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Abstract. There is a well-known interpretation of group cohomology in
terms of (generalized) group extensions. For a connected semisimple com-
pact Lie group K, we prove that the extensions corresponding to classes in
H*(BK,Z) can be interpreted in terms of automorphisms of a pair consisting
of a type II; von Neumann algebra and a Cartan subalgebra.

0. Introduction

Throughout this paper K will denote a compact Lie group, BK will denote
a classifying space for K, and if K acts continuously on an abelian separable
metrizable topological group A, then Hj(A) will denote the corresponding Borel
group cohomology as in [8] (see also [9], [11]).

There are natural isomorphisms

(0.1) H*(BK,Z) = Hy(Z) = Hy(T) = Hi (U(K,T)/T),

where U(K,T) = U(L*K), the unitary group of the abelian von Neumann
algebra L>° K , equipped with the strong operator topology, and the action of K
on U(K,T) is induced by left translation. The first isomorphism depends only
upon the fact that the coefficient group Z is discrete (see [9] or [11]). The second
isomorphism follows from dimension shifting, using the short exact sequence
Z — R — T, and depends upon the vanishing of H};(R) (see Theorem 3 of [11],
[4], and [1]). The last isomorphism is a consequence of dimension shifting, using
the short exact sequence T — U(K,T) — U(K,T)/T, and depends upon the
vanishing of Hj (U(K,T)) (see [8]).

The isomorphisms (0.1) imply that given a level | € H*(BK,Z), we can
identify [ with (the isomorphism class of) an abelian noncentral extension Ej,

(0.2) 0—-T—-U(K,T)— E, — K —0,

where K acts on U(K,T) via its left action on K (see (4.2) below for an explicit
realization of Ej in the case K = SU(2)).
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For various reasons the extension (0.2) is reminiscent of
(0.3) 0—-T—UWM)— Aut(M) — Out(M) — 0,

where M is a von Neumann algebra factor, and Aut(M) acts naturally on
U(M), the unitary group of M. This suggests the following

Problem 0.4. Given a level [, does there exist a factor M; (preferably finite)
such that K is faithfully represented as outer automorphisms of M; and the
induced extension

(0.5) 0-T—-UM;)—-E—-K—0

(where & C Aut(M;) is the inverse image of K) is equivalent to (0.2) (in
particular, K lifts to a group of automorphisms of M if and only if [ is trivial)?

The answer is affirmative if K = Z,,, where M; = R, the hyperfinite
I1; factor (see V.6.€ of [3]).

In this paper we will prove a weaker result. Recall that a Cartan subalge-
bra A of a type II; von Neumann algebra M is a maximal abelian self-adjoint
subalgebra such that Ny (aq)(A), the normalizer of A in U(M), generates M
(see §3 of [6]). We will use the Feldman-Moore structure theory of pairs (M, .A)
([6]) to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 0.6. If K is connected and semisimple, then given | € H*(BK,7Z),
there exists a faithful representation of the extension E; of the form

0O - T —- UWKT — E; — K — 0

l l l
0 - T — Nywm(A — Aut(M,A) — Out(M,A) — 0

where M is a type 11 factor and A is a Cartan subalgebra naturally identified
with LK .

One motivation for pursuing these questions can be explained in terms
of an analogy. We have H?(BK,Z) = H%(T), the group of central T-extensions
of K. In particular there is the spin® extension

(0.7) 0— T — Spin® — SO — 0,

which is related to orientation in K -theory and spin geometry (see [7], especially
Appendix D).

For connected K, H*(BK,Z) can be identified (using Chern-Weil the-
ory) with the set of AdK -invariant symmetric forms (-,-) satisfying (z,z) € 2Z
whenever e* = 1, z € ¢. It is the parameter space for central T-extensions
of LK , the loop group, which have a reciprocity property introduced by Segal.
The spin extension in this loop space picture is related to orientation in ellip-
tic cohomology. However, from this point of view what currently constitutes
7elliptic geometry” is Witten’s loop space Dirac operator, which lacks a proper
mathematical definition (see [10] and references there).
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The realization of H*(BK,Z) above suggests the possibility that an
appropriate M plays a role in “elliptic geometry”.

