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Chapter 1

Introduction

In 1900, Hilbert published a set of problems in the Bulletin of the American Mathematical
Society [Hil02]. One of these problems, which today is known as Hilbert’s fifth problem,
asks for the conditions a given group must satisfy in order to assure the differentiability of
the group operations. Since its formulation many mathematicians have searched for answer
to this natural question.

The earliest answer to this problem was given in 1933 for the compact case by von
Neumann using the Peter-Weyl theorem for representations of compact groups. Later on
Iwasawa asserted that if the quotient of a group over a normal Lie group is a Lie group,
then the whole group was originally a Lie group. Some years after that conjecture was
proved, Gleason showed that every locally compact finite dimensional group with no small
subgroups is a Lie group using some results given by Montgomery and Zippin. Afterwards,
Yamabe was able to remove the finite dimensional hypothesis.

The main purpose of this dissertation is to make a compilation of some of the main
results previously mentioned based in the work of Tao [Tao12].

In chapter 1 we introduce some basic notions concerning Lie groups and Lie algebras
and their exponential map. Furthermore, we study how the linear structure of the Lie
algebra gives us control over the group operations through the Campbell-Baker-Hausdorff
theorem. Finally we prove Cartan’s theorem which will play an important role later on.

In chapter 2 we develop the tools needed to construct an exponential map based on
the existence of a strong Gleason metric in a locally compact group. This exponential map
will allow us to define the local differentiable structure of the given topological group. It
is important to notice that we introduce the concept of strong Gleason metric in order to
simplify some of the arguments presented in [Tao12].

Chapter 3 is dedicated to the existence of Haar measures on locally compact groups
and the development of the machinery necessary to prove that every compact group can
be made a Lie group, after considering its quotient by some normal closed (well selected)
subgroup. This result is achieved after making a strong use of the existence of a Haar
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4 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

measure and the Peter-Weyl theorem for representations of compact Hausdorff groups.

The last chapter is dedicated to the construction of strong Gleason metrics on locally
compact groups. We begin by defining a weakly strong Gleason metric, which at first sight
may appear weaker than a strong Gleason metric. But we show that they are actually
equivalent. Now that we have reduced the requirements for a metric to become a strong
Gleason metric, we only need to find some necessary conditions for the existence of such
weak Gleason metrics. The required condition turns out to be that the group has the no
small subgroup property.

From the no small subgroups property and by an argument, which in spirit is similar
to the proof of the Birkhoff-Kakutani theorem, we are able to construct a weak Gleason
metric. The proof of existence of such metrics will be constructive, but not necessarily
enlightening. This final construction will use most of the tools developed trough the whole
text.

Due to the organization of the document and the huge amount of technical details,
sometime the reading can be quite challenging. We understand that the reader could lose
sight of the goals proposed. In order to give some help on the understanding we provide a
little diagram which could help the exploration of the document

Chapter 1

��

Chapter 2

ww ''

Chapter 4 Chapter 3

��

Chapter 5

The previous flowchart gives a slight insight on the structure of the text. For example,
someone who is interested in the answer to Hilbert’s fifht problem for compact groups can
go directly from chapter 2 to chapter 4. But if the reader is interested in the locally compact
case of the Hilberts fifth problem and is familiar with some of the most important tools
in functional analysis, he could avoid chapter 4 an go . However the most inexperienced
reader should follow the given organization of the text, since most of the ideas developed in
chapter 4 can be highly illustrative in chapter 5. Furthermore, the technical issue addressed
in chapter 4 may serve as an interesting “warm up” to the proofs presented in chapter 5.

A little summary of the main results presented in this text concerning Hilbert’s fifth
problem for locally compact groups can be made in the following diagram
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NSS +3 weak strong
Gleason metric

+3
strong

Gleason
metric

+3L(G) is
a t.v.s

+3
Exp map
is a local

homeomorphism

+3 G is a
Lie group.

The previous diagram shows us the path of theorems that leads us from the NSS property
to the construction of a differentiable structure on locally compact groups. It can be
translated into: every locally compact group with the NSS property has a weak strong
Gleason metric, which is in fact a strong Gleason metric. Every locally compact group
with a strong Gleason metric is locally homeomorphic to a finite dimensional topological
vector space named L(G) with local homeomorphism given by the Exp map.

Keeping this in mind will help the reader to navigate trough the text and not drown
into the technical proofs, which are important and beautiful themselves, but can distract
from the main target of this document.

Finally, I would like to acknowledge the inspiration and constant support given to me by
my advisor and role model Professor Andrés Angel,and the assistance of Professor Monika
Winklmeier, who help me unceasingly trough the construction of this text.



Chapter 2

Basic notions

In this chapter we will introduce some of the most basic concepts which will be needed for
the development of this work.

2.1 Lie groups

Definition 2.1 (Lie group). A Lie group G is a topological group such that:

(i) G is a differentiable manifold.

(ii) The group operations are C∞, which means that · : G × G → G and (−1) : G → G
are differentiable.

We will denote the identity element of the group with the letter e hereinafter.

Some of the most basic examples of Lie groups are (Rn,+), (C∗, ·) (the non-zero com-
plex numbers) with complex multiplication, S1 with the induced multiplication by C∗ and
Mn(R) = {matrices n× n} with matrices multiplication.

Definition 2.2 (Lie algebra). A Lie algebra g is a K-vector space together with a bilinear
operation called Lie bracket

[ , ] : g× g→ g

which fulfills the following properties:

(i) [x, y] = − [y, x],

(ii) [[x, y] , z] + [[y, z] , x] + [[z, x] , y] = 0 (Jacobi identity)

Definition 2.3. Let G be a Lie group.

6



2.1. LIE GROUPS 7

(i) For g ∈ G the left and right translations by g are the respective diffeomorphisms
lg : G→ G, and rg : G→ G defined by

lg(x) = gx,

rg(x) = xg.

(ii) Let X be a vector field over G. We say that X is left invariant if ∀g ∈ G we have
X ◦ lg = dlg ◦X or

TG
dlg // TG

G
lg
//

X

OO

G

X

OO

is a commutative diagram.

This definition can be restated in terms of ϕ-related vector fields as follows.

Definition 2.4. Let ϕ : M → N be a smooth function. Then we say that some vector
fields X on M and Y on N are ϕ-related if we have that the following is a commutative
diagram

TM
dϕ // TN

M ϕ
//

X

OO

N

Y

OO

Clearly since lg is a diffeomorphism of G into itself we can say that a left invariant
vector field is lg-related to itself, which coincides with the previous definition.

Proposition 2.5. Let ϕ : M → N be C∞. Let X and X1 be smooth vector fields on M ,
and let Y and Y1 be smooth vector fields on N . If X is ϕ-related to Y and X1 is ϕ-related
to Y1 then [X,X1] is ϕ-related to [Y, Y1].

Proof. We need to show that dϕ [X,X1] = [Y, Y1]ϕ. Let m ∈ M and f ∈ C∞(N). We
need to verify that dϕ([X,X1])m(f) = [Y, Y1]ϕ(m) (f). Applying the definition we obtain

dϕ([X,X1])m(f) = [X,X1]m (f ◦ ϕ)

= Xm(X1(f ◦ ϕ))− (X1)m(X(f ◦ ϕ))

= Xm((dϕ ◦X1)(f))− (X1)m((dϕ ◦X)(f))

= Xm(Y1(f) ◦ ϕ)− (X1)m(Y (f) ◦ ϕ)

= dϕ(Xm)(Y1(f))− dϕ((X1)m)(Y (f))

= Yϕ(m)(Y1(f))− (Y1)ϕ(m)(Y (f))

= [Y, Y1]ϕ(m) (f).
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Proposition 2.6. Let G be a Lie group and g the set of left-invariant vector fields on G.
Then:

(i) g is an R-vector field, and α : g→ TeG, α(X) = X(e) is a natural isomorphism.

(ii) The bracket of two invariant vector fields is itself an invariant vector field.

(iii) g forms a Lie algebra with the Lie bracket operation of vector fields.

Proof. It is obvious that g is an R-vector space and the linearity of α comes from the
linearity of the vector fields. Now let us verify the injectivity of α. If α(X) = α(Y ), then
for all g ∈ G

X(g) = dlg(X(e)) = dlg(Y (e)) = Y (g).

Hence X = Y . Moreover, take x ∈ TeG and define the vector field Xx : G → TG as
Xx(h) = dlh(x). Clearly by construction Xx is left-invariant since Xx(lg(h)) = Xx(gh) =
dlgh(x) = dlg(dlh(x)) = dlg(Xx(h)) and α(Xx) = Xx(e) = dle(x) = x, so α is onto.
Showing that α is an isomorphism.

Note that X and Y are lg-related to themselves. Hence by proposition 2.5 [X,Y ] is
lg-related to itself, which means that dlg [X,Y ] = [X,Y ] lg as desired.

by (i) and (ii) in this proposition it follows that g is a Lie algebra which concludes the
proof of (iii).

Definition 2.7. We define the Lie algebra of a Lie group G as the Lie algebra g of smooth
left invariant vector fields on G. By numeral (i) in proposition 2.6 we can identify the Lie
algebra of the Lie group G as the tangent space of G at the identity TeG.

Definition 2.8. Immersion Let M and N be to differentiable manifolds and f : M → N
be a differentiable map. We say that f is an immersion if and only if

dpf : TpM → Tf(p)N

is an injective map for every p ∈M .

Definition 2.9 (Lie subgroup). (H, i) is a Lie subgroup of a Lie group G if and only if:

(i) H is itself a Lie group,

(ii) (H, i) is a sub-manifold of G with injective immersion i,

(iii) i : H → G is a group homomorphism.

Here i is called the inclusion map.

Definition 2.10 (Lie sub-algebra). Let g be a Lie algebra. A subspace h ⊂ g is called a
Lie sub-algebra if [X,Y ] ∈ h whenever X,Y ∈ h.
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Remark. A Lie sub-algebra h ⊂ g clearly forms a Lie algebra under the induced bracket
operation of g.

If (H, i) is a Lie subgroup, then i is an injective immersion. Moreover, if h is the Lie
algebra of H and g is the Lie algebra of g then di : TH → TG gives an isomorphism of h
with a Lie sub algebra di(h) ⊂ g.

Definition 2.11. Let (H1, i1) and (H2, i2) be two Lie subgroups of G. We call them
equivalent if there exists a Lie group isomorphism α : H1 → H2 such that i2 ◦ α = i1. Or
equivalently if the following diagram

G
id // G

H1 α
//

i1

OO

H2

i2

OO

is commutative.

Taking into account this equivalence relation, we will consider a Lie subgroup H of G
dropping any reference to its inclusion map. The same will be done with their corresponding
Lie algebras.

Now we are interested in the relation between the Lie group G and its Lie algebra g. In
order to do such, we will introduce the notion of the exponential map, which will help us to
understand the local behavior of group operations in terms of the Lie algebra operations.

This will be useful since a Lie group is highly non-linear. Therefore, its operations
are really difficult to understand, but the exponential map will allow us to “approximate”
them with some linear operations.

2.2 1-parameter subgroups

Definition 2.12. A continuous homomorphism φ : R → G is called a 1-parameter sub-
group of G.

Definition 2.13 (Exponential map). Let G be a Lie group, g its Lie algebra. And let
X ∈ g. Consider the homomorphism

λ
d

dt
7→ λX

of the Lie algebra of R into g. R is simply connected, thus by [War71] there exists a unique
1-parameter subgroup

expX : R→ G

such that

d(expX)(λ
d

dt
) = λX.
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Note that t 7→ expX(t) is the unique 1-parameter subgroup of G whose tangent vector at
0 is X(e). Now we can define the exponential map as

Exp : g→ G , Exp(X) = expX(1).

The following theorem explains why this function is called “exponential” map.

Theorem 2.14. Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g. The for every X ∈ g

(i) Exp(tX) = expX(t) for all t ∈ R,

(ii) Exp((t+ s)X) = Exp(tX)Exp(sX) for all t, s ∈ R,

(iii) Exp(−tX) = (Exp(tx))−1 for all t ∈ R.

Proof. Let t ∈ R and define the homomorphisms ϕ,ψ : R → G as ϕ(s) = exptX(s) and
ψ(t) = expX(ts). We want to see that ϕ(s) = ψ(s). Recall that dsψ : TsR → Tψ(t)G and

the basic element of TsR is called d
dr . Moreover, by definition of exptX we have that ϕ is

the unique homomorphism such that

dsϕ

(
d

dr

)
= ds(exptX)

(
d

dr

)
= tX.

On the other hand we have that

dsψ

(
t
d

dr

)
= ds(expX)

(
t
d

dr

)
= tX

Then by the uniqueness of the homomorphism we have that ϕ = ψ then exptX(s) =
espX(ts) for all s ∈ R and if we make s = 1 then we obtain that Exp(tX) = exptX(1) =
expX(t) as desired in (i).

Part (ii) follows from (i) and the fact that expX is a homomorphism, because

Exp((t+ s)X) = expX(t+ s) = expX(t) expX(s) = Exp(tX)Exp(sX).

In a analogous way we can get (i)

Exp(−tX) = expX(−t) = (expX(t))−1 = (Exp(tx))−1.

Proposition 2.15. Let φ : H → G be a Lie group homomorphism. Then the following
diagram is commutative:

H
φ // G

h
dφ

//

Exp

OO

g

Exp

OO
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Proof. Let X ∈ h. Then t 7→ Exp(tX) is a 1-parameter subgroup in H and if we apply
the homomorphism φ, we obtain that t 7→ φ(Exp(tX)) is a 1-parameter subgroup in G.
Now, remember that the tangent at 0 of t 7→ Exp(tX) is X(e) so the tangent at 0 of
t 7→ φ(Exp(tX)) is dφ(X(e)).

On the other hand we have that dφ(X) ∈ g, hence by construction of Exp we know
that t 7→ Exp(t(dφ(X))) is the unique 1-parameter subgroup of G such that the tangent
at 0 is (dφ(X))(e). Thus by the uniqueness of the exponential map

φ(Exp(tX)) = Exp(t(dφ(X))),

and in particular

φ(Exp(X)) = Exp(dφ(X)).

Lemma 2.16. Let M,N be differential manifolds and let f : M → N be a differentiable
function such that f(M) is contained in a sub-manifold P. If the map F : M → P is
continuous, then it is also differentiable.

Proof. In the accompanying commutative diagram

M
f //

F

  

N

P

i

OO

f and F are functions given in the hypothesis, and i is the immersion of P in N .

Since i is an immersion, for every p ∈ P there exist neighborhoods U of p and V of i(p)
in N and a smooth map g : V → U such that g ◦ i = id|U .

M
f //

F

  

V

g

		
U

i

HH

Thus we have that locally F = id ◦ F = (g ◦ i) ◦ F = g ◦ f . Since the right side of
the previous expression is a composition of diffeomorphisms we obtain that F is also a
diffeomorphism as desired.

Proposition 2.17. Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g and let H be a Lie subgroup
of G with Lie algebra h. Then

h = {X ∈ g | ∀t ∈ R : Exp(tX) ∈ H and t 7→ Exp(tX) is continuous}. (2.1)
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Proof. Let h̃ be the right side in equation (2.1). We will show a double inclusion.
We begin showing that h ⊂ h̃. For X ∈ h by theorem 2.14 for all t ∈ R we have

Exp(tX) = expX(t) and since for all X ∈ h we define expX : R → H then Exp(tX) ∈ H.
Moreover, recall that t→ Exp(tX) is a 1-parameter subgroup then it is continuous.

To see that h̃ ⊂ h, suppose for X ∈ g that the map α(t) := Exp(tX) is continuous. By
lemma 2.16 if we take f = ExpG, M = R, N = G and P = H

R expG //

F

  

G

H

i

OO

we get that F : R→ H, which by definition is F (t) = Exp(tX), is differentiable. Further-
more, since F (0) = e so X = dF (0) ∈ Te(H) = h as desired.

Corollary 2.18. If H1 and H2 are two Lie subgroups of the Lie group G such that they
are equal as topological groups, then, they are equivalent as Lie groups.

Proof. By Proposition 2.17 we get that the Lie algebras h1 and h2 are equal. Since Exp is
a local difeomorffism near the origin, by Proposition 2.15 we get that H1 and H2 are the
same.

2.3 Campbell-Baker-Hausdorff formula

In the following section we will demonstrate the Campbell-Baker-Hausdorff formula which
we will use to prove Cartan’s theorem (theorem 2.25). The latter asserts that every topo-
logically closed subgroup of a Lie group is a Lie subgroup.

Take into account that in order to prove Cartan’s theorem we will need to have control
over group operations. But, we have already noticed that group operations can be difficult
to understand in general. To solve this issue, we will use the Campbell-Baker-Hausdorff
formula. This formula will determine the group operation in terms of the Lie bracket and
the vector space operations of the Lie algebra associated to the group.

Once we have complete understanding of the group operation we will be able to con-
struct a Lie structure over a closed subgroup. This result is the main goal of this section
(see theorem 2.25).

Definition 2.19. Let G be a Lie group, let f be a real valued analytic function at p ∈ G
and let X̂ be a vector field on G such that X ∈ Te(G). The Taylor series expansion for f
is defined by the formula if there exists ε > 0 such that, for |t| < ε,

f(pExp(tX)) :=
∞∑
n=0

tn

n!
(X̂nf)(p).



2.3. CAMPBELL-BAKER-HAUSDORFF FORMULA 13

Theorem 2.20. Let G be a Lie group and let X,Y ∈ Te(G). Then there exists ε > 0 such
that for all |t| < ε we get

Exp(tX)Exp(tY ) = Exp(tX + tY +
t2

2
[X,Y ] + o(t3)).

where o(t3) is a vector contained in TeG such that for |t| < ε, (1/t3)o(t3) is bounded an
analytic.

Proof. Let f be an analytic function at p ∈ G. By the formula given in proposition 2.5 of
[SW73]

(X̂nf)(p) :=

[(
d

dt

)n
f(pExp(tX))

]
t=0

applying twice this formula f at e ∈ G we get

(X̂nŶ mf)(e) =

[(
d

dt

)n( d

ds

)m
f(Exp(tX)Exp(sY ))

]
t=0,s=0

.

Moreover, the Taylor series expansion of f is

f(Exp(tX)Exp(tY )) =
∑

n≥0,m≥0

tn+m

n!m!
(X̂nŶ mf)(e)

where the coefficient of t is (X̂f)(e) + (Ŷ f)(e) and the coefficient of t2 is 1
2(X̂2f)(e) +

(X̂Ŷ f)(e) + 1
2(Ŷ 2f)(e).

