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GENERALIZATION OF CONNECTIONS ON LIE ALGEBROIDS

AND DERIVATION-BASED NON-COMMUTATIVE GEOMETRY

SERGE LAZZARINI AND THIERRY MASSON

Abstract. In this paper we study some generalized notions of connections
on transitive Lie algebroids from an algebraic point of view. Differential cal-
culi are introduced to manage connections 1-forms and curvature 2-forms.
Two examples are studied in details: the Atiyah Lie algebroid of a principal
fiber bundle and the space of derivations of the algebra of endomorphisms of

a SL(n)-vector bundle. Using these two examples we show that the notion
of generalized connections studied here is strongly related to the notion of
connections on the derivation-based non-commutative geometry of this alge-
bra of endomorphisms. As such, relative to ordinary connections, generalized
connections on an Atiyah Lie algebroid is the same kind of generalization as
(derivation-based) non-commutative connections.
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Lie algebroids are now widely used in mathematics as a natural generalization
of both Lie algebras and vector fields on a manifold ([1], [16], [26] and references in
[20] and [5]). Structures involving these two heritages have been studied in details,
in particular (as far as we shall be concerned) their relationships with connections
on manifolds and fiber bundles. Lie algebroids appear naturally in many contexts.
In Poisson geometry, they have been recognized as an essential structure (see [12]
for instance). It is then important to be able to study them with suitable tools
which could be applied in many situations and which would fit perfectly with the
large class of possible applications. In this direction, some invariants have been
identified on Lie algebroids to study their global geometry, see [14] for a brief
review and references therein.

On the other hand, non-commutative geometry makes it possible to take a fresh
look at the ordinary objects of geometry (vector fields, differential calculi, fiber
bundles, connections and so on) using a more algebraic approach. This helps to
unify and relate objects in many situations, and to better understand their sig-
nification. Lie algebroids do have a great deal in common with non-commutative
geometry: they involve at the same time some geometrical and algebraic structures.
It is then possible and desirable to compare some of the mathematical structures
one can define in these two frameworks. One of these structures is the notion of
connections.

Ordinary connections are essential tools in the study of Lie algebroids, and more
precisely of transitive Lie algebroids, where they are defined as splitting of the short
exact sequence defining the transitive Lie algebroid. This is where invariants, such
as characteristic classes constructed from connections, play an essential role to cap-
ture some aspects of the global topology of the Lie algebroid. The ordinary notion
of connections on a principal fiber bundle is completely recovered as connections
on the transitive Atiyah Lie algebroid of a principal fiber bundle. See for instance
[2] and [5] for the use of these notions.

The aim of this paper is to address the relationships between connections on
Lie algebroids and connections in the derivation-based non-commutative geometry
– the latter being one of the approaches of non-commutative geometry. Indeed,
this non-commutative geometry makes apparent some structures which look very
much like Lie algebroids. Even better, there is a well known example of such a
non-commutative geometry where a transitive Lie algebroid appears naturally: the
algebra of endomorphisms of a SL(n)-vector bundle permits to define its space of
derivations as a transitive Lie algebroid [10]. In the following, it will be shown to
what extend this Lie algebroid is similar to the Lie algebroid of Atiyah of a principal
fiber bundle. Then we will use these two examples to compare connections according
to these two points of view.

This paper is a (non systematic) study of some possible generalizations of con-
nections on transitive Lie algebroids. Our goal is to show that the natural gen-
eralization of connections we consider in the context of Lie algebroid has a lot in
common with an equivalent notion of generalized connections in the context of
the derivation-based non-commutative geometry. Our approach here is the one of
“non-commutative geometers”. Therefore, some important geometric notions will
be ignored in what follows and the focus will be on differential algebraic structures.

We refer to [3], [19], [15], [17] and [24] for some general aspects on non-commuta-
tive geometry, and the reader is advised to consult [8] and [25] for complements on
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the derivation-based non-commutative geometry which will be of constant use here.
We have added in Appendix A a brief review of these non-commutative structures
used in the text.

The first main result of the paper is the following. We define in sub-section 2.2
two generalizations of connections on transitive algebroids.

The first one involves a representation of the Lie algebroid. This generalization
of connections is not new. It has been introduced and studied before in [13] from a
geometric point of view (for instance holonomy has been extensively studied there).
In [6] an extension of this definition has been proposed as non-linear connections.
Our notion of A-connection on a vector bundle E (Definition 2.7) is exactly the
same object as in [13], and the terminology is the one in [5]. But we present it from
a different point of view. In particular, as said before, algebraic structures play an
essential role in our approach and the geometric aspect is almost completely ignored.
This choice is imposed by our motivation to compare this structure to an equivalent
one in non-commutative geometry, where algebra is the primary language.

The second generalization of connections is more intrinsic to a transitive Lie
algebroid. It is given in terms of forms in a convenient differential calculus. As far
as we know, it has not been considered elsewhere yet. The point is that from a
representation point of view, it is suitable to get a generalized connection on the
Lie algebroid which can induce a generalized connection in the previous sense for
each representation of the Lie algebroid. This leads to Definition 2.13.

Then, in Propositions 2.12 and 2.17 we show how these definitions give rise to
correct generalizations of ordinary connections, in the sense that the space of ordi-
nary connections is included in the space of these generalized connections. These
inclusions are compatible with the corresponding notions of curvatures and gauge
transformations which are defined in the main text.

The second main result concerns the relationship between the generalization
of connections we propose on transitive Lie algebroids and the generalization of
connections in the derivation-based non-commutative geometry. This is done in
sub-section 3.2 where the transitive Lie algebroid defined by the space of derivations
of the endomorphism algebra of a SL(n)-vector bundle is exposed. It is shown that
this Lie algebroid is isomorphic to the Atiyah Lie algebroid for the SL(n)-principal
fiber bundle behind this construction. Then in Theorem 3.15 we show that the
space of generalized connections on this Atiyah Lie algebroid is isomorphic to the
space of generalized connections on the Lie algebroid of derivations of this algebra
and to the space of non-commutative connections when the module on which the
connection acts is the algebra itself.

In order to bring together the “geometry” of transitive Lie algebroids to the
derivation-based non-commutative geometry mentioned before, we have deliber-
ately chosen to extensively explore and describe in sub-section 1.4 some essential
differential calculi on the Lie algebroid side. On the one hand, these structures per-
mits to consider connections and their generalizations as algebraic objects. On the
other hand, they make clear the relations with non-commutative geometry where
differential calculi are primary objects. In particular, we show in sub-section 3.2
that some of these differential calculi for the Atiyah Lie algebroid for a SL(n)-
principal fiber bundle are strongly related (inclusion and isomorphisms) to the nat-
ural derivation-based non-commutative differential calculus of the corresponding
algebra of endomorphisms.
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The paper is organized as follows. In Section 1 we make a brief review on
transitive Lie algebroids. There we consider trivial Lie algebroids and we show how
some natural differential structures appears on them, for instance to characterize
morphisms of trivial transitive Lie algebroids. These structures will be used in
Section 3. We also introduce the usual representation theory of transitive Lie
algebroid. Then we use these notions to define three different differential calculi.
Two of them are used to define and study connections and their generalizations.
This section ends with the local description of transitive Lie algebroids. The main
part of this exposé is well known (see for instance [20]), but we wanted to show how
the algebraic structures introduced before can be written as local expressions and
how they throw some light on the local description of transitive Lie algebroids.

Section 2 is about connections. The ordinary concept of connections is exposed,
making extensively used of the differential calculi introduced before. Subsequently
the definitions of generalized connections are given. This section ends by showing
how generalized connections do contain ordinary connections.

In Section 3 two important examples are presented, illustrating the main struc-
tures defined in the text. The first example is the transitive Atiyah Lie algebroid
of a principal fiber bundle. All the differential structures are identified and stud-
ied. It is shown how the notions of generalized connections are related to ordinary
geometry. The second example concerns a transitive Lie algebroid constructed by
using non-commutative considerations: the Lie algebra of derivations of the alge-
bra of endomorphisms of a SL(n)-vector bundle. As mentioned before, it is shown
that this algebroid is isomorphic to the Atiyah Lie algebroid of a SL(n)-principal
fiber bundle, and how generalized connections on this Lie algebroid turn out to be
exactly non-commutative connections when the module is the algebra itself.

1. General definitions and properties

In order to fix the notations and to be as self-consistent as possible, in this section
we recall in details the structures we will need in the following to study the notion
of connection and its generalization on transitive Lie algebroids. The main source
for this section is the monograph [20]. We have taken the opportunity to rewrite
some of the structures involved in a more algebraic language. This is necessary in
order to compare the structure of a transitive Lie algebroid with some structures
appearing in the derivation-based non-commutative geometry of the endomorphism
algebra defined in sub-section 3.2. Likewise, some well-known proofs are presented
in the algebraic language to show how it perfectly fits with Lie algebroids.

1.1. Definitions.

Definition 1.1 (Lie algebroids – Geometric version). Let M be a manifold. A
Lie algebroid A on M is a vector bundle A

π
→ M with a vector bundle map

ρ : A → TM (the anchor of A) and a Lie bracket [−,−] on Γ(A) fulfilling

[X, fY] = f [X,Y] + (ρ(X)·f)Y ρ([X,Y]) = [ρ(X), ρ(Y)]

for any X,Y ∈ Γ(A) and f ∈ C∞(M).

In this definition, we have used the fact that the anchor defines a map of C∞(M)-
modules ρ : Γ(A) → Γ(M) by ρ(X)(x) = ρ(X(x)) ∈ TxM, where Γ(M) is the space
of vector fields on M.
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From now on, we will use the following typographic rules: A = Γ(A) and X =
ρ(X) for any objects for which these notations make sense. Moreover, we will refer
to A as a Lie algebroid.

Proposition 1.2 (Restriction of a Lie algebroid). For any open subset U ⊂ M,
the Lie bracket can be restricted to AU = Γ(AU ) where AU is the restriction of the
vector bundle over U . This defines a sub-Lie algebroid of A.

This proposition permits one to look at Lie algebroids locally in respect to M.
This will be used to decompose global objects on A into “trivial” pieces, as in
ordinary geometry.

For a non-commutative geometer, the following definition comes as more natural.
It uses the algebraic language behind vector bundles:

Definition 1.3 (Lie algebroids – Algebraic version). Let M be a manifold. A Lie
algebroid A is a finite projective module over C∞(M) equipped with a Lie bracket
[−,−] and a C∞(M)-linear Lie morphism ρ : A → Γ(M) such that

[X, fY] = f [X,Y] + (ρ(X)·f)Y

for any X,Y ∈ A and f ∈ C∞(M).

The requirement that A be a finite projective module makes the definition equiv-
alent to Definition 1.1. In fact, one could remove this condition. The price to pay is
that one is not assured of the existence of a connection in the sense defined below.

The notation A
ρ

→ Γ(M) will be used for a Lie algebroid A over the manifold M
with anchor ρ.

Definition 1.4 (Morphism of Lie algebroids). Let A
ρA→ Γ(M) and B

ρB→ Γ(M) be
two Lie algebroids on the same base manifold M. A morphism of Lie algebroids is
a morphism of Lie algebras and C∞(M)-modules ϕ : A → B compatible with the
anchors : ρB ◦ ϕ = ρA.

In particular, a morphism of Lie algebroids is base-preserving, in the sense that
it projects onto the identity map on M.

Definition 1.5 (Transitive Lie algebroids). A Lie algebroid A
ρ

→ Γ(M) is transitive
if ρ is surjective.

Proposition 1.6 (The kernel of a transitive Lie algebroid). Let A be a transitive
Lie algebroid. Then L = ker ρ is a Lie algebroid with null anchor on M. The vector
bundle L such that L = Γ(L) is a locally trivial bundle in Lie algebras. The Lie
bracket on L is inherited from the one on the Lie algebra on which the fiber of this
vector bundle is modelled.

One has the short exact sequence of Lie algebras and C∞(M)-modules

0 //L
ι

//A
ρ

//Γ(M) //0

L will be called the kernel of A.

The injective morphism ι is convenient to place here because it allows one to
choose a Lie algebroid L isomorphic (as a bundle in Lie algebras) to ker ρ instead
of ker ρ itself.

Proof. This is a well-known result that can be found in [20]. �

Subsequently, we shall study exclusively transitive Lie algebroids.
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1.2. Trivial Lie algebroid. As for fiber bundles, the structure of Lie algebroids
can be understood by local trivializations. Let us first consider the case of a triv-
ial Lie algebroid as a model of the pieces one has to glue globally altogether to
(re)contruct a Lie algebroid. Trivial Lie algebroids will also reappear in the study
of the Atiyah Lie algebroid, which will be embedded, as well as its differential
calculus, as basic elements into a bigger trivial Lie algebroid.

Definition 1.7 (Trivial Lie algebroid). Let M be a manifold and g a finite dimen-
sional Lie algebra. Consider the vector bundle TM ⊕ (M × g). Denote by A the
space of its smooth sections. It is a Lie algebroid for the following structures:

ρ(X ⊕ γ) = X [X ⊕ γ, Y ⊕ η] = [X,Y ] ⊕ (X ·η − Y ·γ + [γ, η])(1.1)

for any X,Y ∈ Γ(M) and γ, η ∈ Γ(M × g).
We will say that A is the trivial Lie algebroid over M modelled on the Lie algebra

g. We will constantly use the notation TLA(M, g) for this Lie algebroid (Trivial
Lie Algebroid).

In the definition, two Lie brackets are used indeed to define the Lie bracket of
the Lie algebroid. The notation is clear enough to avoid any confusion. Notice also
that the action of vector fields on smooth functions on M is used as well.

A trivial Lie algebroid is transitive, and the vector bundle defining the kernel of
ρ is the trivial vector bundle L = M × g.

Let TLA(M, g) and TLA(M, h) be two trivial Lie algebroids over the same man-
ifold M, modelled respectively on the Lie algebras g and h. Then a morphism of
Lie algebroids ϕ : TLA(M, g) → TLA(M, h) can be written as the decomposition

ϕ(X ⊕ γ) = X ⊕ [α(γ) + χ(X)]

for any X ∈ Γ(M) and γ ∈ Γ(M × g). By construction, one has

α ∈ (
∧1

g∗) ⊗ h χ ∈ Ω1(M) ⊗ h

We now introduce the differential bigraded commutative algebra Ω•(M) ⊗
∧•

g∗

equipped with the two differential operators

d : Ω•(M) ⊗
∧•

g∗ → Ω•+1(M) ⊗
∧•

g∗

s : Ω•(M) ⊗
∧•

g∗ → Ω•(M) ⊗
∧•+1

g∗

where d is the de Rham differential on Ω•(M), and s is the Chevalley-Eilenberg dif-
ferential on

∧•
g∗. As is well known, an explicit expression for the total differential

δ = d + s is given by

(1.2)

(δω)(X1⊕γ1, . . . , Xp+1⊕γp+1) =
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1Xi·ω(X1⊕γ1, . . .
i

∨. . . . , Xp+1⊕γp+1)

+
∑

1≤i<j≤p+1

(−1)i+jω([Xi ⊕ γi, Xj ⊕ γj ], X1 ⊕ γ1, . . .
i

∨. . . .
j

∨. . . . , Xp+1 ⊕ γp+1)

for any ω of total degree p in Ω•(M) ⊗
∧•

g∗ and any Xi ⊕ γi ∈ TLA(M, g). As
usual with differentials, one can see that δ is a related to the dual of the Lie bracket
given by (1.1), and δ2 = 0 is equivalent to the Jacobi identity for g. We denote by
Ω•

TLA
(M) the total complex of the bicomplex Ω•(M) ⊗

∧•
g∗. Be aware of the fact

that g does not explicitly appear in this notation.
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The differential δ is extended to the complex Ω•
TLA

(M) ⊗h where it does not act
on the h factor.

