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Abstract!

We construct a gauge theory based on principal bundles & equipped with a right &-action,
where & is a Lie group bundle instead of a Lie group. Due to the fact that a $-action
acts fibre by fibre, pushforwards of tangent vectors via a right-translation act now only on
the vertical structure of 9. Thus, we generalize pushforwards using sections of &, and in
order to provide a definition independent of the choice of section we fix a connection on &,
which will modify the pushforward by subtracting the fundamental vector field generated
by a generalized Darboux derivative of the chosen section. A horizontal distribution on &%
invariant under such a modified pushforward leads to a parallel transport on & which is
a homomorphism w.r.t. the @-action and the parallel transport on &. For achieving gauge
invariance we impose conditions on the connection 1-form p on &: p has to be a multiplicative
form, 4.e. closed w.r.t. a certain simplicial differential 0 on &, and the curvature R, of p has
to be d-exact with primitive ¢; p will be the generalization of the Maurer-Cartan form of
the classical gauge theory, while the J-exactness of R, will generalize the role of the Maurer-
Cartan equation. For allowing curved connections on & we will need to generalize the typical
definition of the curvature/field strength F' on & by adding ¢ to F'.

This leads to a generalized gauge theory with many similar, but generalized, statements,
including Bianchi identity, gauge transformations and Darboux derivatives. An example for
a gauge theory with a curved Maurer-Cartan form p will be provided by the inner group
bundle of the Hopf fibration $7 — $*. We conclude that this gauge theory is an integral of
an infinitesimal gauge theory developed by Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl.
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1. Introduction and summary

This paper’s research concerns curved Yang-Mills-Higgs gauge theories, originally introduced by
Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl in [I], where essentially the structural Lie algebra together
with its action on the manifold N of values of the Higgs fields is replaced by a general Lie
algebroid £ — N:

Definition: Lie algebroid, [2, reduced definition of §16.1, page 113]

Let £ — N be a real vector bundle. Then E is a smooth Lie algebroid if there is a
bundle map p : E — TN, called the anchor, and a Lie algebra structure on I'(E) with
Lie bracket [-, -] satisfying®

[H7fV]E = f[MaV]E+gp(u)(f) v

for all f € C°°(N) and p,v € I'(E), where £,y (f) is the action of the vector field p(u)

on the function f by derivation.

“With T'(E) I denote the space of sections of a vector bundle E, and with TN the tangent bundle of N.

The idea of replacing Lie algebras with Lie algebroids was proposed by Thomas Strobl in
[3], with further understanding of the involved gauge transformations in [1]; eventually, this
type of infinitesimal gauge theory got summarised and finalised in [I]. My Ph.D. thesis was
devoted to this type of infinitesimal gauge theory, attempting to find new (physical) examples
and understanding the geometry of this infinitesimal gauge theory; see [5] and [0].

A short summary of this type of generalized infinitesimal gauge theory follows; we have the

following ingredients:
e M a spacetime;
e N a smooth manifold, serves as set for the values of the Higgs field = : M — N;

e ' — N a Lie algebroid with anchor p, replacing the structural Lie algebra g and its action
v : g — X(N) of the classical formulation, where X denotes the set of vector fields in this

work;
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e a vector bundle connection V on FE;
e a fibre metric k on F, as a substitute of the ad-invariant scalar product on g;

e a Riemannian metric g on N, replacing the scalar product on the vector space in which the
Higgs field usually has values in and which is invariant under the action of ~, used for the
kinetic term of = which is minimally coupled to the field of gauge bosons A € Q' (M;Z*E)

(1-form on M with values in Z*F);

a 2-form on N with values in E, ¢ € Q%(N;E), an additional contribution to the field
strength of A.

