Let α_T = α + θ^{ξi}_S L^{tot}_{ξi} ∘_1 α,

28 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

where i runs over a basis of k. An OPE calculation using the fact that L^W_{ξk} ∘_1 θ^{ξi}_S = −δ_{i,k} shows that L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α_T = 0 for ξ ∈ k. Finally, since L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 and L^{tot}_η ∘_1 commute for ξ ∈ k and η ∈ t, it follows that for all η ∈ t we have

L^{tot}_η ∘_1 (θ^{ξi}_S L^{tot}_{ξi} ∘_1 α) = θ^{ξi}_S L^{tot}_{ξi} ∘_1 (L^{tot}_η ∘_1 α) = θ^{ξi}_S L^{tot}_{ξi} ∘_1 (β^η ⊗ 1) = 0.

Thus L^{tot}_η ∘_1 α_T = L^{tot}_η ∘_1 α = β^η ⊗ 1, as desired.

5.1. Finite-dimensionality of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) for compact M

The subspace W(g)^p[n] ⊂ W(g) of degree p and weight n is finite-dimensional, so H^p_G(C)[n] is finite-dimensional for all p ∈ Z and n ≥ 0. Similarly, since G/H is compact for any closed subgroup H ⊂ G, Theorem 1.4 implies that H^p_G(Q^′(G/H))[n] is finitedimensional for all p, n. In this section, we show that if we replace G/H with an arbitrary compact M, H^p_G(Q^′(M))[n] is finite-dimensional for all p, n as well. This generalizes a well-known classical result in the case n = 0. Hence the generating function χ(G, M) = ∑ p,n dim H^p_G(Q^′(M))[n] z^pq^n

is a well-defined invariant of the G-manifold M.

Lemma 5.4. If M has a finite cover {U_1, . . . , U_m} of G-invariant open sets, such that dim H^p_G(Q^′(U_{i1} ∩ · · · ∩ U_{ik} ))[n] < ∞, for each p, n and for fixed indices i_1, . . . , i_k, then H^p(Q^′(M))[n] is finite-dimensional.

Proof: This is the standard generalized Mayer-Vietoris argument by induction on m. If m = 1, there is nothing to prove. For m = 2, this is the usual Mayer-Vietoris argument. Put V = U_1 ∪ · · · ∪ U_{m−1}. Then we have

· · · → H^{p−1}_G (Q^′(V ∩ U_m)) → H^p_G(Q^′(M)) → H^p_G(Q^′(V )) ⊕ H^p_G(Q^′(U_m)) → · · · ,

which we restrict to a given weight n. By inductive hypothesis, H^p_G(Q^′(V ))[n] and H^p_G(Q^′(U_m))[n] are finite-dimensional, so the third term is finite dimensional. Note that

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 29

V ∩ U_m is covered by the open sets U_i ∩ U_m, i = 1, . . . , m − 1, and their multiple intersections also have finite-dimensional cohomology at fixed p, n. Since there are m − 1 such open sets, the inductive hypothesis can be applied again. Thus the first term is also finite-dimensional, implying that the second term is finite-dimensional as well.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose the G-manifold M is a fiber bundle whose general fiber is G/H. If M is compact, then H^p_G(Q^′(M))[n] is finite-dimensional.

Proof: Choose a local trivializing cover of the bundle, which we can further refine to a good cover on the base M/G, i.e., each multiple intersection of open sets is a ball B. The preimage under M → M/G of each multiple intersection of the open sets is equivariantly diffeomorphic to G/H × B. So we can cover M by finitely many open sets whose multiple intersections are equivariantly contractible to G/H. Since H^p_G(Q^′(G/H))[n] is finite-dimensional for each p, n, the claim follows by the preceding lemma.

Given a closed subgroup H ⊂ G, let M_{(H)} denote the subset of M consisting of points with isotropy group conjugate to H. M_{(H)} is a closed submanifold of M, which may be regarded as a G/H-fiber bundle over the manifold M_{(H)}/G. By the preceding lemma, H^p_G(Q^′(M_{(H)}))[n] is finite-dimensional for each p, n.

Theorem 5.6. Suppose M is compact. Then H^p_G(Q^′(M))[n] is finite-dimensional.

Proof: Since M is compact, there are only finitely many conjugacy classes (H) for which M_{(H)} is nonempty. For dim H > 0, each such M_{(H)} has a G-invariant tubular neighborhood U_{(H)} which is equivariantly contractible to M_{(H)}. M has a finite cover consisting of the U_{(H)} together with the open set U of points with finite isotropy group. Without loss of generality we can shrink each U_{(H)} so it contains only two orbit types: (H) and (e).

By homotopy invariance, H^∗_G(Q^′(U_{(H)})) = H^∗_G(Q^′(M_{(H)})), which is finite-dimensional at each p, n. The action of G on U is locally free so H^∗_G(Q^′(U))_+ = 0. Since the multiple intersections of the U_{(H)} all lie in U, they also have no higher-weight cohomology. It follows from Lemma 5.4 that for n > 0, H^p_G(Q^′(M))[n] is finite-dimensional for all p. For n = 0, the finite-dimensionality of H^∗_G(Q^′(M))[0] = H^p_G(M) is classical.

30 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

6. The Structure of H^∗_G(Q(M))

For any G-manifold M, Theorem 1.5 gives a complete description of H^∗_G(Q(M)) relative to the family of vertex algebras H^∗_K (C) for connected normal subgroups K ⊂ G. In particular, this result shows that H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ is only sensitive to Ker(G → Diff(M)), and in contrast to H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+, it carries no other geometric information about M.

Proof of Theorem 1.5: We may assume that G acts almost effectively on M. As usual, we need to show that the operator L^{tot}∘_1 coming from the quasi-conformal structure on H^∗_G(Q(M)) acts by zero. By Lemma 4.2, it is enough to construct a chiral horizontal, G-invariant element α ∈ W(g) ⊗ Q(M) for which L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α = β^ξ ⊗ 1 for all ξ ∈ g. Since M can be covered by G-invariant open sets of the form G ×_H V for some closed subgroup H ⊂ G and some H-module V , it is enough to construct α ∈ W(g) ⊗ Q(G ×_H V ) for any H and V , by Lemma 4.3 and Remark 4.4. Unlike the functor H^∗_G(Q^′(−)), H^∗_G(Q(−)) is not a homotopy invariant, and in general H^∗_G(Q(G ×_H V )) ≠ H^∗_G(Q(G/H)).

Fix M = G ×_H V , and assume that G acts almost effectively on M. Note that the action of G on the zero-section G/H ⊂ M need not be almost effective. Let K = Ker(G → Diff(G/H)), and suppose first that K is finite. Then by Theorem 1.4, there exists α ∈ W(g)⊗Q^′(G/H) which we can pull back to α ∈ W(g)⊗Q^′(M) ⊂ W(g)⊗Q(M) with the same properties.