Proposition 1.8 (Structure equation of a morphism of trivial Lie algebroids).
Let ϕ : TLA(M, g) → TLA(M, h) be a morphism of trivial Lie algebroids. In the
previous notation, α+χ is a element of total degree 1 in the complex Ω•

TLA
(M)⊗h.

The fact that ϕ be a morphism of Lie algebras equivalently means

(1.3) δ(α+ χ) +
1
2

[α+ χ, α+ χ] = 0

in Ω•(M) ⊗
∧•

g∗ ⊗ h.

Proof. A simple computation shows that ϕ is a Lie algebra morphism if and only
if one has

[α(γ), α(η)] − α([γ, η]) = 0

X ·α(η) − α(X ·η) + [χ(X), α(η)] = 0

dχ(X,Y ) + [χ(X), χ(Y )] = 0

for any X,Y ∈ Γ(M) and any γ, η ∈ Γ(M × g).
Combined together, these relations give exactly (1.3). �

This result is given in [20] in the form of the three equations produced in the
proof. These equations can be elegantly combined into a single one using the natural
differential bicomplex introduced here.

In the case g = h, there is another interesting structure to make apparent.
Denoting by Ω•

TLA
(M, g) = Ω•

TLA
(M) ⊗ g the total complex of the bicomplex

Ω•(M) ⊗
∧•

g∗ ⊗ g, this graded space can be equipped with a natural differen-
tial d̂TLA = d + s′ : Ωp

TLA
(M, g) → Ωp+1

TLA
(M, g), where as before, d is the de Rham

differential on Ω•(M) and s′ is the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential on (
∧•

g∗) ⊗ g

which takes into account the ad representation of g on itself. One has

(s′α)(γ1, . . . , γp+1) =
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1[γi, α(γ1, . . .
i

∨. . . . , γp+1)]

+
∑

1≤i<j≤p+1

(−1)i+jα([γi, γj ], γ1, . . .
i

∨. . . .
j

∨. . . . , γp+1)

for any α ∈ (
∧p

g∗) ⊗ g and γi ∈ g.
An explicit expression for d̂TLA = d + s′ is given by

(1.4) (d̂TLAω)(X1 ⊕ γ1, . . . , Xp+1 ⊕ γp+1) =
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1Xi·ω(X1 ⊕ γ1, . . .
i

∨. . . . , Xp+1 ⊕ γp+1)

+
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1[γi, ω(X1 ⊕ γ1, . . .
i

∨. . . . , Xp+1 ⊕ γp+1)]

+
∑

1≤i<j≤p+1

(−1)i+jω([Xi ⊕ γi, Xj ⊕ γj ], X1 ⊕ γ1, . . .
i

∨. . . .
j

∨. . . . , Xp+1 ⊕ γp+1)
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for any ω ∈ Ωp
TLA

(M, g) and any Xi ⊕ γi ∈ TLA(M, g). Notice that the represen-
tation of TLA(M, g) on Ωp

TLA
(M, g) is the restriction of the Lie bracket defined on

TLA(M, g) to elements of the form 0 ⊕ η.

Proposition 1.9 (Structure equation of an automorphism of a trivial Lie alge-
broid). Let ϕ : TLA(M, g) → TLA(M, g) be an automorphism of a trivial Lie
algebroid. Let θ ∈ Ω1

TLA
(M, g), defined by θ(X ⊕ γ) = γ, be the extension of the

Maurer-Cartan form in (
∧1

g∗) ⊗ g to Ω1
TLA

(M, g).
Using previous notation, the fact that ϕ is a Lie algebroid automorphism is equiv-

alent to

(1.5) d̂TLA(α+ χ− θ) +
1
2

[α+ χ− θ, α+ χ− θ] = 0

Proof. The direct computation of this expression gives the three relations given in
the proof of Proposition 1.8. One has to notice that the relation

d̂TLA(−θ) +
1
2

[(−θ), (−θ)] = 0

is used in the proof. �

1.3. Representation theory. In order to define the representation theory of Lie
algebroids, one needs to introduce a particular Lie algebroid associated to any
vector bundle. Representation theory for Lie algebroids is equivalent to associated
vector bundles for principal fiber bundles and to modules for non-commutative
algebras. This point will be more apparent in the construction of connections and
in Section 3.

Example 1.10 (Derivations on a vector bundle). Let E be a vector bundle over the
manifold M. Denote by End(E) the fiber bundle of endomorphisms of E defined by

End(E) = {D : Γ(E) → Γ(E) /D(fs) = fD(s), ∀s ∈ Γ(E), ∀f ∈ C∞(M)}

Define the space

Diff1(E) = {D : Γ(E) → Γ(E) /D linear,

D(fs) − fD(s) ∈ End(E), ∀s ∈ Γ(E), ∀f ∈ C∞(M)}

The symbol map σ : Diff1(E) → HomC∞(M)(T ∗M,End(E)) is defined by

σ(D)(fdg)(s) = f(D(gs) − gD(s)) = f [D, g]s

for any f, g ∈ C∞(M) and any s ∈ Γ(E).
With the identification HomC∞(M)(T ∗M,End(E)) ≃ Γ(TM ⊗ End(E)), one can

inject Γ(M) into HomC∞(M)(T ∗M,End(E)) as Γ(M) ⊗ 1l ⊂ Γ(TM ⊗ End(E)).
We then define the space

D(E) = σ−1(Γ(M))

This is a transitive Lie algebroid, with anchor σ and kernel A(E) = Γ(End(E)):

0 //A(E) ι
//D(E) σ

//Γ(M) //0

It turns out to be the Lie algebroid of derivations of E . Notice that the kernel A(E)
is an associative algebra and the Lie structure on it is the commutator.

This Lie algebroid is not defined using a vector bundle, but directly the space of
“sections”. The vector bundle should require the use of jets on the vector bundle
E , which would require a more cumbersome construction.
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Definition 1.11 (Representation of a Lie algebroid). Let A
ρ
−→ Γ(M) be a Lie

algebroid and E → M be a vector bundle. A representation of A on E is a morphism
of Lie algebroids φ : A → D(E) (see Example 1.10).

This definition strongly relates the structure of A to the structure of E as vector
bundles. If A is a transitive Lie algebroid, one has the following commutative
diagram of exact rows:

(1.6) 0 // L
ι

//

φL

��

A
ρ

//

φ

��

Γ(M) // 0

0 // A(E) ι
// D(E) σ

// Γ(M) // 0

The map φL : L → A(E) is a C∞(M)-linear morphism of Lie algebras induced by a
morphism between two fiber bundles in Lie algebras: L and End(E). This implies
that the structure of End(E) as a fiber bundle is necessarily related to the one of
L.

Lemma 1.12 (Injectivity). φ : A → D(E) is injective if and only if φL : L → A(E)
is injective.

Proof. This is just diagram chasing in (1.6). �

The space E , as a vector bundle, gives rise to the natural group of vertical
automorphisms, which will play an important role in the theory of connections.
This amounts to the following:

Definition 1.13 (Gauge group of a representation). The gauge group of a repre-
sentation space E is the group of vertical automorphisms of the vector bundle E . It
is denoted by Aut(E). This is the group of invertible elements in A(E).

If further structures are defined on E then it is possible to restrict the gauge
group to vertical automorphisms compatible with these structures. For a hermitean
structure on E , this would give rise to the group of unitary elements in A(E) for
the natural involution on this algebra induced by the hermitean structure. We will
not use such an extra structure here, but many of the definitions and properties
given below where gauge elements appear can be adapted to such a restriction.

The gauge group can’t be defined directly at the level of the transitive Lie al-
gebroid A. But the gauge group defined on E has an infinitesimal version: the Lie
algebroid A(E) is its Lie algebra. Using the representation φL : L → A(E), this
suggests the abstract notion of infinitesimal gauge transformations on A:

Definition 1.14 (Infinitesimal gauge transformations). An infinitesimal gauge
transformation on the transitive Lie algebroid A is an element ξ ∈ L. Such an
infinitesimal gauge transformation acts vertically on E through the representation
φL : L → A(E).

Proposition 1.15 (Operations on representations). Let φ : A → D(E) be a
representation of A on E. Denote by E∗ the dual vector bundle to E. Denote
by 〈α, s〉 ∈ C∞(M) the duality between α ∈ Γ(E∗) and s ∈ Γ(E). The map
φ∗ : A → D(E∗) defined by

〈φ∗(X)α, s〉 = ρ(X)·〈α, s〉 − 〈α, φ(X)s〉

is a representation. This is the adjoint representation.
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Let ψ : A → D(F) be a second representation of A on an vector bundle F . The
map φ⊗ ψ : A → D(E ⊗ F) defined by

(φ⊗ ψ)(X)(s⊗ t) = (φ(X)s) ⊗ t+ s⊗ (ψ(X)t)

and the map φ⊕ ψ : A → D(E ⊕ F) defined by

(φ ⊕ ψ)(X)(s⊕ t) = (φ(X)s) ⊕ (ψ(X)t)

for any s ∈ Γ(E) and any t ∈ Γ(F) are representations. There are respectively the
tensor product representation and the sum (or product) representation.

Denote by φEnd : A → D(End(E)) the induced representation on End(E) =
E∗ ⊗ E. Then, for any X ∈ A, for any a ∈ A(E) and for any s ∈ Γ(E), one has
φEnd(X)(a) = [φ(X), a] as a commutator in D(E), so that

φ(X)(as) = φEnd(X)(a)s+ aφ(X)(s)

Proof. We use the notation X = ρ(X) and Y = ρ(Y). For the first assertion, one
has

〈[φ∗(X), φ∗(Y)]α, s〉 = 〈φ∗(X)φ∗(Y)α, s〉 − 〈φ∗(Y)φ∗(X)α, s〉

= X ·〈φ∗(Y)α, s〉 − 〈φ∗(Y)α, φ(X)s〉

− Y ·〈φ∗(X)α, s〉 + 〈φ∗(X)α, φ(Y)s〉

= X ·Y ·〈α, s〉 −X ·〈α, φ(Y)s〉 − Y ·〈α, φ(X)s〉 + 〈α, φ(Y)φ(X)s〉

− Y ·X ·〈α, s〉 + Y ·〈α, φ(X)s〉

+X ·〈α, φ(Y)s〉 − 〈α, φ(X)φ(Y)s〉

= [X,Y ]·〈α, s〉 − 〈α, [φ(X), φ(Y)]s〉

= 〈φ∗([X,Y])α, s〉

The other assertions are straightforward computations also. �

Remark 1.16 (Representation and principal fiber bundle). As we shall see in sub-
section 3.1, there is a natural Lie algebroid associated to any principal fiber bundle.
The representation theory of this Lie algebroid coincides with the geometric con-
struction of associated vector bundles. The notion of gauge group is inspired by
this particular context.

1.4. Differential structures. In order to manage connections as algebraic ob-
jects, we need some spaces of forms. They are the generalizations of the dif-
ferential spaces defined in the trivial case. Forms play a very important role in
non-commutative geometry. The reader is encouraged to read also Appendix A to
compare the constructions presented in both contexts.

Definition 1.17 (Forms with values inC∞(M)). Let A
ρ
−→ Γ(M) be a Lie algebroid

(not necessary transitive).
For any p ∈ N, we define Ωp(A) as the linear space of C∞(M)-multilinear an-

tisymmetric maps from A
p to C∞(M). For p = 0 one has Ω0(A) = C∞(M).

The graded space Ω•(A) =
⊕

p≥0 Ωp(A) is equipped with the natural differential
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d̂A : Ωp(A) → Ωp+1(A) defined on any ω ∈ Ωp(A) by

(d̂Aω)(X1, . . . ,Xp+1) =
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1ρ(Xi)·ω(X1, . . .
i

∨. . . . ,Xp+1)

+
∑

1≤i<j≤p+1

(−1)i+jω([Xi,Xj],X1, . . .
i

∨. . . .
j

∨. . . . ,Xp+1)

Next we define a graded commutative product on Ω•(A) by

(ωη)(X1, . . . ,Xp+q) =

1
p!q!

∑

σ∈Sp+q

(−1)sign(σ)ω(Xσ(1), . . . ,Xσ(p))η(Xσ(p+1), . . . ,Xσ(p+q))

for any ω ∈ Ωp(A) and η ∈ Ωq(A).
Then (Ω•(A), d̂A) is a graded commutative differential algebra. It is called the

space of forms with values in C∞(M). Objects in this algebra will be called forms
on A.

This space of forms is considered in many places: see for instance [14], [4], [20],
[21], [5] and [6]. It has been also used to define cohomologies on Lie algebroids. We
will not enter into this subject here, and we refer to these references for details.

There is a natural action of A on L. For any X ∈ A and any ℓ ∈ L, the Lie
bracket [X, ℓ] is defined to be the unique element in L such that ι([X, ℓ]) = [X, ι(ℓ)]
(ι(L) being a Lie ideal in A, [X, ι(ℓ)] ∈ ker ρ). This action is sometimes denoted by
ad. We will not use this notation here.

Definition 1.18 (Forms with values in the kernel). Let A
ρ
−→ Γ(M) be a transitive

Lie algebroid, with L its kernel.
For any p ∈ N, we define Ωp(A, L) as the linear space of C∞(M)-multilinear

antisymmetric maps from A
p to L. For p = 0 one has Ω0(A, L) = L. The

graded space Ω•(A, L) =
⊕

p≥0 Ωp(A, L) is equipped with the natural differential

d̂ : Ωp(A, L) → Ωp+1(A, L) defined on any ω ∈ Ωp(A, L) by

(d̂ω)(X1, . . . ,Xp+1) =
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1[Xi, ω(X1, . . .
i

∨. . . . ,Xp+1)]

+
∑

1≤i<j≤p+1

(−1)i+jω([Xi,Xj],X1, . . .
i

∨. . . .
j

∨. . . . ,Xp+1)

Then (Ω•(A, L), d̂) is called the space of forms on the transitive Lie algebroid A

with values in its kernel. Objects in this complex will be called forms on A with
values in L.

Notice that no product can be naturally defined on this differential complex.
However there are two constructions which should be mentioned.

First, there is a natural map Ωp(A) ⊗ Ωq(A, L) → Ωp+q(A, L) which makes
Ω•(A, L) a graded module on the graded commutative algebra Ω•(A). This product
is compatible with the differentials: d̂(ηpωq) = (d̂Aηp)ωq + (−1)pηp(d̂ωq) for any
ηp ∈ Ωp(A) and ωq ∈ Ωq(A, L).
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Second, there is a natural graded Lie bracket Ωp(A, L) ⊗ Ωq(A, L) → Ωp+q(A, L)
which is defined by

[ω, η](X1, . . . ,Xp+q) =

1
p!q!

∑

σ∈Sp+q

(−1)sign(σ)[ω(Xσ(1), . . . ,Xσ(p)), η(Xσ(p+1), . . . ,Xσ(p+q))]

(Ω•(A, L), d̂) is then a graded differential Lie algebra.
In case L contains as a summand a trivial line bundle, the complex of Defini-

tion 1.17 is contained as a subcomplex in the complex of Definition 1.18 because
the two differentials are compatible.