This paper is organized as follows. In §1 we recall the analysis in §4 of [6]
of the group Aut(M, A), and in terms of this analysis, we show that the questions
above have natural cohomological interpretations in terms of a double complex.
In §2 we define the double complex and apply spectral sequence techniques to
relate the relevant cohomology groups. In §3 we prove (0.6), and add a few
comments. In §4 we discuss issues relevant to the more fundamental question
(0.4). Finally in §5 we discuss our proposed application to “elliptic geometry”.

(0.8) Acknowledgement and Notation. This paper depends heavily upon [5] and
[6], and our own contributions are relatively minor. Throughout this paper we
will use the terminology and notation established in [5] and [6] (which we will
regularly explain in the text).

As in [5] and [6], R will denote an equivalence relation (in our case R
will always be defined by the right action of a countable dense subgroup = on
K); H*(R, T) will denote cohomology of the relation R with coefficients in T (in
our case this is isomorphic to H*(U(K,T)), the Eilenberg-Maclane cohomology
of m, where 7 acts on the coefficients through its right action on K); C*, Z*
and B* will denote groups of cochains, cocycles and coboundaries, respectively;
x ~ y denotes a pair (z,y) € R, z ~y ~ z, or (z,y,2) € R?, denotes a triple
such that = ~y and y ~ z, and so on; and ¢ denotes the differential (see §6 of

[5])-

1. Feldman-Moore Theory

Lemma 1.1. If R is an equivalence relation on a group G which is normalized
by the left action of G (i.e. = ~ vy if and only if gx ~ gy, Vg € G ), then the
equivalence class of 1 is a subgroup mw, and R is defined by the right action of w
on G.

The proof is trivial.

Throughout the remainder of the paper we suppose that R is an ergodic
countable equivalence relation on K, so that the corresponding subgroup = in
the Lemma is a countable dense subgroup of K. The left action of K on itself
induces a natural map K — N(R), the normalizer of R. Here N(R) is the
group of (classes of) Borel automorphisms 6 of K (regarded as a Borel space,
not as a group) such that 6 x (R) C R; N(R) is much larger than K, which
equals the continuous automorphisms in N(R).

Given the relation R and o € H?(R,T), Feldman and Moore construct
a type II; factor M(R,o) with Cartan subalgebra A = LK (see §2 of [6]).
The details of this construction are not important for the limited purposes of
this paper; we only need to note that because Haar measure is finite, w-invariant
and ergodic, M(R, o) is a type II; factor.

According to Theorem 3 of §4 of [6], there is a short exact sequence

(1.2) 0— ZYR,T) — Aut(M(R,0),A) — N(R,0) — 0,
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where N(R, o) denotes the subgroup of N(R) fixing o.

If we assume that the cohomology class ¢ is fixed by K, ie. K C
N(R,o), then (1.2) induces an extension of K by Z!(R,T). This induced
extension is close in form to (0.2).

Because 7 is dense in K, we have

(1.4) 0—T— U(K,T) =C°R,T) > BYR,T) — 0

where the differential  is given by

f(y)
(15) ()= 1Y
(and U(K,T) = U(L*(K)), as before). Thus the heart of the matter is to
cut down the kernel of the extension (1.2), restricted to K, from Z!'(R,T) to
BY(R,T). To analyze this question, we need to recall some details concerning
(1.2).
We fix a function s : R?> — T representing o. By Prop 7.7 of [5], we
can suppose that s is normalized, meaning that s(z ~ y ~ z) = 1 whenever two
of the variables are the same. Because o is fixed by K, there exists a function

(1.6) d: K —UR,T)=CYR,T):g— d,

such that 6d, = 5 and d; = 1; here s? denotes the transform of s by g, where
g acts naturally (from the left) on the domain of s, R?. We can choose d to be
a Borel function, for d is a lift of a well-defined map d,

C'(R,T)
(1.7) d/ ! |
K 4 CY(R,T)/Z (R, T)

and there exist Borel cross-sections for the projection. Because s is normalized,
dg(z ~ y) is automatically skew-symmetric in x,y (to see this, in the equation
dd, = ss;l, evaluated on the triple z ~ y ~ z, take y = z). Note that s has
values in T, so that we cannot average to obtain an s which is K -invariant.