However, since Exp : U → V is a diffeomorphism between a neighborhood U of 0 ∈ g
and a neighborhood V of the identity in G, we can construct a differentiable inverse F̂ :
V → U such that we can pre-compose with a differentiable function R ⊃ I → V which will
give us a differentiable function F : R ⊃ I → U ⊂ Te(G). Moreover, this F will allow us
for each t ∈ R to write the product of elements in G as follows.

Exp(tX)Exp(tY ) = Exp(F (t)).

Note that F has the Taylor series expansion

F (t) =
∑
n≥0

tnFn

with Fn ∈ Te(G).
Since f is analytic, we can calculate Exp(F (0)) = Exp(0)Exp(0) = e thus F (0) = 0.

f(Exp(tX)Exp(tY )) = f(Exp(F (t)))

= f(Exp(tF1 + t2F2 + o(t3)))

= f(Exp(tF1 + t2F2)) + o′(t3)

=
∑
n≥0

1

n!
((tF̂1 + t2F̂ 2)nf)(e) + o′(t3)
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where the last equality came from the Taylor series formula for tF1 + t2F2.
We only need to compare the coefficients for t and t2 in the last expression with those

found at the beginning of the proof. We will that

(F̂1f)(e) = (X̂g)(e) + (Ŷ g)(e)

and (F̂2f)(e) +
1

2
(F̂1

2
f)(e) =

1

2
(X̂2f)(e) + (X̂Ŷ f)(e) +

1

2
(Ŷ 2f)(e),

which leads us to the following result.

(F̂1f)(e) = (X̂g)(e) + (Ŷ g)(e)

and (F̂2f)(e) =
1

2

([
X̂, Ŷ

])
(e).

Corollary 2.21. Under the same conditions as in the previous theorem, the following
formulas hold:

(i) Exp(t(X + Y )) = limn→∞(Exp((t/n)X)Exp((t/n)Y ))n,

(ii) Exp(t2 [X,Y ]) = limn→∞(Exp((−t/n)X)Exp((−t/n)Y )Exp((t/n)X)Exp((t/n)Y ))n
2
.

Proof. To show (i) fix an t ∈ R and sufficiently large n. By theorem 2.20 we get

Exp

(
tX

n

)
Exp

(
tY

n

)
= Exp

(
t(X + Y )

n
+
t2 [X,Y ]

2n2
+ o

(
1

n3

))
,

so (
Exp

(
tX

n

)
Exp

(
tY

n

))n
= Exp

(
t(X + Y ) +

t2 [X,Y ]

2n
+ o

(
1

n2

))
which by the continuity of Exp give us the desired result.

To see (ii) we just need to apply the previous result and theorem 2.20.

Exp

(
−tX
n

)
Exp

(
−tY
n

)
Exp

(
tX

n

)
Exp

(
tY

n

)
= Exp

(
− t(X + Y )

n
+
t2 [X,Y ]

2n2
+ o

(
1

n3

))
Exp

(
t(X + Y )

n
+
t2 [X,Y ]

2n2
+ o

(
1

n3

))
= Exp

(
t2 [X,Y ]

n2
+ o

(
1

n3

))
.

Thus,(
Exp

(
−tX
n

)
Exp

(
−tY
n

)
Exp

(
tX

n

)
Exp

(
tY

n

))n2

= Exp

(
t2 [X,Y ] + o

(
1

n

))
which give us the result when consider n→∞.
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Remark. The formula in ?? in the previous corollary should remind us of the Trotter-Kato
formula [Var84] which is a generalization to certain unbounded linear operators.

Definition 2.22. We shall call F (X,Y, . . . , Z) a Lie polynomial if it lies in the Lie algebra
generated by X,Y, . . . , Z.

For example, F (X,Y ) is a Lie polynomial if it is a linear combination of X,Y and
[X,Y ] and possible nested Lie brackets.

Definition 2.23. We say that two polynomials P,Q are Lie related or P ≡Lie Q if and
only if P −Q is a Lie polynomial.

Theorem 2.24 (Campbell-Baker-Hausdorff theorem). Let G be a Lie group with Lie al-
gebra g. Let X,Y ∈ g and let s be sufficiently close to 0 ∈ R. Then the multiplication can
be expressed as

Exp(sX)Exp(sY ) = Exp(F (sX, sY )),

where each homogeneous term Fn(sX, sY ) of F (sX, sY ) is a Lie polynomial.

Proof. We will proceed by induction on n. Recall that each Fn(sX, sY ) is the homogeneous
term of degree n in the series F (sX, sY ), which means that F (sX, sY ) =

∑
n≥0 Fn(sX, sY ).

By Theorem 2.20 we have the base cases for n = 1, 2. As induction hypothesis we will
assume that we have the result for all k ≤ n.

From the associative law and the Taylor series of the exponential map we get that

(Exp(sX)Exp(sY ))Exp(sZ) = Exp(sX)(Exp(sY )Exp(sZ)),

which by definition 2.19 and theorem 2.20 can be written as

∞∑
i=1

Fi

 ∞∑
j=1

Fj(sX, sY ), sZ

 =

∞∑
i=1

Fi

sX, ∞∑
j=1

Fj(sY, sZ)

 .

After expanding the previous expression one can see that the only terms which cannot
be a Lie polynomial are Fn(X,Y )+Fn(X+Y,Z) in the left side and Fn(X,Y +Z)+Fn(Y,Z)
on the right side. Thus, after rearranging the polynomials we get

Fn(X,Y ) + Fn(X + Y,Z) ≡Lie Fn(X,Y + Z) + Fn(Y,Z). (2.2)

We conclude from Exp(aX)Exp(bX) = Exp((a+ b)X) that F (saX, sbX) = (a+ b)sX
so for any k > 1,

Fk(aX, bX) = 0. (2.3)

In particular, if a = 1 and b = 0 (or vice versa) we have

Fk(X, 0) = Fk(0, X) = 0. (2.4)
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Moreover, since Fk is homogeneous of degree k, we get

Fk(aX, aY ) = akF (X,Y ). (2.5)

First of all replace Z = −Y in (2.2) and obtain

Fn(X,Y ) + Fn(X + Y,−Y ) ≡Lie Fn(X,Y − Y ) + Fn(Y,−Y )

and by (2.3) and (2.4)

Fn(X,Y ) ≡Lie −Fn(X + Y,−Y ). (2.6)

Now replacing X = −Y in (2.2)

Fn(−Y, Y ) + Fn(−Y + Y,Z) ≡Lie Fn(−Y, Y + Z) + Fn(Y,Z)

we get
0 ≡Lie Fn(−Y, Y + Z) + Fn(Y, Z).

And replacing in the previous expression Y = X and Z = Y we obtain

Fn(X,Y ) ≡Lie −Fn(−X,X + Y ). (2.7)

The previous relations allow us to relate Fn(X,Y ) to Fn(Y,X) as follows:

Fn(X,Y ) ≡Lie −Fn(−X,X + Y ) by (2.7)

≡Lie −(−Fn(Y,−X − Y )) by (2.6)

≡Lie Fn(Y,−X − Y )

≡Lie −Fn(−Y,−X) by (2.7)

≡Lie −(−1)nFn(Y,X) by (2.5).

So the relation defined by

Fn(X,Y ) ≡Lie −(−1)nFn(Y,X). (2.8)

The next step is to replace Z = −Y
2 in (2.2) which gives us

Fn(X,Y ) + Fn(X + Y,−Y/2) ≡Lie Fn(X,Y/2) + Fn(Y,−Y/2)

≡Lie Fn(X,Y/2). (2.9)

Now we replace X = −Y
2 in (2.2), so

Fn(−Y/2, Y + Z) + Fn(Y,Z) ≡Lie Fn(−Y/2, Y ) + Fn(Y/2, Z)

≡Lie Fn(Y/2, Z).
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Thus, replacing Y = X and Z = Y we get

Fn(X,Y ) + Fn(−X/2, X + Y ) ≡Lie Fn(X/2, Y ). (2.10)

Relation (2.9) allows us to rewrite (2.10) as follows

Fn(X/2, Y ) ≡Lie Fn(X/2, Y/2)− Fn(X/2 + Y,−Y/2) by (2.9)

≡Lie 2−nFn(X,Y ) + Fn(X/2 + Y/2, Y/2) by (2.6)

≡Lie 2−nFn(X,Y ) + 2−nFn(X + Y, Y ), by (2.5).

Fn(−X/2, X + Y )

≡Lie Fn(−X/2, X/2 + Y/2)− Fn(X/2 + Y,−X/2− Y/2) by (2.9)

≡Lie −Fn(X/2, Y/2) + Fn(Y/2, X/2 + Y/2) by (2.6) and (2.7)

≡Lie −2−nFn(X,Y ) + 2−nFn(Y,X + Y ) by (2.5).

So, (2.10) looks like

Fn(X,Y ) ≡Lie 21−nFn(X,Y ) + 2−nFn(X + Y, Y ) + 2−nFn(Y,X + Y ).

And applying (2.8) we get

(1− 21−n)Fn(X,Y ) ≡Lie 2−n(1 + (−1)n)Fn(X + Y, Y ). (2.11)

Notice, if n is odd, then Fn(X,Y ) ≡Lie 0 as desired.
If n is even, we replace X by X − Y in (2.11), so

(1− 21−n)Fn(X − Y, Y ) ≡Lie 21−nFn(X,Y ). (2.12)

The left side of the previous expression becomes

(1− 21−n)Fn(X − Y, Y ) ≡Lie −(1− 21−n)Fn(X,−Y ) by (2.6).

Replacing this last formula into (2.12), we obtain

−(1− 21−n)Fn(X,−Y ) ≡Lie 21−nFn(X,Y ). (2.13)

Finally, substituting Y = −Y we get

−Fn(X,Y ) ≡Lie
21−n

1− 21−n
Fn(X,−Y )

≡Lie −
(

21−n

1− 21−n

)2

Fn(X,Y ) by (2.13)

and since 21−n

1−21−n 6= 1, hence Fn(X,Y ) ≡Lie 0 as desired.
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Theorem 2.25 (Cartan theorem). Let G be a Lie group, and let H be a subgroup of
G which is also a closed subset of the topological space G. Then there exists a unique
differentiable structure on H such that H is a Lie subgroup of G.

Proof. The uniqueness follows directly from corollary 2.18. We only need to show the
existence of the differentiable structure. We will proceed by steps.

Step 1. WE prove that h is a vector space. Let h := {X ∈ g : Exp(tX) ∈
H for all t ∈ R}. For any X ∈ h and s ∈ R, we get by Theorem 2.14 and definition
of h that Exp(t(sX)) =sX (t) = expX(st) = Exp((st)X) ∈ H. Moreover, for any X and Y
in h for any t ∈ R we get by (i) in corollary 2.21

Exp(t(X + Y )) = lim
n→∞

(Exp(t/n)XExp(t/n)Y )n ∈ H

since H is a closed subspace. Clearly, applying (ii) of the same corollary as before, we get
that [X,Y ] ∈ h.

Step 2. Let m be a subspace of g such that g = m⊕h. Then there exists a neighborhood
V of the 0 ∈ m such that if 0 6= X ∈ V implies ExpX 6∈ H. By contradiction, suppose
that every neighborhood Vn exists an element 0 6= Xn ∈ Vn ⊂ m and ExpXn ∈ H. By
construction, limn→∞Xn = 0. Since g is a finite dimensional vector space, we can consider
its Euclidean norm ‖ · ‖ (note that this choice can be made since all norms are equivalent
in finite dimensional vector spaces). Let k := {X ∈ m : 1 ≤ ‖X‖ ≤ 2}. Moreover, we will
consider integer ni such that Yi := niXi ∈ k ⊂ m. Since k is compact (is a bounded closed
set in a Euclidean space) we have that limi→∞ Yi = Y ∈ k exists. It could be necessary to
pass to a subsequence, but we will rename it to coincide with the original numeration.

Since limi→∞Xi = 0 we see that limi→∞ 1/ni = 0 and Exp(Yi/ni) = Exp(Xi) ∈ H.
Now we will prove that Y ∈ h which will lead to a contradiction since h ∩ m = {0}
and ‖Yj‖ ≥ 1. Since Exp(−Yi/ni) = Exp(Yi/ni)

−1 ∈ H, we can assume without lost
of generality that ni > 0. By definition of h and the previous assumption, Y ∈ H if
Exp(tY ) ∈ H for every real number t > 0. Let us define

ki(t) := btnic,

where b·c is the integer part function.
Since tni − 1 < ki(t) ≤ tni and limi→∞ 1/ni = 0 we get

lim
i→∞

ki(t)/ni = t.

Moreover, Exp(ki(t)Yi/ni) = Exp(Yi/ni)
ki(t) ∈ H and limi→∞ ki(t)Yi/ni = tY. However,

since the exponential map is continuous, we get that

Exp(tY ) = lim
i→∞

Exp(ki(t)Yi/ni) ∈ h.

By definition of h we have Y ∈ h, which is the desired contradiction.
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Step 3. We will show that there exists a neighborhood U of e ∈ G such that

U ∩H = U ∩ Exp(h) = Exp(V ′)

for some neighborhood V ′ of the zero in h. To show this, recall that Exp is a local
diffeomorphism. So, we can find coordinates which allow us to choose neighborhoods
0 ∈W ⊂ h, 0 ∈W ′ ⊂ m and U of the identity in G such that for Ŵ = W ⊕W ′

φ : Ŵ → U , X +X ′ 7→ ExpXExpX ′

is a diffeomorphism. Moreover if x ∈ φ(Ŵ ) we have x = Exp(X)Exp(X ′) for some X ∈
W ⊂ h and X ′ ∈ W ′ ⊂ m. Thus, if x ∈ U ∩H, then Exp(X)Exp(X ′) ∈ H which implies
Exp(X ′) ∈ H since H is a group. We can shrink W ′ to fit V from Step 2 and we see that
X ′ = 0 which implies that U ∩H = U ∩ Exp(h) = Exp(V ′).

Step 4 We claim that H is a differentiable submanifold of G. Recall the useful charac-
terization for submanifolds given by Proposition 2.11 of [SW73] which asserts

Proposition 2.26. Let M be a submanifold of dimension m of a manifold N with dimen-
sion n. Then there exists a coordinate system z1, . . . , zn on a neighborhood V of p ∈ M
such that:

(i) z1(p) = · · · = zn(p) = 0.

(ii) The set W := {r ∈ V : zm+1(r) = · · · = zn(r) = 0} together with the restrictions of
z to W form a chart of M at p.

Conversely, f a subset M ⊂ N has a coordinate system at p ∈ M satisfying (i) and (ii),
then M is a submanifold on N .

Thus, for any p ∈ H we must show that there is a neighborhood U 3 p such that
U ∩ H is a submanifold of U . Since we can translate any of these coordinate systems to
the identity, it will suffice to find such coordinate functions which fulfill the conditions in
the proposition on a neighborhood U of the identity.

But such a neighborhood was constructed in Step 3 using the canonical coordinate sys-
tem imposed by the exponential map. And, the required neighborhoodW of the proposition
to be U ∩ H. Moreover, the topology in H makes the function t → Exp(tX) continuous
for every X ∈ h. Finally, by Proposition 2.17, h is the corresponding Lie algebra of H.



Chapter 3

Gleason metrics and the
construction of a Lie structure

3.1 Topological vector space

Hilbert’s fifth problem concerns about the minimal hypothesis needed to place a differen-
tiable structure (Lie structure) on a topological group. In order to achieve this goal we
will start working on topological vector spaces.

Definition 3.1 (Topological vector space). A topological vector space is an R-vector space
V with a topology such that the vector space operations + : V ×V → V and · : R×V → V
are jointly continuous.

Here it is important to note that we require the operations to be jointly continuous,
which means that we do not only require the sum and scalar product to be continuous
in each component, but we need them to be continuous as functions of the product space
R× V with the product topology into V .

Example 3.2. Consider R with the compact topology where a non-empty set is open if and
only if its complement is compact. With this topology the space is not Hausdorff, the scalar
product · : R×R→ R is jointly continuous. Addition is continuous in each component yet
not jointly continuous since the set +−1([0, 1]c) = {(x, y) ∈ R × R : x + y 6∈ [0, 1]} cannot
contain any open set in the product topology induced by the compact topology of R.

We will be highly interested in those topological vector spaces whose topology is gen-
erated by a norm ‖ · ‖. In the finite dimensional case the following theorem will be highly
helpful.

The proof of upcoming theorem is based on the proof given [Cas12].

Theorem 3.3. Every finite-dimensional Hausdorff topological vector space has the topology
induced by its norm.

20



3.1. TOPOLOGICAL VECTOR SPACE 21

Proof. Let V be a finite-dimensional Hausdorff topological vector space, with topology F.
We will denote Fn the topology induced by the norm. And we will identify (V,Fn) ∼=
(Rn,Fn). We need to show that F = Fn.

Since V is finite dimensional, we can choose a basis {v1, v1, . . . , vn} for V , and define
the linear bijection

T : (V ∼= Rn,Fn)→ (V,F)

as

T ((x1, x2, . . . , xn)) :=

n∑
i=1

xivi.

It will be enough to show that T is a homeomorphism. T is clearly continuous with
respect to F since scalar multiplication and addition are continuous in (V,F).

To prove that T is an open map, we need to take an open ball in Fn and see that its
image under T is open in (V,F).

It will suffice to verify the existence of an open bounded neighborhood of the origin in
F. Since, it can be continuously translated and dilated to form a basis of Fn.

Since T is continuous, it sends compact sets in Fn onto compact sets of F. In particular
for Sn−1 := {x ∈ Rn : ‖x‖ = 1} we get T (Sn−1) is compact in V . Using the hypothesis
of V being Hausdorff, we can take for all x ∈ T (Sn−1) disjoint open sets Ux and Wx such
that 0 ∈ Ux and x ∈ Wx. Clearly {Wx}x is an open covering of T (Sn−1) and by its
compactness there exist x1, . . . , xn such that T (Sn−1) ⊂

⋃n
i=1Wxi . Hence, by construction

0 ∈
⋂n
i=1 Uxi =: U is an open neighborhood of the origin in V disjoint from T (Sn−1).

Such U could be unbounded. In order to show that U is bounded we proceed as follows.
Using the jointly continuity of the scalar product we can find an open interval (−ε, ε) in R
and an open neighborhood U ′ of the origin in V such that U ′′ := (−ε, ε)U ′ is contained U .
Note that U ′′ is disjoint from T (Sn−1) since U was disjoint from T (Sn−1) by construction.
By construction U ′′ is the bounded open neighborhood of the origin which we were looking
for.

Corollary 3.4. In a Hausdorff topological vector space V , every finite-dimensional sub-
space W is closed.

Proof. We only need to prove that V \W is open. Clearly for all x ∈ V \W the subspace
U := span {W ∪ {x}} is finite-dimensional. After applying the previous theorem we can
easily separate x from W since U has the usual norm topology.