This graded vector space is introduced in [20, p. 192]. The differential operator
which is defined on it is a covariant derivative given by a connection on A. The
square of this differential operator is not always zero since it is related to the
curvature of this connection. This covariant derivative is defined in Proposition 2.3.

For a trivial Lie algebroid TLA(M, g), this differential calculus is exactly the
differential calculus (Ω•

TLA
(M, g), d̂TLA).

Given a representation of the transitive Lie algebroid A on a vector bundle E , it
is possible to introduce a differential calculus which is a graded differential algebra.

Definition 1.19 (Forms on A with values in A(E)). Let A
ρ
−→ Γ(M) be a transitive

Lie algebroid and let φ : A → D(E) be a representation of A on a vector bundle E .
For any p ∈ N, we define Ωp(A,A(E)) as the linear space of C∞(M)-multilinear

antisymmetric maps from A
p to A(E). For p = 0 one has Ω0(A,A(E)) = A(E).

The graded space Ω•(A,A(E)) =
⊕

p≥0 Ωp(A,A(E)) is equipped with the natural

differential d̂E : Ωp(A,A(E)) → Ωp+1(A,A(E)) defined on any ω ∈ Ωp(A,A(E)) by

(d̂Eω)(X1, . . . ,Xp+1) =
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1[φ(Xi), ω(X1, . . .
i

∨. . . . ,Xp+1)]

+
∑

1≤i<j≤p+1

(−1)i+jω([Xi,Xj],X1, . . .
i

∨. . . .
j

∨. . . . ,Xp+1)

Next we define a graded product on Ω•(A,A(E)) by

(ωη)(X1, . . . ,Xp+q) =

1
p!q!

∑

σ∈Sp+q

(−1)sign(σ)ω(Xσ(1), . . . ,Xσ(p))η(Xσ(p+1), . . . ,Xσ(p+q))

where the product takes place in A(E) with its natural associative algebra structure.
Then (Ω•(A,A(E)), d̂E) is a graded differential algebra. It is called the space of

forms on the transitive Lie algebroid A with values in the kernel of the representation
on E . Objects in this complex will be called forms on A with values in A(E).

For any X ∈ A and any a ∈ A(E), the bracket [φ(X), a] ∈ A(E) used in the
definition of the differential is the induced representation of A on End(E), as noticed
in Proposition 1.15.

In [20, Definition 7.1.1] a standard complex is introduced for a representation E
of a transitive Lie algebroid A as forms on A with values in E , which we denote
by Ω•(A, E) for further reference. This definition is also mentioned in [18] where
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representation theory of Lie algebroid is studied using modular concepts. This
differential complex is related to the one introduced in our Definition 1.19, in the
sense that it is a graded differential module over the graded differential algebra
Ω•(A,A(E)). We will not make use of this complex in the following.

Definition 1.20 (Inner operation and Lie derivative). For any X ∈ A and p ≥ 1, we
define the inner operation iX : Ωp(A) → Ωp−1(A) (resp. iX : Ωp(A, L) → Ωp−1(A, L))
as usual by (iXω)(X1, . . . ,Xp) = ω(X,X1, . . . ,Xp). By convention, iX is zero on
Ωp(A) = C∞(M) (resp. Ω0(A, L) = L).

Then, for any p ≥ 0, LX = d̂AiX+iXd̂A : Ωp(A) → Ωp(A) (resp. LX = d̂iX+iXd̂ :
Ωp(A, L) → Ωp(A, L)) is the Lie derivative associated in the X direction.

Explicitly, one has

(LXω)(X1, . . . ,Xp) = ρ(X)·ω(X1, . . . ,Xp) −

p∑

i=1

ω(X1, . . . , [X,Xi], . . . ,Xp)

for any ω ∈ Ωp(A) and

(1.7) (LXω)(X1, . . . ,Xp) = [X, ω(X1, . . . ,Xp)] −

p∑

i=1

ω(X1, . . . , [X,Xi], . . . ,Xp)

for any ω ∈ Ωp(A, L).
For any X ∈ A, iX is a graded derivation of degree −1 on the graded algebra

Ω•(A), and LX is a graded derivation of degree 0.
For any X ∈ A, ηp ∈ Ωp(A) and ωq ∈ Ωq(A, L), one has

iX(ηpωq) = (iXηp)ωq + (−1)pηp(iXωq) LX(ηpωq) = (LXηp)ωq + ηp(LXωq)(1.8)

Finally, for any X,Y ∈ A and f ∈ C∞(M), one has

ifX = fiX iXiY + iYiX = 0 [LX, iY] = i[X,Y] [LX, LY] = L[X,Y](1.9)

Definition 1.21 (Cartan operation). Let B be a Lie algebroid. A Cartan operation
of B on (Ω•(A, L), d̂) is given by the following data: for any X ∈ B, for any p ≥ 1,
there are two maps iX : Ωp(A) → Ωp−1(A) and iX : Ωp(A, L) → Ωp−1(A, L) such that
(1.8) and (1.9) hold for any X,Y ∈ B, f ∈ C∞(M), ηp ∈ Ωp(A) and ωq ∈ Ωq(A, L)
where LX = d̂AiX + iXd̂A on Ω•(A) and LX = d̂iX + iXd̂ on Ω•(A, L).

We will denote by (B, i, L) such a Cartan operation on (Ω•(A, L), d̂).

Example 1.22 (Cartan operation of the kernel). As a Lie algebroid, ι ◦ L ⊂ A, so
that both the operations i and L defined in Definition 1.20 restrict on ι◦L to define
a Cartan operation of L on (Ω•(A, L), d̂).

Definition 1.23 (Horizontal, invariant and basic elements). Let (B, i, L) be a
Cartan operation on (Ω•(A, L), d̂). Then

• The horizontal elements in Ω•(A, L) are the forms ω such that iXω = 0 for
any X ∈ B. We denote by Ω•(A, L)Hor the graded subspace of horizontal
elements.

• The invariant elements in Ω•(A, L) are the forms ω such that LXω = 0 for
any X ∈ B. We denote by Ω•(A, L)Inv the graded subspace of invariant
elements.
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• The basic elements in Ω•(A, L) are the forms which are both horizontal
and invariant. We denote by Ω•(A, L)Basic the graded subspace of basic
elements.

It is straightforward to check that Ω•(A, L)Inv and Ω•(A, L)Basic are differential
subcomplexes of (Ω•(A, L), d̂).

1.5. Local trivializations. The structures described on trivial Lie algebroids will
be used as local descriptions of transitive Lie algebroids. Local description of forms
is related to differential calculi on trivial transitive Lie algebroids.

Definition 1.24 (Local description of a transitive Lie algebroid). Let A be a tran-
sitive Lie algebroid over a manifold M whose vector bundle is A. Denote by L the
kernel of its anchor map ρ : A → Γ(M). Denote by L the vector bundle in Lie
algebras corresponding to L. Let g be the Lie algebra which models the fibers of L.

A local description of A over an open subset U ⊂ M is an isomorphism of Lie
algebroids

S : TLA(U, g)
≃
−→ AU

Local descriptions of A can be decomposed into small pieces.

Proposition 1.25 (Local description as a triple). A local description (U, S) of A

is equivalent to a triple (U,Ψ,∇0) where

• Ψ : U × g
≃
−→ LU is a local trivialization of L as a fiber bundle in Lie

algebras. In particular

[Ψ(γ),Ψ(η)] = Ψ([γ, η])

This morphism gives rise to an isomorphism of Lie algebras and C∞(U)-
modules

Ψ : Γ(U × g)
≃
−→ LU .

• ∇0 : Γ(U) → AU is an injective morphism of Lie algebras and C∞(U)-
modules compatible with the anchors:

[∇0
X ,∇

0
Y ] = ∇0

[X,Y ] ∇0
fX = f∇0

X ρ ◦ ∇0
X = X

for any X,Y ∈ Γ(U) and any f ∈ C∞(U).
• For any X ∈ Γ(U) and any γ ∈ Γ(U × g),

[∇0
X , ι ◦ Ψ(γ)] = ι ◦ Ψ(X ·γ)

Proof. If (U, S) is a local description of A, then one can define the map

∇0 : Γ(TU) → AU ∇0
X = S(X ⊕ 0)

This map is an injective morphism of Lie algebras and C∞(U)-modules and is
compatible with the anchors.

For any X ⊕ γ ∈ TLA(U, g), the difference S(X ⊕ γ) − ∇0
X is an element in kerρ

which does not depend on X . This means that there exists Ψ(γ) ∈ L such that

S(X ⊕ γ) = ∇0
X + ι ◦ Ψ(γ)

The algebraic relations to be checked are trivial consequences of the fact that S
is a morphism of Lie algebroids. �

For reasons that will be clear later on, the morphism ∇0 is called a local flat
connection on A. This is why such a notation has been used.
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Proposition 1.26 (Change of local descriptions). Let (U, S) and (U, S′) be two
local descriptions of A over the same open subset U ⊂ M. Then there exists
α+ χ ∈ Ω1

TLA
(U, g) such that

(S−1 ◦ S′)(X ⊕ γ) = X ⊕ (α(γ) + χ(X))(1.10)

d̂TLA(α+ χ− θ) +
1
2

[α+ χ− θ, α+ χ− θ] = 0(1.11)

where θ(X ⊕ γ) = γ (see Proposition 1.9).
Conversely, any element α+χ ∈ Ω1

TLA
(U, g) satisfying (1.11) defines a new local

description by (1.10).

Proof. The map (S−1 ◦ S′) : TLA(U, g) → TLA(U, g) is an autommorphism of a
trivial Lie algebroid. As such, it can be written as (1.10) and (1.11) is a consequence
of Proposition 1.9.

Conversely, S′ defined by (1.10) is a local description of A for a given S and an
element α+ χ ∈ Ω1

TLA
(U, g) satisfying (1.11). �

It is interesting and useful for computational purposes to take a look at the
relations between the 1-form α + χ ∈ Ω1

TLA
(U, g) and the objects introduced in

Proposition 1.25.
Denote by (U,Ψ,∇0) and (U,Ψ′,∇′0) the associated triples of the local descrip-

tions. For any X⊕γ ∈ TLA(U, g) one has S′(X⊕γ) = S(X⊕ (α(γ)+χ(X))). This
gives immediately

α = Ψ−1 ◦ Ψ′ ι ◦ Ψ ◦ χ = ∇′0 − ∇0

Definition 1.27 (Lie algebroid atlas). A Lie algebroid atlas for A is a collection
of triples {(Ui,Ψi,∇

0,i)}i∈I such that
⋃

i∈I Ui = M and each triple (Ui,Ψi,∇
0,i)

is a local trivialization of A.

From that definition, it is obvious that the family (Ui,Ψi) realizes a system
of local trivialization of the fiber bundle in Lie algebras L. This means that on
Uij = Ui ∩ Uj 6= ∅ one can define αij : Uij → Aut(g) with αij = Ψ−1

i ◦ Ψj.
Any element X ∈ A can be trivialized as (Xi, γi) over each Ui with Si(Xi ⊕γi) =

X|Ui
. The local vector fields Xi are just the restriction of the global vector field

X = ρ(X). This means that on Uij one has Xi|Uij
= Xj |Uij

. This permits one to
denote all of them by X .

For any X ∈ Γ(M), the difference ∇0,i
X − ∇0,j

X is an element of kerρ, so that
there exists ℓij(X) ∈ LUij

such that ∇0,i
X = ∇0,j

X + ι ◦ ℓij(X).
As in Čech cohomology, we now make an artificial distinction between Uij and

Uji for i 6= j. This allows us to define without ambiguity

χij = Ψ−1
i ◦ ℓij ∈ Ω1(Uij) ⊗ g

The local descriptions of X ∈ A are related by the relation ∇0,i
X + ι ◦ Ψi(γi) =

∇0,j
X + ι ◦ Ψj(γj) on Uij . Using the previous definition, one has Ψi(γi) = Ψj(γj) +

ℓij(X), which can be further transformed into

(1.12) γi = αij(γj) + χij(X)

Now, as in Proposition 1.26 (with the same notations), the composite map X ⊕
γi 7→ XUij

7→ X ⊕ γj is an automorphism of the trivial Lie algebroid TLA(Uij , g).
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Using Proposition 1.9, one gets the constraint:

(1.13) d̂TLA(αij + χij − θ) +
1
2

[αij + χij − θ, αij + χij − θ] = 0

in Ω2
TLA

(Uij , g).
On Uijk = Ui ∩ Uj ∩ Uk 6= ∅, a simple computation shows that one has the two

relations:

αik = αij ◦ αjk χik = αij ◦ χjk + χij(1.14)

Finally, the composite map X ⊕ γi 7→ X ⊕ γj 7→ X ⊕ γi on Uij gives

αij ◦ αji = Id ∈ Aut(g) αij ◦ χji + χij = 0

These expressions are compatible with the previous ones upon defining

αii = Id ∈ Aut(g) χii = 0

All the relations involving only the αij ’s express the fact that indeed the αij ’s
are transition functions of a fiber bundle in Lie algebras.

Definition 1.28 (Local expressions of forms). Let (U,Ψ,∇0) be a local description
of A. To any p-form ω ∈ Ωp(A) we define locally over U its local expression by

ωloc = ω ◦ S ∈ Ωp
TLA

(U)

where S : TLA(U, g)
≃
−→ AU (the isomorphism associated to the local description)

is composed on the p arguments of ω.
In the same way, for any p-form ω ∈ Ωp(A, L) we define locally over U its local

expression by
ωloc = Ψ−1 ◦ ω ◦ S ∈ Ωp

TLA
(U, g)

Proposition 1.29 (Local differentials). For any p-form ω ∈ Ωp(A), let ωloc be its

local description. Then the local description of d̂Aω is δωloc.
In the same way, with the same notations, for any ω ∈ Ωp(A, L), the local de-

scription of d̂ω is d̂TLAωloc.

Proof. The proof relies on an explicit comparison of the various expressions for the
differentials. �

We then get the general scheme:

(Ω•(A), d̂A)
local description

// (Ω•
TLA

(U), δ)

(Ω•(A, L), d̂)
local description

// (Ω•
TLA

(U, g), d̂TLA)

For a 1-form ω ∈ Ω1(A, L), we can write ωloc(X ⊕ γ) = a(X) + b(γ) for any
X⊕γ ∈ TLA(U, g), where a ∈ Ω1(U) ⊗g and b ∈ (

∧1
g∗) ⊗g. Some straightforward

calculations give the following:

Proposition 1.30 (Local expressions of a 1-form). A 1-form ω ∈ Ω1(A, L) is locally
given by a+ b ∈ Ω1

TLA
(U, g) with

a(X) = Ψ−1 ◦ ω ◦ ∇0
X b(γ) = Ψ−1 ◦ ω ◦ ι ◦ Ψ(γ).
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For Uij = Ui∩Uj 6= ∅, let ωi
loc = ai+bi and ωj

loc = aj +bj be the local expressions
of a 1-form ω ∈ Ω1(A, L) on Ui and Uj respectively. Then one has

ai = αij ◦ aj − bi ◦ χij bi = αij ◦ bj ◦ α−1
ij(1.15)

A collection of 1-forms ωi
loc ∈ Ω1

TLA
(Ui, g) satisfying the gluing relations (1.15)

on Uij = Ui ∩ Uj 6= ∅ defines a global 1-form ω ∈ Ω1(A, L).