According to Theorem 2 of [6] there is an isomorphism of Aut(M, A)
with a group G(s), where G(s) consists of pairs (c,0) € Z}(R,T) x N(R,o)
with multiplication

d
(1.8) (Cl, 91) * (CQ, 92) = (Clcgl y 91;921 ,9192)

91 92

(where we have momentarily extended d to N(R,o), as in §4 of [6]). Recall
from (1.6) that d has values in C'(R,T), not necessarily Z'(R,T), so that the
extension (1.8) is not necessarily equivalent to a semidirect product.

We are interested in the restriction of the multiplication (1.8) to
ZYR,T) x K, so that 61,0, are replaced by g,h € K. From this we see
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that we can cut down the extension (1.2), restricted to K, to BY(R,T), i.e.
BY(K,T) x K is closed under the multiplication in (1.8), if and only if

ddd
(1.9) (6%d)gn = 22 ¢ BY(R,T);
dyn

here 6% is the differential for the group cohomology of K corresponding to its
action on U(R,T) = C(R,T), where K is acting from the left. Assuming that
(1.9) holds, we obtain a cocycle having values in B'(R,T) (again, we remark
that this cocycle is not necessarily trivial, because d may not have values in
BY(R,T)). Recalling (1.4), the class £ € H%(U(K,T)/T) is represented by a
cocycle C: K x K - U(K,T)/T : g,h — Cy j, satisfying

dgn
dgdg (:L' y)

(1.10) 6Cgn(x ~y) =

>

(g, h are treated as constants in this equation).
The compatibility conditions satisfied by the triple (C,d, s) are summa-
rized in the following diagram:

2 Conlz) > G~y
165
(1.11) 1 dy(z~y) 5 S@~y~z)
T -0k
0 s(x ~y~ z)
0 1 2

2. Cohomological Formulation.

In this section we will formalize the discussion in §1 in terms of a double complex.
In particular we will see that a triple (C,d,s), satisfying the compatibility
conditions (1.11), is a cocycle for the total differential of the complex. Standard
spectral sequence techniques will then be used to relate the cohomology for the
double complex to the group cohomology for K (the cohomology of the first
column), and the cohomology for the relation R (the cohomology of the first
row); see [2], especially chapter 3).
We consider the following double complex, 2 P7:

7 7 7
2 UK%LU(R,T)/T) > URxK2T) >
16" KN
1 UKU®R,T)/T) > UMRxKT > UR?xK,T)
16K (K (K

¢g=0 UK, UR,T)/T) > URxKT) > UM®RLT) >

p=20 1 2
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Here

pq _ J UKL U(RY,T)/T) = U(R®,U(K9,T))/U(K%,T), p=0
(2.2) QM7= { O(Ew % K. T) g> 0) ,

where RO = K, R! = R, R> = {vr ~y ~ z € K3}, and so on, as in [5]. The
group K acts on RP x K? from the left, and this induces an action on P97,
For fixed ¢ we obtain a horizontal differential § = §%, and for fixed p we have a
vertical differential 6% | where the coefficient K -module is U(RY, T)/T for p =0
and U(RP,T) for p > 0. Since 67 originates from the right action of 7 on
K, whereas 6% originates from the left action of K on K, these differentials
commute.

The group P9 is defined in terms of functions on RP x K?. As a
mnemonic device, we will use the letters g, h when referring to K degrees of
freedom, and letters x,y, 2z when referring to the relation R.

(2.3) Remarks. (a) A key point is that the pth column is exact for p > 0. For
we have a K -equivariant isomorphism

(2.4) U(RP,T) = U(K,U(x",T))
induced by the correspondence
(2.5) To~ T~ .~ T, o (30,05 T, ..,x;}lxp).

This is the basis of the natural identification H*(R,T) = HX(U(K,T)); see
Theorem 5 of [5]. Hence the coefficient module is an induced module, and the
cohomology vanishes in positive degree.

(b) There is an easily forgotten assymetry between the roles of K and
7 in the above complex. On the one hand, in defining the differential 6%, K
is acting on all the variables, g, h,z.. (because in the pth column, U(RP,T) is
regarded as a K -module). On the other hand, in defining the differential §, the
variables g, h are treated as constant and only the variables x, v, .. are taken into
account.