So assume that K has positive dimension, and let K_0 denote the identity component. By Lemma 1.9, we may assume that G is of the form G_1 × · · · × G_k × T , where the G_i are simple and T is a torus. Any connected normal subgroup of G splits, so K_0 is a product of a subset of the G_i and a subtorus T^′ ⊂ T . Hence we may write G = K_0 × N for some N. Likewise, since K_0 is also a normal subgroup of H, we may write H = K_0 × L. Then M = (K_0 × N) ×_{K0×L} V = N ×_L V, where N acts on the left and K_0 acts only on the factor V , and the actions of K_0 and L on V commute. Let n denote the Lie algebra of N. Clearly Ker(N → Diff(N/L)) is finite, so by the proof of Theorem 1.4 there exists an N-invariant, N-chiral horizontal element α_N ∈ W(n) ⊗ Q^′(N/L) such that

L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α_N = β^ξ ⊗ 1

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 31

for ξ ∈ n. Since K_0 acts trivially on W(n)⊗Q^′(N/L), we can lift α_N to a G-chiral horizontal G-invariant element, also denoted by α_N , in W(n) ⊗ Q^′(N ×_L V ) ⊂ W(g) ⊗ Q^′(N ×_L V ) via the map induced by the projection map N ×_L V → N/L such that L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α_N = β^ξ ⊗ 1 for ξ ∈ n. We can view this element as lying in W(g) ⊗ Q(N ×_L V ).

On the other hand, the linear action of K_0 on V is faithful because the action of G on M is almost effective. Thus there exists a K_0-chiral horizontal, K_0-invariant element α_K ∈ W(k) ⊗ Q(V ) such that L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α_K = β^ξ ⊗ 1 for ξ ∈ k. Now L acts only on the Q(V ) factor and it commutes with K_0 action. Thus by averaging over L, we may assume that α_K is L-invariant, and still satisfies the same equation.

Recall from (4.3) that α_K = β^{ξi} ⊗ Γ^{ξi} − β^{ξi} b^{ξj} ⊗ ι_{ξj} ∘_0 Γ^{ξi} , where Γ^{ξi} = β^{ρ(ξi )(xk )}γ^{x′k} . Clearly Γ^{ξi} is itself L-invariant (because the action of L on x_i and dual action on x^′_i amounts to only a change of basis in V .) Now observe that any L-invariant element of Q(V ) can be regarded as a global section in Q(N ×_L V ). (This is clear by covering the bundle by open sets U × V where U ⊂ N/L, and the observing that the transition functions are elements of L.) The element α_K is now N-chiral horizontal and N-invariant in W(g) ⊗ Q(N ×_L V ) and satisfies L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α_K = 0 for ξ ∈ n.

Finally, α = α_N + α_K is G-chiral horizontal, G-invariant, and satisfies

L^{tot}_ξ ∘_1 α = β^ξ ⊗ 1

for all ξ ∈ g = k ⊕ n. This completes the proof that H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ = 0.

6.1. The ideal property of H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ and H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+

An ideal in a vertex algebra A is a linear subspace which is closed under α∘_n and ∘_nα for all n ∈ Z and α ∈ A. As usual, if f : A → B is a vertex algebra homomorphism and I ∈ B is an ideal, then f^{−1}(I) is an ideal of A.

Lemma 6.1. For any G, H^∗_G(C)_+ is an ideal of H^∗_G(C).

Proof: Let V be a faithful representation of G, and consider the chiral Chern-Weil map κ_G : H^∗_G(C) → H^∗_G(Q(V )). At weight zero, this is the identity map S(g^∗)^G → S(g^∗)^G

32 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

and it vanishes beyond weight zero because H^∗_G(Q(V ))_+ = 0. Hence H^∗_G(C)_+ = Ker(κ_G), which is clearly an ideal.

In view of Theorem 1.5 and the preceding lemma, it is immediate that H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ is an ideal of H^∗_G(Q(M)) for any M.

Theorem 6.2. For any G and M, H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ is an ideal of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)).

Proof: Under the map ϕ : H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) → H^∗_G(Q(M)) induced by the inclusion Q^′(M) → Q(M), we have H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ = ϕ^{−1}(H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+), which is an ideal since H^∗_G(Q(M))_+ is an ideal of H^∗_G(Q(M)).

7. The Structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M))

In contrast to H^∗_G(Q(M)), H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) typically contains nontrivial geometric information about M beyond weight zero. Our goal in this section is to give a relative description of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) in terms of the vertex algebras H^∗_K (C) for connected normal subgroups K ⊂ G, together with certain geometric data about M. We will focus on three special cases: G simple, G = G_1 × G_2 where G_1, G_2 are simple, and G abelian. We first describe H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) as a linear space using Mayer-Vietoris sequences together with Theorem 1.4, and then describe the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)).

Let A = ⨁ n≥0 A[n] and B = ⨁ n≥0 B[n] be weight graded vertex algebras, and let f : A → B be a weight-preserving vertex algebra homomorphism. Assume that A_+ = ⨁ n>0 A[n] is an ideal of A.

Lemma 7.1. Suppose that the restriction of f to A_+ is injective. Then the vertex algebra structure of A is uniquely determined by the ring structure of (A[0], ∘_{−1}), the homomorphism f, and the vertex algebra structure of B.

Proof: We need to describe the map ∘_n : A[i] ⊗ A[j] → A[i + j − n − 1] (7.1)

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 33

for all i, j ≥ 0 and n ≤ i+j −1 in terms of the above data. First, suppose that n = i+j −1. Since A_+ is an ideal, it follows that (7.1) is zero unless i = j = 0 and n = −1, which is known by hypothesis. So we may assume that n < i + j − 1.

Let a ∈ A[i] and b ∈ A[j], and suppose that either i > 0 or j > 0. Since A_+ is an ideal, a ∘_n b ∈ A_+. Since f : A_+ → B_+ is injective, f is an isomorphism of A_+ onto its image B^′_+ ⊂ B_+, and the inverse map f^{−1} : B^′_+ → A_+ is well-defined. It follows that

a ∘_n b = f^{−1}(f(a) ∘_n f(b)),

which is determined by f and the vertex algebra structure of B.

Finally, suppose that i = j = 0 and n ≤ −2. Then a ∘_n b ∈ A_+, so as above, we have a ∘_n b = f^{−1}(f(a) ∘_n f(b)).

We will apply Lemma 7.1 in the case where A = H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) and B is another vertex algebra whose structure is known, to determine the vertex algebra structure on H^∗_G(Q^′(M)).

7.1. The case where G is simple

Let G be simple and let M be a G-manifold. The inclusion i : M^G → M induces a map i^∗ : H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) → H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G)) (7.2)

on chiral equivariant cohomology, whose restriction to the weight zero subspace H^∗_G(Q^′(M))[0] coincides with the classical map i^∗ : H^∗_G(M) → H^∗_G(M^G).

Proof of Theorem 1.6: We may assume that M^G is non-empty. Let U_0 be a Ginvariant tubular neighborhood of M^G and let U_1 = M \ M^G. It suffices to show that H^∗_G(Q^′(U_1))_+ = 0 and H^∗_G(Q^′(U_0 ∩ U_1))_+ = 0. In this case, we have H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ = H^∗_G(Q^′(U_0 ∪ U_1))_+, and since H^∗_G(Q^′(U_0))_+ ∼= H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G))_+ by homotopy invariance, the claim follows from a Mayer-Vietoris argument.