Proof. The local decomposition of a 1-form into two pieces a and b comes from the
structure of Ω1

TLA
(U, g). The gluing relations can be computed directly using (1.12).

Using the latter, it is straightforward to construct a global 1-form in Ω1(A, L). �

2. Connections on transitive Lie algebroids

This section covers some of the possible definitions for connections on transi-
tive Lie algebroids. What we call in the following “ordinary connections” is the
usual definition (see for instance [20]), from which one recovers the usual notion of
connections in geometry when applied to the Atiyah Lie algebroid of a principal
fiber bundle, or to the transitive Lie algebroid of derivations of a vector bundle
(see Section 3). We propose two generalizations of connections. The first one uses
explicitly a representation. The second transfers this structure to the transitive Lie
algebroid itself. We explain the motivation behind this definition. Curvature and
gauge transformations are studied also.

2.1. Ordinary connections.

Definition 2.1 (Connection on a transitive Lie algebroid). Let A
ρ
−→ Γ(M) be

a transitive Lie algebroid. A connection on A is a splitting ∇ : Γ(M) → A as
C∞(M)-modules of the short exact sequence

(2.1) 0 //L
ι

//A
ρ

//Γ(M) //

∇
yy

0

The curvature of ∇ is defined to be the obstruction of being a morphism of Lie
algebras:

R(X,Y ) = [∇X ,∇Y ] − ∇[X,Y ]

For any connection ∇ there is an algebraic object which permits concrete compu-
tations. It is defined as follow. For any X ∈ A, let X = ρ(X). Then X−∇X ∈ kerρ,
so that there is an element α(X) ∈ L such that

(2.2) X = ∇X − ι ◦ α(X)

The map α : A → L is a morphism of C∞(M)-modules.

Proposition 2.2 (Connection 1-form and curvature in algebraic terms). Let ∇ be
a connection on the transitive Lie algebroid A. The associated morphism α : A → L

is an element of Ω1(A, L) normalized on ι ◦ L by the relation

(2.3) α ◦ ι(ℓ) = −ℓ

for any ℓ ∈ L. It is called the connection 1-form of the connection ∇.
Any 1-form α ∈ Ω1(A, L) normalized as in (2.3) defines a connection on A.
The 2-form

(2.4) R̂ = d̂α+
1
2

[α, α]
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is horizontal for the Cartan operation of L on (Ω•(A, L), d̂). With usual notations,
one has

ι ◦ R̂(X,Y) = ι
(

(d̂α)(X,Y) + [α(X), α(Y)]
)

= R(X,Y )

R̂ ∈ Ω2(A, L) is called the curvature 2-form of ∇.
The curvature satisfies the Bianchi identity

d̂R̂+ [α, R̂] = 0

Proof. Using (2.2), one has ι(ℓ) = 0 − ι◦α ◦ ι(ℓ). Because ι is injective, this implies
α ◦ ι(ℓ) = −ℓ.

Any 1-form α satisfying (2.3) defines a connection by the relation ∇X = X +
ι ◦ α(X) for any X ∈ A such that ρ(X) = X . The normalization of α assures that
this expression is independent of the choice of X. This is a standard argument on
splitting of short exact sequences applied to the short exact sequence (2.1).

For any X,Y ∈ A, one has

ι ◦ R̂(X,Y) = [X, ι ◦ α(Y)] − [Y, ι ◦ α(X)] − ι ◦ α([X,Y]) + [ι ◦ α(X), ι ◦ α(Y)]

= [X,∇Y ] − [X,Y] − [Y,∇X ] + [Y,X] − ∇[X,Y ] + [X,Y]

+ [∇X ,∇Y ] − [∇X ,Y] − [X,∇Y ] + [X,Y]

= [∇X ,∇Y ] − ∇[X,Y ] = R(X,Y )

In particular this shows that R̂(X,Y) vanishes if X or Y is in ι(L). A direct
verification of this fact is also possible, injecting X = ι(ℓ) into R̂(X,Y) = [X, α(Y)]−
[Y, α(X)] − α([X,Y]) + [α(X), α(Y)].

The Bianchi identity is straightforward to check. �

Proposition 2.3 (Covariant derivative on Ω•(A, L)). Let α be the connection 1-
form of a connection ∇ on A. Then the map

D : Ω•(A, L) → Ω•+1(A, L) Dη = d̂η + [α, η]

called the covariant derivative of α on Ω•(A, L), satisfies

D2η = [R̂, η]

for any η ∈ Ω•(A, L).

Proof. This is just a straightforward calculation using standard relations on graded
differential Lie algebras. �

The connection 1-form α is called connection reform in [20], but our sign conven-
tion (2.3) is not the same. The covariant derivative defined above is the same as the
one introduced in [20, p. 192]. Then, relation (2.4) can be compared with the for-
mula given in [20, Proposition 5.2.21] where the covariant derivative is used instead
of the differential d̂. The Bianchi identity can be expressed using this covariant
derivative as DR̂ = 0.

Using the decomposition given in Proposition 1.30, the 1-form α can be written
locally over an open subset U ⊂ M as αloc = a+b. The normalization (2.3) implies
that b(γ) = −γ for any γ : U → g. As an element in C∞(U) ⊗

∧1
g∗ ⊗ g, b = −θ

where θ ∈ g∗ ⊗ g is the Maurer-Cartan form on G extended by C∞(U)-linearity.
Notice that this relation can be imposed on any trivialisation Ui of an atlas of
A because the gluing relations (1.15) for the bi’s are satisfied. Because the bi’s



GENERALIZATION OF CONNECTIONS ON LIE ALGEBROIDS. . . 19

are imposed, the connection 1-form α is locally determined by a family of 1-forms
ai ∈ Ω1(Ui) ⊗ g satisfying the gluing relations (1.15).

Let φ : A → D(E) be a representation of A on the vector bundle E .

Proposition 2.4 (Gauge transformations of connections on D(E)). Let ∇E :
Γ(M) → D(E) be a connection on the transitive Lie algebroid D(E) and let g ∈
Aut(E) be a gauge element. Then the map ∇E,g = g−1 ◦ ∇E ◦ g : Γ(M) → D(E)
is a connection on D(E). This defines the action of the gauge group Aut(E) on the
space of connections on the Lie algebroid D(E).

Proof. This is just a straightforward verification. �

We have seen that on A only infinitesimal gauge transformations make sense.
It is possible to get the action of infinitesimal gauge transformations using the
previous result.

If ∇ : Γ(M) → A is a connection on A, then ∇φ = φ ◦ ∇ : Γ(M) → D(E) is a
connection on the Lie algebroid D(E), which we call the induced connection on E
by ∇.

The action of the gauge group Aut(E) can be defined on the induced connection
∇φ on E , but there is no equivalent gauge transformation on ∇ where only infin-
itesimal gauge transformations are natural. An infinitesimal version of the action

of Aut(E) on ∇φ can be obtained formally with g = eξ̃ where ξ̃ ∈ A(E). The first
order term in ξ̃ is then given by [∇φ, ξ̃]. Now, if ξ ∈ L is an infinitesimal gauge
transformation on A, it is natural to inject ξ̃ = φL(ξ) in this relation. Then one has
[∇φ, ι ◦ φL(ξ)] = φ ◦ [∇, ι(ξ)]. This suggests the following definition:

Definition 2.5 (Infinitesimal gauge transformation of a connection). The action
of an infinitesimal gauge transformation ξ ∈ L on a connection ∇ is given by the
C∞(M)-linear map [∇, ι(ξ)] : Γ(M) → A.

One has [∇X , ι(ξ)] ∈ ι ◦ L for any X ∈ Γ(M) and one can consider X 7→ ∇ξ
X =

∇X + [∇X , ι(ξ)] +O(ξ2) as the beginning of a formal development in Taylor series
of a connection on A.

Proposition 2.6 (Infinitesimal gauge transformation on the connection 1-form).
The connection 1-form associated to the (formal) connection ∇ξ is given by αξ =
α+ (d̂ξ + [α, ξ]) +O(ξ2) where α is the connection 1-form associated to ∇.

One has Lξα = −(d̂ξ + [α, ξ]) so that the action of an infinitesimal gauge trans-
formation on the connection 1-form is given by the Lie derivative of the connection
1-form along the direction of the infinitesimal gauge transformation.

The infinitesimal action of a gauge transformation ξ on the curvature is given

by (X,Y ) 7→ [R(X,Y ), ξ] ∈ L. On the curvature 2-form R̂, the infinitesimal action

of ξ is given by (X,Y) 7→ [R̂(X,Y), ξ] = −(LξR̂)(X,Y).

Proof. For any X ∈ A, one has X = ∇X − ι◦α(X) = ∇ξ
X − ι◦αξ(X), so that, to first

order in ξ, ι◦(αξ−α)(X) = [∇X , ι(ξ)] = [X, ι(ξ)]+[ι◦α(X), ι(ξ)] = ι◦(d̂ξ+[α, ξ])(X).
Using (1.7), one has (Lξα)(X) = [ξ, α(X)] − α([ι(ξ),X]) = −[α(X), ξ] + α ◦

ι([X, ξ]) = −[α(X), ξ] − [X, ξ] = −(d̂ξ + [α, ξ])(X).
To first order in ξ, the direct computations of Rξ(X,Y ) = [∇ξ

X ,∇
ξ
Y ] − ∇ξ

[X,Y ]

and R̂ξ(X,Y) = (d̂αξ)(X,Y) + [αξ(X), αξ(Y)] gives the commutators with ξ for
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the two expressions of the curvature. Using the horizontality of R̂ for the Cartan
operation of L and (1.7), one has (LξR̂)(X,Y) = −[R̂(X,Y), ξ]. �

It is easy to compute that for any X ∈ A and ℓ ∈ L one has (LXα) ◦ ι(ℓ) = 0, so
that in particular α− Lξα is normalized as a connection 1-form on ι ◦ L.

If φ : A → D(E) is a representation of A on the vector bundle E then the induced
representation on D(E) inherits a lot of structures and relations studied before:
curvature, infinitesimal gauge transformations. . . Here, forms are in the graded
differential algebra (Ω•(A,A(E)), d̂E).

2.2. Generalizations of connections. In the following, we generalize the notion
of connections. First, we consider some natural generalization of connections on a
representation. Then, we propose a notion of generalized connection at the level of
the transitive Lie algebroid, without any specific reference to a representation. The
corresponding notions of gauge transformations are also defined.

All these considerations will be compared to the notion of connection in non-
commutative geometry in the specific case where the non-commutative algebra is
strongly related to the geometry of a principal fiber bundle. Using results presented
for the Atiyah Lie algebroid in sub-section 3.1, we will show in sub-section 3.2
that generalized connections in the context of transitive Lie algebroid give rise to
the same generalization as non-commutative connections on right modules for the
endomorphism algebra of a vector bundle. See Appendix A for a brief review of the
notion of non-commutative connection for the derivation-based non-commutative
geometry, in particular Definition A.6.

Let φ : A → D(E) be a representation of the transitive Lie algebroid A.

Definition 2.7 (A-connections on E). A A-connection on E is a linear map ∇̂E :
A → D(E) compatible with the anchor maps such that

∇̂E
fXs = f∇̂E

Xs ∇̂E
X(s1 + s2) = ∇̂E

Xs1 + ∇̂E
Xs2 ∇̂E

X(fs) = (ρ(X)·f)s+ f∇̂E
Xs

for any X ∈ A, for any f ∈ C∞(M) and for any s, s1, s2 ∈ Γ(E).
The curvature of ∇̂E is defined as:

ι ◦ R̂E(X,Y) = [∇̂E
X, ∇̂

E
Y] − ∇̂E

[X,Y]

where we use the fact that the expression in the right-hand side is C∞(M)-linear
on Γ(E) so that it is in ι(A(E)).

An A-connection on E can also be seen as a generalized “representation” where
compatibility with Lie bracket is not required. The curvature precisely measures
the obstruction to be a morphism of Lie algebras.

Proposition 2.8 (Affine structure). The space of A-connections on E is an affine
space modelled over the vector space Ω1(A,A(E)).

Proof. Let ∇̂E,1, ∇̂E,2 : A → D(E) be two A-connections on E . Then for any X ∈ A

the difference ∇̂E,1
X − ∇̂E,2

X is in ι(A(E)) and it is C∞(M)-linear in X, so that it is
the image by ι of a 1-form in Ω1(A,A(E)). �

Let ∇̂E : A → D(E) be a A-connection on E . Then for any X ∈ A, the difference
∇̂E

X − φ(X) is in the kernel of σ, so that there exists a 1-form ωE ∈ Ω1(A,A(E))
such that

(2.5) ∇̂E
X = φ(X) + ι ◦ ωE(X)
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This completes the diagram (1.6) as

0 // L
ι

//

φL

��

A
ρ

//

φ∇̂E

��

ωE

��~~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~

Γ(M) // 0

0 // A(E) ι
// D(E) σ

// Γ(M) // 0

Proposition 2.9 (Connection 1-form and curvature 2-form). A A-connection on

E, ∇̂E : A → D(E), is completely determined by the 1-form ωE ∈ Ω1(A,A(E))
through the relation (2.5).

One has R̂E ∈ Ω2(A,A(E)), which, for any X,Y ∈ A, can be computed as

R̂E(X,Y) = (d̂Eω
E)(X,Y) + [ωE(X), ωE(Y)]

The 2-form R̂E satisfies the Bianchi identity

d̂ER̂
E + [ωE , R̂E ] = 0

The form ωE is called the connection 1-form of ∇̂E and R̂E its curvature 2-form.

Proof. There relations are obtained by direct computations. �

As in Proposition 2.3 it is possible to define a covariant derivative for the A-
connection on E given by its connection 1-form ωE as

D̂E : Ω•(A,A(E)) → Ω•+1(A,A(E)) D̂Eη = d̂Eη + [ωE , η]

so that the Bianchi identity is D̂ER̂E = 0 and (D̂E)2η = [R̂E , η].

A-connections can be combined:

Proposition 2.10 (Operations on A-connections). All the operations defined on
representations in Proposition 1.15 can be performed on A-connections.

Proof. In the relations defining the adjoint, tensor product and direct sum in Propo-
sition 1.15, one can replace a representation φ(X) by a A-connection ∇̂E

X. Checking
that one obtains new A-connections is straightforward. �

Notice then that to the A-connection ∇̂E on E one can associate a A-connection
∇̂A(E) on A(E). This connection can be identified as a map A(E) → Ω1(A,A(E)).
Then, as in ordinary geometry, the covariant derivative D̂E is an extension of this
map.

There are natural relations between the A-connection on E and its associated A-
connection on A(E) with respect to the structure of A(E)-module of E . Similarly,
there is a natural covariant derivative associated to ∇̂E on the differential complex
Ω•(A, E) mentioned in 1.4 which has relations with the covariant derivative D̂E with
respect to the structure of graded differential module of Ω•(A, E) over the graded
differential algebra Ω•(A,A(E)).

Let us now take a look at the action of the gauge group defined in Definition 1.13.

Proposition 2.11 (Gauge group action on A-connections on E). Let g ∈ Aut(E)
be a gauge group element and let ∇̂E : A → D(E) be a A-connection on E. Then

X 7→ ∇̂E,g
X = g−1 ◦ ∇̂E

X ◦ g is a A-connection on E.
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The connection 1-form of ∇̂E,g is given by

ωE,g = g−1ωEg + g−1d̂Eg

and the curvature 2-form is given by R̂E,g = g−1R̂Eg. In these expressions products
with g or g−1 take place in A(E).