Theorem 3.5. Let V be a locally compact Hausdorff topological vector space. Then V is
isomorphic to some Rd as a topological vector space.

Proof. Let V be a locally compact Hausdorff topological vector space. There exists a
compact neighborhood K of the origin. Moreover, the set 1

2K is also a neighborhood of
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the origin. Clearly the family {x + 1
2K̊}x∈K is a covering of K and by its compactness

there exist {x1, . . . , xs} =: B such that

K ⊂
s⋃
i=1

(
xi +

1

2
K̊

)
⊂ B +

1

2
K.

If we take W := span {B} we have K ⊂ W + 1
2K and if we cover K again we obtain

that

K ⊂W +
1

2
K ⊂W +

1

2

(
W +

1

2
K

)
= W +

1

4
K.

Iterating this process n-times we obtain the following result:

K ⊂W + 2−nK.

If we fix any neighborhood U of the origin in V , then for all x ∈ V there exists n ∈ N
such that 2−nx ∈ U . Since U is a neighborhood of the origin, there exist an open set B
such that B ⊂ U . Moreover, by the compactness of K, we know that K is bounded, so we
can find an open set A such that K ⊂ A.

Hence, there exists an N ∈ N such that 2−NA ⊂ B. Taking the same M we have that

2−NK ⊂ 2−NA ⊂ B ⊂ U.

So we obtain that for any neighborhood of the origin U , there exists a sufficiently large
N such that 2−NK ⊂ U , consequently K ⊂W + U . Finally, since U is arbitrary, we have
that

K ⊂W.

By corollary 3.4, since W is finite-dimensional, we have that W = W ; so K ⊂W .
Finally, by construction we have W ⊂ V . On the other hand, for any x ∈ V there

exists an N ∈ N such that 2−Nx ∈ K ⊂ W . Since W is a subspace and x = 2N2−N ∈ W ,
we have that V ⊂W . This leads us to conclude that V = W .

3.2 Strong Gleason metric

Now we will introduce the metric structure that will allow us to construct a Lie structure
in our given topological group. Here we will only see how to construct such differentiable
structure based on a suitable metric that we will impose. Later on, we will see the neces-
sary conditions under which we can impose such metric on a given topological group.

Before we start our discussion of the metric, which we will call a strong Gleason Metric,
we are going to introduce an auxiliary norm-like function. It will help us to control the
Gleason metric.
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Definition 3.6 (Escape norm). Let G be a group. The escape norm associated to an open
neighborhood U of the identity is a function ‖ · ‖U : G→ [0, 1] defined by

‖g‖U := inf
n∈N

{
1

n+ 1
: g, g2, . . . , gn ∈ U

}
.

Note that if g 6∈ U then ‖g‖U = 1, and ‖g‖U = 0 if and only if 〈g〉 ⊂ U .

Definition 3.7 (strong Gleason metric). Let G be a topological group. A strong Gleason
metric on G is a left-invariant metric d : G×G→ R+ which generates the topology on G.
Additionally we denote ‖g‖ := d(g, e) where e ∈ G is the identity element. Also we require
d to fulfill the following properties for some fixed constant C > 0:

(i) (Escape property) If g ∈ G and n ≥ 1 such that n‖g‖ ≤ 1
C then

‖gn‖ ≥ 1

C
n‖g‖.

(ii) (Commutator estimate) If g, h ∈ G are such that ‖g‖ ≤ 1
C and ‖h‖ ≤ 1

C then

‖ [g, h] ‖ ≤ C‖g‖‖h‖.

where [g, h] = g−1h−1gh is the commutator of two elements of the group.

(iii) (Escape norm comparison) For a sufficiently small open neighborhood U of the iden-
tity we get that there exist positive constants K1,K2 such that

K1‖g‖U ≤ ‖g‖ ≤ K2‖g‖U .

It is important to note that ‖g‖ is not a norm since G is not a vector space. Yet,
the reader should think of ‖g‖ as the size of g relative to the identity. In this sense ‖g‖
somehow resembles an actual norm. Moreover, we will refer to ‖g‖ as the norm of g.

Remark. Notice that the escape property in the previous definition gives us some local
control over the norm of small elements. In other words, if an element g ∈ G is small
enough then the norm of the power of g is linearly related to the norm of g thanks to the
triangle inequality presented in proposition 3.9

1

C
n‖g‖ ≤ ‖gn‖ ≤ n‖g‖.

The following theorem gives a solution of the Hlbert’s fifth problem under certain
conditions on G.

Theorem 3.8. (Lie structure from strong Gleason metrics) Let G be a locally com-
pact group with a strong Gleason metric. Then, G is isomorphic to a Lie group.
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In order to prove this theorem we will need to do some hard work on the construction
of an exponential map that will allow us to achieve the desired Lie structure.

The above theorem will be proven at the end of this chapter for which it is important
to keep it in mind. Since most of the work presented here will be highly technical and one
could lost sight of the ultimate goal of such work.

Proposition 3.9. Let G be a locally compact group with a strong Gleason metric. Then
we have the following results for any 0 < ε < 1

C :

(i) ‖g−1‖ = ‖g‖,

(ii) d(g, h) = ‖g−1h‖,

(iii) ‖g1 · · · gn‖ ≤
∑n

i=1 ‖gi‖,

(iv) ‖ghg−1‖ ∼ ‖h‖ whenever ‖g‖, ‖h‖ < ε,

(v) d(gk, hk) ∼ d(g, h) whenever ‖g‖, ‖h‖, ‖k‖ < ε, (approximate right invariance),

(vi) d(gh, hg)� ‖g‖‖h‖ whenever ‖g‖, ‖h‖ < ε.

Proof. (ii) follows immediately as d(g, h) = ‖h−1g‖ = ‖(h−1g)−1‖ = ‖g−1h‖. Clearly (i)
follows from (ii) taking h = e.

For (iii) a simple induction on n will give us the result, so we will only prove the basic
case with n = 2. Consider ‖g1g2‖ = d(g1g2, e) ≤ d(g1g2, g1) + d(g1, e) = d(g2, e) + ‖g1‖ =∑2

i=1 ‖gi‖.
To prove (iv) we will prove two inequalities, beginning with

‖ghg−1‖ = ‖ghg−1h−1h‖ ≤ ‖ [g, h] ‖+ ‖h‖
≤ C‖g‖‖h‖+ ‖h‖ ≤ (Cε+ 1)‖h‖.

In the second step we used (iii) and (iv) and in the forth step we used the commutator
estimate of definition 3.7.

On the other hand, applying the above inequality to g−1 istead of g and ghg−1 instead
of h, we find

‖h‖ = ‖g−1(ghg−1)g‖ ≤ (Cε+ 1)‖ghg−1‖,

which proves (iv).

To prove the approximate right invariance (v) we only need to apply the previous
result d(gk, hk) = ‖k−1h−1gk‖ ∼ ‖h−1g‖ = d(g, h). Note that here it was necessary that
‖g‖, ‖h‖, ‖k‖ < ε to apply the result above.

Finally, in a similar way we can prove (vi) by calculating d(gh, hg) = ‖g−1h−1gh‖ ≤
C‖g−1‖‖h−1‖ = C‖g‖‖h‖ whenever ‖g‖, ‖h‖ < ε, so we get d(gh, hg)� ‖g‖‖h‖.



3.2. STRONG GLEASON METRIC 25

Theorem 3.10. Let G be a locally compact group with a strong Gleason metric. Then G
is complete with this metric.

Proof. Take a Cauchy sequence {gn}n ⊂ G. Then for all ε > 0 there exists N ∈ N such
that for all n,m ≥ N the distance d(gn, gm) < ε. By the left invariance this can be restated
as d(g−1m gn, e) = ‖g−1m gn‖ < ε, hence

g−1m gn −→ e

as n,m→∞.

By the local compactness of G we can find a compact neighborhood U of the identity
and a natural number N such that whenever n,m ≥ N , we have that {g−1m gn}n,m ⊂ U .

Let us take the sequence {g−1N gn}n ⊂ {g−1m gn}n,m ⊂ U . Since U is compact in a metric
space, the sequence {g−1N gn}n has a convergent subsequence {g−1N gnk}nk such that

lim
nk→∞

g−1N gnk = h ∈ U.

Since we fixed g−1N , the continuity of multiplication on G implies

lim
nk→∞

gnk = g1h.

So we found a convergent subsequence of {gn}n, and by the Cauchy assumption {gn}n
converges to gNh. Therefore, G is complete under the strong Gleason metric d.

Definition 3.11. Let X be any set and f, g : X → R functions. We say that

f � g

if there exists a positive constant K such that

f(x) ≤ Kg(x)

for all x ∈ X.

Moreover, we will say that f ∼ g if f � g � f .

With this result in mind we will prove the following extremely useful lemma.

Lemma 3.12. Let 0 < ε < 1
C .If n ≥ 1 and ‖g‖, ‖h‖ < ε

n then

(i) d(gnhn, (gh)n)� n2‖g‖‖h‖,

(ii) d(gn, hn) ∼ nd(g, h).

where the corresponding constants are independent of n, g and h.
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Proof. We will begin to prove (i) by calculating

d(gnhn, (gh)n) = ‖h−ng−n(gh)n‖

=

∥∥∥∥∥
n−1∏
i=0

hi−ngi−nghgn−i−1hn−i−1

∥∥∥∥∥
≤

n−1∑
i=0

‖hi−ngi−nghgn−i−1hn−i−1‖.

This show us that if we have ‖hi−ngi−nghgn−i−1hn−i−1‖ � n‖g‖‖h‖, then

d(gnhn, (gh)n)�
n−1∑
i=0

n‖g‖‖h‖ = n2‖g‖‖h‖.

To prove the desired inequality let us do the following calculations using the results of
proposition 3.9 and the left invariance of d

‖hi−ngi−nghgn−i−1hn−i−1‖ = d(gn−ihn−i, ghgn−i−1hn−i−1)

= d(gn−i−1hn−i, hgn−i−1hn−i−1)

∼ d(gn−i−1h, hgn−i−1)

� ‖gn−i−1‖‖h‖ � (n− i− 1)‖g‖‖h‖
� n‖g‖‖h‖.

This bound gives us the desired result.
To prove the second estimate (ii) notice that we are able to use the escape property

since we can choose an ε small enough to get 2ε ≤ 1
C so ‖k‖ ≤ 2ε

n ≤
1
nC . Call k = h−1g.

We obtain that ‖k‖ = ‖h−1g‖ = d(h, g) ≤ 2ε
n . Then we can use the triangle inequality to

see that

d(gn, hn) ≤ d(gn, hnkn) + d(hnkn, hn)� d((hk)n, hnkn) + ‖kn‖
� n2‖h‖‖k‖+ n‖k‖ = n‖k‖(n‖h‖+ 1) ≤ n‖k‖(ε+ 1)

and

d(gn, hn) = d(hnkn, hn) = ‖kn‖ ≥ 1

C
n‖k‖.

In conclusion we get that d(gn, hn) ∼ nd(g, h).

3.3 Construction of a Lie structure from a strong Gleason
metric

The construction of a Lie structure on a locally compact with strong Gleason metric group
G will strongly rely on the definition of an exponential map given in definition 3.18. This
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map will allow us to give G the differentiable structure that we are looking for. Now
remember that in a Lie group we have a correspondence between the elements of its Lie
algebra and the 1-parameter subgroups of G. This is the reason to start working in the
space

L(G) := {ϕ : R→ G : ϕ is a continuous homomorphism}

of all 1-parameter subgroups of G.

Note that if G is a Lie group, then L(G) must be isomorphic to an euclidean space since
we could identify L(G) with the lie algebra of G which is already an euclidean space. So
the following part of this work will focus on the demonstration some important properties
of L(G) and the proof that it is a finite-dimensional topological vector space. By theorem
3.3 it is then isomorphic to some euclidean space.

Before we get into the detail of the construction of such a Lie structure, we will show
a little useful result concerning basic analysis.

Theorem 3.13. Let f, g : X → R+ be real-valued bounded functions with bounds C1, C2 >
0 respectively and f(x) 6= 0. Suppose for all x ∈ X and n ∈ N such that:

f(x) <
C1

n
=⇒ g(x) <

C2

n
.

Then there exists a constant K > 0 such that for all x ∈ X

g(x) ≤ Kf(x).

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that for all n ∈ N there exists an element xn ∈ X such
that

f(xn) <
C1

n
and g(xn) <

C2

n

and g(xn) > nf(xn).

Under the previous conditions we obtain

f(xn) <
g(xn)

n
≤ C2

n
=

C1

nC1
c2

≤ C1

nbC1
c2
c

so

f(xn) <
C1

nbC1
c2
c
.

By the hypothesis we get g(xn) < C2

nbC1
c2
c
. This inequality and nf(xn) < g(xn) gives us

f(xn) <
C2

n2bC1
c2
c

=
C1

n2bC1
c2
cC1
C2

≤ C1

n2bC1
c2
c2
.
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We can repeat this process, which will give us as result

f(xn) <
C1

nkbC1
c2
ck

for every natural number k. Therefore, f(xn) = 0 which is a contradiction.

Notice that in the previous theorem the constant K is independent of the parameters
of the functions f and g. This fact will be fundamental for the future applications of this
result.

Now we give L(G) the compact-open topology which is generated by the balls

Br,K(ϕ0) = {ϕ ∈ L(G) : sup
t∈K
{d(ϕ(t), ϕ0(t))} < r}

for ϕ0 ∈ L(G), r > 0 and a compact interval K ⊂ R. Using the homomorphism property
of 1-parameter subgroups, we can choose an arbitrary compact interval such as [−1, 1].

Lemma 3.14. L(G) is locally compact.

Proof. Since L(G) has compact-open topology by theorem 46.8 and exercise 46.10 of
[Mun00] we get that L(G) is complete if (G, d) is complete. We already had this result in
theorem 3.10.

Fix some ϕ0 ∈ L(G). By the continuity of ϕ0 at 0 we have that for any ε > 0 there
exists an interval I = [−T, T ] 3 0 such that for all t ∈ I we obtain that ‖ϕ0(t)‖ =
‖ϕ0(t)ϕ0(0)−1‖ < ε.

Consider the open neighborhood B := Bε,I(ϕ0) of ϕ0. To prove that L(G) is locally
compact we will use the Arzelá -Ascoli theorem, which asserts that if X is a compact space,
Y is a complete metric space. And E ⊂ C(X,Y ), then E is compact in the compact-open
topology if and only if E is equicontinuous and for all x ∈ X the set {f(x) : f ∈ E} is
compact in Y . So, we only need to show that B is compact.

In this case we will take X = I, Y = G and E = B. First of all, note that for each
ϕ ∈ B and t ∈ I we have

‖ϕ(t)‖ = ‖ϕ(t)− ϕ0(t) + ϕ0(t)‖ ≤ ‖ϕ(t)− ϕ0(t)‖+ ‖ϕ0(t)‖
≤ d(ϕ(t), ϕ0(t)) + ε ≤ sup

t∈I
{d(ϕ(t), ϕ0(t))}+ ε ≤ 2ε

which means that the family is point-wise bounded. Since we get a globally uniform bound.
We will verify that B is equicontinous. We will show that every ϕ ∈ B is Lipschitz

continuous with the same Lipschitz bound. We will go with an argument similar to the one
presented in theorem 3.13. We will see if whenever |t|T ≤ 1 and n ≥ 1 implies ‖ϕ(t/n)‖ ≤
ε/n, then there exists a positive constant M such that for every t ∈ I

‖ϕ(t)‖ ≤M |t|
T
ε.
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Suppose that for every natural number N ∈ N there exists some tN ∈ I such that
|tN |
T ≤ 1 implies ‖ϕ(tN/n)‖ ≤ ε/n. But ‖ϕ(tN )‖ > N |tN |T ε.

Since tN ∈ I we will always have |tN | /T ≤ 1 and by hypothesis ‖ϕ(tN/n)‖ ≤ ε/n so
we get

N
|tN |
T
ε < ‖ϕ(tN )‖ ≤ N‖ϕ(TN/N)‖ ≤ ε

thus N |tN |T ≤ 1. By hypothesis ‖ϕ(NtN/n)‖ ≤ ε
n . In particular ‖ϕ(tN/N)‖ ≤ ε

N .

Moreover, by the contradiction hypothesis

N
N |tN |
T

ε < ‖ϕ(NtN )‖ ≤ n‖ϕ(NtN/n)‖ ≤ ε.

This implies that N2|tN |
T ≤ 1. Thus, by hypothesis ‖ϕ(N2tN/n)‖ ≤ ε/n. and we obtain

‖ϕ(tN/N)‖ ≤ ε/N3.

Iterating this argument, as in theorem 3.13, we get that

|tN |Nk

T
≤ 1

which leads us to

‖ϕ(NktN/n)‖ ≤ ε

n
.

Furthermore,

‖ϕ(tN/N)‖ ≤ ε

Nk+1
,

which goes to zero as k →∞. This is a contradiction since tN
N is different from 0.

In conclusion we get that ‖ϕ(t)‖ ≤ M |t|
T ε. So, we can see that for all t, t′ ∈ I we

conclude that

d(ϕ(t), ϕ(t′)) = d(ϕ(t′)−1ϕ(t), e) = ‖ϕ(−t′)ϕ(t)‖

= |ϕ(t− t′)‖ ≤ |t− t′| ε
T
.

Showing that every ϕ ∈ B is Lipschitz with constant ε
T . Then, B is equicontinuous and by

Arzela-Ascoli B is compact as desired.

Definition 3.15. On L(G) we define the following operations

(i) (cϕ)(t) := ϕ(ct),

(ii) (ϕ+ ψ)(t) := limn→∞(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n.

for any ϕ,ψ ∈ L(G) and c ∈ R.
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Remark. To prove that a given sequence {an}n is Cauchy, fix an ε > 0 and you want to see
that there exists a natural number N such that

d(an, am) ≤ ε

for all n,m ≥ N .
Note that it is enough to show that for all ε > 0 there exists an N > 0 such that for all

n ≥ N and m ≥ 1 d(an, anm) ≤ ε, because

d(an, am) ≤ d(an, anm) + d(anm, an′) < 2ε

for every n,m ≥ N .

Lemma 3.16. If ϕ,ψ ∈ L(G), then ϕ+ ψ is well defined and lies in L(G).