For each point x ∈ U_1, the isotropy group G_x has positive codimension in G since G is connected. Let U_x be a G-invariant neighborhood of the orbit Gx, which we may take to be a vector bundle of the form G ×_{Gx} V whose zero-section is Gx.

34 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

By Theorem 1.4, there exists a G-invariant, G-chiral horizontal element α_x ∈ W(g) ⊗ Q^′(G/G_x) satisfying (4.2). Via the projection U_x → Gx, this pulls back to an element α_{Ux} ∈ W(g)⊗Q^′(U_x) satisfying the same conditions. Using a G-invariant partition of unity as in Lemma 4.3, we can glue the α_{Ux} together to obtain α ∈ W(g) ⊗ Q^′(U_1) satisfying these conditions as well. It follows that H^∗_G(Q^′(U_1))_+ = 0. Finally, the same argument shows that H^∗_G(Q^′(U_0 ∩ U_1))_+ = 0.

Next, let A = H^∗_G(Q^′(M)), B = H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G)), and let f : A → B be the map i^∗ given by (7.2). The hypothesis of Lemma 7.1 is satisfied, and the ring structure of (H^∗_G(Q^′(M))[0], ∘_{−1}) coincides with the ring structure of (H^∗_G(M), ∪), which is classical. As a vertex algebra, H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G)) ∼= H^∗_G(C) ⊗ H^∗(M^G) where H^∗(M^G) is regarded as a vertex algebra in which all products except ∘_{−1} are trivial. By Lemma 7.1, this determines the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) uniquely.

Note that H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ = H^∗_G(C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(M^G) may alternatively be described as

H^∗_G(C)_+ ⊗_{S(g}∗_)G H^∗_G(M^G). (7.3)

The tensor product above is defined by the obvious relation (a ∘_{−1} b) ⊗ c = a ⊗ (b ∘_{−1} c). Given α ∈ H^∗_G(C)_+ and ω ∈ H^∗_G(M), it follows from Theorem 1.6 that

κ_G(α) ∘_{−1} ω = α ⊗ i^∗(ω) ∈ H^∗_G(C)_+ ⊗_{S(g}∗_)G H^∗_G(M^G).

Similarly, given ω, ν ∈ H^∗(M^G), α ⊗ ω and α ⊗ ν lie in H^∗_G(C) ⊗ H^∗(M^G), and (α ⊗ ω) ∘_{−1} (α ⊗ ν) = (α ∘_{−1} α) ⊗ (ω ∪ ν). Hence both the classical restriction map i^∗ and the ring structure of H^∗(M^G) are encoded in the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)).

7.2. Chiral equivariant cohomology of spheres

In this section we prove Theorem 1.7. Let G be a compact, connected Lie group. A G-manifold M is said to be equivariantly formal if the spectral sequence of the fibration M → (M × E)/G → E/G

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 35

collapses. If M is equivariantly formal, the map i^∗ : H^∗_G(M) → H^∗_G(M^G) is injective, and H^∗_G(M) ∼= H^∗(M) ⊗ H^∗_G(pt) as a module over H^∗_G(pt). Moreover, if M is G-equivariantly formal, M is also K-equivariantly for any closed subgroup K ⊂ G. The following result of [9] gives a useful criterion for equivariant formality.

Theorem 7.2. (Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson) If the homology H_∗(M, R) can be represented by G-invariant cycles, M is equivariantly formal.

The next theorem we will need is an immediate consequence of results in [16][17] which describe the fixed-point sets of group actions on disks.

Theorem 7.3. (Oliver) Let F be a finite CW -complex. If G is semisimple, there exists a smooth action of G on a closed disk D with fixed point set D^G having the homotopy type of F . If G is a torus, there exists such an action if and only if F is Z-acyclic.

If G acts smoothly on an n-dimensional disk D, we may glue together two copies of D along their boundaries to obtain a smooth action of G on the sphere S^n. It is immediate from Theorem 7.2 that a G-sphere is equivariantly formal if and only if it has a G-fixed point. This allows us to construct compact G-manifolds which have the same classical equivariant cohomology, but distinct chiral equivariant cohomology.

Proof of Theorem 1.7: Let G be simple, and let F be a CW -complex with 3 zero-cells and no higher-dimensional cells. Choose an n-dimensional disk D with a smooth G-action such that D^G has the homotopy type of F . Let S_0 be the copy of S^n obtained by gluing together two copies of D along their boundaries. Note that each connected component C of D^G gives rise to one component of S^G_0 (if C ∩ ∂D ≠ ∅), or two components of S^G_0 (if C ∩ ∂D_0 = ∅). Hence 3 ≤ c_0 ≤ 6, where c_0 is the number of components of S^G_0 .

Given x ∈ S^G_0 , we can find a G-invariant ball B_0 ⊂ S_0 containing x, which intersects exactly one component of S^G_0 . By removing B_0 from two copies of S_0 and then gluing them together along their boundaries, we obtain an n-dimensional G-sphere S_1 such that S^G_1 has either 2c_0 − 2 components (if ∂B ∩ S^G_0 = ∅) or 2c_0 − 1 components (if ∂B ∩ S^G_0 ≠ ∅). We continue this process as follows. Assume that n-dimensional G-spheres S_0, S_1, . . . , S_{i−1} have been defined. Let B_{i−1} ⊂ S_{i−1} be a G-invariant ball intersecting

36 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

exactly one component of S^G_{i−1}. Define D_i = S_{i−1} \ B_{i−1}, and let S_i be the sphere obtained by gluing two copies of D_i along their boundaries. We thus obtain a sequence of n-dimensional spheres S_0, S_1, S_2, · · · with smooth G-actions, such that the number of fixedpoint components c_0, c_1, c_2, . . . are all distinct. Since c_i = dim H^0(S^G_i ), it is immediate from Theorem 1.6 that the vertex algebras H^∗_G(Q^′(S_i)) are all distinct.

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.7, it remains to show that the classical equivariant cohomology rings H^∗_G(S_i) are all isomorphic to H^∗_G(pt)[ω]/(ω^2). Let T be a maximal torus of G, and let W be the Weyl group, so that H^∗_G(S_i) = H^∗_T (S_i)^W .

By Theorem 7.3, D^T_i is acyclic, and by a Mayer-Vietoris argument, S^T_i has the homology type of a k-dimensional sphere for some k < n. In particular, dim H^∗(S^T_i ) = 2. Next, we claim that S^T_i is connected, so that k ≥ 1. To see this, note first that D^T_i must be connected, since D^T_i is acyclic and contains more than two points. It suffices to prove that D^T_i ∩ ∂D_i ≠ ∅. Suppose that D^T_i lies in the interior of D_i, and note that S_i \ D_i must also contain exactly one T -fixed point component. Given a point x ∈ D^T_i , choose a small G-invariant ball B ⊂ D_i containing x. Since x is not an isolated T -fixed point, we may assume (by taking B sufficiently small) that D^T_i ∩ ∂B ≠ ∅. But S_i \ B is then a G-invariant disk with more than one T -fixed point component, which is impossible by Theorem 7.2.