Proof. It is straightforward to verify that ∇̂E,g is a A-connection on E . Concerning
the connection 1-form, one has, for any s ∈ E and X ∈ A: ∇̂E,g

X s = g−1 ◦∇̂E
X ◦g(s) =

g−1 ◦ (φ(X) ◦ g + ι ◦ ωE ◦ g)(s) = φ(X)(s) + ι ◦ (g−1[φ(X), g] + g−1ωEg)(s) which
gives the result.

The result for the curvature is a straightforward computation. �

Let ∇E : Γ(M) → D(E) be a connection on the transitive Lie algebroid D(E).
Then ∇̂E : A → D(E) defined by ∇̂E

X = ∇E
ρ(X) defines a A-connection on E . It is

straightforward to verify the following:

Proposition 2.12 (Connections on E as A-connections on E). The association

∇E 7→ ∇̂E given above injects the space of connections of the transitive Lie algebroid
D(E) into the space of A-connections on E. This injection is compatible with the
notions of curvature and gauge transformations.

On representations, the notion of A-connections offers a good generalization of
the notion of connections.

For reasons explained in Remark 2.15, we introduce now a restricted notion of
A-connections:

Definition 2.13 (Induced connections and generalized connections). A A-connec-
tion on a representation φ : A → D(E) is an induced connection if its associated
1-form ωE ∈ Ω1(A,A(E)) can be factorized through φL as ωE = φL ◦ ω for a 1-form
ω ∈ Ω1(A, L). The 1-form ω will be called a generalized connection 1-form on the
transitive Lie algebroid A.

The curvature of a generalized connection ω is defined as the 2-form R̂ = d̂ω +
[ω, ω] ∈ Ω2(A, L). It is related to the curvature of the induced connection on E as
R̂E = φL(R̂).

Definition 2.14 (Covariant derivative of a generalized connection). To any gen-
eralized connection ω ∈ Ω1(A, L) we associate its covariant derivative

D̂ : Ω•(A, L) → Ω•+1(A, L) D̂η = d̂ω + [ω, η]

It satisfies
D̂2η = [R̂, η]

for any η ∈ Ω•(A, L).

The Bianchi identity of the curvature is then D̂R̂ = d̂R̂+ [ω, R̂] = 0.

Remark 2.15 (Two strategies about A-connections). Let us comment the above
considerations according to a more physical viewpoint.

In field theory, objects are essentially of two kinds: gauge fields and matter fields.
In order to combine matter fields into Lagrangians, they must belong to various
“representations” of some given structure, implementing the underlying symmetry.
When such a structure exists, the fields turn out to be conjointly subject to specific
transformations which allow to write down invariant expressions.
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For instance, in the context of differential geometry, the encoding of the symme-
tries of a fields theory is achieved by using a principal fiber bundle and its gauge
group. Indeed, from such a principal fiber bundle P , two constructions can be
performed:

• Matter fields are smooth sections of associated vector bundles so that they
are forced to transform in a coherent way under the action of the gauge
group.

• A given connection on P induces covariant derivatives on smooth sections
of the various associated vector bundles.

In this way, it is possible to write down invariant Lagrangians with respect to the
symmetry of the gauge group.

In the current context, let us given a transitive Lie algebroid A which is repre-
sented on two vector bundles E and F . Then there are two strategies to construct
A-connections on these representations:

(1) One can define A-connections on E and F respectively.
(2) One can define a unique generalized connection on A from which A-connec-

tions on E and F are induced.

With the former strategy the A-connections constructed on E and F are disjoint
objects which do not have any reason to be connected through any relations. In
particular, no underlying common symmetries can be applied to both pieces at the
same time. From the point of view of field theory, this is unsatisfactory, for instance
to implement a gauge invariance principle.

The idea behind Definition 2.13, which corresponds to the second strategy de-
fined above, is to consider the Lie algebroid A as a replacement of the principal fiber
bundle. As such, it encodes the geometry of the symmetries. It is then possible, us-
ing the representation theory of Lie algebroids, to transfer this geometry/symmetry
onto matter fields. In this approach, a unique generalized connection defined on
A as a 1-form is realized as covariant derivatives (A-connections) on the different
matter fields of the theory. This is exactly the usual formulation of gauge fields
theories.

The drawback of the latter strategy is that we can only make use of infinitesimal
gauge transformations as defined in Definition 1.14.

Any ξ ∈ L defines an infinitesimal gauge transformation φL(ξ) on E . The infini-
tesimal version of the action of the gauge group on a A-connections ∇̂E on E (defined
in Proposition 2.11) is given by the C∞(M)-linear map X 7→ [∇̂E

X, ι◦φL(ξ)] ∈ D(E),
which generalizes the expression given in Definition 2.5.

If ∇̂E is an induced connection given by the generalized connection 1-form ω then
[∇̂E

X, ι ◦φL(ξ)] = [φ(X), φ ◦ ι(ξ)] + [ι ◦φL ◦ω(X), ι ◦φL(ξ)] = ι ◦φL([X, ξ] + [ω(X), ξ]).
This suggests the definition:

Definition 2.16 (Infinitesimal gauge transformation on generalized connections).
The action of the infinitesimal gauge transformation ξ on the generalized connection
ω is given by the 1-form d̂ξ + [ω, ξ].

In Proposition 2.6 it was shown that the action of an infinitesimal gauge trans-
formation on an ordinary connection on A can be expressed in terms of the Lie
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derivative along the direction of the infinitesimal gauge transformation. For a gen-
eralized connection, this result is no longer true due to the fact that ω is not
normalized over ι(L).

The following result shows that the space of generalized connections contains
the space of ordinary connections in a way that is compatible with curvatures and
infinitesimal gauge transformations. This is a representation independent version
of Proposition 2.12.

Proposition 2.17 (Ordinary connection as generalized connections). Let ∇ :
Γ(M) → A be an ordinary connection on A. Denote by α∇ ∈ Ω1(A, L) its con-

nection 1-form and by R̂∇ ∈ Ω2(A, L) its curvature 2-form.
Then, as a 1-form in Ω1(A, L), this connection defines a generalized connection

on A. The curvature of this connection identifies as a 2-form in Ω2(A, L) with
the curvature 2-form of the generalized connection. The action of an infinitesimal
gauge transformation on the connection ∇ is compatible with this identification.

Using the decomposition given in Proposition 1.30, the generalized connection ω
can be written locally over an open subset U ⊂ M as ωloc = a+b. We have noticed
that for ordinary connections, b was fixed to the specific value b = −θ. This is no
longer the case for generalized connections.

Obviously this inclusion is also valid on induced connections on a representation
for which Proposition 2.12 gives the general setting.

3. Relation to ordinary geometry and non-commutative geometry

In this section we develop two explicit important examples of a transitive Lie
algebroid. The first one is the well-known Atiyah Lie algebroid of a principal fiber
bundle. This example is chosen to illustrate to what extent how the differential cal-
culi introduced in the text can be described explicitly. It is also used in comparison
to the second example. The latter is the transitive Lie algebroid of the space of
derivations of the endomorphisms algebra of a SL(n)-vector bundle. In that case,
the point is to show how generalized connections are related to non-commutative
connections.

3.1. The Atiyah Lie algebroid of a principal bundle. This example is detailed
in [20] from the point of view of geometric objects. Here we present it in a more
algebraic language.

Let P be a G-principal bundle over a smooth manifold M. Let π be its projection
on M. Denote by R̃g : P → P , R̃g(p) = p·g, the right action of G on P . Denote
by g the Lie algebra of the Lie group G.

Define the spaces

ΓG(P) = {X ∈ Γ(P) / R̃g ∗X = X for all g ∈ G}

ΓG(P , g) = {v : P → g / v(p·g) = Adg−1v(p) for all g ∈ G}

These two spaces are Lie algebras: the Lie bracket on Γ(P) restricts to ΓG(P) and
the Lie bracket on Γ(P , g), induced by the Lie bracket on g, restricts to ΓG(P , g).
They are also natural C∞(M) modules if one maps f ∈ C∞(M) to π∗f ∈ C∞(P).

The first space defines vector fields on P which are projectable to the base
manifold. Indeed, for any X ∈ ΓG(P), for any x ∈ M and any p, q ∈ π−1(x) ∈ Px,
one has Tpπ(X|p) = Tqπ(X|q) ∈ TxM. We denote by π∗ : ΓG(P) → Γ(M) this
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well defined morphism of Lie algebras and C∞(M)-modules. For computational
purposes, the property of R̃-invariance of a vector field X ∈ Γ(P) is equivalent
to the following property about its flow P × R ∋ (p, t) 7→ φX(p, t), φX(p, 0) = p,
d
dt
φX(p, t) = X|φX(p,t):

φX(p·g, t) = φX(p, t)·g

for any g ∈ G.
The second space ΓG(P , g) is the space of (R̃,Ad)-equivariant maps v : P → g,

which is also the space of sections of the vector bundle P ×Ad g.

Proposition 3.1 (Inclusion of ΓG(P , g) into ΓG(P)). Let us define ι : ΓG(P , g) →
ΓG(P) by the relation:

ι(v)(p) = −v(p)P
|p =

(
d

dt
p·e−tv(p)

)

|t=0

where, for any ξ ∈ g, ξP denotes the fundamental (vertical) vector field on P

associated to ξ for the right action R̃ of G. Then ι is an injective Lie algebra
morphism and it is C∞(M)-linear.

Proof. For any p ∈ P , denote by χp : G → P the smooth map g 7→ p·g. Then by
definition, the fundamental (vertical) vector field associated to ξ ∈ g for the action
of R̃ of G is defined at each p ∈ P by ξP

|p = Teχpξ =
(

d
dt
p·etξ

)
|t=0

where Teχp : g →

TpP is the tangent map to χp. Then one has ι(v)|p = −Teχpv(p). Injectivity is then
a trivial consequence of the injectivity of Teχp for any p ∈ P . For any f ∈ C∞(M)
denote by f̃ = π∗f ∈ C∞(P) the associated right invariant function on P . Then
f̃v ∈ ΓG(P , g) and ι(f̃ v)|p = −Teχp(f̃(p)v(p)) = −f̃(p)Teχpv(p) = f̃(p)ι(v)|p by
linearity of Teχp. This shows C∞(M)-linearity.

In order to prove that ι is a Lie algebra morphism, let us recall the usual formula
for the Lie bracket of two vector fields X and Y on a manifold M with flows φX,t

and φY,s respectively:

[X,Y ]|x =

(
d

dt

(
d

ds
φX,−t ◦ φY,s ◦ φX,t(x)

)

|s=0

)

|t=0

In our context, let us first notice that φv,t(p) = p·e−tv(p) is the flow of ι(v)
because v is a (R̃,Ad)-equivariant map. Indeed, the derivative of this expression
gives the desired vector at each p and the composition law is obtained as follows:

φv,t1 ◦ φv,t2 (p) = (p·e−t2v(p))·e−t1v(p·e−t2v(p)) = (p·e−t2v(p))·e−t1et2v(p)v(p)e−t2v(p)

= (p·e−t2v(p))·(et2v(p)e−t1v(p)e−t2v(p)) = p·(e−t1v(p)e−t2v(p))

= φv,t1+t2(p)

Using this expression for the flows, for any v, w ∈ ΓG(P , g) and any p ∈ P , we can
use the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula to get

φv,−t◦φw,s◦φv,t(p) = p·(etv(p)e−sw(p)e−tv(p)) = p·e−sw(p)−st[v(p),w(p)]+O(t,s2)+O(t2,s)
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Thus

[ι(v), ι(w)](p) =

(
d

dt

(
d

ds
p·e−sw(p)−st[v(p),w(p)]+O(t,s2)+O(t2,s)

)

|s=0

)

|t=0

=

(
d

dt
Teχp(−w(p) − t[v(p), w(p)] +O(t2))

)

|t=0

= −Teχp([v(p), w(p)]) = ι([v, w])(p)

�

Notice that the minus sign in the definition of ι is essential to ensure to get a
Lie algebra morphism.

Definition 3.2 (Atiyah Lie algebroid). The short exact sequence of Lie algebras
and C∞(M)-modules

0 //ΓG(P , g) ι
//ΓG(P)

π∗
//Γ(M) //0

defines ΓG(P) as a transitive Lie algebroid over M. This is the Atiyah Lie algebroid
associated to P .

To simplify notations, we denote by (Ω•
Lie(P , g), d̂) the space of forms on the Lie

algebroid ΓG(P) with values in its kernel ΓG(P , g).

Proposition 3.3 (Differential on the space of forms). For any X ∈ ΓG(P) and any
v ∈ ΓG(P , g), one has

[X, ι(v)] = ι(X·v) ,

so that the differential d̂ on Ω•
Lie(P , g) takes the explicit form

(3.1) (d̂ω)(X1, . . . ,Xp+1) =
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1
Xi·ω(X1, . . .

i

∨. . . . ,Xp+1)

+
∑

1≤i<j≤p+1

(−1)i+jω([Xi,Xj ],X1, . . .
i

∨. . . .
j

∨. . . . ,Xp+1)

Proof. Let φX,t be the flow of X on P and let φv,s(p) = p·e−sv(p) be the flow of
ι(v) on P . Then, using the same formula for the Lie bracket as in the proof of
Proposition 3.1, one has

[X, ι(v)](p) =

(
d

dt

(
d

ds
φX,−t ◦ φv,s ◦ φX,t

)

|s=0

)

|t=0

=

(
d

dt

(
d

ds
p·e−sv◦φX,t(p)

)

|s=0

)

|t=0

= −

(
d

dt
Teχp(v ◦ φX,t(p))

)

|t=0

= −Teχp((X·v)(p))

= ι(X·v)(p)

The explicit formula for d̂ is obtained as a direct consequence of this relation. �
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Let us assume from now on that G is connected and simply connected.
Then a map v : P → g is in ΓG(P , g) if and only if ξP ·v+[ξ, v] = 0 for any ξ ∈ g,

where ξP is the fundamental vector field associated to ξ for the right action R̃.
Let us introduce the following subspaces of Γ(TP ⊕ (P × g)) = TLA(P , g):

gequ = {ξP ⊕ ξ / ξ ∈ g} ,

Z is then defined as the C∞(P)-module generated by gequ, and we finally define
N = ΓG(P) ⊕ Z.

We introduce a map Γ(P × g) → Γ(P), written as γ 7→ γP , by the following
relation. For any p ∈ P ,

(3.2) γP(p) =

(
d

dt
p·etγ(p)

)

|t=0

This map is C∞(P)-linear.
Notice that (t, p) 7→ p·etγ(p) is not the flow of the vector field γP , except in

two situations: for a constant γ this corresponds to the usual definition of vertical
vector fields associated to an element in the Lie algebra, and for γ ∈ ΓG(P , g) this
corresponds to the vector field −ι(γ).

By definition, any element z ∈ Z is a sum of elements of the type f(ξP ⊕ ξ)
where f ∈ C∞(P) and ξ ∈ g. Using the C∞(P)-linearity of γ 7→ γP , one shows
that z = γP ⊕ γ where γ ∈ Γ(P × g) is the projection of z ∈ Z ⊂ TLA(P , g) onto
Γ(P × g).