Proof. Well defined. Since L(G) is complete it is sufficient to show that {(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n}n
is a Cauchy sequence. By previous remark it is enough to prove

d((ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n, (ϕ(t/nm)ψ(t/nm))nm)→ 0

for n going to infinity independently of t. We are going to prove a slightly stronger claim:

d((ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n
′
, (ϕ(t/nm)ψ(t/nm))n

′m)→ 0

for n,m→∞ and 1 ≤ n′ ≤ n.
Applying lemma 3.12 we get that

d(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n),(ϕ(t/(nm))ψ(t/(nm)))m)

= d(ϕ(t/(nm))mψ(t/(nm))m, (ϕ(t/nm))ψ(t/(nm))m)

� m2‖ϕ(t/(nm))‖‖ψ(t/nm)‖
� m2(ε/(nm))2 = (ε/n)2.

where the last inequality comes from the Lipschitz bound given in theorem 3.14.
Applying lemma 3.12 again we get that

d((ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n
′
, (ϕ(t/(nm))ψ(t/(nm)))n

′m)� n′(ε/n)2 ≤ ε2/n.

In this way we obtain the claim that gives us the result taking n′ = n. Thus, the point-
wise limit exists and since we are working in a space with the compact-open topology by
corollary 46.4 and theorem 46.8 in [Mun00] we get that the limit is continuous as desired.

Homomorphism. By the density of Q in R and the continuity of the elements on
L(G) to prove that ϕ+ ψ is a homomorphismit suffices to show that

(ϕ+ ψ)((p+ q)t) = (ϕ+ ψ)(pt)(ϕ+ ψ)(qt)
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and
(ϕ+ ψ)(−t) = (ϕ+ ψ)(t)−1

for any p, q ∈ Q. Recall that p, q can be written without lost of generality as p = a/c and
q = b/c with a, b, c ∈ N, which will give us the following equality to prove:

(ϕ+ ψ)

((
a+ b

c

)
t

)
= (ϕ+ ψ)

(a
c
t
)

(ϕ+ ψ)

(
b

c
t

)
.

By definition of the sum

(ϕ+ ψ)
(a
c
t
)

= lim
n→∞

(
ϕ

(
at

nc

)
ψ

(
at

nc

))n
.

Since n→∞, also cn→∞, so it will be enough to show that

(ϕ+ ψ)((a+ b)t) = (ϕ+ ψ)(at)(ϕ+ ψ)(bt)

for any integers a, b.
First of all using lemma 3.12 we can estimate the distance

d(ϕ(t/n)aψ(t/n)a, (ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))a)� a2‖ϕ(t/n)‖‖ψ(t/n)‖ �
( ε
n

)2
and

d((ϕ(t/n)aψ(t/n)a)n, (ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))an)� n
(aε
n

)2
=
a2ε2

n
→ 0

as n→∞. Then, in the limit we have that

(ϕ+ ψ)(at) = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(at/n)ψ(at/n))n = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)aψ(t/n)a)n

= lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))an,

analogously we have for (ϕ + ψ)(bt) = limn→∞(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))bn and (ϕ + ψ)((a + b)t) =
limn→∞(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))(a+b)n, hence

(ϕ+ ψ)(at)(ϕ+ ψ)(bt) = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))an lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))bn

= lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))(a+b)n = (ϕ+ ψ)((a+ b)t)

as desired.
To prove that (ϕ+ ψ)(−t) = (ϕ+ ψ)(t)−1 it is enough to see that

(ϕ+ ψ)(−t)−1 = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(−t/n)ψ(−t/n))−n = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)−1ψ(t/n)−1)−n

= lim
n→∞

((ψ(t/n)ϕ(t/n))−1)−n = lim
n→∞

(ψ(t/n)ϕ(t/n))n

= lim
n→∞

(ψ(t/n)ϕ(t/n))nψ(t/n)ψ(t/n)−1

= lim
n→∞

ψ(t/n)(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))nψ(t/n)−1

= lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n = (ϕ+ ψ)(t).
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Thus, (ϕ + ψ)(−t)−1 = (ϕ + ψ)(t) so e = (ϕ + ψ)(t)(ϕ + ψ)(−t). And by the uniqueness
of the inverse we have (ϕ+ ψ)(−t) = (ϕ+ ψ)(t)−1.

Lemma 3.17. L(G) is a topological vector space.

Proof. Vector space axioms. We start showing that L(G) is a vector space. It is clear
that the 0 ∈ L(G) defined as 0(t) := e for every t ∈ R is the additive identity and 1 ∈ R
is the scalar multiplication identity. Since a(bϕ(t)) = aϕ(bt) = ϕ(a(bt)) = ϕ((ab)t) =
(ab)ϕ(t) scalar multiplication is compatible with field multiplication.

Distributivity of scalar multiplication over field addition is clear by the homomorphism
property of ϕ; since for all t ∈ R

(aϕ+ bϕ)(t) = lim
n→∞

(aϕ(t/n)bϕ(t/n))n = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(at/n)ϕ(bt/n))n

= lim
n→∞

(ϕ(at/n+ bt/n))n = lim
n→∞

(ϕ((a+ b)t/n))n

= lim
n→∞

ϕ((a+ b)nt/n) = lim
n→∞

ϕ((a+ b)t)

= ϕ((a+ b)t) = (a+ b)ϕ(t).

Distributivity of scalar multiplication over vector addition is calculated as follows:

(aϕ+ aψ)(t) = lim
n→∞

(aϕ(t/n)aψ(t/n))n = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(at/n)ψ(at/n))n

= lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))an = ( lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n)a

= ((ϕ+ ψ)(t))a = (ϕ+ ψ)(at) = a(ϕ+ ψ)(t)

for all t ∈ R.

Clearly the additive inverse of ϕ is −ϕ because

(ϕ+ (−ϕ))(t) = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)(−ϕ(t/n)))n = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)ϕ(−t/n))n

= lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n− t/n))n = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(0))n = lim
n→∞

e = e

for all t.

The commutativity of addition is calculated as follows:

(ϕ+ ψ)(t) = lim
n→∞

(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n = lim
n→∞

ϕ(t/n)(ψ(t/n)ϕ(t/n))nϕ(t/n)−1

= lim
n→∞

ϕ(t/n) lim
n→∞

(ψ(t/n)ϕ(t/n))n lim
n→∞

ϕ(t/n)−1

= ϕ(0) lim
n→∞

(ψ(t/n)ϕ(t/n))nϕ(0)−1 = e(ψ + ϕ)(t)e−1

= (ψ + ϕ)(t).
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The only remaining axiom left to prove is the associativity of addition: if ϕ,ψ, φ ∈ L(G)
then ((ϕ + ψ) + φ)(t) = (ϕ + (ψ + φ))(t) for all t ∈ R . By the homomorphism property
it will be enough to show this for a sufficiently small t. By definition of (ϕ + ψ)(t) =
limn→∞(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n we get that

nd((ϕ+ ψ)(t/n), ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)) ∼ d((ϕ+ ψ)(t/n)n, (ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n)

= d((ϕ+ ψ)(t), (ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n)

= d((ϕ(t/m)ψ(t/m))m), (ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n)

∼ d((ϕ(t/nm)ψ(t/nm))nm), (ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n))n)

� ε2

n

so d((ϕ + ψ)(t/n), ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)) � ε2

n2 . In a similar way we obtain that d(((ϕ + ψ) +

φ)(t/n), (ϕ+ψ)(t/n)φ(t/n))� ε2

n2 and d((ϕ+ (ψ+φ))(t/n), ϕ(t/n)(ψ+φ)(t/n))� ε2

n2 . If
we apply lemma 3.12, we get that

d
(
((ϕ+ ψ) + φ)(t), (ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)φ(t/n))n

)
∼nd

(
((ϕ+ ψ) + φ)(t/n), ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)φ(t/n)

)
≤nd

(
((ϕ+ ψ) + φ)(t/n), (ϕ+ ψ)(t/n)φ(t/n)

)
+ nd

(
(ϕ+ ψ)(t/n)φ(t/n), ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)φ(t/n)

)
�n ε

2

n2
+ nd

(
(ϕ+ ψ)(t/n), ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)

)
�n ε

2

n2
=
ε2

n
.

Analogously

d
(
(ϕ+ (ψ + φ))(t), (ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)φ(t/n))n

)
∼nd

(
(ϕ+ (ψ + φ))(t/n), ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)φ(t/n)

)
≤nd

(
(ϕ+ (ψ + φ))(t/n), ϕ(t/n)(ψ + φ)(t/n)

)
+ nd

(
ϕ(t/n)(ψ + φ)(t/n), ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)φ(t/n)

)
�n ε

2

n2
+ nd

(
(ψ + ψ)(t/n), ψ(t/n)φ(t/n)

)
�n ε

2

n2
=
ε2

n
.
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In conclusion

d
(
((ϕ+ ψ) + φ)(t),(ϕ+ (ψ + φ))(t)

)
≤d
(
((ϕ+ ψ) + φ)(t), (ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)φ(t/n))n

)
+ d
(
(ϕ(t/n)ψ(t/n)φ(t/n))n, (ϕ+ (ψ + φ))(t)

)
�ε2

n
+
ε2

n
= 2

ε2

n
→ 0 as n→∞.

Continuity of operations. The only thing left to prove is the continuity of the
operations. To prove the joint continuity of the scalar multiplication, take ε > 0, c ∈ R
and φ0 ∈ L(G). Define I = [−c, c] and consider B ε

2
,I(φ0). Recall that by definition

B ε
2
,I =

{
φ ∈ L(G) : sup

t∈I
{d(φ(t), φ0(t))} <

ε

2

}
.

Since the family of functions B ε
2
,I(φ0) is uniformly Lipschitz continuous (lemma 3.14), there

exists a constant K such that every homomorphism in B ε
2
,I(φ0) is Lipschitz continuous.

To show the continuity we will consider (c− ε
4K , c+ ε

4K ) ⊂ R and we want to see that

(
c− ε

4K
, c+

ε

4K

)
B ε

2
,I(φ0) ⊂ Bε,I0(cφ0)

where I0 = [−1, 1]. To achieve this we take a ∈ (c− ε
4K , c+ ε

4K ) and φ ∈ B ε
2
,I(φ0) and we

will verify

aφ ∈ Bε,I0(cφ0)⇐⇒ sup
t∈[−1,1]

{d(aφ(t), cφ0(t))} < ε

⇐⇒ sup
t∈[−1,1]

{d(φ(at), φ0(ct))} < ε

⇐⇒ ∀t ∈ [−1, 1] : d(φ(at), φ0(ct)) < ε.

Note that for all t ∈ [−1, 1] = I0 we have

d(φ(at), φ0(ct)) = d(φ((c− c+ a)t), φ0(ct))

= d(φ(ct+ (a− c)t), φ0(ct))
= d(φ(ct)φ((a− c)t), φ0(ct)).
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Call t′ = ct then t′ ∈ [−c, c] = I and

d(φ(at), φ0(ct)) = d(φ(t′)φ(((a− c)/c)t′), φ0(t′))
≤ d(φ(t′)φ(((a− c)/c)t′), φ(t′)) + d(φ(t′), φ0(t

′))

= d(φ(((a− c)/c)t′), e) + d(φ(t′), φ0(t
′))

≤ d(φ(((a− c)/c)t′), e) + sup
t′∈I
{d(φ(t′), φ0(t

′))}

≤ d(φ(((a− c)/c)t′), e) +
ε

2

= d(φ((a− c)t), e) +
ε

2

= d(φ(at)φ(−ct), e) +
ε

2

= d(φ(at)φ(ct)−1, e) +
ε

2

= d(φ(ct)−1, φ(at)−1) +
ε

2
.

Thus,

d(φ(at), φ0(ct)) = d(φ(−ct), φ(−at)) +
ε

2

≤ K‖at− ct‖+
ε

2
≤ K‖a− c‖+

ε

2

< K
ε

2K
+
ε

2
= ε.

Now we are going to prove the continuity of the sum at the origin. Let ε > 0 and take
δ = ε

2T , whenever supt∈I ‖ϕ(t)‖ < δ and supt∈I ‖φ(t)‖ < δ. Recalling that for ϕ and φ
we have the Lipschitz bound given by ‖ϕ(t)‖ � δ |t| and ‖φ(t)‖ � δ |t|, we are able to
calculate

‖(φ+ ϕ)(t)‖ = ‖ lim
n→∞

(φ(t/n)ϕ(t/n))n‖ = lim
n→∞

‖(φ(t/n)ϕ(t/n))n‖

≤ lim
n→∞

n‖φ(t/n)ϕ(t/n)‖ ≤ lim
n→∞

n‖φ(t/n)‖+ n‖ϕ(t/n)‖

� lim
n→∞

nδ

∣∣∣∣ tn
∣∣∣∣+ nδ

∣∣∣∣ tn
∣∣∣∣ = lim

n→∞
2δ |t| = 2δ |t|

and taking supremum over t ∈ I we get

sup
t∈I
‖(φ+ ϕ)(t)‖ � 2δT = ε

which gives us the continuity of the addition in L(G).
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3.4 Construction of an exponential map

Now we already have that L(G) is a locally compact topological vector space. By exercise
46.10 and theorem 46.8 of [Mun00] there exists a metric wich makes L(G) complete as
desired. By theorem 3.5 we get that L(G) is isomorphic to a finite dimensional vector space
Rn with the usual topology. This important result will motivate the following definition,
which will help us to construct a Lie structure in G at the end of this section.

Definition 3.18. We define the exponential map exp : L(G)→ G as exp(φ) := φ(1).

Note. It is continuous since in the compact-open topology every evaluation is continuous.

We will introduce an auxiliary notion which will allow us to prove a slightly general
version of the Arzela-Ascoli theorem.

Definition 3.19 (Asymptotically equi-continuous). Let X,Y be metric spaces. A family
of functions {φn : X → Y }n∈N is called asymptotically equi-continuous if for any ε > 0
there exist δ > 0 and N ∈ N such that d(x, y) < δ implies d(φn(x), φn(y)) < ε for every
n ≥ N .

Theorem 3.20 (Arzela-Ascoli-like theorem). Let I ⊂ R be a compact interval and Y
be a locally compact complete metric space. Then a subsequence of continuous functions
{φn : I → Y }n∈N converges uniformly if {φn}n is point wise bounded and asymptotically
equi-continuous.

Proof. Fix an enumeration {xi}i∈N of the rational numbers contained in I. Since {φn}n is
point wise bounded, then {φn(x1)}n is a bounded sequence in Y . Henceforth, by the local
compactness on Y we can find a convergent subsequence {φnk1 (x1)}k1 .

Now we take the sequence {φnk1 (x2)}k1 which is also bounded and analogously have
a convergent subsequence {φnk2 (x2)}k2 . By induction on this process, we get a chain of
subsequences

{φk1} ⊃ {φk2} · · · ⊃ {φkn}

such that for each ki the sequence {φnki}ki converges for x1, . . . , xi. Taking the diagonal
subsequence ϕm := φm,m where φm,m is the m-th term in the family {φnkm}km .

By construction, the sequence {ϕm}m converges for all rational number xi in the interval
I. Therefore, given any ε > 0 and rational xi there exists an integer Nxi such tat for every
n,m ≥ Nxi

d(ϕn(xi), ϕm(xi)) < ε/3.

Since the family {ϕm}m is asymptotically equi-continuous, for any ε > 0 there exist an
N ∈ R and δ > 0 such that for all s, t ∈ (x− δ, x+ δ) =: Ux and x ∈ I

d(ϕn(s), ϕn(t)) < ε/3
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for all n ≥ N .

Clearly the collection {Ux}x forms an open cover of I. Since I is compact, this covering
admits a finite subcover U1, . . . , Ul. Consequently for any t ∈ I we can find a j ∈ {1, . . . , l}
and xk ∈ Q ∩ I such that t, xk ∈ Uj . As a result we get

d(ϕn(t), ϕm(t)) ≤ d(ϕn(t), ϕn(xk)) + d(ϕn(xk), ϕm(xk)) + d(ϕm(xk), ϕm(t))

≤ ε

3
+
ε

3
+
ε

3
= ε

whenever n,m ≥ max{N,Nxk}. For this reason, the sequence {ϕm}m is uniformly Cauchy,
and therefore converges to a continuous function φ.

Proposition 3.21. For any neighborhood K of the origin in L(G), exp(K) is a neighbor-
hood of the identity on G.

Proof. By the continuity of exp and since L(G) is isomorphic as a topological vector space
to some Rn, we can choose a compact star-shaped neighborhood of the origin in L(G) such
that exp(K) is contained in the Bε(0) where ε is small enough to fulfill that ε < 1

C . Clearly
exp(K) is compact by the continuity of exp.

Suppose by contradiction that exp(K) is not a neighborhood of the identity in G. This
means that any open set containing the identity cannot be a subset of exp(K). Moreover,
since G is a metric space we can restate the previous affirmation as, for any n ∈ R the open
ball B1/n(e) 6⊂ exp(K). Thus for every n ∈ N we can choose a point gn ∈ B1/n(e) such
that gn 6∈ exp(K) and clearly by construction gn → e as: n→∞, in particular ‖gn‖ → 0.

By the compactness of exp(K) we can find for each n an element hn ∈ exp(K) such
that it minimizes the distance d(gn, hn). Then, if we define kn := h−1n gn we obtain

‖kn‖ = ‖(hn)−1gn‖ = d(gn, hn) ≤ d(gn, e) = ‖gn‖ and ‖hn‖ ≤ d(gn, hn) + ‖gn‖ ≤ 2‖gn‖

hence ‖kn‖, ‖hn‖ → 0 as n→∞.
Let Nn := b ε

‖kn‖c. Clearly, Nn ≤ ε
‖kn‖ and Nn →∞ as n→∞. Moreover,

‖kNnn ‖ = d(kNnn , eNn) ∼ Nnd(kn, e) = Nn‖kn‖ ≤ ε

for all n ∈ N.
We define the approximate one-parameter subgroups φn : [−1, 1]→ G

φn(t) := kbtNncn

and as a consequence we get ‖φn(t)‖ = ‖kbtNncn ‖ ∼ btNnc‖kn‖ ≤ (|t|Nn+1) ε
Nn

. In order to
get an approximate homomorphism property recall the following properties of the integer
part function

btNnc ≤ tNn,

bsNnc ≤ sNn.
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Adding the previous equations and by the properties of the integer part

1 + b(t+ s)Nnc ≥ tNn + sNn

−1− b(t+ s)Nnc ≤ −tNn − sNn ≤ −btNnc − bsNnc.

Finally we get
btNnc+ bsNnc − b(t+ s)Nnc ≤ 1. (3.1)

Now we can calculate the following approximate homomorphism property:

d(φn(t+ s), φn(t)φn(s)) = d(kb(t+s)Nncn , kbtNnc+bsNncn )

= ‖kbtNnc+bsNnc−b(t+s)Nncn ‖
∼ (btNnc+ bsNnc − b(t+ s)Nnc)‖kn‖
≤ ‖kn‖ → 0 as n→∞.