Since S_i is G-equivariantly formal (and hence T -equivariantly formal), the map

i^∗ : H^∗_T (S_i) → H^∗_T (S^T_i ) = H^∗(S^T_i ) ⊗ H^∗_T (pt) (7.4)

is injective, and H^∗_T (S_i) ∼= H^∗(S_i)⊗H^∗_T (pt). As an H^∗_T (pt)-module, H^∗_T (S_i) has generators 1 and ω of degrees 0 and n, respectively. Since dim H^∗(S^T_i ) = 2, (7.4) becomes an isomorphism after localization along H^∗_T (pt). Letting k be the dimension of S^T_i , since dim H^k(S^T_i ) = 1, we must have i^∗(ω) ∈ H^k(S^T_i ) ⊗ H^∗_T (pt). It follows that i^∗(ω^2) = 0, so ω^2 = 0, and we have a direct sum decomposition H^∗_T (S_i) = H^∗_T (pt) ⊕ H^∗_T (pt)ω. Next, the Weyl group W must preserve the subspace H^∗_T (pt)ω ⊂ H^∗_T (S_i), so we have

H^∗_G(S_i) = H^∗_T (S_i)^W = H^∗_T (pt)^W ⊕ (H^∗_T (pt)ω)^W ,

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 37

which is a free module over H^∗_T (pt)^W = H^∗_G(pt) having generators of degrees 0 and n. Thus H^∗_G(pt)ω contains an element of degree n, which must be ω, so H^∗_G(S_i) ∼= H^∗_G(pt)[ω]/(ω^2) for each i ≥ 1, as claimed.

Next, we give examples of morphisms f : M → N in the category of compact Gmanifolds (that is, smooth G-equivariant maps) for which f^∗ : H^∗_G(N) → H^∗_G(M) is an isomorphism (over Z), but H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) ≠ H^∗_G(Q^′(N)).

Let D_0 be an n-dimensional disk with a smooth G-action for which ∅ ≠ D^G ≠ D, and let S_0 be the corresponding sphere, as above. Fix a point p ∈ S^G_0 , and let U be a G-invariant neighborhood of p equipped with a smooth G-equivariant map ϕ : U → R^n, where G acts linearly on R^n, ϕ(p) = 0, and ϕ maps the closure Ū diffeomorphically onto the disk D_1 = {x ∈ R^n : |x| ≤ 1}. We identify D_1/∂D_1 with another copy of S^n, which we denote by S_1. Note that S_1 is a smooth G-manifold and S^G_1 is a sphere S^k for some 0 ≤ k < n. Let q ∈ S^G_1 be the point which corresponds to ∂D_1 under the projection π : D_1 → S_1, and let g = π ∘ ϕ : U → S_1, which is smooth and G-equivariant. Note that g does not extend to a smooth map S_0 → S_1. However, we can construct a new function f which agrees with g in a neighborhood of p ∈ U, which extends smoothly to all of S_0.

Lemma 7.4. There exists a smooth, G-equivariant map f : S_0 → S_1 such that f = g in a neighborhood of p ∈ U, and f(S_0 \ U) = q. Moreover, f is smoothly (but not equivariantly) homotopic to the identity map S^n → S^n, so f induces isomorphisms in both singular and equivariant cohomology with Z-coefficients.

Proof: As above, we identify U with the open disk D^∘_1 = {(x : |x| < 1}. Let U^′ ⊂ U be a G-invariant neighborhood of ∂U of the form {x ∈ U : 1 − ϵ < |x| ≤ 1}. Clearly g(U^′) is a G-invariant neighborhood of q, which we identify with another open disk D^∘_2 = {y : |y| < 1} equipped with a linear action of G. Note that the radius |y| is a G-invariant function on D_2.

Choose a smooth function h : [0, 1] → [0, 1] such that h(t) = 0 for 0 ≤ t <^1_3 , and h(t) = 1 for 2/3 < t ≤ 1. Define f : U → S_1 by f(x) = g(x)h(|g(x)|) for x ∈ U^′, and f(x) = g(x) for x ∈ U \ U^′. Since h(|y|) is G-invariant, f is G-equivariant and since f = g on a neighborhood of U \ U^′, f is smooth. Moreover, since f maps a neighborhood of ∂U to q (which we have identified with 0 ∈ D_2), f extends to a smooth, G-equivariant

38 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

map S_0 → S_1 sending S_0 \ U → q, as desired. Finally, the fact that f is homotopic to id : S^n → S^n is clear because S_0 \ U is smoothly contractible to a point in S_0.

Theorem 7.5. Suppose that F is a CW -complex consisting of m zero cells and no higherdimensional cells. Let D be a disk with a smooth G-action such that D^G has the homotopy type of F , and let S_0 and S_1 be as above. If m ≥ 3, H^∗_G(Q^′(S_0)) ≠ H^∗_G(Q^′(S_1).

Proof: Since S^G_1 is a k-dimensional sphere for 0 ≤ k < n, we have 1 ≤ dim H^0(S^G_1 ) ≤ 2. Since m ≤ dim H^0(S^G_0 ) ≤ 2m, we have dim H^0(S^G_0 ) > dim H^0(S^G_1 ) for m ≥ 3. The claim then follows from Theorem 1.6.

Even though f : S_0 → S_1 is homotopic to id : S^n → S^n, this result does not contradict Theorem 3.2 because there is no equivariant homotopy between f and id. Thus unlike the classical equivariant cohomology, the functor H^∗_G(Q^′(−)) can distinguish G-manifolds M and N which admit a G-equivariant map which is a homotopy equivalence, as long as M and N are not equivariantly homotopic.

7.3. The case G = G_1 × G_2, where G_1, G_2 are simple

For simple G, Theorem 1.6 describes H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) in terms of H^∗_G(C) together with classical geometric data. In this section, we give a similar description of H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ in the case G = G_1 × G_2, where G_1 and G_2 are simple groups. As in the case of simple G, we first describe H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ as a linear space, and then describe the vertex algebra structure.

Theorem 7.6. Let G_1, G_2 be simple and let G = G_1 × G_2. For any G-manifold M, H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ is linearly isomorphic to

H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ) ⨁ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ) ⨁ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(M^G).

Let U_1, U_2 be G-invariant tubular neighborhoods of M^{G1} , M^{G2} , respectively. If x /∈ U_1 ∪ U_2, its stabilizer G_x contains neither G_1 nor G_2, so H^∗_G(Q^′(G/G_x))_+ = 0.

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 39

A Mayer-Vietoris argument then shows that H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ = H^∗_G(Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+. Since U_1, U_2, and U_1 ∩U_2 are equivariantly contractible to M^{G1} , M^{G2} , and M^G, respectively, we can replace H^∗_G(Q^′(U_1))_+, H^∗_G(Q^′(U_2))_+, and H^∗_G(Q^′(U_1 ∩ U_2))_+ with H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+, H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} ))_+, and H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G))_+ in the Mayer-Vietoris sequence

· · · → H^∗_G(Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+ → H^∗_G(Q^′(U_1))_+ ⊕ H^∗_G(Q^′(U_2))_+ → H^∗_G(Q^′(U_2 ∩ U_2))_+ → · · · ,

obtaining

· · · → H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ → H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+ ⊕ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} ))_+ → H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G))_+ → · · · . (7.5)

Lemma 7.7. The map ϕ : H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+⊕H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} ))_+ → H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G))_+ appearing in (7.5) is surjective. Hence H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ is canonically isomorphic to Ker(ϕ).