Let D = 6+ (—1)?6% (in additive notation) denote the total differential
for the double complex (2. Then we have natural maps

(2.6) Hy() ™ H (UK, T)/T), Hpy(Q) ™ H*(R,T).
For example in degree 2,
(2.7) [Cyn(2)] — [Cyn(z),dg(z ~ y),8(s ~y ~ 2)] = [s(x ~y ~ 2)],

where [-] denotes a cohomology class, the left arrow is prg, and the right
arrow is prr. The compatibility conditions (1.11) are equivalent to saying
that the triple (C,d,s) is D-closed. Thus proving that pryx is surjective in
degree 2 is equivalent to realizing F; as a group of automorphisms of a pair
(M(R,0).L*K), by what we said in §1.
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To analyze the map prg , we consider the spectral sequence correspond-
ing to the filtration obtained by deleting successive rows, Q, = {277 :n < g}.
We have (Ey,dy) = (2,0%), hence by (a) of (2.3), E; is given by

2 Hi(U(K,T)/T)

os 1 HKUED/T)

0 URTE  UR:LTE  URSTE
0 1 2 3

The differential d; = §, and using (2.4) to calculate U(RP, T)¥X | we can
also compute Fs:

2 HE(U(K,T)/T)
co) 1 HKUED)T)
0 HYT)  H2(T)  H3(T)

0 1 2 3

(In calculating the cohomology of the first row of (2.8), we used (2.4) to calculate
the K-invariants, and the identification of the differential for R, , and the
differential for the group cohomology of 7; see (2.5) and Theorem 5 of [5]).
It is straightforward to check that the nontrivial higher differentials d,
are identified with the natural maps Hp *(U(K,T)/T) — Hpy(T) — HZI(T).
We now focus on degree 2. We can summarize what we have learned to
this point, as follows.

Proposition 2.10. In degree 2, we have
Im(pric) = BS? = ker (Hi (U(K, T)/T) * H(T))
ELY =0, and
ker(pri) = E%° = coker(Hy (U(K,T)/T) % HA(T)).

To analyze the map prgr, we consider the spectral sequence corresponding
to the filtration obtained by deleting successive columns, Q) = {QP7 : n < p}.
We have (E{,dy) = (£2,6), hence Ef is given by

2 HY(R,U(K?,T))
211) 1 HYR,U(K,T))  H*R,U(K,T))
0 H'(R,T) H2(R,T) H3(R,T)

p=20 1 2 3
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The differential d; = §%. Now 7 does not act on the K variables when
we calculate 0. This implies that

(2.12) HY (R, U(K,T)) =U(K,H'(R,T)),

by Theorem 1 of part IV of [8]. The point is that we again obtain an induced
module, and we can compute Ej:

2 Hi (HY(R,T))  Hi(H*(R,T))
213) ! Hi(H'(R,T))  Hi(H*(R,T))
0 H'(R,T)X H2(R,T)X H3(R, T)X
p=0 1 2 3

Proposition 2.14.  We have

Im(prg) = E?Y = ker(H*(R,T)X i H%(H*(R,T)))

and
ker(prgr) = E£’2 = H}f(Hl(R, T)).

To summarize, we have two exact sequences:
(2.15)  HL(U(K,T)/T) % H2(T) —» H2(Q) "X H2(U(K,T)/T) % H3(T)
and
(2.16) HL(HYR,T)) — H3(Q) ™ H*(R,T)X % H%(H'(R,T)).

(2.17) Example. Suppose that K = SO(3) and 7 is isomorphic to Fy, the free
group on 2 generators. In this case we are asserting that

(2.18) Hy (U(K,T)/T) = Hp(Q) = Hy (H' (R, T)).
To check this directly, note that
(2.19) H'(R,T) = Hp, (U(K,T)),

the moduli space of crossed-homomorphisms. Because F; is free, this group fits
into a short exact sequence

(2.20) 0— U(K,T)/T — U(K,T) x UK, T) - H'(R,T) — 0.

The corresponding long exact sequence in cohomology implies (2.18).
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3. Consequences.

Theorem 3.1. If K is connected and semisimple, then given | € H*(BK,Z),
there exists a faithful representation of E; of the form

0O - T - UWKT — E — K — 0

| ! |
0 - T — Nywm(A) — Aut(M,A) — Out(M,A) — 0

where M = M(R,o), for some o € H*(R,T), and R corresponds to any w
with H2(T) =0 and 7N C(K) =0, e.g. m isomorphic to a free group, or m 3,
the fundamental group of a closed surface of genus > 1.