Proposition 3.4. (1) For any v ∈ ΓG(P , g) and any γP ⊕ γ ∈ Z, one has
γP ·v + [γ, v] = 0.

(2) Let X ⊕ γ ∈ TLA(P , g). If for any ξ ∈ g one has [X ⊕ γ, ξP ⊕ ξ] ∈ Z then
[X ⊕ γ,Z] ⊂ Z.

(3) Z is a Lie ideal and a C∞(M)-sub module in N .

Proof. (1) For any f ∈ C∞(P) and any ξ ∈ g, one has (fξP)·v = f(ξP ·v) =
−f [ξ, v] = −[fξ, v], which shows the relation is true on the generators of Z
of the type f(ξP ⊕ ξ).

(2) It is sufficient to establish the fact on an element f(ξP ⊕ξ) where f ∈ C∞(P)
and ξ ∈ g. One has [X ⊕ γ, f(ξP ⊕ ξ)] = (X ·f)(ξP ⊕ ξ) + f [X ⊕ γ, ξP ⊕ ξ].
This is obviously in Z if [X ⊕ γ, ξP ⊕ ξ] ∈ Z.

(3) With X ⊕ γ ∈ gequ in the previous relation, one shows that Z is a Lie
algebra. For any X ∈ ΓG(P) and any ξP ⊕ ξ ∈ gequ with ξ ∈ g, the Lie
bracket [X ⊕ 0, ξP ⊕ ξ] in TLA(P , g) takes the form [X, ξP ] ⊕ 0. Recall that
the flow φX,t of X satisfies φX,t(p·g) = φX,t(p)·g for any g ∈ G and that the
flow of ξP is φξ,s(p) = p·esξ. Then one has

[ξP ,X](p) =

(
d

dt

(
d

ds
φX,t

(
p·esξ

)
·e−sξ

)

|s=0

)

|t=0

=

(
d

dt
(φX,t(p))|s=0

)

|t=0

= 0

By the previous result, this implies that [X ⊕ 0, ξP ⊕ ξ] ∈ Z for any ξ ∈ g,
so that [ΓG(P),Z] ⊂ Z. This in turn implies that [N ,Z] ⊂ Z.

�

Notice that in the previous proof we have shown that [ΓG(P), gequ] = 0.
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As a consequence of this proposition, one has the splitting of the short exact
sequence of Lie algebroids

0 //Z //N
ρP

//ΓG(P) //0

This short exact sequence is then a short exact sequence of Lie algebras and
C∞(M)-modules.

The Lie algebra gequ defines a natural Cartan operation on (Ω•
TLA

(P , g), d̂TLA).
Let us denote by (Ω•

TLA
(P , g)gequ , d̂TLA) the differential graded subcomplex of basic

elements.

Proposition 3.5 (Identification of the differential calculus). As differential graded

complexes, (Ω•
Lie(P , g), d̂) and (Ω•

TLA
(P , g)gequ , d̂TLA) are isomorphic.

In [20] it is shown that the differential complex (Ω•
Lie(P , g), d̂) is isomorphic to

the differential complex of (R̃,Ad)-equivariant forms in (Ω•(P)⊗g, d), which would
correspond in our terminology to gequ-invariant forms.

In order to prove Proposition 3.5, we need the following result.

Proposition 3.6 (Local family of generators in ΓG(P)). Let U ⊂ M be an open
subset which trivializes P and which is also a open subset for a chart on M. Then
there exists a family {X

i}i=1,...,dim P of right invariant vector fields in ΓG(P|U ) such
that:

(1) For any p ∈ P|U , {X
i(p)} is a basis of TpP.

(2) This family generates ΓG(P|U ) as a C∞(U)-module and the decomposition

X = fiX
i ∈ ΓG(P|U ) defines some unique right invariant functions fi ∈

C∞(P|U ) (so that fi ∈ C∞(U)).
(3) This family generates Γ(P|U ) as a C∞(P|U )-module and the decomposition

X = giX
i ∈ Γ(P|U ) defines some unique functions gi ∈ C∞(P|U ).

Two such families differ by linear combinations whose coefficients are functions
in C∞(U).

We will call such a family a local family of generators in ΓG(P).

Proof. In the local trivialization P|U ≃ U × G, denote by x = (xµ) some local
coordinates on U , so that we can write p ≃ (x, g) ∈ U × G with g ∈ G. One
has TpP ≃ TxU ⊕ TgG. Denote by {ea} a basis of g, and consider the ea’s as left
invariant vector fields on G so that they also define a basis of TgG at each point
g ∈ G.

Consider a particular smooth vector field x 7→ X(x) = Xµ(x)∂µ + X
a
(x)ea ∈

TxU⊕TeG whose coordinate functions do not depend on g ∈ G. Then, applying the
right translation T(x,e)R̃g on these vectors, one gets a local right invariant vector
fields (x, g) 7→ X(x, g) = Xµ(x, g)∂µ + X

a
(x, g)ea ∈ TxU ⊕ TgG. By construction,

one has Xµ(x, g) = Xµ(x) and X
a
(x, g) = Aa

b (g)X
b
(x) where Aa

b (g)ea = Adg−1eb,

so that X(x, g) = Xµ(x)∂µ +Aa
b (g)X

b
(x)ea.

Let us now begin with a smooth family x 7→ X i(x) ∈ TxU ⊕ TeG of vector
fields as before, for i = 1, . . . ,dim P , which defines a basis of the vector space
TxU ⊕ TeG for each x ∈ U . Then the family of right invariant extensions (x, g) 7→
X

i(x, g) ∈ TxU ⊕ TgG defines also a basis of the vector spaces TxU ⊕ TgG for each
(x, g) ∈ U ×G. This is point 1.
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Any right invariant vector field X ∈ ΓG(P|U ) can be written as X(x, g) =
fi(x, g)Xi(x, g) ∈ TxU ⊕ TgG. Right invariance implies that fi(x, g) = fi(x, g′)
for any g, g′ ∈ G, so that X(x, g) = fi(x)Xi(x, g). The functions fi ∈ C∞(U)
are uniquely determined because the X

i(x, g)’s form a basis at each point. This is
point 2.

Point 3 is proved similarly.
Let us assume given a second family Y

i ∈ ΓG(P|U ) of right invariant vector
fields with the same properties. Then using point 2, there are unique functions
αi

j ∈ C∞(U) such that Y
i = αi

jX
j . �

Corollary 3.7. ΓG(P) generates the space Γ(P) as a C∞(P)-module and N gen-
erates the space TLA(P , g) as a C∞(P)-module.

Proof. Using the structure of C∞(M)-module of Γ(P) and a partition of unity
subordinated to a covering of M by open subsets which both trivialize P and are
open subsets for charts on M, the problem is to show that ΓG(P|U ) generates Γ(P|U )
as a C∞(U)-module for such any open subset U ⊂ M. This is a consequence of
point 3 of Proposition 3.6.

Any element X ⊕ γ ∈ TLA(P , g) can be written as (X − γP) ⊕ 0 + (γP ⊕ γ)
where γP ⊕ γ ∈ Z. Thus, it remains to show that the vector field X − γP is in
the C∞(P)-module generated by ΓG(P), which is indeed the case by the previous
result. �

Proposition 3.5. Recall that Ω•
TLA

(P , g) is the space of forms from TLA(P , g) to g.
Let us define a canonical map

λ : Ω•
TLA

(P , g)gequ → Ω•
Lie(P , g).

For any ω̂ ∈ Ωr
TLA

(P , g)gequ , we define α = λ(ω̂) ∈ Ωr
Lie(P , g) as follows. To any

X1, . . . ,Xr ∈ ΓG(P), we associate any X̂1, . . . , X̂r ∈ N such that ρP(X̂i) = Xi.
Then

α(X1, . . . ,Xr)(p) = ω̂(X̂1, . . . , X̂r)(p) ∈ g

is well defined because, as a gequ-horizontal form, ω̂ vanishes on gequ, and so on Z.
For any ξP ⊕ξ ∈ gequ, the Lie derivative in the direction ξP ⊕ξ takes the explicit

form

(3.3) (LξP ⊕ξω̂)(X̂1, . . . , X̂r) = ξP ·ω̂(X̂1, . . . , X̂r) + [ξ, ω̂(X̂1, . . . , X̂r)]

−
r∑

i=1

ω̂(X̂1, . . . , [ξ
P ⊕ ξ, X̂i], . . . , X̂r)

The commutators [ξP ⊕ξ, X̂i] are in Z because X̂i ∈ N and ξP ⊕ξ ∈ Z, so that each
term in the last sum is zero. The gequ-invariance of ω̂ then implies 0 = LξP ⊕ξω̂ =

ξP ·ω̂(X̂1, . . . , X̂r)+[ξ, ω̂(X̂1, . . . , X̂r)], which means that ω̂(X̂1, . . . , X̂r) ∈ ΓG(P , g).
Then α ∈ Ω•

Lie(P , g).
When applied to invariant forms and to elements in N = ΓG(P) ⊕ Z, the differ-

ential d̂TLA given by (1.4) reduces to the differential d̂ given by (3.1). The defined
map is then a morphism of differential graded complexes.

The injectivity of λ is a consequence of Corollary 3.7: if α(X1, . . . ,Xr) = 0 for
any X1, . . . ,Xr ∈ ΓG(P), then ω̂(X̂1, . . . , X̂r) = α(ρP (X̂1), . . . , ρP(X̂r)) = 0 for any
X̂1, . . . , X̂r ∈ N , so that ω̂ = 0 by C∞(P)-linearity.
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Let us show that λ is surjective. It is sufficient to work over a subset U ⊂ M
which trivializes P . Consider a local family {X

i}i=1,...,dim P of generators in ΓG(P)
over U . For any α ∈ Ωr

Lie(P|U , g), let ω̂ be the C∞(U)-multilinear antisymmetric
map defined on N r

|U with values in maps P|U → g given by

ω̂(Xi1 + z1, . . . ,X
ir + zr) = α(Xi1 , . . . ,Xir )

for any zk ∈ Z|U . Because two local families of generators in ΓG(P|U ) are related
by functions in C∞(U) and because α is C∞(U)-linear, this definition makes sense
and does not depend on the choice of the local family of generators in ΓG(P).

Using the uniqueness of the decomposition X = giX
i ∈ Γ(P|U ) we can impose

C∞(P|U )-linearity on ω̂ in order to extend ω̂ as a C∞(P|U )-multilinear antisymmet-
ric map defined on (Γ(P|U ⊕ (U × g))r = TLA(P|U , g)r, so that ω̂ ∈ Ωr

TLA
(P|U , g).

Once again, notice that this extension is well defined because changing the local
families of generators in ΓG(P|U ) requires only coefficients in C∞(U) for which lin-
earity is already given. By construction ω̂ is gequ-horizontal. Using the fact that
α(Xi1 , . . . ,Xir ) ∈ ΓG(P|U , g), it is easy to show, using (3.3), that ω̂ is gequ-invariant.
This means that ω̂ ∈ Ωr

TLA
(P|U , g)gequ . �

Proposition 3.8 (Connections on the Atiyah Lie algebroid). Connections on the
Atiyah Lie algebroid are exactly connections on the principal fiber bundle from which
this Lie algebroid is constructed.

This well known fact explains the terminology adopted for general transitive Lie
algebroids.

Proof. A connection on a principal fiber bundle P defines a horizontal lift X 7→ Xh

from Γ(M) to Γ(P). By construction, all the vector fields Xh such obtained are
R̃-invariant, so that they are in ΓG(P). The notions of curvature coincide also:
they both measure the obstruction to be a morphism of Lie algebras. �

From a more algebraic point of view, it is possible to link the connection 1-form
defined on P and the 1-form defined in the context of Lie algebroids.

A connection 1-form ω on P is an element of Ω1(P) ⊗ g which is (R̃,Ad)-
equivariant and normalized on vertical vector fields by ω(ξP) = ξ for any ξ ∈ g.
We look at ω as an element of Ω1(P) ⊗

∧0
g∗ ⊗ g. The (R̃,Ad)-equivariance takes

the form 0 = LξP ⊕ξω = LξPω + [ξ, ω] for any ξP ⊕ ξ ∈ gequ.
Let θ ∈

∧1
g∗⊗g be the Maurer-Cartan 1-form on G. Recall that θ(ξ) = ξ for any

ξ ∈ g. We can extend θ by C∞(P) linearity to an element θ ∈ C∞(P) ⊗
∧1

g∗ ⊗ g

so that θ(γ) = γ for any γ : P → g. Then, for any ξ ∈ g and γ : P → g, one has
(LξP ⊕ξθ)(γ) = ξP ·θ(γ)+[ξ, θ(γ)]−θ([ξP +ξ, γ]) = ξP ·γ+[ξ, γ]−(ξP ·γ+[ξ, γ]) = 0.

We can now construct ω̂ = ω − θ ∈ Ω1
TLA

(P , g). For any ξP ⊕ ξ ∈ gequ, one has
iξP +ξω̂ = ω(ξP) − θ(ξ) = ξ − ξ = 0. With the same notation, one has LξP ⊕ξω̂ =
LξP⊕ξω − LξP ⊕ξθ = 0. This shows that

ω̂ = ω − θ ∈ Ω1
TLA

(P , g)gequ

By Proposition 3.5, to ω̂ there corresponds a 1-form α ∈ Ω1
Lie(P , g). By construc-

tion, one has α(X) = ω(X) for any X ∈ ΓG(P). For any v ∈ ΓG(P , g), one has
ω|p(ι(v)(p)) = −ω|p(v(p)P

|p) = −v(p), so that α(ι(v)) = −v.

Conversely, Proposition 3.5 associates to a 1-form α ∈ Ω1
Lie(P , g), such that

α(ι(v)) = −v, a 1-form ω̂ ∈ Ω1
TLA

(P , g) = (Ω1(P) ⊗g) ⊕ (C∞(P) ⊗
∧1

g∗ ⊗g) which
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is basic for the Cartan operation of gequ. The latter 1-form can be decomposed as
ω̂ = ω + φ with ω ∈ Ω1(P) ⊗ g and φ ∈ C∞(P) ⊗

∧1
g∗ ⊗ g. The normalization

of α implies that ω is normalized as a connection 1-form on P , and the gequ-
equivariance of ω̂ implies that ω is also gequ-equivariant. The gequ-horizontality
gives ξ = ω(ξP) = −φ(ξ) for any ξ ∈ g, which defines completely φ by C∞(P)-
linearity: φ = −θ. As a result, ω is a connection 1-form on P

The curvature of α as a Lie algebroid connection is given by the expression
R̂(X,Y) = (d̂α)(X,Y) + [α(X), α(Y)] for any X,Y ∈ ΓG(P). For any X ⊕ γ, Y ⊕ η ∈
TLA(P , g), a straightforward computation shows that

(d̂TLAω̂)(X⊕γ, Y ⊕η)+[ω̂(X⊕γ), ω̂(Y ⊕η)] = (dω)(X,Y )+[ω(X), ω(Y )] = Ω(X,Y )

where Ω is the curvature of the connection ω. Using the usual properties of the
curvature 2-form Ω ∈ Ω2(P)⊗g, it is readily shown that as an element in Ω2

TLA
(P , g)

it is gequ-basic. By Proposition 3.5 and the previous relations, Ω ∈ Ω2
TLA

(P , g)gequ

corresponds to R̂ ∈ Ω2
Lie(P , g).