This approximate homomorphism property will allow us to prove that the family {φn}n
is asymptotically equi-continuous. Fix an η > 0. By the previous result there exists N1

such that d(φn(t + s), φn(t)φn(s)) ≤ η/2 for n ≥ N . We also can consider N2 such that

ε/N2 ≤ η/4 and finally take some δ > 0 such that δ <
η

4ε
. If N = max{N1, N2} and s ∈ R

such that ‖s‖ < δ we get for every n ≥ N

d(φn(t+ s), φ(t)) ≤ d(φn(t+ s), φn(t)φn(s)) + d(φn(t)φn(s), φn(t))

= d(φn(t+ s), φn(t)φn(s)) + d(φn(s), e)

= d(φn(t+ s), φn(t)φn(s)) + ‖φn(s)‖ < η

2
+ ε

(
|s|+ 1

Nn

)
<
η

2
+

η

4δ
δ +

η

4
= η.

Since it is independent of n and of t, we see that the family of φn is asymptotically
equi-continuous. Moreover, the family {φn}n is point-wise bounded since for any t ∈ [−1, 1]
we get

‖φn(t)‖ = ‖kbtNncn ‖ ∼ btNnc‖kn‖ ≤ (|t|Nn)
ε

Nn
= |t|ε

which is independent of n. Now, by theorem 3.20, a subsequence of {φn}n converges
uniformly to a continuous homomorphism φ̂ : [−1, 1] → G which can be extended to
a 1-parameter subgroup φ ∈ L(G). Moreover, recall that ‖φn(t)‖ ∼ |t| ε; in particular
‖φn(1)‖ ∼ ε for every natural number n. By the continuity of the norm we get ‖φ(1)‖ ∼ ε.

Since hn ∈ exp(K), we can find a ψn ∈ K such that exp(ψn) = ψn(1) = hn.
We are interested in finding a bound for ‖ψn(t)‖ in terms of hn. By the continuity of

ψn in the interval I = [−1, 1], there exists some δ > 0 such that ‖ψn(t)‖ ≤ δ for all t ∈ I,
in particular for t = 1. Furthermore, by the triangle inequality ‖ψn(1/m)k‖ ≤ δ whenever
1 ≤ k ≤ m.
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Thus calculating the escape norm with respect to the open Bε(e) we get

‖ψn(1/m)‖Bδ(e) ≤
1

m+ 1
≤ 1

m
.

By the escape norm comparison property we get that

‖ψn(1/m)‖ � ‖ψn(1/m)‖Bδ(e) ≤
1

m
.

This last inequality allows us to apply the escape property if we choose an m large enough
such that 1

m ≤
1
C . As a consequence,

‖ψn(1/m)m‖ ≥ m‖ψn(1/m)‖
C

.

Consequently,

‖ψn(1)‖ ≥ m‖ψn(1/m)‖
C

≥ k‖ψn(1/m)‖
C

≥ ‖ψn(k/m)‖
C

so ‖ψn(k/m)‖ ≤ C‖ψn(1)‖ for all 1 ≤ k ≤ m and m large enough.
Let k/m be a such that for any t ∈ I∣∣∣∣t− k

m

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

L
‖ψn(1)‖

where L is the Lipschitz constant for ψn which exists since ψ ∈ L(G). Notice the we can
choose m = max{m1,m2} where m1 and m2 are such that 1

m1
≤ 1

C and the other one

fulfills the condition
∣∣∣t− k

m2

∣∣∣ ≤ 1
L‖ψn(1)‖.

Hence, we get

‖ψn(t)‖ ≤ d(ψn(t), ψn(k/m)) + ‖ψn(k/m)‖

≤ L
∣∣∣∣t km

∣∣∣∣+ C‖ψn(1)‖

≤ L
(

1

L
‖ψn(1)‖

)
+ C‖hn‖

≤ (1 + C)‖hn‖ � ‖hn‖.

We claim now that exp(ψn + 1
Nn
φ) is close to gn. So we calculate, using the triangle

inequality,

d(exp(ψn +
1

Nnφ
), gn)

≤ d(exp(ψn +
1

Nn
φ), exp(ψn) exp(

1

Nn
φ)) + d(exp(ψn) exp(

1

Nn
φ), gn).
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The first term in the previous expression can be estimated as follows:

d(exp(ψn +
1

Nn
φ), exp(ψn) exp(

1

Nn
φ)) = d((ψn +

1

Nn
φ)(1), (ψn)(1)(

1

Nn
φ)(1)).

We will proceed with the following argument. For any γ > 0 there exists an M such
that for every m ≥M , in particular for γ = ε‖hn‖

Nn
,

d((ψn +
1

Nn
φ)(1), (ψn)(1)(

1

Nn
φ)(1))

≤ d((ψn +
1

Nn
φ)(1), (ψn(1/m)

1

Nn
φ(1/m))m)

+ d((ψn(1/m)
1

Nn
φ(1/m))m, (ψn)(1)(

1

Nn
φ)(1))

≤ γ + d((ψn(1/m)
1

Nn
φ(1/m))m, (ψn)(1/m)m(

1

Nn
φ)(1/m)m)

� ε‖hn‖
Nn

+m2‖ψn(1/m)‖ 1

Nn
‖φ(1/m)‖

� ε‖hn‖
Nn

+m2

∣∣∣∣ 1

m

∣∣∣∣ ‖hn‖ 1

Nn

1

m
‖φ(1)‖ = ‖hn‖

1

Nn
(2ε)� ‖hn‖

1

Nn
.

In the previous calculation we use that ‖ψm(1)‖ = ‖ψn(t/m)m‖ ∼ m‖ψn(t/m)‖ and the
analogous result for φ.

To analyze the second term, we will carry out the following calculation:

d(exp(ψn) exp(
1

Nn
φ), gn) = d((ψn)(1)(

1

Nn
φ)(1), hnkn)

= d((
1

Nn
φ)(1), kn)

∼ 1

Nn
d(φ(1), kNnn ).

In total we obtain

d(exp(ψn +
1

Nnφ
), gn)� ‖hn‖

Nn
+
d(φ(1), kNnn )

Nn
.

Here it is important to notice two important facts which arise from the construction of
hn and φ. First of all by construction ‖hn‖ → 0 as n → ∞. In second place, recall

φn(t) = k
btNnc
n , in particular exp(φn) = φn(1) = kNnn . And, since φ is the uniform limit of

φn, we have kNnn = φn(1)→ φ(1). Moreover, d(φ(1), kNnn )→ 0 as n→∞.
These two previous annotations are resumed in ‖hn‖ + d(φ(1), kNnn ) → 0 as n → ∞.

We will call this term Mn := ‖hn‖+ d(φ(1), kNnn ) which clearly converges to 0 as n grows
bigger.
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Additionally, recall that by construction Nn →∞ as n→∞ and ψn → 0. This implies
ψn+ 1

Nn
φ converges point-wise to the function 0 as n→∞. In particular (ψn+ 1

Nn
φ)(1)→ e

so exp(ψn + 1
Nn
φ)→ e for n→∞.

Now, by hypothesis K is an open neighborhood of the identity in G. By the previous
result, there must exist an N ∈ N such that for all n ≥ N exp(ψn + 1

Nn
φ) ∈ K. By

construction hn was the element in K which minimizes the distance d(gn, k) for all h ∈ K.
Thus,

‖kn‖ = ‖h−1n gn‖ = d(hn, gn) ≤ d(gn, k)

for any k ∈ K. In particular

‖kn‖ ≤ d(gn, exp(ψn + 1/Nnφ))� Mn

Nn
=

Mn

b ε
‖kn‖c

≤ Mn
ε
‖kn‖ − 1

=
‖kn‖Mn

ε− ‖kn‖
.

Thus,

ε− ‖kn‖ ≤Mn ⇒ ε ≤Mn + ‖kn‖.

But, this is a contradiction since Mn and ‖kn‖ converge to 0 as n goes to infinity. So, their
sum can not be greater than a strictly positive number.

The previous proposition together with theorem 5.8 shows that any group with a strong
Gleason metric is locally euclidean as proven in corollary 5.9. This result is necessary to
apply the following results an get that G is in fact a Lie group.

To get that the group G is a Lie group we must prove that the transition functions are
C∞. Furthermore, we will use the following theorem.

Theorem 3.22 (Criterion for Lie structure). Let G be a topological group. G is a Lie
group if and only if there is a neighborhood of the identity in G which is isomorphic to a
C1,1 group.

In our case the neighborhood of the identity which will be isomorphic to a C1,1 group
is exp(K) constructed in theorem 3.21. The reason why exp(K) is a C1,1 group is the fact
that the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula gives us control over group operations near
the origin, which is the required condition for a C1,1 group.

In complete detail, if G is a Lie group, the proof is trivial. In the other direction the
proof is presented in lemma 1.2.34 of [Tao12].

Another prove of this result is given by Kuranichi in lemma 6 of [Kur50].



Chapter 4

Gleason-Yamabe theorem for
compact groups

In this chapter we will develop some technical tools which will allow us to prove the Gleason-
Yamabe theorem for compact groups. This result will be needed as an intermediate result
to prove the Gleson-Yamabe theorem for locally compact groups. Moreover, the tools that
we are going to formulate will let us construct Gleason metrics on topological groups with
certain properties, which we will study later.

4.1 Haar Measure

One the most important results for topological groups is the existence of a unique left
Haar measure whenever the group is locally compact. From now on we will always work in
Hausdorff spaces to avoid technical difficulties, otherwise we can take an adequate quotient
as indicated in corollary 2.3 of [Fol94]. We will begin with some basic definitions.

Definition 4.1 (σ-algebra). Let X be a set. A σ-algebra A over X is a subset of its power
set P(X) such that

(i) ∅ ∈ A.

(ii) If A ∈ A then Ac ∈ A.

(iii) If {An}n∈N ⊂ A then
⋃
n∈NAn ∈ A.

Definition 4.2. If X is a topological space, we define the Borel algebra over X as the
smallest σ-algrebra containing all the open sets of X. It will be denoted by B(X).

The elements of the σ-algebra are called measurable sets. Given a set X and a σ-algebra
A over X, a pair (X,A) is called a measurable space.

42
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Definition 4.3. Let (X,A) be a measurable space. A function µ : A → R+ is called a
measure if and only if it satisfies:

(i) µ(∅) = 0.

(ii) For any A ∈ A we have µ(A) ≥ 0.

(iii) (σ-additivity) For any countable collection {An}n∈N of disjoint sets we have

µ(
⋃
n

An) =
∑
n

µ(An).

A triplet (X,A, µ) consisting of a space X, σ-algebra A and measure µ is called a
measure space.

Definition 4.4. Let (X,B(X), µ) be a measure space. We call µ a regular measure if for
every A ∈ B(X)

µ(A) = inf{µ(U) : A ⊂ U and U is open}
and

µ(A) = sup{µ(K) : K ⊂ A and K is compact}.

Definition 4.5. Let (X,B(X), µ) be a measure space. µ is locally finite if for avery x ∈ X
there exists an open neighbourhood Ux of x such that µ(Ux) <∞

Definition 4.6. Let G be a topological group. And (G,B(G), µ) be a measure space. We
call µ left-invariant if for all E ∈ B(X) and all g ∈ G

µ(gE) = µ(E).

We can define a right-invariant measure on (G,B(G)) considering Eg instead of gE.
Finally we are able to define a left Haar measure as follows:

Definition 4.7 (Left Haar measure). Let G be a locally compact topological group. A
left Haar measure µ is a measure on (G,B(G)) which is left invariant, regular and locally
finite.

To show the existence of a left Haar measure in locally compact groups, we will use the
Riesz representation theorem which we will enunciate without proof, since this is a well
known result in functional analysis. Fr a proof see [Wei80].

Theorem 4.8 (Riesz representation theorem). Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff space,
and let I be a positive linear functional on Cc(X) (functions with compact support). Then
there exits a unique measure µ on B(X) such that

I(f) =

∫
X
fdµ for every f ∈ Cc(X)

which is locally finite and regular.
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Definition 4.9. We say that f ∈ C(g) is left (right) uniformly continuous if ‖Lyf−f‖∞ →
0 (‖Ryf − f‖∞ → 0) as y → e.

Proposition 4.10. If f ∈ Cc(G), then f is left and right uniformly continuous.

Proof. We will present the proof for left uniformly continuity. Given f ∈ Cc(G) and ε > 0,
call K = supp(f). By the continuity of f for all x ∈ K there exists a neighborhood
Ux of the identity in G such that ‖f(y−1x) − f(x)‖ < ε/2. We can choose a symmetric
neighborhood Vx of the identity such that e ∈ VxVx ⊂ Ux.

Clearly the collection of sets {Vxx}x∈K is an open covering of K and using the com-
pactness of K we can find x1, . . . , xn such that K ⊂

⋃n
i=1 Vxixi. Let V :=

⋂n
i=1 Vxi , we

claim that ‖Lyf − f‖sup < ε for every y ∈ V .
If neither x nor y−1x are in K then f(y−1x) = f(x) = 0 so we finally get the desired

result.
If x ∈ K then there exists an i such that x ∈ Vxixi, in other words xx−1i ∈ Vxi . Thus,

if we take y ∈ V ⊂ Vxi we get y−1x = y−1(xx−1i )xi ∈ Uxixi by the symmetry of the
neighborhood Vxi . But we see

‖f(y−1x)− f(x)‖ ≤ ‖f(y−1x)− f(xi)‖+ ‖f(xi)− f(x)‖ < 1

2
ε+

1

2
ε = ε

as desired.
On the other hand if y−1x ∈ K then we can find a j such that y−1xx−1j ∈ Vxj . Moreover

since y ∈ V ⊂ Vxj we can write x = y(y−1xx−1j )xj ∈ Uxjxj and again we get

‖f(y−1x)− f(x)‖ ≤ ‖f(y−1x)− f(xj)‖+ ‖f(xj)− f(x)‖ < 1

2
ε+

1

2
ε = ε.

Now we will get into the proof of the existence of a left Haar measure in locally compact
groups.

Theorem 4.11. Every locally compact Hausdorff group G possesses a left Haar measure.

Proof. If f, φ ∈ C+
c (G) are positive continuous functions with compact support, we define

(f : φ) := inf


n∑
j=1

cj : f ≤
n∑
j=1

cjLxjφ


where Lxjφ(g) := φ(x−1j g) is the left translate of the function φ by xj and cj > 0. Note
that this definition makes sense by the compactness of the support of f because it can be
covered by a finite number of left translates of the set {g ∈ G|φ(g) > 1

2‖φ‖∞}.
Note that the quantity (f : φ) has the following properties:
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(i) (f : φ) = (Lyf : φ) for any y ∈ G,

(ii) (f1 + f2 : φ) ≤ (f1 : φ) + (f2 : φ),

(iii) (cf : φ) = c(f : φ) for any c > 0,

(iv) (f1 : φ) ≤ (f2 : φ) whenever f1 ≤ f2,

(v) (f : φ) ≥ ‖f‖∞/‖φ‖∞ and

(vi) (f : φ) ≤ (f : ψ)(ψ : φ) for any ψ ∈ C+
c (G)

All of these properties are obvious by the definition except for (v) and (vi). To see (v),
it is enough to note that since f ≤

∑n
j=1 cjLxjφ we get

‖f‖∞ ≤ ‖
n∑
j=1

cjLxjφ‖∞ ≤
n∑
j=1

‖cjLxjφ‖∞

=
n∑
j=1

cj‖Lxjφ‖∞ =
n∑
j=1

cj‖φ‖∞ = ‖φ‖∞
n∑
j=1

cj .

As a consequence we get that ‖f‖∞/‖φ‖∞ ≤
∑n

j=1 cj and taking the infimum ‖f‖∞/‖φ‖∞ ≤
(f : φ).

Finally (vi) can be easily seen after noting that if f ≤
∑

i ciLxiψ and ψ ≤
∑

j bjLyjφ
then f ≤

∑
i,j cibjLxiyjφ.

Now we will fix an f0 ∈ C+
c (G) and we will define

Iφ(f) :=
(f : φ)

(f0 : φ)

for any f, φ ∈ C+
c (G). Clearly by (vi), (ii), (iii), and (iv) the functional Iφ is left invariant,

sub-additive, homogeneous of degree 1 and monotone. Furthermore, we can use (vi) to see
(f : φ) ≤ (f : f0)(f0 : φ) and (f0 : φ) ≤ (f0 : f)(f : φ); this inequalities will lead to

(f0 : f)−1 ≤ Iφ(f) ≤ (f : f0). (4.1)

To get the result of the theorem, after applying theorem 4.8, will be enough to get
that Iφ is additive rather than sub-additive. Thus, Iφ will be a restriction to C+

c (G) of a
functional defined on Cc(G). The following technical lemma will give as an approximation
for the desired missing inequality.

Lemma 4.12. If f1, f2 ∈ C+
C (G) and ε > 0, then there is a neighborhood V of e ∈ G such

that if supp(φ) ⊂ V then Iφ(f1) + Iφ(f2) ≤ Iφ(f1 + f2) + ε.
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Proof. Take g ∈ C+
c (G) such that g = 1 on supp(φ) and let δ > 0. Let us define h :=

f1 + f2 + δg and hi := fi
h for i = 1, 2. Note that hi = 0 whenever fi = 0, so hi ∈ C+

c (G)
and by proposition 4.10 there exit a neighborhood U of the identity e ∈ G such that
‖hi(x)− hi(y)‖ < δ for i = 1, 2 and y−1x ∈ U .

Suppose φ ∈ C+
c (G) and supp(φ) ⊂ V . If h ≤

∑n
j=1 cjLxjφ, then

fi(x) = h(x)hi(x) ≤

 n∑
j=1

cjLxjφ(x)

hi(x)

=

n∑
j=1

(
cjφ(x−1j x)hi(x)

)
≤

n∑
j=1

(
cjφ(x−1j x)(hi(xj) + δ)

)
because if x−1j x ∈ V then hi(x)−hi(xj) ≤ ‖hi(x)−hi(xj)‖ < δ. Moreover, by construction,
h1 + h2 ≤ 1 which gives us

(f1 : φ) + (f2 : φ) ≤
n∑
j=1

cj(h1(xj) + δ) +

n∑
j=1

cj(h2(xj) + δ)

n∑
j=1

cj(1 + 2δ).

Taking the infimum over the sums that define (h : φ), we get (f1 : φ) + (f2 : φ) ≤ (h :
φ)(1 + 2δ) and after dividing by the normalization factor (f0 : φ) we see that

Iφ(f1) + Iφ(f2) ≤ Iφ(h)(1 + 2δ) = Iφ(f1 + f2 + δg)(1 + 2δ)

≤ (Iφ(f1 + f2) + δIφ(g)) (1 + 2δ)

= Iφ(f1 + f2) + [2δIφ(f1 + f2) + δ(1 + 2δ)Iφ(g)] .