Proof.  For a countable dense 7 satisfying H3(T) = 0, Proposition (2.10)
implies that prx in (2.7) (the left map) is surjective. This implies the existence
of a triple (C,d,s) satisfying the conditions in (1.11). Thus by the discussion
in §1, with o = [s] € H?(R,T), we obtain a representation of the extension Ej
(with [ corresponding to [3] via the isomorphisms in (0.1)).

The only thing that remains is to show that the map K — N(R)
induces an injection K — Out(M,.A). This is equivalent to proving that
K NG(R) = {1}, where G(R) is the group of (equivalence classes of) Borel
automorphisms 6 of K (as a Borel space, not as a group), such that = ~ 6(x),
Vr € K (see §4 of [6]).

Suppose g € K and L, left translation by g, equals § € G(R). There
exists a Borel function a : K — m such that 6(z) = za(x), Vo € K. We
enumerate the elements of m by a1, asg,.., and we let E; denote the inverse
image of ;. Then we have gz = za;, or g = xa;z ! for all z € E;, the closure
of E;. One of the sets £; must have nonempty interior. Since F; has nonempty
interior, «; is necessarily central and g = a; € TN C(K), hence g = 1. [ ]

(3.2) Remarks. (a) In the case of a torus, given | € H*(BK,Z), there exists
a representation E — Aut(R,.A), where R is the unique hyperfinite type Iy
factor (and A is unique up to automorphism). Here we can take m = Z" i.e. n
independent irrational rotations. In this case, because the left and right actions
are the same, the intersection of K (acting from the left) and G(R) contains 7,
so that we do not have a faithful map of T into Out(M, A).

(b) In the case of a torus, 7 is abelian, hence M is necessarily hyperfinite
(see Proposition 4.4 of [5]). This is amazing (but well-known to experts in von
Neumann algebra theory), given the variety of possible 7’s (for example for T,
7 =12", Tor(T) = Q/Z, SO(2,Q) (which has torsion subgroup {£1,+i} and
quotient Z°), and so on.

(c) In the semisimple case, one suspects that M cannot be hyperfinite.
For by a result of Sakai (see (4.5) of [5]), M hyperfinite implies that = is
amenable. It would be surprising if a countable dense subgroup of a simple
compact Lie group could be amenable (it obviously cannot be solvable). Beyond
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this result of Sakai, apparently not much is known about how the isomorphism
type of M(R,o) depends on (R,o) (but for a conjecture in a related context,
see Problem 1 of V.B.e of [3]).

4. On H?(R,T) for Surface Groups 7 = m 3.

At this point it is natural to turn to question 0.4 in the introduction. A
cohomological variation of the question is, given K, can we find 7 such that
there is a correspondence

(4.1) H*(BK,7Z) < H*(R,T)X : 1 < o, = [s],

with H%(Q) as intermediary (see (2.15) and (2.16)), where K acts as a group
of automorphisms of M(R, ;) if and only if o; is trivial? We are not able to
answer this question for lack of feeling for H?(R,T) (which might vanish in some
generality, for all we know). The point of this section is to at least lay out the
issues in a relatively explicit way.

Suppose that K is connected and € is simple. In this case H*(BK,Z) =
Z{(-,-), where (-,-) is normalized so that (-,[-,-]) € (A®£)49K corresponds to a
generator for H3(K,Z). We write [c3] for the corresponding class in H3 (T).

(4.2) Example. If K = SU(2,C) = S?, then (-,[-,:]) is the normalized volume

element of S3. The corresponding generator of Hy (T) is represented by the
Cheeger-Simons Borel cocycle

(4.3) cs(a, b, e, d) = exp2mwiVol(a, b, c,d)

(in the homogeneous picture of group cohomology), where Vol(a,b, c,d) denotes
the oriented volume of the oriented geodesic simplex of S with vertices a, b, ¢, d
(see §8 of [4]). Thus the multiplication of the extension E in (0.3), in terms of
a Borel identification £ = U(K,T)/T x K, is given by

(4.4) (A, 9) - (1:h) = G ()™ Vorbahd) gh).