Proof: Let i_1 : M^G → M^{G1} , i_2 : M^G → M^{G2} , j_1 : M^{G1} → M, j_2 : M^{G2} → M denote the obvious inclusion maps. First we need to describe each of the spaces H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+, H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} ))_+, and H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G))_+. Since G acts trivially on M^G, H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G))_+ = H^∗_G(C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(M^G), which is isomorphic to

H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G2} (pt)⊗H^∗(M^G) ⨁ H^∗_{G1} (pt)⊗H^∗_{G2} (C)_+⊗H^∗(M^G) ⨁ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G2} (C)_+⊗H^∗(M^G).

Similarly, since G_1 acts trivially on M^{G1} , H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} )) = H^∗_{G1} (C)⊗H^∗_{G2} (Q^′(M^{G1} )). Hence H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+ is isomorphic to

H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ) ⨁ H^∗_{G1} (pt) ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+ ⨁ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+.

Since G_2 is simple, H^∗_{G2} (Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+ = H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(M^G) by Theorem 1.6. Hence H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+ is isomorphic to

H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ) ⨁ H^∗_{G1} (pt)⊗H^∗_{G2} (C)_+⊗H^∗(M^G) ⨁ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G2} (C)_+⊗H^∗(M^G).

Interchanging the roles of G_1 and G_2, we see that H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} ))_+ is isomorphic to

H^∗_{G2} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ) ⨁ H^∗_{G2} (pt)⊗H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗(M^G) ⨁ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗(M^G).

40 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

Next, we need to describe the restriction of ϕ to the various summands of H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+⊕ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} ))_+. Clearly ϕ maps the summand H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ) ⊂ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+ to H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (pt) ⊗ H^∗(M^G) ⊂ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^G))_+,

acting by id⊗i^∗_1. (For this to make sense, we need to identify H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G2} (pt)⊗H^∗(M^G) with H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (pt) ⊗_H∗_{G2 (pt)} H^∗_{G2} (M^G), as in (7.3)). Also, ϕ acts by id on the remaining summands of H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+.

Similarly, ϕ maps the summand H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ) ⊂ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} ))_+ to H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (pt) ⊗ H^∗(M^G), acting by −id ⊗ i^∗_2. Finally, ϕ acts by −id the identity on the remaining summands of H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} ))_+. The surjectivity of ϕ is now apparent.

Proof of Theorem 7.6 : The following notation will be convenient. Since H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+⊕ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} ))_+ decomposes as the direct sum of six subspaces

H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ) ⨁ H^∗_{G1} (pt)⊗H^∗_{G2} (C)_+⊗H^∗(M^G) ⨁ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G2} (C)_+⊗H^∗(M^G) ⨁ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ) ⨁ H^∗_{G2} (pt)⊗H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗(M^G) ⨁ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{G1} (C)_+⊗H^∗(M^G),

an element ω ∈ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} ))_+ ⊕ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} ))_+ can be written uniquely as a 6-tuple (ω_1, . . . , ω_6).

Let α = ∑ i α_i ⊗ ω_i be an arbitrary element of H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ). Via i^∗_1 :

H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ) → H^∗_{G2} (M^G), ω_i → ∑ j p_{ij} ⊗ ν_{ij} ∈ H^∗_{G2} (pt) ⊗ H^∗(M^G) = H^∗_{G2} (M^G). Let

α̃ = ∑ i,j α_i ⊗ p_{ij} ⊗ ν_{ij} ∈ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (pt) ⊗ H^∗(M^G),

and note that (α, 0, 0, 0, α̃, 0) lies in Ker(ϕ) by construction. Since α was arbitrary, the assignment α → (α, 0, 0, 0, α̃, 0) identifies H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ) with a linear subspace of Ker(ϕ). Interchanging the roles of G_1 and G_2, for any α ∈ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ) we can find α̃ ∈ such that (0, α̃, 0, α, 0, 0) ∈ Ker(ϕ). Hence the assignment α → (0, α̃, 0, α, 0, 0) identifies H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ) with another subspace of Ker(ϕ).

Finally, given α ∈ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(M^G), (0, 0, α, 0, 0, α) ∈ Ker(ϕ), so the map α → (0, 0, α, 0, 0, α) identifies H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗H^∗(M^G) with another subspace

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 41

of Ker(ϕ). Clearly these three subspaces of Ker(ϕ) intersect trivially, and account for all of Ker(ϕ). Next, we use Lemma 7.1 to describe the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)).

Taking A = H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) and B = H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} )) ⊕ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} )), and f : A → B the map H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) → H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} )) ⊕ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} )) appearing in (7.5) it is clear that the hypothesis of Lemma 7.1 holds. The ring structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M))[0] = H^∗_G(M) is classical, and the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} )) ⊕ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} )) may be described completely in terms of H^∗_{G1} (C), H^∗_{G2} (C) and classical data because of the identity H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G1} )) ⊕ H^∗_G(Q^′(M^{G2} )) = H^∗_{G1} (C) ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (Q^′(M^{G1} )) ⊕ H^∗_{G2} (C) ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (Q^′(M^{G2} )). Since G_1, G_2 are simple, the vertex algebra structures of both H^∗_{G1} (Q^′(M^{G2} )) and H^∗_{G2} (Q^′(M^{G1} )) are given by Theorem 1.6. By Lemma 7.1, this uniquely determines the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)).

Finally, via the identification of H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+ with H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ) ⨁ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ) ⨁ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(M^G) given by Theorem 7.6, we can now describe all circle products in H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) = H^∗_G(M) ⊕ H^∗_G(Q^′(M))_+. For example,

• Given α ⊗ ω ∈ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ) and η ⊗ ν ∈ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ), (α ⊗ ω) ∘_{−1} (η ⊗ ν) = (α ∘_{−1} η) ⊗ i^∗_1(α) ∪ i^∗_2(ν) ∈ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(M^G).

• Given a ∈ H^∗_G(M) and α ⊗ ω ∈ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ), a ∘_{−1} (α ⊗ ω) = α ⊗ j^∗_1 (a) ∪ ω ∈ H^∗_{G1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ).

• Given a ∈ H^∗_G(M) and α ⊗ ω ∈ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ), a ∘_{−1} (α ⊗ ω) = α ⊗ j^∗_2 (a) ∪ ω ∈ H^∗_{G2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ).

Note that the maps i^∗_1, i^∗_2, j^∗_1 and j^∗_2 , as well as the ring structures of H^∗_{G1} (M^{G2} ), H^∗_{G2} (M^{G1} ), and H^∗_G(M^G) are encoded in the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)). For general G, we expect H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) to depend on the family of vertex algebras H^∗_K (C) for connected normal subgroups K ⊂ G for which M^K is nonempty, together with the rings H^∗_{G/K} (M^K ) and all maps H^∗_{G/K} (M^K ) → H^∗_{G/K′} (M^{K′} ) when K ⊂ K^′.

42 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

7.4. The case where G is a torus T

In this section, we study H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) in the case where G is a torus T . Recall from [13] that H^∗_T (Q^′(M)) can be computed using the small chiral Weil complex C = ⟨γ, c⟩ ⊗ Q^′(M), with differential K(0) ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ d_Q. Here ⟨γ, c⟩ is the subalgebra of W(t) generated by the γ^{ξ′i} , c^{ξ′i} , ξ^′ ∈ t^∗, and K(0) is the chiral Koszul differential. H^∗_T (Q^′(M)) is an abelian vertex algebra, i.e., a supercommutative algebra equipped with a derivation ∂ of degree 0 and weight 1.