In the same way, to any generalized connection α on ΓG(P), one can associate
a 1-form

ω̂ = ω + φ ∈ Ω1
TLA(P , g) = (Ω1(P) ⊗ g) ⊕ (C∞(P) ⊗

∧1
g∗ ⊗ g)

which is basic for the Cartan operation of gequ. In particular, ω and φ are gequ-
invariant. In that case, φ is not necessarily related to the Maurer-Cartan form.

Local trivialisations of the Lie algebroid ΓG(P) are constructed using local triv-
ialisations of the principal fiber bundle P . Let {(Ui, ϕi)} be a system of trivializa-
tions of P , with ϕi : P|Ui

≃
−→ Ui × G. Denote by φi the inverse map ϕ−1

i . Using
general results described in 1.5, any X ∈ ΓG(P) is then decomposed over Ui into
two pieces: X ∈ Γ(U) and γi : Ui → g. We know that X is defined globally as
X = π∗(X). A straightforward computation shows that the explicit expressions for
the triples (Ui,Ψi,∇0,i) are given by:

(∇0,i
X )(p) = (φi∗X)(p) Ψi(γ) ◦ φi(x, g) = Adg−1γ(x)

On Uij = Ui ∩ Uj 6= ∅, denote by gij : Uij → G the transition functions for P .
Then using the explicit expression for ι, one gets γi = gijγjg

−1
ij + gijdg

−1
ij (X), so

that

αij(γ) = gijγg
−1
ij χij(X) = gijdg

−1
ij (X)

All the relations required to be satisfied both by the αij ’s and the χij ’s can be
easily established using some standard computations performed in the theory of
fiber bundles.

Let E be a vector space and ℓg : E → E be a linear representation of the
structure group G. Denote by E = P ×ℓ E the associated vector bundle. Then the
space of sections of E is given by

Γ(E) = {s : P → E / s(p·g) = ℓg−1s(p) for all g ∈ G}

The representation of the Lie algebroid ΓG(P) on E is given by the natural map

φ : ΓG(P) → D(E) φ(X)(s) = X·s

Using the R̃-invariance of X, one has X·s ∈ Γ(E) if s ∈ Γ(E).
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The restriction of this representation to the kernel ΓG(P , g) of ΓG(P) can be
described as follows. Let η be the representation of the Lie algebra g on E induced
by ℓ, so that η(v) ∈ L(E) for any v ∈ g where L(E) is the space of linear operators
acting on the vector space E. The kernel A(E) of D(E) as a transitive Lie algebroid
can be described as

A(E) = {a : P → L(E) / a(p·g) = ℓg−1 ◦ a(p) ◦ ℓg for all g ∈ G}

Then the map φ applied to v ∈ ΓG(P , g) is just η(v) : P → L(E). Notice also
that the bracket [φ(X), a] ∈ A(E) used in Definition 1.19 in the formula for the
differential d̂E on Ω•(ΓG(P),A(E)) is given by X·a.

Let us introduce the following differential calculus. As a bicomplex, consider
the space Ω•(P) ⊗

∧•
g∗ ⊗ L(E). Because L(E) is an algebra, this bicomplex is

a bigraded algebra for the natural product which consists to antisymmetrize the
arguments (as in Definition 1.19 for instance). On this algebra we can define a
natural differential δ′ which extends δ defined by (1.2) and which is inspired by
d̂TLA:

(3.4)

(δ′ω)(X1⊕γ1, . . . , Xp+1⊕γp+1) =
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1Xi·ω(X1⊕γ1, . . .
i

∨. . . . , Xp+1⊕γp+1)

+
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1[η(γi), ω(X1 ⊕ γ1, . . .
i

∨. . . . , Xp+1 ⊕ γp+1)]

+
∑

1≤i<j≤p+1

(−1)i+jω([Xi ⊕ γi, Xj ⊕ γj ], X1 ⊕ γ1, . . .
i

∨. . . .
j

∨. . . . , Xp+1 ⊕ γp+1)

The Lie algebra gequ defines a natural Cartan operation on this graded differential
algebra. We denote by ((Ω•(P) ⊗

∧•
g∗ ⊗ L(E))gequ , δ

′) the corresponding graded
differential sub-algebra of basic elements for this operation.

Adapting the proof of Proposition 3.5, one shows that

Proposition 3.9 (Identification of (Ω•(ΓG(P),A(E)), d̂E)). As differential graded

algebras, (Ω•(ΓG(P),A(E)), d̂E) and ((Ω•(P) ⊗
∧•

g∗ ⊗ L(E))gequ , δ
′) are isomor-

phic.

Let ∇̂E : ΓG(P) → D(E) be a ΓG(P)-connection on E . Denote by ωE ∈
Ω1(ΓG(P),A(E)) its connection 1-form. As before, we can associate to ωE a 1-
form ω̂ ∈ (Ω1(P) ⊗ L(E)) ⊕ (C∞(P) ⊗

∧1
g∗ ⊗ L(E)) which is basic for the Cartan

operation of gequ.

It is well known that ΓG(P , g) is the Lie algebra of the gauge group of the
principal fiber bundle P . The notion of infinitesimal gauge transformations defined
in Definition 1.14 and the associated action on connections given in Definition 2.5
(and its explicit expression on the connection 1-forms given in Proposition 2.6)
are generalizations of what one gets in the particular context of the Atiyah Lie
algebroid. For the Atiyah Lie algebroid one can define gauge transformations as
vertical automorphisms of the principal fiber bundle P , so that the gauge group
turns out to be well defined here.

Remark 3.10 (The intermediate description of connections). In ordinary differential
geometry, a connection on a principal fiber bundle P can be defined at two levels.
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First, as a 1-form ω ∈ Ω1(P)⊗g which is (R̃,Ad)-equivariant for the action of G on
the two factors and normalized for an inner product with elements in g (as vertical
vector fields). The second way to defined a connection is to use a system of local
trivializations {(Ui, ϕi)} of P and to introduce a family of 1-forms Ai ∈ Ω1(Ui) ⊗ g

with the usual gluing relations Ai = gijAjg
−1
ij + gijdg

−1
ij on Uij 6= ∅.

It is well known that there is a third instance, intermediate between the two
preceding ones, where curvature can be defined. The first construction gives rise
to consider the curvature as a 2-form in Ω ∈ Ω2(P) ⊗ g which is tensorial of type
(R̃,Ad). The second one produces a family of 2-forms Fi ∈ Ω2(Ui) ⊗ g with the
homogeneous gluing relations Fi = gijFjg

−1
ij . These relations say that there exists a

global (relative to M) 2-form F ∈ Ω2(M,P×Adg). This is intermediate between the
local description on M in Ω2(Ui) ⊗g and the global (top) description in Ω2(P) ⊗g.

The description of the differential structure of the Atiyah Lie algebroid we made
here makes apparent these three levels of descriptions, even for the connection 1-
form whose non homogeneous gluing relation prevents it to be defined globally
on M in ordinary geometry. We have shown that a connection 1-form is a basic
element in Ω1

TLA
(P , g), the top differential calculus we identified in this context.

There, (R̃,Ad)-equivariance and normalization are replaced by a basic condition.
A local description of the connection forms is given by the following procedure. As
forms in Ω1

TLA
(Ui, g), the connection 1-form is given by the family of maps (X, γi) 7→

Ai(X) − γi (this result can be adapted to a general transitive Lie algebroid, (see
[20, p. 207] for more details). It is easy to check that these expressions have now
homogeneous gluing relations. As such they define a global object α ∈ Ω1

Lie(P , g).
In the same way, as basic element, ω − θ defines α. In the terminology of Lie
algebroids, F is the 2-form in Ω2

Lie(P , g) computed as the curvature of α. Notice
that in order for the 1-form α to exist in this intermediate description, one has
to depart from the usual geometrical object and one has to use more algebraic
structures. By construction, elements in Ω1

Lie(P , g) do not see all the vector fields
on P , but only a part of them which are π∗-projectable as vector fields on M. This
is why we call it the “intermediate” construction.

We have insisted on the use of the same kind of differential calculus at the three
levels of these descriptions, namely the complex of forms with values in the kernel
of a transitive Lie algebroid introduced in Definition 1.18. Two of these differential
calculi are defined on trivial transitive Lie algebroids, only the intermediate one is
non trivial. In [20] the intermediate one, Ω•

Lie(P , g), is embedded into the space
of equivariant forms on P with values in g. Here we have preferred to show that
all the structures at different levels are of the same origin, but applied to different
transitive Lie algebroids: at the local level, TLA(U, g), at the intermediate level
ΓG(P), and at the global level TLA(P , g). The steps needed to jump from one level
to the next one are described in the text. It is possible to show that the differential
structure used in [20] (equivariant forms) is the same as ours (basic form for a bigger
complex). Without going into details, let us mention that the argumentation relies
on the fact that

∧•
g∗ in our complex can be absorbed by the horizontal condition:

vanishing of inner operations with elements ξP ⊕ ξ for ξ ∈ g impose a relation
between the Ω•(P) and

∧•
g∗ parts, which permits to concentrate the dependence

of a basic form into the Ω•(P) part only.
Notice the important role played by the Maurer-Cartan form θ in these construc-

tions. As an element in
∧1

g∗ ⊗g, it can be extended to an element in Ω1
TLA

(Ui, g) to
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make it appear in the definition of the local expressions of the family of connection
1-forms Ai − θ. It can also be extended to an element in Ω1

TLA
(P , g) to create a

gequ-basic 1-form from the (ordinary) connection 1-form ω − θ. This emphasizes
the fact that in order to get a coherent description at the three levels one has to
complete ordinary vector fields X by the more algebraic elements γ with values in
the Lie algebra g. Generalized connections consist in taking a more general element
than the Maurer-Cartan form.

This remark generalizes a remark made in [25] for the derivation-based non-
commutative differential calculus of the endomorphism algebra of a SL(n)-vector
bundle. This non-commutative geometry is described in the following part.

3.2. The Lie algebroid of the derivations of the endomorphism algebra.

Let E be a SL(n)-vector bundle over the manifold M with fiber Cn. Consider
End(E), the fiber bundle of endomorphisms of E . We denote by A the algebra of
sections of End(E) (denoted A(E) in the remaining of the text). This is the algebra
of the endomorphism algebra of a SL(n)-vector bundle.

This algebra has been studied from the point of view of its non-commutative
geometry based on derivations. In Appendix A, a brief review is given for the
essential structures introduced according to this non-commutative geometry. The
non-commutative geometry of the endomorphism algebra A presented here has been
summarized in [25]. Here we collect the main results about this non-commutative
geometry in order to make explicit the relationships with the notion of connection
on Lie algebroids.

Let us denote by Der(A) the Lie algebra of derivations of A. This is also a
module over the center of A, which is C∞(M). By the ad representation the
ideal of inner derivations Int(A) identifies with A0, the traceless elements in A.
Define ρ : Der(A) → Der(A)/Int(A) = Out(A) the quotient map. This map
can be explicitly identified with the restriction of any X ∈ Der(A) to the center.
So that ρ is in fact both a morphism of Lie algebras and of C∞(M)-modules
ρ : Der(A) → Γ(M).

The short exact sequence of Lie algebras and C∞(M)-modules

(3.5) 0 //A0
ad

//Der(A)
ρ

//Γ(M) //0

defines Der(A) as a transitive Lie algebroid over M, with ι = ad. This was already
mentioned in [10].

Let P be the principal SL(n)-fiber bundle to which E (and then End(E)) is
associated. We will use in the following the Atiyah Lie algebroid ΓG(P) with
G = SL(n) and g = sln defined in sub-section 3.1.

Let {(Ui, ϕi)} be a system of local trivializations of P , with ϕi : P|Ui

≃
−→

Ui × SL(n). This also defines a system of trivializations of End(E). Denote by
Ψi : A|Ui

≃
−→ C∞(Ui) ⊗ Mn(C) the associated trivialization of End(E) induced by

(Ui, ϕi).
Let θ be the Maurer-Cartan form on SL(n). Let π2 : Ui × SL(n) → SL(n) be

the projection on the second factor. Then ωi = ϕ∗
i π

∗
2θ is a local flat connection on

P|Ui
. This flat connection defines a covariant derivative ∇0,i on End(E|Ui

), which
is also a derivation of A|Ui

. Then the triples (Ui,Ψi,∇0,i) define an Lie algebroid
atlas for Der(A).
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On Uij = Ui ∩ Uj 6= ∅, denote by gij : Uij → SL(n) the transition functions for
P . Then one has

αij(γ) = gijγg
−1
ij χij(X) = gij(X ·g−1

ij )

as for the Atiyah Lie algebroid.
Any element X ∈ Der(A) can be written locally as Xi = X⊕γi, with Tr(γi) = 0.

The gluing relations of these trivializations on Uij = Ui ∩ Uj 6= ∅ are: γi =
gijγjg

−1
ij + gij(X ·g−1

ij ). Accordingly one has:

Proposition 3.11 (Der(A) and ΓG(P)). The Lie algebroid Der(A) is isomorphic
to the Atiyah Lie algebroid ΓG(P) of the SL(n)-principal fiber bundle.

In both cases, any local description of an element of these Lie algebroids is given
by (X, γ) on U ⊂ M. For Der(A), γ is promoted to an inner derivation adγ

acting on A|U . For ΓG(P), γ is promoted to a vertical vector field in ΓG(P|U ). All
relations defining the structures of these two Lie algebroids are compatible in this
identification.

Let us now take a look at the differential calculi defined in this context by con-
sidering the theory of Lie algebroid or the underlying derivation-based differential
non-commutative geometry.

Denote by (Ω•
Lie(A,A0), d̂) the differential calculus (Ω•(Der(A),A0), d̂) defined

on the transitive Lie algebroid Der(A).
In the non-commutative context, the two differential calculi defined in Defini-

tions A.3 and A.4 coincide for A. We will only refer to them as (Ω•
Der(A), d̂NC)

where the differential is specifically named in order to avoid any confusion with the
differential coming from the Lie algebroid structure.

The natural representation of Der(A) on A0 defining the differential d̂ on the
complex Ω•

Lie(A,A0) in Definition 1.18 is given in this situation by (X, a) 7→ X·a ∈

A0. Indeed, in Der(A) one has the relation [X, ada] = adX·a. The differential d̂
then takes the explicit expression

(d̂ω)(X1, . . . ,Xp+1) =
p+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1Xi·ω(X1, . . .
i

∨. . . . ,Xp+1)

+
∑

1≤i<j≤p+1

(−1)i+jω([Xi,Xj],X1, . . .
i

∨. . . .
j

∨. . . . ,Xp+1)

for any ω ∈ Ωp
Lie(A,A0). A direct comparison with (A.2) and the definition of

Ω•
Der(A) shows the following:

Proposition 3.12 (Relations between differential calculi). The differential calcu-

lus (Ω•
Lie(A,A0), d̂) constructed from the Lie algebroid structure is included in the

derivation-based differential calculus (Ω•
Der(A), d̂NC) as traceless forms.

It has been shown in [10] (see also [25]) that the splittings as C∞(M)-modules
of the short exact sequence (3.5) are in one-to-one correspondence with connections
on the vector bundle E . To any connection ∇E on E , it can be associated a unique
non-commutative 1-form α ∈ Ω1

Der(A) such that

X = ∇X − adα(X) α(adγ) = −γ(3.6)
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where ∇ is the connection on the vector bundle End(E) induced by ∇E . This con-
struction leads to the fact that any connection on E defines a non-commutative
connection on the right A-module M = A, the one determined by this non-
commutative 1-form α by Proposition A.10.