The general strategy for obtaining a class in H?(R,T)¥X corresponding
to [cs] is the following. Let K, denote a copy of K acting on U = U(K,T) (or
U/T) via its right action on K. The results of §2, imply that we have a diagram

H(T) Hj (H'(R,T))
\ /
HE ()
(4.5) / N
H2(R,T) HZ (U/T) =  HZ(U/T) = H(T)
[ ! N
HX(U) —  HZU/T) - HZ(T)

where the southeast (respectively, southwest) diagonal maps are derived from
(2.15) (respectively, (2.16)), the bottom row is part of the long exact sequence
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corresponding to the short exact sequence of coefficients T — U — U/T,
U =U(K,T), and the vertical arrows are induced by restriction (for the vertical
isomorphism, see Theorem 5 of [5]). We want to know that the restriction of
c3 to m will be zero. This will imply that the corresponding extension of 7 by
U/T comes from an extension by U, and this opens the possibility of obtaining
a nontrivial deformation class o € H2(R,T) = H2(U).

For m isomorphic to F,, or mY, H3(T) is automatically zero. Note
that for our example (4.2), this translates into a strange statement about the
possibility of computing volumes (modulo Z) of simplices with vertices in 7 as
an alternating sum of a function applied to three vertices at a time.

For 7 = F,, H*(R,T) = H2(U(K,T)) also vanishes, because BF,, is
one dimensional. Hence we do not obtain a nontrivial deformation class in this
case.

We consider the next simplest case. Fix a compact connected oriented
surface ¥ of genus g > 1, and a faithful homomorphism 7 ¥ — K with dense
image. There is an entire moduli space of such homomorphisms (which depends
upon the semisimplicity of K). We employ the abbreviations m = image(m % —
K), U=U(K,T),and PU=U(K,T)/T.

To calculate H?(R,T) = H2(U), we use the standard presentation

(4.6) 0— N = (r=[a,b]..[ag, By]) = Fog — m— 0,

where the free group Fs, will act on anything that = acts on.
Suppose that 7 acts on A (an abelian group), and we have an extension

(4.7) 0—-A—F—7m—0.
This will be the quotient of a trivial extension

A —- FxA — F
(4.8) I l Ly

A — E s
because we can always find a cross-section for the pullback of E to an extension
of the free group F'. The restriction of the cross-section, a map N — A, is
F-equivariant and hence determined by its value, say a, on r. We will write

FE = F &, A to denote this realization of E.
Now suppose that we have two such realizations of extensions

(4.9) Ei=F Xpa, A

These will be equivalent if and only if we can find a crossed homomorphism
¢ : F'— A such that ¢(r)a; = as, where the equivalence is given by the map

(4.10) By — By : [f,a] — [f,6(f)al.

The value ¢(r) is 1 if ¢ is exact. This proves the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.11. We have
Hp(A) — A— HZ(A) — 0,

where

o€ H};(A) —o(r)e A

and
ac€A—E,=F X4 A.

In general, given a presentation N — F — m,
H#(A) — Homp(N, A) — H2(A) — 0
where 6 € Homp (N, A) maps to the extension
Fog A

and [¢] € HL(A) maps to ¢|n .
(4.12) Remark. If 7 acts trivially on A, then ¢ € Hf(A) is an ordinary

homomorphism, hence vanishes on r, so that in this case HZ(A) = A, as it
should.

Consider the linear case A = U(K,R). A ¢ € ZL(U) is completely
determined by its values ¢q, (k) , .., ¢p, (k) (functions of k£ € K'), and conversely
given arbitrary functions ¢,,,..¢5, € U, there is a corresponding ¢. Using the

crossed-homomorphism property (in particular ¢. - (k)¢7(k)7_1 =1), we see

0r(k) = day (k) = oy (ka1 Brag ') + ¢, (ko) — ¢, (klon, Bi]) + -

(4.13) +¢p, (kay..ay) — ¢g, (kr)

Here we have abused notation, in that in the arguments of these functions we
have written «; and so on for the elements of K corresponding to these symbols;
in particular the r in the last factor = 1.

Note that it is tempting to assert that [ ¢, = 0, with respect to Haar
measure. But this does not make sense because functions in U(K,R) are gener-
ally nonintegrable. It seems more likely that the following is true.