Note that by equation 4.1 the result will follows if we take δ such that 2δ(f1 + f2 :
f0) + δ(1 + 2δ)(g : f0) < ε.

Now we will proceed with the final part of the proof of theorem 4.11. For each f ∈
C+
c (G) we define the intervals Xf :=

[
(f0 : f)−1, (f : f0)

]
and consider the space X :=∏

f Xf which by Tychonoff’s theorem is compact and Hausdorff. This product consists of

all functionals from C+
c (G) to (0,∞) whose values lie in the interval Xf . By construction

and equation (4.1) for every φ ∈ C+
c (G) we get that Iφ ∈ X.

Let us define for each neighborhood V of the identity the set

K(V ) := {Iφ |supp(φ) ⊂ V } ⊂ X.

The family {K(V )} has the finite intersection property since for any finite sub-collection
we have K(

⋂n
i=1 Vi) ⊂

⋂n
i=1K(Vi). This can be easily verified by taking Fφ ∈ K(

⋂n
i=1 Vi).
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Then supp(φ) ∈
⋂n
i=1 Vi, so Fφ ∈ K(Vi) for every i = 1, . . . , n and finally Fφ ∈

⋂n
i=1K(Vi).

So every finite intersection is non-empty and by the compactness of X there exists some

I ∈
⋂
e∈V

K(V ).

In other words, for any neighborhood V of e ∈ G, ε > 0 and functions f1, · · · , fn ∈
C+
c (G), there exists φ ∈ C+

c (G) such that supp(φ) ⊂ V and ‖I(fj) − Iφ(fj)‖ < ε for any
j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Now we need to verify that I commutes with left translations, addition and
multiplication by scalars.

First of all recall that for any φ ∈ C+
c (G) the functional Iφ is left invariant and homoge-

neous of degree 1. Take any y ∈ G and constant c ≥ 0. Consider ε > 0, any neighborhood
V of the identity and the finite collection of functions A := {f, Lyj, cf} ⊂ C+

c (G). By
construction of I, there exists φ ∈ C+

c (G) such that supp(φ) ⊂ V and ‖I(f)− Iφ(f)‖ < ε
3

for any f ∈ A. Thus

‖I(f)− I(Lyf)‖ ≤‖I(f)− Iφ(f)‖+ ‖Iφ(f)− Iφ(Lyf)‖

+ ‖Iφ(Lyf)− I(Lyf)‖ < ε

3
+ 0 +

ε

3
< ε

and

‖I(cf)− cI(f)‖ ≤‖I(cf)− Iφ(cf)‖+ ‖Iφ(cf)− cIφ(f)‖

+ ‖cIφ(f)− cI(f)‖ < ε

3
+ 0 + c

ε

3
< ε(1 + c).

Since ε is arbitrary small, the claim follows. Finally we need to prove the additivity of
I. For any ε > 0, neighborhood e ∈ V and functions f1, f2, f1 + f2 ∈ C+

c (G), there exists
φ ∈ C+

c (G) such that supp(φ) ∈ V and ‖I(f) − Iφ(f)‖ < ε
4 by definition of I. And, by

lemma 4.12 Iφ(f1) + Iφ(f2) ≤ Iφ(f1 + f2) + ε
4 , so

‖I(f1) + I(f2)− I(f1 + f2)‖ ≤‖I(f1)− Iφ(f1)‖+ ‖I(f2)− Iφ(f2)‖
+ ‖Iφ(f1) + Iφ(f2)− Iφ(f1 + f2)‖
+ ‖Iφ(f1 + f2)− I(f1 + f2)‖

<
ε

4
+
ε

4
+
ε

4
+
ε

4
= ε.

These calculations show us that I is a left invariant linear functional on C+
c (G) which

can be easily extended to Cc(G) by the decomposition of any f ∈ Cc(G) in its positive and
negative components f = g−h with g, h ∈ C+

c (G) and the definition I(f) = I(g)−I(h). If
we consider a different decomposition f = g′−h′, then g−h = g′−h′ . Hence g+g = h+h′

and I(g)+I(g′) = I(h)+I(h′) which give us a well defined extension of I to Cc(G). Finally
by the Riesz representation theorem 4.8 the exists a regular, locally finite measure µ on
B(G).
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The only thing to verify is the left invariance of µ. Take any A ∈ B(G) and g ∈ G.
Then

µ(A) =

∫
G
χAdµ = I(χA) = I(LgχA) = I(χgA) =

∫
G
χgAdµ = µ(gA)

4.2 Gleason-Yamabe theorem for compact groups

In this section we will use the spectral theorem for compact self-adjoint operators to prove
a baby version of the Peter-Weyl theorem which will help us to prove the Gleason-Yamabe
theorem for compact groups.

Theorem 4.13 (Spectral theorem for compact self-adjoint operators). Let H be a Hilbert
space and T : H → H a compact self-adjoint operator. Then there exists an orthonormal
system of eigenvectors with corresponding eigenvalues {λn}n∈N∪{∞} which can be chosen
to be such that |λ1| ≥ |λ2| ≥ · · · > 0 and the only point of accumulation of the sequence
{λn}n∈N∪{∞} is 0. Moreover, we can decompose H in the following way

H = ker(T )⊕
⊕
n

Vλn

where Vλn are the eigenspaces of T with eigenvalues λn which are finite dimensional.

Note that in the preceding theorem ker(T ) is not required to be finite dimensional; this
fact will be important in the following result.

Definition 4.14. LetG be a locally compact group and µ its Haar measure. For 1 ≤ p <∞
let us define

Lp(G) := {f : G→ C : ‖f‖p <∞}

where

‖f‖p :=

(∫
G
|f |p dµ

)1/p

.

Remark. It is easy to verify that L2(G) is a Hilbert space, as noted in in chapter 5 of
[Len90], with the inner product defined as follows for any f, g ∈ L2(G)

〈f, g〉 :=

∫
G
f(x)g(x)dµ(x).

Definition 4.15. Let (X,A) be a measurable space. Let A1, . . . , An ⊂ X be measurable
sets and a1, . . . , an be real numbers. A simple function is a function f : X → R of the form

f(x) :=
n∑
i=1

aiχAi(x)
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Lemma 4.16. Fix f ∈ L2(G). Given g ∈ G and a sequence {gn} ⊂ G such that gn → g
as n→∞. Then

lim
n→∞

‖Lgnf − Lgf‖2 = 0.

Proof. We will strongly use the fact that the functions with compact support are dense in
L2(G) [Coh94]. Let K ⊂ G be a compact set and f = χK its indicator function. Clearly the
function Lgf is the indicator function of the compact set g−1K for any g ∈ G. By definition,
we get that Lgnf → Lgf converges in measure, which means that µ(g−1n K 4 g−1K) → 0
as n→∞.

Now it is easy to see that

‖Lgnf − Lgf‖2 =

(∫
G
χg−1

n K(x)− χg−1K(x) dµ(x)

)1/2

=

(∫
g−1
n K4g−1K

1 dµ(x)

)1/2

= µ(g−1n K 4 g−1K)1/2 → 0

as n→∞.

Now let f ∈ L2(G) be an arbitrary function and ε > 0. In chapter 3 csection 4 of [Coh94]
we see that simple functions are dense in the set of all compactly supported functions and
these last ones are dense in L2(G), we can find a compactly supported function f0 such
that ‖f − f0‖2 < ε/5 and we can find a simple function f1 such that ‖f0 − f1‖2 < ε/5. By
an extension of the previous argument to simple functions there exists an N ∈ N such that
‖Lgnf1 − Lgf1‖2 < ε/5 for all n ≥ N . It follows that

‖Lgnf − Lgf‖2 ≤ ‖Lgnf − Lgnf0‖2 + ‖Lgnf0 − Lgf0‖2 + ‖Lgf0 − Lgf‖2

= 2‖f − f0‖2 + ‖Lgnf0 − Lgf0‖2 <
2ε

5
+ ‖Lgnf0 − Lgf0‖2

≤ 2ε

5
+ ‖Lgnf0 − Lgnf1‖2 + ‖Lgnf1 − Lgf1‖2 + ‖Lgf1 − Lgf0‖2

≤ 2ε

5
+ 2‖f0 − f1‖2 + ‖Lgnf1 − Lgf1‖2 <

4ε

5
+ ‖Lgnf1 − Lgf1‖2

<
4ε

5
+
ε

5
= ε

which is the desired result.

Definition 4.17 (Convolution). For any f, g ∈ L2(G) we define the convolution

(f ∗ g)(x) :=

∫
G
f(y)g(y−1x)dµ(y)

Proposition 4.18. If f, g ∈ L2(G) then f ∗g is well defined, continuous and lies in L2(G).
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Proof. To see the that the convolution is well defined, we only need to verify that the
integral is bounded since a function is integrable if and only if its absolute value is integrable
as well as show in proposition 2.3.7 of [Coh94]. But, if we apply the Hölder’s inequality we
get that

|(f ∗ g)(x)| ≤
∫
G

∣∣f(y)g(y−1x)
∣∣ dµ(y) ≤ ‖f‖2‖g‖2 <∞.

To see that f ∗ g ∈ L2(G) is a consequence of Fubini’s theorem, which we can use since
G is locally compact and the Haar measure is locally finite, we will calculate:

∫
G
|(f ∗ g)x|2 dµ(x) =

∫
G

∣∣∣∣∫
G
f(y)g(y−1x)dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣2 dµ(x)

≤
∫
G

∫
G
|f(y)|2

∣∣g(y−1x)
∣∣2 dµ(y)dµ(x)

≤
∫
G
|f(y)|2

(∫
G

∣∣g(y−1x)
∣∣2 dµ(x)

)
dµ(y)

≤
∫
G
|f(y)|2 (‖g‖2) dµ(y) = ‖g‖2

∫
G
|f(y)|2 dµ(y)

≤ ‖g‖2‖f‖2 <∞

which shows as that ‖f ∗ g‖2 <∞.

The only thing left to prove is the continuity of the convolution. Fix x ∈ G and a
convergent sequence xn → x. We have

|(f ∗ g)(xn)− (f ∗ g)(x)| =
∣∣∣∣∫
G
f(y)g(y−1xn)dµ(y)−

∫
G
f(y)g(y−1x)dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣
≤
∫
G
|f(y)|

∣∣g(y−1xn)− g(y−1x)
∣∣ dµ(y)

≤ ‖f‖2‖Lxng − Lxg‖2 → 0

by lemma 4.16 which give us the continuity of the convolution.

Definition 4.19. For any g ∈ L2(G) we can define Tg : L2(G)→ L2(G) as Tg(f) := f ∗ g.
Which by the previous proposition is a bounded linear operator.

Remark. If g satisfies g(x−1) = g(x) for all x ∈ G, then Tg is self-adjoint since for all
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f, h ∈ L2(G)

〈Tgf, h〉 =

∫
G
Tgf(x)h(x)dx =

∫
G

∫
G
f(y)g(y−1x)h(x)dydx

=

∫
G

∫
G
f(y)h(x)g(y−1x)dydx =

∫
G
f(y)

(∫
G
h(x)g(y−1x)dx

)
dy

=

∫
G
f(y)

(∫
G
h(x)g(x−1y)dx

)
dy =

∫
G
f(y)Tg(h)dy = 〈f, Tgh〉

in the worst case scenario g could be taken as the identity function.

Moreover, we easily get for every g ∈ L2(G) and h ∈ G

Tg(Lhf)(x) =

∫
G
f(h−1y)g(y−1x) dy =

∫
G
f(h−1hz)g(z−1h−1x) d(hz)

=

∫
G
f(z)g(z−1h−1x) d(z) = (f ∗ g)(h−1x) = LhTg(f)(x),

so Tg(Lhf) = LhTg(f).

Now we will need to show that T is a compact operator. We will present a slightly
strong theorem from [Bum98] which will give us that T is compact.

Theorem 4.20 (Hilbert-Schmidt). Let X be a locally compact space with a positive Borel
measure and assume that L2(X) is a separable Hilbert space. Let K ∈ L2(X ×X). Then
the operator

(Tf)(x) :=

∫
X
K(x, y)f(y) dy

is a compact operator.

The proof of the previous theorem can be found [Bum98]. To apply this theorem to
our case, we will only need to take K(x, y) = g(y−1x) ∈ L2(G) by definition 4.17.

Definition 4.21. A linear subspace V of L2(G) is called invariant if for all y ∈ G we have
LyV ⊂ V

Theorem 4.22 (Baby Peter-Weyl theorem). Let G be a compact Hausdorff group with
Haar measure µ and let y ∈ G \ {e}. Then there exists a finite-dimensional invariant
subspace of L2(G) and Ly|Vy 6= id.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that for every finite dimensional invariant subspace of
L2(G) there exists a y ∈ G such that Ly is the identity. Thus, Ly − id annihilates every
finite dimensional subspace. By theorems 4.20 and 4.13 if we take a g ∈ L2(G) as in
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the previous remark, Tg will be a compact self-adjoint operator. This will allow us to
decompose

L2(G) = ker(Tg)⊕
⊕
n

Vλn

where each Vλn is finite dimensional.

By hypothesis Vλn ⊂ ker(Ly − id) which also means that range(Ly − id) ⊂ ker(Tg).
Thus, Tg(Ly − id)(f) = 0 for any f ∈ L2(G), in other words

Tg(Lyf) = Tgf

which by the previous remark can be written as Ly(f ∗ g) = f ∗ g.

To find a contradiction it will be enough to construct functions f, g ∈ L2(G) which
contradict this last one equality. Consider an open symmetric neighborhood U of the
identity in G, which exist by proposition 2.1 in [Fol94], such that y 6∈ U2 and take f = g =
χU . First of all note that since U was chosen symmetric, we have that g(x−1) = 1 = g(x)
for every g ∈ G. Consequently Tg is a self-adjoint compact operator.

Finally note that
∫
G χU (z)χU (z−1x)dz 6= 0 if z ∈ U and x ∈ zU , which means that

x ∈ U2 so supp(f ∗ g) ⊂ U2. Since y 6∈ U2 we conclude supp(Ly(f ∗ g)) 6⊂ U2. This means
that supp(f ∗ g) 6= supp(Ly(f ∗ g)) which makes impossible that Ly(f ∗ g) = f ∗ g. This
gives us the desired contradiction and proves the theorem.

Finally we are able to prove the Gleason-Yamabe theorem for compact groups.

Theorem 4.23 (Gleason-Yamabe theorem for compact groups). Let G be a compact
Hausdorff group and let U be a neighborhood of the identity. Then there exists a compact
normal subgroup H contained in U such that G/H is isomorphic to a linear group.

Proof. Note that if U = G then we could take H = G and the result will be trivial.
Assume U ( G and let g ∈ G \ U . By theorem 4.22 we can find a finite dimensional
invariant subspace Vg ⊂ L2(G) on which Lg is different from the identity. Let us define
the continuous homomorphism

ρ̂ : G→ L(Vg) , ρ̂(g) = Lg.

If we identify Vg ∼= Cng for some finite ng, the space L(Vg) can be easily identified with
GLng(C). Under this identification we can define a continuous homomorphism

ρg : G→ GLng(C)

such that ρg(g) is non trivial. Note that by the continuity of ρg we can find an open
neighborhood Ug of g, where ρg is non trivial.
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Since G is compact, so is G \ U , and we can find a finite family {g1, . . . , gk} such that
{Ugi}ki=1 covers G \ U and for each g ∈ G at least one of {ρg1 , . . . , ρgk} is non trivial.
Therefore we can construct the following function

% :=

k⊕
i=1

ρgi : G→
k⊕
i=1

GLni(C)

where GLni(C) is an abbreviation of GLgni (C). Consider H = ker(%) which is always
a normal subgroup of G by the first isomorphism theorem and compact since is closed
(H = %−1({0}) )in a compact space, and in this case is contained in U . And finally,
applying the first homomorphism theorem we get that G/H ∼= %(G). By the continuity of
% we get that ρ(G) is compact and hence a closed subgroup of GLn1+···+nk(G). Furthermore
G/H is isomorphic to a linear group (hence a Lie group).



Chapter 5

Building metrics on groups

In this chapter we will finally prove the Gleason-Yamabe theorem. We will use the tools
developed up to this point, namely the criterion for a Lie structure whenever we have
Gleason metric, the existence of a left Haar measure, and the compact case of the Gleason-
Yamabe theorem.

5.1 Construction of metrics from functions

Definition 5.1. Le G be a topological group, and let ψ : G → R+ be a bounded non-
negative function. Then we define the pseudo-metric dψ : G×G→ R+ as

dψ(g, h) := sup
x∈G
|Lgψ(x)− Lhψ(x)|

and the semi-norm

‖g‖ψ = dψ(g, e).

Proposition 5.2. Under the conditions of the previous definition we have the following
properties for any g, h, k ∈ G:

(i) dψ(g, h) ≥ 0 and if g = h then dψ(g, h) = 0,

(ii) dψ(g, h) = dψ(h, g),

(iii) dψ(g, h) ≤ dψ(g, k) + dψ(k, h),

(iv) If ψ ∈ Cc(G), then dψ is continuous,

(v) dψ(g, h) ≤ ‖ψ‖∞ with equality holds if and only if g−1h 6∈ KK−1, where K = supp(ψ),

(vi) dψ(kg, kh) = dψ(g, h).

54
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Proof. Clearly (i), (ii) and (iii) follow from the properties of the absolute value and supre-
mum in R.

To see (iv) it is enough to notice that translations and norm are continuous functions,
thus |Lgψ(x)− Lhψ(x)| is continuous. Consequently, if we write down

dψ(g, h) = ‖Lgψ − Lhψ‖∞

we see that the continuity of dψ came from the continuity of the supremum in the space of
continuous functions.

The property (v) is a consequence of the positivity of ψ. Notice that in ‖Lgψ−Lhψ‖∞
we are just subtracting translates of a positive compactly supported function. In the worst
case scenario we could get that supp(Lgψ)∩supp(Lhψ) = ∅. Hence, we get ‖Lgψ−Lhψ‖∞ =
‖ψ‖∞ which only occurs whenever hK ∩ gK = ∅ so g−1h 6∈ KK−1.

The left invariance (vi) follows from a straight forward calculation

dψ(kg, kh) = sup
x∈G
|Lkgψ(x)− Lkhψ(x)|

= sup
x∈G

∣∣Lgψ(k−1x)− Lhψ(k−1x)
∣∣

= sup
k−1x∈G

∣∣Lgψ(k−1x)− Lhψ(k−1x)
∣∣

= sup
y∈G
|Lgψ(y)− Lhψ(y)|

= dψ(g, h).

Note. We define the following notation ∂gψ := ψ(g−1x) − ψ(x). Taking this into account
we can write down ‖g‖ψ = supx∈G |∂gψ(x)|.