First we consider the case T = S^1. As usual, the inclusion i : M^{S1} → M induces a vertex algebra homomorphism i^∗ : H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M)) → H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M^{S1} )) whose restriction to weight zero coincides with the classical map i^∗ : H^∗_{S1} (M) → H^∗_{S1} (M^{S1} ). The next result is analogous to Theorem 1.6 for simple group actions.

Theorem 7.8. (Positive-weight localization for circle actions) For any S^1-manifold M, i^∗ : H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M))_+ → H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M^{S1} ))_+ is an isomorphism of vertex algebra ideals. Hence

H^∗_S1 (Q^′(M))_+ ∼= H^∗_S1 (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(M^{S1} ). (7.6)

Moreover, both the ring structure of H^∗(M^{S1} ) and the map i^∗ : H^∗_{S1} (M) → H^∗_{S1} (M^{S1} ) are encoded in the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_S1 (Q^′(M)).

Proof: Every point in M is either an S^1-fixed point or has a finite isotropy group. If M^{S1} is nonempty, fix an S^1-invariant tubular neighborhood U of M^{S1} , and let V = M \M^{S1} . Since S^1 acts locally freely on V , H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(V ))_+ = 0 = H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(U ∩ V ))_+. By a Mayer-Vietoris argument, H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M))_+ ∼= H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(U))_+, and by homotopy invariance H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(U))_+ ∼= H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M^{S1} ))_+. Finally, since S^1 acts trivially on M^{S1} , we have H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M^{S1} ))_+ ∼= H^∗_{S1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(M^{S1} ).

As for the vertex algebra structure, taking A = H^∗_S1 (Q^′(M)), B = H^∗_S1 (Q^′(M^{S1} )) and f = i^∗, the hypothesis of Lemma 7.1 is clearly satisfied. The ring structure of H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M))[0] = H^∗_{S1} (M) is classical, and H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M^{S1} )) = H^∗_{S1} (C) ⊗ H^∗(M^{S1} )) as a vertex algebra. This determines the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M)). As in the case where G is simple, both the classical restriction map i^∗ and the ring structure of H^∗(M^{S1} ) are encoded in the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M)).

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 43

Recall from Theorem 6.1 of [12] that H^∗_{S1} (C) is just the polynomial algebra C[γ, ∂γ, ∂^2γ, . . .]. Hence H^∗_S1 (C)_+ is the ideal ⟨∂γ, ∂^2γ, · · ·⟩ ⊂ C[γ, ∂γ, ∂^2γ, . . .]. Equivalently, H^∗_S1 (C)_+ may be described as the vertex algebra ideal generated by ∂γ. Thus Theorem 7.8 gives a complete description of H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M)) in terms of classical data.

Example 7.9. M = CP^1, where S^1 has isotropy weights −1, 1 at the fixed points p_0, p_1.

Since M^{S1} = {p_0, p_1}, Theorem 7.8 shows that

H^∗_S1 (Q^′(M))_+ = H^∗_S1 (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗({p_0, p_1}) = H^∗_S1 (C)_+ ⊕ H^∗_S1 (C)_+. (7.7)

It follows that H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M)) is the free abelian vertex algebra generated by H^∗_{S1} (M).

Example 7.10. M = CP^2, where S^1 acts with isotropy weights −1, 0, 1 at the fixed points.

We claim that H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M)) is not the vertex algebra ⟨H^∗_{S1} (M)⟩ generated by the weight zero component. Classically, H^∗_{S1} (M) ∼= C[t, ω]/⟨ω(ω − t)(ω + t)⟩, where ω is the equivariant symplectic form and t is the image of the generator of H^∗_{S1} (pt) under the Chern-Weil map. From this description, it is clear that dim H^2_{S1} (M) = 2. Hence in the vertex subalgebra ⟨H^∗_{S1} (M)⟩ ⊂ H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M)), the subspace of degree 2 and weight 1 can have dimension at most 2. On the other hand, M^{S1} consists of three isolated fixed points, so H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M))_+ = H^∗_{S1} (C)_+ ⊕ H^∗_{S1} (C)_+ ⊕ H^∗_{S1} (C)_+ by Theorem 7.8. In particular, dim H^2_S1 (Q^′(M))[1] = 3, so it must contain elements that do not lie in ⟨H^∗_S1 (M)⟩.

Theorem 7.11. For any S^1-manifold M, H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M)) is generated as a vertex algebra by H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M))[0] ⊕ H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M))[1].

Proof: Fix a basis {α_i| i ∈ I} of H^∗(M^{S1} ). Consider the collection

C = {∂γ ⊗ α_i| i ∈ I} ⊂ H^∗_S1 (C)[1] ⊗ H^∗(M^{S1} ),

and let ⟨C⟩ denote the vertex subalgebra of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) generated by C. Since

i^∗ : H^∗_S1 (Q^′(M)) → H^∗_S1 (Q^′(M^{S1} )) ∼= H^∗_S1 (C) ⊗ H^∗(M^{S1} )

44 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

preserves ∂, it follows that (∂^{k+1}γ) ⊗ α_i = ∂^k(∂γ ⊗ α_i) lies in ⟨C⟩, for all k ≥ 0. We claim that C together with H^∗_{S1} (M) generates H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M)) as a vertex algebra. At weight zero the claim is obvious, so let ω ∈ H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M))_+ be a nonzero element. In particular, this implies that M^{S1} is nonempty.

By Theorem 7.8, we can write ω = ∑ i∈I p_i ⊗ α_i, where p_i ∈ H^∗_{S1} (C)_+. Since p_i has positive weight, it is divisible by ∂^{ki} γ for some k_i > 0, and we may write p_i = q_i∂^{ki} γ where q_i ∈ H^∗_{S1} (C). Since M^{S1} is nonempty, the chiral Chern-Weil map is injective, and since H^∗_{S1} (C) is generated by H^∗_{S1} (pt) as a vertex algebra, q_i ⊗ 1 lies in ⟨H^∗_{S1} (M)⟩. Since p_i ⊗ α_i = : (q_i ⊗ 1)(∂^{ki} γ ⊗ α_i) : for each i ∈ I, the claim follows.

Corollary 7.12. If M is a compact S^1-manifold, H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(M)) is finitely generated as a vertex algebra.

7.5. The case T = S^1 × S^1 and M = CP^2

Next, we consider the case where T = S^1 × S^1. This is analogous to the case G = G_1 × G_2 with G_1, G_2 simple, but can be more subtle because many different copies of S^1 inside T can arise as stabilizers of points in M. As an example, we compute H^∗_T (Q^′(M)) in the case M = CP^2 with the usual linear action of T . Note that T contains three copies of S^1 which arise as stabilizer subgroups, which we denote by T_i, i = 1, 2, 3. Each M^{Ti} is a copy of CP^1 which we denote by M_i, and M_i ∩ M_j consists of a single point p_{ij} . Let U_i be a T -invariant tubular neighborhood of M_i. Clearly H^∗_T (Q^′(U_i)) = H^∗_T (Q^′(M_i)) = H^∗_{Ti} (C) ⊗ H^∗_{T /Ti} (Q^′(M_i)), and the action of T/T_i on M_i is the standard action of S^1 on CP^1.