Conjecture 4.14. The operator L : U(K,R)? — U(K,R) defined by (4.13) is
surjective. Consequently for a relation defined by m1%, H?(R,R) and H?(R,T)
vanish.

Although we are assuming g > 1 and 7 is dense in K, we note that
(4.14) is true for ¢ = 1 and any faithful embedding m¥ — K. The first
statement is Theorem 7 of [5], and together with (4.11) this implies the second
statement, in the case g = 1.
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5. Globalization.

Suppose that X is a compact oriented Riemannian manifold. We can consider
the oriented orthonormal frame bundle

PSO — SO

(5.1) !
X

In spin geometry the basic topological question is whether Pgo is derived
from a spin bundle Pgp;, — X. This is analyzed in the following way (see
Appendix A of [7]). Corresponding to the spin extension there is an exact
sequence of nonabelian sheaves on X,

(5.2) Zy — Spin — SO.
There is a corresponding exact sequence of pointed cohomology spaces,
(5.3) . — HY(X,Zy) — H (X, Spin) — H'(X,S0) 3 H*(X,Zy).

Thus there exists a spin structure iff wy(Pso) = 0, and the possibilities are acted
upon simply and transitively by H!(X,Zs).

Let K = Spin(n), and for simplicity of exposition we suppose that
n # 4. Suppose that wo(X) = 0 and fix a particular spin structure. We fix a
level | € H*(BK,Z) = Z%pl, we let £ = FE; denote the corresponding group
extension, as in (0.2), and we ask whether Pg,;, is derived from a bundle with
structure group E. In this context Zy is replaced by U(K,T)/T. This is not a
Lie group, so that we must think of sheaves in this context in a purely topological
way. As in the spin context, we have an exact sequence
(5.4)

.. — HYX,U(K,T)/T) — H*(X,E) — H\(X,K) & H(X,U(K,T)/T))

and we have to understand the meaning of the connecting map A.
We first note that U(K,T) is contractible for K connected. To see this
we can replace K by I, the unit interval. A contraction is given by the map

(5.5) U(ILT) x I — U(I,T): g,5 — g, gs(x):{g(llz)’ ffi}

It follows that

(5.6) H*(X,U(K,T)) =0

in positive degrees. Thus the connecting map in (6.4) can be identified with a
map to H3(X,T). Since H*(X,R) = 0 in positive degrees, (5.4) is equivalent
to an exact sequence

(5.7) . — H¥X,Z) — H'(X,E) —» H(X,K) & H*(X,Z)
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Proposition 5.8.  The connecting map satisfies A(Pspin) = $p1(X). Thus
there exists a covering of bundles

PE_>PSpin_>X

if and only if %pl(X) = 0 in HYX,Z), and the possible coverings are acted
upon simply and transitively by H3(X,7Z).

Proof. We formulate the question in slightly different terms. Because U (K, T)
is contractible, U(K,T)/T has the homotopy type K(Z,2), and B[U(K,T)/T]
has the homotopy type K(Z,3). Also the cohomology class [ is identified with
a classifying map BK — K(Z,4). Hence we are given a diagram
K(Z,3) — BE — BK % K(Z4)
(5.9) TP A
X

where P = Psp;y, , and the question is whether there is a lift Pg : X — BE. The
first statement follows immediately from this, and the second statement follows
from either (5.7) or (5.9). n

In this result the specific form of the extension F, especially the specific
model for the kernel, U = U(K,T), is unimportant. The important point is
simply that the quotient U/T has homotopy type BT = K(Z,2) (see the devel-
opment of group cohomology in [9], which emphasizes this flexibility). However,
the specific model for E involving U(K,T) seems quite natural, and it is clearly
related to von Neumann algebras in an interesting way. Although von Neumann
algebras are not normally associated with topology, (5.8), together with 3.1,
suggests that it might be interesting to consider a Grothendieck type group of
bundles of von Neumann algebras of type [I; (or the associated algebras of
unbounded operators, in a given representation), possibly in relation to elliptic
cohomology.

Acknowledgement. I thank Paul Bressler for pointing out the possibility, and
possible importance, of finding an interpretation of the orientation obstruction
from elliptic cohomology, %pl(X ) = 0, independent of loop space considerations.
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