Definition 5.3 (Weak strong Gleason metric). LetG be a topological group. A weak strong
Gleason metric is a left-invariant metric which generates the topology on G. Additionally
there exists some constant C > 0 which obeys the following properties:

(i) For all n ≥ 1 such that n‖g‖ ≤ 1
C then ‖gn‖ ≥ 1

Cn‖g‖

(ii) For a sufficiently small open neighborhood U of the identity there exist that the exists
positive constants K1,K1 such that

K1‖g‖U ≤ ‖g‖ ≤ K2‖g‖U

Remark. Observe that a strong Gleason metric is a weak strong Gleason which satisfies
additionally the commutator estimate

‖ [g, h] ‖ ≤ C‖g‖‖h‖

whenever ‖g‖, ‖h‖ ≤ 1
C .

Theorem 5.4. Every weak strong Gleason metric is a strong Gleason metric.
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Proof. Let ε > 0, and let ψ ∈ Cc(G) be a non-negative function supported on the ball
Bε(e). For instance we could use the following function

ψ(x) :=

(
1− ‖x‖

ε

)
+

.

This function is clearly Lipschitz since

‖ψ(x)− ψ(y)‖ =

∣∣∣∣1− ‖x‖ε − 1 +
‖y‖
ε

∣∣∣∣ =
|‖y‖ − ‖x‖|

ε
≤ d(x, y)

ε

Moreover, we can see that ‖∂gψ‖∞ � ‖g‖ by the following calculation for every x ∈
supp(ψ)

‖∂gψ(x)‖ = ‖ψ(g−1x)− ψ(x)‖ ≤ d(g−1x, x)

ε
=
‖x−1gx‖

ε
. (5.1)

To obtain the desired result it will be enough to show that ‖x−1gx‖ � ‖g‖ for x ∈ Bε(e)
and g ∈ G.

We can prove it by the following argument. Let g ∈ G and n ∈ N such that n‖g‖ ≤ ε.
The triangle inequality gives us ‖gn‖ ≤ n‖g‖ ≤ ε hence is we define gx = x−1gx, we obtain
‖(gx)n‖ = ‖x−1gnx‖ ≤ 2‖x‖+ ‖gn‖ ≤ 3ε. And, by property (ii) in definition 5.3 we get

‖gx‖ ≤ ‖gx‖B5ε(e) ≤
1

n+ 1
.

Since whenever ‖g‖ ≤ ε
n implies that ‖x−1gx‖ ≤ 1

n+1 then we get that ‖x−1gx‖ � ‖g‖
by theorem 3.13. Which finally gives us that

‖∂gψ(h)‖∞ � ‖g‖. (5.2)

Let µ be the left-invariant Haar measure on G. So we can define φ as the convolution
φ := ψ∗ψ. In order to obtain that the Gleason weak metric on G is in fact a Gleason metric,
we need to prove the commutator estimate. We will begin with the following inequality

‖∂g∂hφ‖∞ � ‖g‖‖h‖ (5.3)

whenever h, g ∈ Bε(e).
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Thanks to the left-invariance of the Haar measure we can write down

∂hφ(x) = ∂h((ψ ∗ ψ)(x)) = (ψ ∗ ψ)(h−1x)− (ψ ∗ ψ)(x)

=

∫
G
ψ(y)ψ(y−1h−1x)dy −

∫
G
ψ(y)ψ(y−1x) dy

=

∫
G
ψ(h−1z)ψ(z−1hh−1x) d(h−1z)−

∫
G
ψ(y)ψ(y−1x) dy

=

∫
G
ψ(h−1z)ψ(z−1x) dz −

∫
G
ψ(y)ψ(y−1x) dy

=

∫
G
ψ(h−1y)ψ(y−1x) dy −

∫
G
ψ(y)ψ(y−1x) dy

=

∫
G

(ψ(h−1y)− ψ(y))ψ(y−1x) dy

=

∫
G

(∂hψ)(y)ψ(y−1x) dy.

We can do a similar calculation to prove the following result

∂g∂hφ(x) = ∂hψ(g−1x)− ∂hψ(x)

=

∫
G

(∂hψ)(y)ψ(y−1g−1x) dy −
∫
G

(∂hψ)(y)ψ(y−1x) dy

=

∫
G

(∂hψ)(y)(ψ(y−1g−1x)− ψ(y−1x)) dy

=

∫
G

(∂hψ)(y)(ψ(y−1g−1yy−1x)− ψ(y−1x)) dy

=

∫
G

(∂hψ)(y)(ψ(y−1g−1yy−1x)− ψ(y−1x)) dy

=

∫
G

(∂hψ)(y)(ψ((gy)−1y−1x)− ψ(y−1x)) dy

=

∫
G

(∂hψ)(y)(∂gyψ)(y−1x) dy

where gy := y−1gy. If h ∈ Bε(e), then the integrand in the previous expression is different
from zero whenever y ∈ B2ε(e) because the support of ψ is contained in Bε(e).
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By the previous result and (5.1) we see that

|∂g∂hφ(x)| ≤
∫
G
|(∂hψ)(y)|

∣∣(∂gyψ)(y−1x)
∣∣ dy

�
∫
G
‖h‖

∣∣(∂gyψ)(y−1x)
∣∣ dy by (5.2)

� ‖h‖
∫
G

sup
y∈G
‖gy‖dy

� ‖h‖ sup
y∈B2ε(e)

‖gy‖.

Until here we have proven that ‖∂g∂hφ‖∞ � ‖g‖ supy∈B2ε(e) ‖g
y‖. So, the only remain-

ing claim to prove (5.3) is that if g ∈ Bε(e) and y ∈ B2ε(e) then

‖gy‖ � ‖g‖.

We can achieve this by the following argument. For all natural numbers n such that
n‖g‖ ≤ ε then ‖gn‖ ≤ n‖g‖ ≤ ε which means that ‖(gy)n‖ = ‖y−1gny‖ ≤ 2‖y‖+‖gn‖ ≤ 5ε.
And, by property (ii) in definition 5.3 we get

‖gy‖ ≤ ‖gy‖B5ε(e) ≤
1

n+ 1
.

Since, whenever ‖g‖ ≤ ε
n implies that ‖gy‖ ≤ 1

n+1 , we get that ‖gy‖ � ‖g‖. This
completes the proof of the inequality (5.3).

Now we need to prove that the norms ‖ · ‖ and ‖ · ‖φ are comparable if we are close
enough to the origin.

Take and g ∈ Bε(e) and observe that

‖g‖φ = sup
x∈G
|∂gφ(x)| ≤ sup

x∈G

∫
G
|∂gψ(y)|

∣∣ψ(y−1x)
∣∣ dy

� sup
x∈G

∫
G
‖g‖

∣∣ψ(y−1x)
∣∣ dy = ‖g‖ sup

x∈G

∫
G

∣∣ψ(y−1x)
∣∣ dy

≤ ‖g‖ sup
x∈G

∫
Bε(e)

dy � ‖g‖.

Note that here the compactness of the support of ψ is fundamental in order to assure∫
Bε(e)

dy <∞.

On the other hand let n be a natural number such that n‖g‖φ < ‖φ‖∞. Thus, by
the triangle inequality ‖gn‖φ < ‖φ‖∞, which means that the functions φ and Lgnφ have
overlapping supports. This can be asserted by (v) in proposition 5.2. Hence, gn ∈ B4ε(e)
and by the property (ii) in definition 5.3 we get that

‖g‖ ≤ ‖g‖B4ε(e) ≤
1

n+ 1
.
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Then we get that whenever ‖g‖φ ≤ ‖φ‖∞
n implies ‖g‖ ≤ 1

n+1 . Thus, ‖g‖ � ‖g‖φ as
desired.

From equation (5.3) and the previous comparison results we get that ‖∂g∂hφ‖∞ �
‖g‖φ‖h‖φ whenever g, h are small enough. Now we carry out the following calculation

‖ [g, h] ‖φ = ‖L[g,h]φ− φ‖∞ = sup
x∈G

∣∣L[g,h]φ(x)− φ(x)
∣∣

= sup
x∈G

∣∣φ(g−1h−1ghx)− φ(x)
∣∣

= sup
y∈G

∣∣φ(g−1h−1y)− φ(h−1g−1y)
∣∣

= ‖LgLhφ− LhLgφ‖∞
= ‖LgLhφ− Lgφ− Lhφ+ φ− LhLgφ+ Lhφ+ Lgφ− φ‖∞
= ‖∂g(Lhφ− φ)− ∂h(Lgφ− φ)‖∞
= ‖∂g(∂hφ)− ∂h(∂hφ)‖∞
≤ ‖∂g(∂hφ)‖∞ + ‖∂h(∂hφ)‖∞ � ‖g‖‖h‖.

And, since for g, h are sufficiently small, we get ‖ [g, h] ‖ � ‖ [g, h] ‖∞ � ‖g‖‖h‖ which
completes the prove that every weak Gleason metric is indeed a Gleason metric.

5.2 Groups with NSS property

The only remaining thing is to find the necessary condition we should impose on a topo-
logical group in order to get a metrizable group with a Gleason metric.

Definition 5.5 (No small subgroup property). A topological group G has the no small
subgroup property (abbreviated NSS) if there exists an open neighborhood U of the identity
which does not contain any subgroup of G different from the trivial subgroup.

We say that a group G is NSS if it has the NSS property as defined before.

Proposition 5.6. Any Lie group is NSS.

Proof. Recall that the exponential map exp : g → G is a local diffeomorphism. Thus,
there exists an open neighborhood U of the zero which is diffeomorphic to some open
neighborhood V of the identity.

If G is not NSS, then every open neighborhood in the identity has a non-trivial sub-
group. Since G is locally compact, the identity has an open precompact neighborhood
V ′. Consider W = V ∩ V ′ which is an open neighborhood of the identity, so it contains
a non-trivial subgroup H. Moreover, H ⊂ W , since H is closed subgroup of a Lie group.
Thus it is a Lie subgroup and by the diffeomorphism we get exp−1(H) is a Lie algebra.
Furthermore, exp−1(H) is a subspace of g contained in U .
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This last affirmation is a contradiction, because an open bounded neighborhood of the
identity cannot contain any subspace of g. Thus, G is NSS.

Now we will proof a theorem which will help us to establish the local structure of G
trough the exp map and L(G). The following two theorems are needed to complete the
proof of theorem 3.22.

The proof of the next theorem was originally presented by Kuranishi and Gleason. But
the proof we give was given by [Yam53].

Theorem 5.7. Let G be a locally compact group with NSS, then there exists a neighborhood
V of e ∈ G such that if x, y ∈ V , with x2 = y2, then x = y.

Proof. Let V̂0 be the neighborhood of the identity in G given by the NSS property. By
proposition 2.1 in [Fol94] we can choose a compact symmetric neighborhood V0 if e ∈ G
which is contained in V̂0, thus V0 also fulfills NSS.

Let W be neighborhood of e ∈ G with W 2 ⊂ V0 and by the compactness of V0 choose
a compact symmetric neighborhood V of e such that V (g−1V g) ⊂W for any g ∈ V0.

Suppose x, y ∈ V , such that x2 = y2 ∈ V and x 6= y, define a = x−1y. Then,
a = x−1eye ∈ V (e−1V e) ⊂W since V (g−1V g) ⊂W for any g ∈ V0. Moreover, notice that

axa = x−1yxx−1y = x−1y2 = x−1x2 = x,

so we have that a = x−1a−1x ∈W . Notice that this implies that am = x−1a−mx.

We are going to prove by induction that a, . . . , an ∈ V0 for every positive integer n.

Base cases: We have already proven that a ∈W ⊂ V0, furthermore, a2 ∈W 2 ⊂ V0.
Induction hypothesis: Let us assume that ak ∈ V0 for every k < n.

Inductive step: If n is even, then in particular for m := n
2 we have am ∈ V0, so

an = a2m = x−1a−mxam ∈ V (c−1V c) ⊂W ⊂ V0

taking c = am ∈ V0.
On the other hand, if n is odd, define m = n−1

2 , Clearly am ∈ V0, we have already seen
that a2m ∈ V (c−1V c) ⊂ W for c = am, thus an = a2m+1 = a2ma ∈ W 2 ⊂ V0. The, we get
that an ∈ V0. Concluding the induction.

Hence a, . . . , an ∈ V0 for every positive integer n, since V0 is symmetric then a, . . . , an ∈
V0 for every integer n. But V0 was by construction a neighborhood of the identity which
fulfills NSS, this implies that a = e hence x = y as desired.

An slightly different proof can be found in [Kur50].

Theorem 5.8. Let G be a locally compact group with NSS then there exists a neighborhood
K of 0 ∈ L(G) such that the map exp |K : K → exp(K) is injective.
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Proof. For any neighborhood U of 0 ∈ L(G) we have by theorem 3.21 that exp(U) is a
neighborhood of e ∈ G. By theorem 5.7 we know that there exists a neighborhood V of the
identity in G such that if x2 = y2 then x = y for all x, y ∈ V . Consider W = exp(U) ∩ V .

Suppose that there exists 1-parameter subgruops φ, ψ exp−1(W ) such that exp(φ) =
exp(ψ) thus φ(1) = ψ(1). By the homomorphism property of φ and ψ we have that
φ(12)2 = ψ(12)2, which implies that φ(12) = ψ(12) by theorem 5.7.

Inductively we get that φ( 1
2k

) = ψ( 1
2k

) for any k ∈ N, hence φ( 1
2k

)n = ψ( 1
2k

)n for any
n, k ∈ N which by the homomorphism property of φ and ψ implies that φ( n

2k
) = ψ( n

2k
) for

any n, k ∈ N.

In other words, φ and ψ agree on every dyadic rational which means that φ and ψ
agree on every real number since the dyadic rationals are dense in R. This means that
φ = ψ which implies that exp is an injective map restricted to the neighborhood K =
exp−1(W ).

The previous theorem is the missing piece for the following result which allow us to
prove that G is locally euclidean and as in theorem 3.22 that in fact G is a Lie group.

Corollary 5.9. Let G be a locally compact group with NSS, then G is locally euclidean.

Proof. Theorem 5.8 asserts that there exists a neighborhood of 0 ∈ L(G) such that exp
map is injective restricted to such neighborhood. Recall that exp is continuous by definition
3.18, and theorem 3.21 says that for every neighborhood of the 0 ∈ L(G) its image under
exp is a neighborhood of the identity in G. So there exist a neighborhood of 0 ∈ L(G) which
is homeomorphic to a neighborhood of e ∈ G. This last neighborhood can be continuously
translated to any point in G so the exp map give us a local homeomorphism between L(G)
and G. Which is the desired result since L(G) is isomorphic to some Rd thanks to lemma
3.17 and theorem 3.5.

Proposition 5.10. Let G be a locally compact NSS group. For any neighborhood V of
the identity, there exists a positive integer N such that if g, g2, . . . , gN ∈ U , then g ∈ V .
Where U is the open neighborhood which comes from the NSS property of G.

Proof. This affirmation can be restated as, for any sufficiently small (which fulfills that
NSS property and has compact closure) neighborhood U of the identity and for any other
neighborhood of the identity V , there exists an integer N ∈ N such that for all g ∈ G such
that g, . . . , gN ∈ U then g ∈ V .

By contradiction suppose that there exists a neighborhood U sufficiently small, as
explained before, and a neighborhood V of the identity such that for every n ∈ N there
exists an element gn ∈ G such that gn, . . . , g

n
n ∈ U and gn 6∈ V .
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Note that for the previous construction we get that

g1 ∈ U
g2, g

2
2 ∈ U

g3, g
2
3, g

3
3 ∈ U
...

gn, . . . , g
n
n ∈ U
...

by hypothesis the closure of U is compact, so we get that the sequence {gn}n has a conver-
gent subsequence gnk → h ∈ U for k →∞. Note that since {gn}n 6⊂ V we get {gnk}k 6⊂ V .
Furthermore, limk→∞ gnk = h 6∈ V which means that h cannot be the identity.

By the continuity of the group operations we get that g2nk → h2. In addition, since
{g2n}n≥2 ⊂ U any subsequence satisfies {g2nk}nk≥2 ⊂ U and by the uniqueness of the limit

we get that h2 ∈ U . This argument can be made for every n ∈ N, so hn ∈ U , and by
construction h 6= e which contradicts the NSS property of G.

Lemma 5.11. Let G be a locally compact NSS group. For any two sufficiently small
neighborhoods U, V of the identity, we have

‖g‖U � ‖g‖V � ‖g‖U

for all g ∈ G.

Proof. By the symmetry of the result it will be enough to show the second inequality,
which is equivalent to prove that for every n ∈ N such that g, . . . , gn ∈ U implies that
g, . . . , gn ∈ V . But this result follows from an analogous argument to the one presented in
Theorem 5.10 modifying it: for any sufficiently small neighborhood U of the identity, for
any other neighborhood of the identity V and for all k ∈ N, there exists an integer N ∈ N
such that for all g ∈ G with g, . . . , gkN ∈ U implies g, . . . , gk ∈ V .

A demonstration of the previous affirmation can be achieved by repeating the argument
in theorem 5.10 for every k.

Proposition 5.12. (Approximate triangle inequality) Let G be a locally compact NSS
group, and U0 be a sufficiently small open neighborhood of the identity. Then, for any n
and any g1, . . . , gn ∈ G we get

‖g1 · · · gn‖U0 �
n∑
i=1

‖gi‖U0 .
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Proof. Since U0 is a neighborhood of the identity, we can find a symmetric neighborhood
contained in U0 which will be small enough too. So we can suppose that U0 is symmetric
itself.

Claim. We claim that if somehow we have a positive constant M independent of g1, . . . , gn
such that

‖g1 · · · gn‖U0 ≤M
n∑
i=1

‖gi‖U0 . (5.4)

From this M we can build up a better constant which will be independent of M . This inde-
pendence will we a crucial which later on will strongly used in the proof of the approximate
triangle inequality proposition..

Proof. Claim proof. Let us define a modified escape norm function ‖ · ‖∗,U0 : G→ R+ as
follows

‖g‖∗,U0 := inf

{
n∑
i=1

‖gi‖U0 : g = g1 · · · gn

}
(5.5)

where the infimum ranges over all the possible finite decomposition of g in products of
elements of G.

By (5.4) for any fixed g ∈ G we see 1
M ‖g‖U0 ≤

∑n
i=1 ‖gi‖U0 and after taking the infimum

we get that 1
M ‖g‖U0 ≤ ‖g‖∗,U0 . On the other hand since g is itself a decomposition g we

get ‖g‖∗,U0 ≤ ‖g‖U0 . In conclusion

1

M
‖g‖U0 ≤ ‖g‖∗,U0 ≤ ‖g‖U0 . (5.6)

Clearly by equation (5.5), for all g, h ∈ G we have a triangular inequality for the
modified escape norm

‖gh‖∗,U0 ≤ ‖g‖∗,U0 + ‖h‖∗,U0 (5.7)

since every decomposition of g and every decomposition on h can be multiplied to obtain
a decomposition of gh.