Lemma 7.13. H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+ is linearly isomorphic to

H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (M^{T1} ) ⨁ H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (M^{T2} ) (7.8) ⨁ H^∗_{T1} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{T /T1} (Q^′(p_{13}))_+ ⨁ H^∗_{T2} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{T /T2} (Q^′(p_{23}))_+ ⨁ H^∗_{T1} (C)_+⊗H^∗_{T /T1} (Q^′(p_{12}))_+.

Proof: Consider the Mayer-Vietoris sequence

· · · → H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+ → H^∗_T Q^′(U_1))_+ ⊕ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_2))_+ → H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∩ U_2))_+ → · · · ,

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 45 which we can replace with

· · · → H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+ → H^∗_T (Q^′(M_1))_+ ⊕ H^∗_T (Q^′(M_2))_+ → H^∗_T (Q^′(p_{12}))_+ → · · · . (7.9)

By (7.7), H^∗_T (Q^′(M_1))_+ is linearly isomorphic to

H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (M_1) ⨁ H^∗_{T1} (pt) ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗({p_{12}, p_{13}}) ⨁ H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗({p_{12}, p_{13}}).

Likewise, H^∗_T (Q^′(M_2))_+ is linearly isomorphic to

H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (M_2) ⨁ H^∗_{T2} (pt) ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗({p_{12}, p_{23}}) ⨁ H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗({p_{12}, p_{23}}).

Thus the middle term H^∗_T (Q^′(M_1))_+⊕H^∗_T (Q^′(M_2))_+ in (7.9) can be identified with the direct sum of the above six subspaces, so we may write ω ∈ H^∗_T (Q^′(M_1))_+ ⊕H^∗_T (Q^′(M_2))_+ as a 6-tuple (ω_1, . . . , ω_6) as in the proof of Theorem 7.6. The map

H^∗_T (Q^′(M_1))_+ ⊕ H^∗_T (Q^′(M_2))_+ → H^∗_T (Q^′(p_{12}))_+

in (7.9), which we denote by ϕ, is surjective, so we may identify H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+ with Ker(ϕ). Given α ∈ H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (M^{T1} ), we can find

α̃ ∈ H^∗_{T2} (pt) ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗({p_{12}, p_{23}})

such that (α, 0, 0, 0, α̃, 0) ∈ Ker(ϕ). The assignment α → (α, 0, 0, 0, α̃, 0) identifies H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗H^∗_{T /T1} (M^{T1} ) with a linear subspace of Ker(ϕ). Likewise, given α ∈ H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (M_2), there exists

α̃ ∈ H^∗_{T1} (pt) ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗({p_{12}, p_{13}})

such that (0, α̃, 0, α, 0, 0) ∈ Ker(ϕ), so H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (M_2) may be identified with another subspace of Ker(ϕ).

46 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

Next, note that H^∗({p_{12}, p_{13}}) = H^∗(p_{12})⊕H^∗(p_{13}), so that H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(p_{13}) may be regarded as a subspace of H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗H^∗({p_{12}, p_{13}}). Clearly H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗H^∗(p_{13}) lies in Ker(ϕ) since p_{13} /∈ U_1 ∩U_2. Similarly, H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(p_{23}) is a subspace of H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗({p_{12}, p_{23}}) which lies in Ker(ϕ). Finally, note that H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ = H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (C)_+.

It follows that H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗({p_{12}, p_{13}}) and H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗({p_{12}, p_{23}}) each contain a copy of H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(p_{12}). Thus given α ∈ H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(p_{12}), (0, 0, α, 0, 0, α) will lie in Ker(ϕ). This identifies H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(p_{12}) with another subspace of Ker(ϕ). Finally, it is straightforward to check that these five subspaces of Ker(ϕ) intersect pairwise trivially and account for all of Ker(ϕ). This completes the proof of Lemma 7.13.

Next, since T acts locally freely on the complement of U_1 ∪ U_2 ∪ U_3, H^∗_T (Q^′(M))_+ = H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2 ∪ U_3))_+, so we have a Mayer-Vietoris sequence · · · → H^∗_T (Q^′(M))_+ → H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+ ⊕ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_3))_+ → H^∗_T (Q^′((U_1 ∪ U_2) ∩ U_3))_+. (7.10) Note that (U_1 ∪ U_2) ∩ U_3 = {p_{13}, p_{23}}, so that

H^∗_T (Q^′((U_1 ∪ U_2) ∩ U_3))_+ = H^∗_T (Q^′(p_{13}))_+ ⊕ H^∗_T (Q^′(p_{23}))_+ = H^∗_T (C)_+ ⊕ H^∗_T (C)_+. As for the other terms in (7.10), H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+ is given by (7.8), and H^∗_T (Q^′(U_3))_+ is isomorphic to H^∗_{T3} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T3} (M_3) ⨁ H^∗_{T3} (pt) ⊗ H^∗_{T /T3} (Q^′(M_3))_+ ⨁ H^∗_{T3} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T3} (Q^′(M_3))_+, where H^∗_{T /T3} (Q^′(M_3))_+ = H^∗_{T /T3} (Q^′(p_{13}))_+ ⊕ H^∗_{T /T3} (Q^′(p_{23}))_+ = H^∗_{T /T3} (C)_+ ⊕ H^∗_{T /T3} (C)_+, by (7.7). It is easy to check that the map H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+ ⊕ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_3))_+ → H^∗_T (Q^′((U_1 ∪ U_2) ∩ U_3))_+

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 47 in (7.10), which we denote by ψ, is surjective, so that H^∗_T (Q^′(M))_+ = Ker(ψ).

Suppose that α ∈ H^∗_{T3} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T3} (M_3) ⊂ H^∗_T (Q^′(M_3))_+. Then there are unique elements α_1 ∈ H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (M_1) ⊂ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+, α_2 ∈ H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (M_2) ⊂ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+, such that (α_1 +α_2, α) ∈ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪U_2))_+ ⊕H^∗_T (Q^′(M_3))_+ lies in Ker(ψ). The assignment α → (α_1 + α_2, α) identifies H^∗_{T3} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T3} (M_3) with a linear subspace of Ker(ψ). Similarly, we may identify each of the spaces H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (M_1) ⊂ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+, H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (M_2) ⊂ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+, H^∗_{T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T1} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(p_{12}) ⊂ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+, H^∗_{T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T2} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(p_{23}) ⊂ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ∪ U_2))_+, H^∗_{T3} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /T3} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗(p_{13}) ∈ H^∗_T (Q^′(M_3))_+, with a subspace of Ker(ψ). It is easy to check that these subspaces intersect pairwise trivially and account for all of Ker(ψ). To summarize, we have proved

Theorem 7.14. For M = CP^2 and T = S^1 × S^1 as above, H^∗_T (Q^′(M))_+ is linearly isomorphic to (^3⨁ i=1 H^∗_{Ti} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /Ti} (M_i) ) ⨁ (^3⨁ i=1 H^∗_{Ti} (C)_+ ⊗ H^∗_{T /Ti} (C)_+ ) . (7.11)

As in the case G = G_1 × G_2 for G_1, G_2 simple, the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_T (Q^′(M)) for M = CP^2 and T = S^1 × S^1 may be deduced from Theorem 7.14. Let A = H^∗_T (Q^′(M)), and B = H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ⊕ U_2)) ⊕ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_3)), and let f : A → B be the map H^∗_T (Q^′(M)) → H^∗_T (Q^′(U_1 ⊕ U_2)) ⊕ H^∗_T (Q^′(U_3)) appearing in (7.10). Clearly the conditions of Lemma 7.1 are satisfied. As usual, the product ∘_{−1} on H^∗_T (Q^′(M))[0] = H^∗_T (M) is classical, and the vertex algebra structure of

48 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

B is determined by Lemma 7.13 and the structure of H^∗_{S1} (Q^′(CP^1)), which is given by (7.7). By Lemma 7.1, the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_T (Q^′(M)) is uniquely determined by this data.