Proposition 3.13 ([10]). The space of non-commutative connections on the right
A-module M = A contains the space of connections on E. This inclusion is com-
patible with the notions of curvature and gauge transformations.

This proposition must be compared with Propositions 2.12 and 2.17. The re-
lation (3.6) is the same as the expression (2.2) which defines a similar 1-form on
a transitive Lie algebroid. In fact, they both rewrite the splitting given by ∇ of
the corresponding short exact sequence in term of an algebraic object. With the
identifications of the spaces of forms, it is clear that the obtained 1-forms in these
two situations are the same: α ∈ Ω1

Lie(A,A0) ⊂ Ω1
Der(A).

Locally, any section s of the vector bundle E is trivialized as si : Ui → Cn.
The gluing relations between these trivializations are given by si = gijsj . For any
X ∈ Der(A) written locally as Xi = X ⊕ γi, with Tr(γi) = 0, and for any s ∈ Γ(E),
a straightforward computation shows that

X ·si + γisi = gij(X ·sj + γjsj)

which means that there is a well-defined representation φ : Der(A) → D(E). For
this representation, φA0 : A0 → A(E) = A is just the inclusion. Let us denote
by (Ω•

Lie(A), d̂E) the graded differential algebra (Ω•(Der(A),A(E)), d̂E). Then a
direct comparison between the spaces and the differentials shows the following:

Proposition 3.14 (Identification of the derivation-based differential calculus). The

graded differential algebras (Ω•
Lie(A), d̂E) and (Ω•

Der(A), d̂NC) are isomorphic.

As a direct application of this result, one has the following:

Theorem 3.15 (Lie algebroid connections and non-commutative connections).
The following three spaces are isomorphic:

(1) The space of Der(A)-connections on E (Lie algebroid of derivations).
(2) The space of ΓG(P)-connections on E (Atiyah Lie algebroid of the SL(n)-

principal bundle).
(3) The space of non-commutative connections on the right A-module M = A

(non-commutative differential structure).

These isomorphisms are compatible with curvatures and gauge transformations.

Proof. The isomorphism between 1 and 2 is a trivial consequence of Proposition 3.11
and the fact that the representations of these two Lie algebroids on E are the same
as it can be easily checked.

A Der(A)-connection on E is completely determined by its associated 1-form
ωE ∈ Ω1

Lie(A) (Proposition 2.9). As a 1-form in Ω1
Der(A) (Proposition 3.14), ωE

determines an unique non-commutative connection (Proposition A.10).
The gauge group Aut(E) is the space of invertible elements in A(E) = A, so that

it coincides with the gauge group of the A-module M = A (Proposition A.10).
The identification between connections is compatible with the various expression

for curvatures and gauge transformations (Propositions 2.9, 2.11 and A.10). �
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Let us say that a non-commutative connection on the right A-module M = A

is traceless if its non-commutative 1-form is traceless. Notice that ordinary connec-
tions on E give rise to traceless non-commutative connections by Proposition 3.13.
Then one has:

Theorem 3.16 (Generalized connections and traceless NC connections). The fol-
lowing three spaces are isomorphic:

(1) The space of generalized connections on Der(A).
(2) The space of generalized connections on ΓG(P).
(3) The space of traceless non-commutative connections on the right A-module

M = A

The isomorphisms are compatible with curvatures and gauge transformations.

Proof. The proof relies on the same procedure as for Theorem 3.15, except that
now we identify the space Ω•

Lie(A,A0) as traceless non-commutative forms using
Proposition 3.12. �

Proposition 3.5 shows that (Ω•
Lie(P , g), d̂) can be identified with the basic sub

complex in a trivial differential calculus for a convenient Cartan action. It has been
shown in [23] that the graded differential algebra (Ω•

Der(A), d̂NC) is also caracterized
by such an inclusion.

In order to see that, one has to introduce a bigger algebra B = C∞(P) ⊗ Mn,
which is the algebra of matrix valued functions on P . Then the algebra A identifies
with

A ≃ {a : P → Mn / a(p·g) = g−1a(p)g for all g ∈ SL(n)} ⊂ B

The Lie algebra of derivations of B has the following trivial structure:

Der(B) = Γ(P) ⊕ (C∞(P) ⊗ sln)

where X = X ⊕ γ acts on b ∈ B as X·b = X·b + [γ, b]. Its derivation-based dif-
ferential calculus is then the tensor product Ω•

Der(B) = Ω•(P) ⊗ Ω•
Der(Mn) with

the differential d̂B = d + d′. The differential calculus (Ω•(P), d) is the de Rham
differential calculus on the manifold P , and (Ω•

Der(Mn), d′) is the non-commutative
derivation-based differential calculus on the matrix algebra Mn. This differential
calculus is described in Proposition A.11.

As in 3.1, let us define gequ = {ξv + adξ / ξ ∈ sln}.

Proposition 3.17 ([23]). (Ω•
Der(A), d̂NC) is the graded differential algebra of basic

elements for the Cartan operation of gequ on (Ω•
Der(B), d̂B).

Now, with E = Cn, one has L(E) = Mn, so that it is straightforward to check
the following:

Proposition 3.18. The differential calculus (Ω•(P) ⊗
∧•

g∗ ⊗ L(E), δ′) introduced

for Proposition 3.9 is isomorphic to the differential calculus (Ω•
Der(B), d̂B).

Obviously, Proposition 3.14 can be proved again with theses two last results.

For this particular transitive Lie algebroid, one has not only the notion of in-
finitesimal gauge transformations as defined in Definition 1.14 but also of gauge
transformations when a A-module is given. These gauge transformations are de-
fined using the non-commutative framework, and they exactly coincide with the
usual notion of gauge transformations on the associated principal fiber bundle P
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for the right A-module A itself. However, as for gauge transformations for Lie
algebroids, notice that this definition requires a representation of the algebra im-
plementing the underlying symmetry.

Appendix A. Brief review of some non-commutative structures

In this appendix, we collect some useful definitions and structures introduced in
the context of the derivation-based differential non-commutative geometry. See [7],
[10], [23] and [25] for more details.

A.1. Derivation-based differential calculus. Let us consider an associative al-
gebra A with unit denoted by 1l. Denote by Z(A) the center of A. The differential
calculus we consider in this non-commutative geometry is constructed using the
space of derivations of A.

Definition A.1 (Vector space of derivations of A). The vector space of derivations
of A is the space Der(A) = {X : A → A / X linear,X·(ab) = (X·a)b+a(X·b), ∀a, b ∈
A}

The main properties of this space are summarized in the following:

Proposition A.2 (Structure of Der(A)). Der(A) is a Lie algebra for the bracket
defined by [X,Y]·a = X·Y·a − Y·X·a for any X,Y ∈ Der(A) and it is a Z(A)-
module for the product defined by (fX)·a = f(X·a) for any a ∈ A, f ∈ Z(A) and
X ∈ Der(A)).

The subspace Int(A) = {ada : b 7→ [a, b] / a ∈ A} ⊂ Der(A), called the vector
space of inner derivations, is a Lie ideal and a Z(A)-submodule.

With Out(A) = Der(A)/Int(A), there is a short exact sequence of Lie algebras
and Z(A)-modules

(A.1) 0 // Int(A) //Der(A) //Out(A) //0

The two structures exhibited before, Lie algebra and Z(A)-module, are used in
the following definition of the derivation-based differential calculus.

Definition A.3 (The graded differential algebra Ω•
Der(A)). Let Ωn

Der(A) be the set
of Z(A)-multilinear antisymmetric maps from Der(A)n to A, with Ω0

Der(A) = A,
and let

Ω•
Der(A) =

⊕
n≥0 Ωn

Der(A)

We introduce on Ω•
Der(A) a structure of N-graded differential algebra using the

product

(ωη)(X1, . . . ,Xp+q) =

1
p!q!

∑

σ∈Sp+q

(−1)sign(σ)ω(Xσ(1), . . . ,Xσ(p))η(Xσ(p+1), . . . ,Xσ(p+q))

and using the differential d (of degree 1) defined by the Koszul formula

(A.2) dω(X1, . . . ,Xn+1) =
n+1∑

i=1

(−1)i+1Xi·ω(X1, . . .
i

∨. . . . ,Xn+1)

+
∑

1≤i<j≤n+1

(−1)i+jω([Xi,Xj], . . .
i

∨. . . .
j

∨. . . . ,Xn+1)
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Inside this differential calculus there is a smaller one, generated in degree 0 by
A:

Definition A.4 (The graded differential algebra Ω•
Der(A)). Denote by Ω•

Der(A) ⊂
Ω•

Der(A) the sub differential graded algebra generated in degree 0 by A.

Notice that by definition, every element in Ωn
Der(A) is a sum of terms of the form

a0da1 · · · dan for a0, . . . , an ∈ A.

The previous definitions are motivated by the following important example which
shows that these definitions are appropriate generalizations of the space of ordinary
differential forms on a manifold:

Example A.5 (The algebra A = C∞(M)). Let M be a smooth manifold and
let A = C∞(M). The center of this algebra is A itself: Z(A) = C∞(M). The
Lie algebra of derivations is exactly the Lie algebra of smooth vector fields on M:
Der(A) = Γ(M). In that case, there are no inner derivations, Int(A) = 0, so that
Out(A) = Γ(M).

The two graded differential algebras coincide with the graded differential algebra
of de Rham forms on M: Ω•

Der(A) = Ω•
Der(A) = Ω•(M)

Any Lie subalgebra g of Der(A) defines a natural Cartan operation on the graded
differential algebra (Ω•

Der(A), d) (see also Definition 1.21). The interior product is
the graded derivation of degree −1 on Ω•

Der(A) defined by

iX : Ωn
Der(A) → Ωn−1

Der (A) (iXω)(X1, . . . ,Xn−1) = ω(X,X1, . . . ,Xn−1)

for any X ∈ g, ω ∈ Ωn
Der(A) and Xi ∈ Der(A). By definition, iX is 0 on Ω0

Der(A) =
A.

As usual, the associated Lie derivative is the graded derivation of degree 0 on
Ω•

Der(A) given by

LX = iXd + diX : Ωn
Der(A) → Ωn

Der(A)

One can easily verify the relations defining a Cartan operation:

iXiY + iYiX = 0 LXiY − iYLX = i[X,Y]

LXLY − LYLX = L[X,Y] LXd − dLX = 0

One can then associate to this operation the following subspaces of Ω•
Der(A):

• The horizontal subspace is the kernel of all the iX for X ∈ g. This is a
graded algebra.

• The invariant subspace is the kernel of all the LX for X ∈ g. This is a
graded differential algebra.

• The basic subspace is the kernel of all the iX and LX for X ∈ g. This is a
graded differential algebra.

For instance, g = Int(A) defines such an operation.

A.2. Non-commutative connections. Connections on non-commutative alge-
bras are defined using modules, which play the role of representations of the alge-
bra. In the following M is a right A-module. Notice that the choice of right or left
A-modules is arbitrary, the theory is the same. Nevertheless, when one wants to
deal with bimodules, the theory is quite different (see for instance [11]).
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Definition A.6 (Non-commutative connections and curvature). A non-commuta-
tive connection on the right A-module M for the differential calculus based on
derivations is a linear map ∇̂X : M → M , defined for any X ∈ Der(A), such that
∀X,Y ∈ Der(A), ∀a ∈ A, ∀m ∈ M , ∀f ∈ Z(A):

∇̂X(ma) = m(X·a) + (∇̂Xm)a, ∇̂fXm = f∇̂Xm, ∇̂X+Ym = ∇̂Xm+ ∇̂Ym

The curvature of ∇̂ is the linear map R̂(X,Y) : M → M defined for any X,Y ∈
Der(A) by

R̂(X,Y)m = [∇̂X, ∇̂Y]m− ∇̂[X,Y]m

This definition is an adaptation to the derivation-based non-commutative calcu-
lus of the ordinary definition of covariant derivative on the smooth sections of an
associated vector bundle to a principal fiber bundle. Notice that the center Z(A)
of the algebra A plays a essential part in the above relations, which means that we
have to distinguish the respective roles of the algebra and of its center.

One can show the following results:

Proposition A.7 (General properties). The space of connections is an affine space

modelled over the vector space Hom
A(M ,M ⊗A Ω1

Der(A)) (right A-module mor-
phisms from M to M ⊗A Ω1

Der(A)).
R̂(X,Y) : M → M is a right A-module morphism.

Definition A.8 (The gauge group). The gauge group of M is the group Aut(M)
of the automorphisms of M as a right A-module.

Proposition A.9 (Gauge transformations). For any Φ ∈ Aut(M ) and any non-

commutative connection ∇̂, the map ∇̂Φ
X = Φ−1 ◦ ∇̂X ◦ Φ : M → M is a non-

commutative connection.
This defines the action of the gauge group of M on the space of non-commutative

connections on M .

As a special case of the previous general situation, we consider now the right
A-module M = A. Let ∇̂X : A → A be a non-commutative connection.

Proposition A.10 (Non-commutative connections on M = A). The non-commu-

tative connection ∇̂ is completely determined ω ∈ Ω1
Der(A) defined by ω(X) = ∇̂X1l.

On any a ∈ M = A, one has

∇̂Xa = X·a+ ω(X)a

The curvature of ∇̂ is the multiplication on the left on M = A by the non-
commutative 2-form

Ω(X,Y) = dω(X,Y) + [ω(X), ω(Y)]

The gauge group is identified with the invertible elements g ∈ A by Φg(a) = ga and

the gauge transformations on ∇̂ take the following form on ω and Ω:

ω 7→ ωg = g−1ωg + g−1dg Ω 7→ Ωg = g−1Ωg

where the products with g and g−1 take place in the space of non-commutative forms.

∇̂0
X, defined by a 7→ X·a, is a non-commutative connection on A.
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The relation defining the non-commutative connection 1-form implies that as
linear operators on M = A, one has

∇̂X = X + ω(X)

for any X ∈ Der(A).

A.3. The matrix algebra. One of the best understood derivation-based non-
commutative geometries is the one on the finite dimensional algebra of complex
n× n matrices A = Mn(C) = Mn.

We summarize here the general properties of its derivation-based differential
calculus, which is described in [7], [9] and [22].

Proposition A.11 (General properties of the differential calculus). One has the
following results:

• Z(Mn) = C.
• Der(Mn) = Int(Mn) ≃ sln = sl(n,C) (traceless matrices). The explicit

isomorphism associates to any γ ∈ sln(C) the derivation adγ : a 7→ [γ, a].
• Ω•

Der(Mn) = Ω•
Der(Mn) ≃ Mn ⊗

∧•
sl∗n, with the differential d′ coming from

the differential of the differential complex of the Lie algebra sln represented
on Mn by the adjoint representation (commutator).

• There exits a canonical non-commutative 1-form iθ ∈ Ω1
Der(Mn) such that

for any γ ∈ Mn(C)

iθ(adγ) = γ − 1
n

Tr(γ)1l

This non-commutative 1-form iθ makes the explicit isomorphism

Int(Mn(C))
≃
−→ sln

• iθ satisfies the relation d′(iθ) − (iθ)2 = 0. This makes iθ looks very much
like the Maurer-Cartan form in the geometry of Lie groups (here SLn(C)).

• For any a ∈ Mn, one has d′a = [iθ, a] ∈ Ω1
Der(Mn). This relation is no

longer true in higher degrees.
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