By the symmetry of U0 we get that ‖g‖∗,U0 = ‖g−1‖∗,U0 . Now we are able to define a
left invariant pseudo-metric d∗ on G as

d∗(g, h) := ‖g−1h‖∗,U0 .

Recall that the distance from a point g to a set A ⊂ G with respect to d∗ is defined by
d∗(g,A) := infa∈A d∗(g, a). Furthermore, we define the function ψ : G→ R+ by

ψ(x) := (1−Md∗(x, U0))+.
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Here it is crucially important to notice that the support of ψ is contained in U2
0 . We

want to show that

supp(ψ) =

{
x : d∗(x, U0) ≤

1

M

}
⊂ U2

0 .

If you take x ∈ supp(ψ), then infy∈U0 ‖x−1y‖∗,U0 ≤ 1
M . By inequality (5.6) we get that

1

M
inf
y∈U0

‖x−1y‖U0 ≤ inf
y∈U0

‖x−1y‖x,U0 ≤
1

M
.

Thus, infy∈U0 ‖x−1y‖U0 ≤ 1 and by definition of infimum we can find y ∈ U0 such that
‖x−1y‖U0 ≤ 1. In particular x−1y ∈ U0 and by symmetry y−1x ∈ U0 so x = yy−1x ∈ U2

0

as desired.

Now as in the equation (5.1)we want to prove a bound of the form

|∂gψ(x)| �M‖g‖U0

for any g ∈ G and x ∈ U2
0 . Here, since we can describe the support in terms independent of

M we will be able to show that the constant implied in this inequality is indeed independent
from M . This independence will be fundamental in the later development of the present
argument.

By expanding the partial symbol, we get

|∂gψ(x)| =
∣∣ψ(g−1x)− ψ(x)

∣∣ =
∣∣1−Md∗(g

−1x, U0)− 1 +Md∗(x, U0)
∣∣

= M
∣∣d∗(x, U0)− d(g−1x, U0)

∣∣ .
Recall that by the triangle inequality we get for any x, y ∈ G and H ⊂ G

d∗(x,H) ≤ d∗(x, y) + d∗(y,H).

So we get that

|∂gψ(x)| = M
∣∣d∗(x, U0)− d(g−1x, U0)

∣∣ ≤Md∗(x, g
−1x) = M‖x−1gx‖∗,U0 .

To complete this inequality we only need to proof that ‖x−1gx‖∗,U0 � ‖g‖U0 .

Thanks to (5.6) it suffices to see that ‖x−1gx‖U0 � ‖g‖U0 because

‖x−1gx‖∗,U0 ≤ ‖x−1gx‖U0 � ‖g‖U0 .

Moreover, for every n ∈ N such that ‖g‖U0 ≤ 1
n+1 we conclude g, . . . , gn ∈ U0 and

since x ∈ U2
0 we get x−1gx, . . . , x−1gnx ∈ U5

0 . And, calculating its escape norm we see
‖x−1gx‖U5

0
≤ 1

n+1 . So, whenever ‖g‖U0 ≤ 1
n+1 , we get that ‖x−1gx‖U5

0
≤ 1

n+1 which implies

that ‖x−1gx‖U5
0
� ‖g‖U0 .
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Moreover, since the escape norm functions are comparable for small neighborhoods of
the identity, we get that

‖x−1gx‖U0 � ‖x−1gx‖U5
0
� ‖g‖U0

as desired. In this last expression it is very important to notice that the implied constants
do not depend on M in any way. They only depend on the open neighborhood U0 and its
powers.

To emulate the proof of the preceding theorem we will need to convolve ψ with another
function. In this case we will use the following function η : G→ [0, 1] defined as

η(x) :=

{
supj=0,...,L

{
1− j

L : x ∈ U j1U0

}
x ∈ UL1 U0

0 x 6∈ UL1 U0

for any natural number L independent of M and an open neighborhood of the identity
U1 ⊂ U0. Notice that we can choose U1 sufficiently small depending on L and U0 such that
UL1 U0 ⊂ U2

0 and indeed supp(η) ⊂ U2
0 .

Note that by definition η is a simple function, which means that it has finite range.
And, clearly for any x ∈ G and g ∈ U1 we get the bound

|∂gη(x)| ≤ 1

L

if x 6∈ UL1 U0 then in the worst case g−1x ∈ UL1 U0 \ UL−11 U0 and then we get the result.

On the other hand, if x ∈ UL1 U0, then there exist some j = 0, . . . , L such that x ∈ U j1U0 \
U j−11 U0. But in this case g−1x ∈ U j−11 U0 or g−1x ∈ U j+1

1 U0; in either case we get that∣∣ψ(g−1x)− ψ(x)
∣∣ ≤ 1

L . Finally if x ∈ U0 then in the worst case scenario g−1x ∈ U1U0 \ U0

but then the result is obvious.
Since the functions ψ and η are compactly supported, bounded and Borel measurable

(ψ is continuous and η is simple), we can form their convolution φ := ψ ∗ η. Indeed,
supp(φ) ⊂ U4

0 . It is also important to notice that we have a lower bound for ‖φ‖∞. Note
that

‖φ‖∞ ≥ φ(e) =

∫
G
ψ(y)η(y−1)dy ≥ µ(supp(ψ)) ≥ µ(U0)� 1.

The last inequality can be achieved by choosing a suitable multiple of the measure µ. So,
the implied constant will depend only on µ and U0.

Moreover as in the proof of the previous theorem, for every n such that n‖g‖φ < ‖φ‖∞
implies ‖gn‖φ < ‖φ‖∞. This last inequality implies that φ and Lgφ have overlapping
supports (otherwise we will have the equality ‖gn‖φ = ‖φ‖∞). Hence, gn ∈ U8

0 which
suggest ‖g‖U8

0
≤ 1

n+1 .

Since, whenever ‖g‖φ < ‖φ‖∞/n implies ‖g‖U8
0
≤ 1/n+ 1, thus

‖g‖U8
0
� ‖g‖φ
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and by the comparison of the functions ‖ · ‖U8
0

and ‖ · ‖U0 we get

‖g‖U0 � ‖g‖φ.

The converse inequality can be seen as

‖g‖φ = ‖∂gφ‖∞ = ‖∂g(ψ ∗ η)‖∞ = ‖(∂gψ) ∗ η‖∞

≤ sup
x∈G

∫
G
|∂gψ(y)|

∣∣η(g−1x)
∣∣ dy

�M‖g‖U0 sup
x∈G

∫
G

∣∣η(g−1x)
∣∣ dy

≤ µ(supp(η))M‖g‖U0

≤ µ(U2
0 )M‖g‖U0 .

Since the µ(U2
0 ) does not depend on M we get

‖g‖φ �M‖g‖U0 .

Finally we see

|g‖U0 � ‖g‖φ �M‖g‖U0 . (5.8)

Recall that for any g, h ∈ G we have

∂g∂hφ(x) =

∫
G
∂hψ(y)∂gyη(y−1x) dy.

Notice that if h ∈ U0 then the term ∂hψ(y) has support in the set U3
0 , so the integral

vanishes unless y ∈ U3
0 .

By the continuity of the conjugation function (·)y : G → G, we can find a small
neighborhood of the identity U2 ⊂ U1 such that gy ∈ U1 if g ∈ U2 and y ∈ U3

0 . Moreover,
for h ∈ U0 and g ∈ U2 we get

|∂g∂hφ(x)| ≤
∫
G
|∂hψ(y)|

∣∣∂gyη(y−1x)
∣∣ dy

=

∫
U3
0

|∂hψ(y)|
∣∣∂gyη(y−1x)

∣∣ dy
�M‖h‖U0

∫
U3
0

∣∣∂gyη(y−1x)
∣∣ dy

≤M‖h‖U0

1

L

∫
U3
0

dy =
M

L
‖h‖U0µ(U3

0 ).
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Since U3
0 is independent of M , we get that |∂g∂hφ(x)| � M

L ‖h‖U0 .

Now the following calculation

n∑
i=0

∂g∂giφ(x) =

n∑
i=0

∂g(φ(g−ix)− φ(x))

=

n∑
i=0

φ(g−i−1x)− φ(g−1x)− φ(g−ix) + φ(x)

=

n∑
i=0

φ(g−i−1x)− φ(g−ix)− ∂gφ(x)

= −φ(x) + φ(g−nx)− n∂gφ(x)

= ∂gnφ(x)− n∂gφ(x)

shows us that ∂gnφ = n∂gφ+
∑n

i=0 ∂g∂giφ. Taking norm and supremum we get

n‖g‖φ = ‖gn‖φ + sup
x∈G

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
i=0

∂g∂giφ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ‖gn‖φ +

n∑
i=0

sup
x∈G

∣∣∂g∂giφ(x)
∣∣

� ‖gn‖φ +

n∑
i=0

sup
x∈G

M

L
‖g‖u0

= ‖gn‖φ + n
M

L
‖g‖u0

= ‖φ‖∞ + n
M

L
‖g‖u0 .

Thus, we get

‖g‖φ �
1

n
+
M

L
‖g‖u0 .

This is not yet enough. We need to construct a better constant. We want to prove that
there exists a positive constant K for all M,L such that

‖g‖φ ≤ K
(
M

L
+ 1

)
‖g‖U0 .

Note that by the choosing of the quantifiers we require K to be independent of M .

We will prove that for all n ∈ N such that ‖g‖U0 ≤ 1
n implies ‖g‖φ ≤ 1

n + M
L ‖g‖u0 .

Then, ‖g‖φ �
(
M
L + 1

)
‖g‖U0
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Proceeding by contradiction we will get for every K > 0 the exists some MK , LK and
gK such that

‖gK‖φ ≥ K
(
MK

LK
+ 1

)
‖gK‖U0 .

Since ‖gK‖φ ≤ ‖φ‖∞, we see that there exists a positive constant R such that 1� ‖φ‖∞ ≤
R and ‖g‖φ ≤ R. Moreover, we obtain

‖gK‖U0 ≤
R

K
(
MK
LK

+ 1
) =

1

K
R

(
MK
LK

+ 1
) ≤ 1

bKR cb
(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c
.

By hypothesis we obtain

‖gK‖φ ≤
1

bKR cb
(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c

+
MK

LK
‖gK‖u0

≤ 1

bKR cb
(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c

+
MK

LK

1

bKR cb
(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c

so

‖gK‖φ ≤
1 + MK

LK

bKR cb
(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c
≤

R
(

1 + MK
LK

)
bKR cb

(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c
.

Thus,

R
(

1 + MK
LK

)
bKR cb

(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c
≥ ‖gK‖φ ≥ K

(
MK

LK
+ 1

)
‖gK‖U0

and clearly

‖gK‖U0 ≤
R
K

bKR cb
(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c
≤ 1

K
R b

K
R cb

(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c
≤ 1

bKR c2b
(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c
.

We can repeat this procedure infinitely many times and get

‖gK‖U0 ≤
1

bKR cmb
(
MK
LK

+ 1
)
c
.

Since K is arbitrary, we can choose K > R. In this case we get that ‖gK‖U0 → 0 as
m → ∞. But this is a contradiction since the gK 6= e and G is NSS so the only group
element with escape norm equal to zero is the identity.
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This previous result allows us to write ‖g‖φ �
(
M
L + 1

)
‖g‖U0 where the implied con-

stant does not depend on M . Note that since dφ(·, ·) is a pseudo-metric, we have the
following triangular inequality

‖g1 · · · gn‖φ ≤
n∑
i=1

‖gi‖φ

an combining this with the previous result and (5.8) we get

‖g1 · · · gn‖U0 ≤ ‖g1 · · · gn‖φ ≤
n∑
i=1

‖gi‖φ �
(
M

L
+ 1

) n∑
i=1

‖gi‖U0 .

Here note that we can consider any arbitrarily large L, and M
L → 0 as L→∞ since the M

was fixed at the beginning of the proof. Moreover, the constants implied in the � symbol
were always constructed independent of M which gives us the claim

|g1 · · · gn‖U0 �
n∑
i=1

‖gi‖U0 .

Proof of proposition 5.12 The previous construction depends on the existence of a
positive constant M . But, we are not sure of the existence of such constant. So we will
consider a slight modification of the function ‖ · ‖U0 .

Recall that during the above argument we used only some properties of ‖ · ‖U0 namely:
that they are comparable for small enough open sets, the symmetry of the function for a
symmetric open U0 and that it is, in fact, a bounded function. Fix any ε > 0 and consider
the function

‖ · ‖∗ : G→ R+

g 7→ ‖g‖U0 + ε.

Notice that ε‖g1 · · · gn‖∗ is bounded since ‖g1 · · · gn‖U0 ≤ 1. Analogously we get that∑n
i=1(‖gi‖+ ε) > ε so it is bounded below and we get the following result:

ε(‖g1 · · · gn‖U0 + ε)∑n
i=1(‖gi‖U0 + ε)

≤ S

for some constant S. Thus,

‖g1 · · · gn‖∗ ≤
S

ε

n∑
i=1

‖gi‖∗.

Since the function ‖ · ‖∗ is also comparable for small enough open sets, symmetric for a
symmetric open U0 and t bounded. We can apply the previous result taking M = S

ε and
we get that

‖g1 · · · gn‖∗ ≤ A
(
M

L
+ 1

) n∑
i=1

‖gi‖∗
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where the constant A is independent of M . Moreover, we can again take L→∞ and get

‖g1 · · · gn‖∗ ≤ A
n∑
i=1

‖gi‖∗

which can be written as

‖g1 · · · gn‖U0 + ε ≤ A
n∑
i=1

(‖gi‖U0 + ε).

Here it is crucially important (as we remark before) that the constant A is independent
of M = S

ε which in particular makes A independent of ε. Thus, we can take ε→ 0 and get
the desired result

‖g1 · · · gn‖U0 ≤ A
n∑
i=1

‖gi‖U0 .

Theorem 5.13. Every locally compact NSS group admits a weak Gleason metric.

Proof. Let U0 be a sufficiently small open neighborhood of the identity such that U0 is
pre-compact and fulfills the NSS property. By (5.6) the escape norm and the modified
escape norms are comparable.

In addition to this we have already seen that d∗ is a left invariant pseudo-metric.
Moreover, since G is NSS then ‖g−1h‖∗,U0 = 0 if d∗(g, h) = 0 which implies that

0 = inf

{
n∑
i=1

‖gi‖U0 : g−1h = g1 · · · gn

}
� inf

{
‖g1 · · · gn‖U0 : g−1h = g1 · · · gn

}
.

Thus, one can find g1, · · · , gn such that ‖g1 · · · gn‖U0 ≤ 0 and g−1h = g1 · · · gn. But
since G is NSS the only element with escape norm equal to zero is the identity, so g−1h =
g1 · · · gn = e and clearly h = g. This implies that d∗ is a genuine metric.

Now we claim that d∗ generates the topology of G. Thank to the left invariance of d∗
it is enough to prove that any open neighborhood of the identity contains a ball around
the identity and conversely.

Let U be a neighborhood of the identity and consider U ′ ⊂ U a smaller neighborhood
of the identity. From (5.6) and theorem 5.6 follows that ‖ · ‖U ′ is comparable to ‖ · ‖∗,U0 .
Furthermore, the ball B∗1/n(e) ⊂ U ′; if x ∈ B∗1/n(e) then ‖x‖∗,U0 = d∗(x, e) <

1
n . Thus,

‖x‖U ′ � ‖x‖U0 � ‖x‖∗,U0 <
1

n
,

so we get that there is a constant A such that

‖x‖U ′ ≤
A

n
≤ 1

bn/Ac
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which implies that g, . . . , gbn/Ac ∈ U ′ as desired.
In the other hand, if we take the ball B∗r (e) then for any positive integer m we can find

an open neighborhood Um such that Umm ⊂ U0. This implies that that for any g ∈ Um
we get ‖g‖U0 ≤ 1

m+1 since gm ∈ Umm ⊂ U0. Thus a a sufficiently large m we get that
Um ⊂ Br(e), since

d∗(g, e) = ‖g‖∗,U0 � ‖g‖U0 ≤
1

m+ 1
< r.

Finally we need to verify that d∗ fulfills the conditions in Definition 5.3. First of
all we need to verify that for all g ∈ G and n ≥ 1 such that n‖g‖∗,U0 < ε, we obtain
‖gn‖∗,U0 � n‖g‖∗,U0 . If g = e the claim is trivial. Assume that g 6= e. We get that there
must exist some natural number m such that gm 6∈ U0 and g, . . . , gm−1 ∈ U0 so,

‖g‖∗,U0 � ‖g‖U0 �
1

m
.

Take now U1 a symmetric neighborhood of the identity small enough such that U2
1 ⊂ U0

and choose and ε > 0 such that B∗ε (e) ⊂ U1.
We have that ‖gi‖∗,U0 ≤ i‖g‖∗,U0 ≤ n‖g‖∗,U0 < ε for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Moreover, gi ∈ U1

because gi ∈ B∗ε (e) ⊂ U1. Furthermore, this implies that n < m because otherwise it
contradicts gm 6∈ U0.

Now, let m + j be the first multiple of n which is larger than m. Thus we can write
m+ j = kn for some natural number k. Also j can be made such that 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Notice
that gm+j = gkn = (gn)k 6∈ U1, because if gm+j ∈ U1 then gm = gm+jg−j ∈ U2

1 ⊂ U0 which
is a contradiction.

Then ‖gn‖U1 ≥ 1
k ≥

n
m+j since gm+j 6∈ U1. Notice that since j ≤ n and n ≤ m, thus

n

m+ j
≥ n

2m

which means that
n

m+ j
� n

m

which lead us to

‖gn‖∗,U0 ≥ ‖gn‖U0‖ � ‖gn‖∗,U0 ≤
n

m+ j
� n

m
= n‖g‖U0 ≥

n

M
‖g‖∗,U0 .

Finally notice that the property (ii) in the Definition 5.3 comes directly from the in-
equality (5.6).

Theorem 5.14. Every NSS locally compact group G is isomorphic to a Lie group.

Proof. Since every locally compact group admits a weak Gleason metric by Theorem 5.13,
G admits a Gleason metric. Moreover, G is isomorphic to a Lie group by the results in
Chapter 3.
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Corollary 5.15. A locally compact group is NSS if and only if is isomorphic to a Lie
group.

Proof. The proof follows immediately from Theorems 5.6 and Theorem 5.13.
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