Corollary 7.15. For M = CP^2 and T = S^1 × S^1, H^∗_T (Q^′(M)) is generated as a vertex algebra by

⨁_2 n=0 H^∗_T (Q^′(M))[n].

Proof: This is immediate from the vertex algebra structure of H^∗_T (Q^′(M)) and the structure of H^∗_T (C).

For a general torus T , if M is a T -manifold of finite orbit type (i.e., only a finite number of subtori T^′ ⊂ T can occur as isotropy groups for points in M), we expect that H^∗_T (Q^′(M)) will be generated as a vertex algebra by ⨁_N n=0 H^∗_T (Q^′(M))[n] for some N.

Note that a similar statement for H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) when G is nonabelian is out of reach because it is not known if H^∗_G(C) is a finitely generated vertex algebra.

8. Concluding Remarks and Open Questions

Our descriptions of H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) and H^∗_G(Q(M)) are given relative to the family of vertex algebras H^∗_K (C) for various connected normal subgroups K ⊂ G. An important open question in this theory is to describe H^∗_G(C) for any G. Note that for g = g_1 ⊕· · ·⊕g_n, we have H^∗_G(C) = H^∗_{G1} (C) ⊗ · · · ⊗ H^∗_{Gn} (C), where G_1, . . . , G_n are compact, connected Lie groups with Lie algebras g_1, . . . , g_n, respectively. We already know how to describe H^∗_G(C) when G is abelian, so it suffices to assume that G is simple.

Question 8.1. Recall from [12] that for simple G, the weight one subspace H^∗_G(C)[1] is isomorphic to Hom_G(g, S(g^∗)), which is a finitely generated, free module over H^∗_G(C)[0] =

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 49

S(g^∗)^G, by a theorem of Kostant. Is there a similar representation-theoretic description of H^∗_G(C)[n] for any n?

Question 8.2. Is H^∗_G(C) finitely generated as a vertex algebra? Can we find a set of generators?

Question 8.3. Can we compute the character χ(G) = ∑ p,n dim H^p_G(C)[n] z^pq^n? Does χ(G) have any nice properties (modularity, relations to other objects from classical Lie theory, etc.)? For compact M, how is χ(G, M) = ∑ p,n dim H^p_G(Q^′(M))[n] z^pq^n related to other known invariants of M?

Question 8.4. Is there a vertex algebra valued equivariant cohomology H^∗_G(M) for any topological G-space M which coincides with H^∗_G(Q^′(M)) when M is a smooth G-manifold? In particular, we must have H^∗_G(pt) = H^∗_G(C); what is the topological interpretation of H^∗_G(C)?

50 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

References

[1] D. Ben-Zvi, R. Heluani, and M. Szczesny, Supersymmetry of the Chiral de Rham complex, Compos. Math. 144 (2) (2008) 503-521.

[2] H. Cartan, Notions d’algèbre différentielle; application aux groupes de Lie et aux variétiés où opère un groupe de Lie, Colloque de Topologie, C.B.R.M., Bruxelles 15- 27 (1950).

[3] H. Cartan, La Transgression dans un groupe de Lie et dans un espace fibré principal, Colloque de Topologie, C.B.R.M., Bruxelles 57-71 (1950).

[4] M. Duflo, S. Kumar, and M. Vergne, Sur la Cohomologie Équivariante des Variétés Différentiables, Astérisque 215 (1993).

[5] B. Feigin, The Semi-Infinite Homology of Lie, Kac-Moody and Virasoro Algebras, Russian Math. Survey 39 (1984) no. 2 195-196.

[6] B. Feigin and E. Frenkel, Semi-infinite Weil complex and the Virasoro algebra, Comm.

Math. Phys. 137 (1991), 617-639.

[7] I.B. Frenkel, H. Garland, and G.J. Zuckerman, Semi-Infinite Cohomology and String Theory, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA Vol. 83, No. 22 (1986) 8442-8446.

[8] E. Frenkel and M. Szczesny, Chiral de Rham complex and orbifolds, J. Algebraic Geom. 16 (2007), no. 4, 599–624.

[9] M. Goresky, R. Kottwitz, and R. MacPherson, Equivariant cohomology, Koszul duality, and the localization theorem, Invent. Math. 131, 25-83 (1998).

[10] V. Gorbounov, F. Malikov, and V. Schechtman, Gerbes of chiral differential operators, Math. Res. Lett. 7 (2000), no. 1, 55–66.

[11] V. Guillemin and S. Sternberg, Supersymmetry and Equivariant de Rham Theory, Springer, 1999.

[12] B. Lian and A. Linshaw, Chiral equivariant cohomology I, Adv. Math. 209, 99-161 (2007).

Chiral Equivariant Cohomology III 51 [13] B. Lian, A. Linshaw, and B. Song, Chiral equivariant cohomology II, Trans. Am.

Math. Soc. 360 (2008), 4739-4776.

[14] F. Malikov and V. Schechtman, Chiral de Rham complex, II, Differential topology, infinite-dimensional Lie algebras, and applications, 149–188, Amer. Math. Soc. Transl. Ser. 2, 194, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1999.

[15] F. Malikov, V. Schechtman, and A. Vaintrob, Chiral de Rham complex, Comm. Math.

Phys. 204 (1999), no. 2, 439–473.

[16] R. Oliver, Compact Lie group actions on disks, Math. Z. 149, 79-97 (1976). [17] R. Oliver, Fixed points of disk actions, Bull. Am. Mat. Soc, Vol.85, No. 2, 279-280 (1976).

[18] T. tom Dieck, Transformation Groups, de Gruyter Studies in Mathematics 8 (1987). [19] E. Witten, Two-dimensional models with (0,2) supersymmetry: perturbative aspects, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 11 (2007), no. 1, 1–63.

[20] A. Voronov, Semi-infinite homological algebra. Invent. Math. 113, 103-146 (1993).

52 B.H. Lian, A.R. Linshaw & B. Song

Bong H. Lian, Department of Mathematics, Brandeis University, Waltham, MA 02454.

Andrew R. Linshaw, Department of Mathematics, University of California, San Diego, La Jolla, CA 92093.

Bailin Song, Department of Mathematics, University of California, Los Angeles, Los Angeles, CA 90095.