Infinitesimal gauge invariance of the Yang-Mills type functional leads to two infinitesimal
compatibility conditions and two metric compatibilities to be satisfied between these struc-
tures; we will present those compatibility conditions later in this introduction. If the connection

on F is flat, the compatibilities imply that the Lie algebroid is locally an action Lie algebroid:

Definition: Action Lie algebroids, [2, §16.2, Example 5; page 114]

Let (g, [, -]g) be a Lie algebra equipped with a Lie algebra action v : g — X(N) on a
smooth manifold N. A transformation Lie algebroid or action Lie algebroid is
defined as the bundle £ := N X g over N with anchor

p(p,v) = (v)lp
for (p,v) € E, and Lie bracket
s V] gl = [ Vol + (Zotue)) (V) = L)) (1), €a

for all p € N and pu,v € T'(E), where one views a section p € I'(F) as amap u: N — g,

and (eq), is some arbitrary frame of constant sections.

J

As it is shown in the mentioned references for this type of infinitesimal gauge theory, one gets
back to the standard Yang-Mills-Higgs gauge theory if additionally ¢ = 0. Thus, the theory
represents a covariantized version of gauge theory equipped with an additional 2-form (. If V is
flat we say in general that we have a pre-classical gauge theory, and if additionally { = 0 we
have a classical gauge theory.

The 2-form ( is needed to allow non-flat V, because otherwise only flat V could satisfy the
compatibility conditions. But ¢ is not just an auxiliary map, in [6] I have shown that there
is also a class of field redefinitions for the classical formulation of gauge theory. This field
redefinition breaks the gauge invariance; so, in order to keep gauge invariance, one needs to add
¢ to the field strength, and at the same time one achieves a richer framework for gauge theories.
It is then natural to study whether there is an infinitesimal gauge theory where ¢ is non-zero

and cannot be transformed to zero by the mentioned field redefinition.




1. Introduction and summary Simon-Raphael Fischer

In [6] T first focused on Lie algebroids where the anchor map is an isomorphism and, thus,
the Lie algebroid is just the tangent bundle of M. Locally, such examples can be excluded: The
curvature can be always transformed to zero by the field redefinitions. However, globally, this
is not always true: I have shown that the tangent bundle of the seven-dimensional sphere $7 is
an example of a curved gauge theory which cannot be transformed to a flat pre-classical gauge
theory, otherwise it would be a Lie group which is not possible.

However, I also studied the other edge case of having Lie algebra bundles (LABs) instead
of Lie algebroids: [0] (also in [5]) points out that locally, i.e. over a contractible base manifold
N, there is always a field redefinition transforming the initial gauge theory to a pre-classical
one. Hence, we arrive at a similar situation as for tangent bundles. But globally there are
examples given by the adjoint bundle of the Hopf fibration $7 — $*, where $" (n € N) denotes
the n-dimensional sphere.

This is now the starting point of this paper. We want to understand why the adjoint bundle
of 8° — $* works as a curved example, and where it differs from the classical formalism of
gauge theory. To truly understand this, and also to possibly get new information about the
general case regarding Lie algebroids, we will integrate curved Yang-Mills-Higgs gauge theories
in the case of LABs in this paper. Using LABs means that there is no coupling to a Higgs field
in the usual sense and therefore we will now just speak instead of a curved Yang-Mills gauge
theory. In the following we will start outlining the paper’s main results; we will focus on an easy
presentation in the introduction, especially we will not always restate our assumptions, and the
notation will be simplified w.r.t. the actual formulation.

The gauge theory presented here will be based on principal bundles 2 5 M, M a smooth
manifold, related to a right action of a Lie group bundle (LGB) € ™ M. The most important

distinction to classical gauge theory is that the action ® is a map

PxG =718 — P,

(p,g) —p-g,

where 7*@ is the pullback LGB of & along 7. Observe that &, only acts on &%, as a Lie group,
thus an element g € &, cannot act on all of &, where notations like &, denote the fibre of &
over an x € M. This leads to certain difficulties for defining gauge theory which we will resolve
in this paper.

However, this paper aims to be accessible for all people knowing the basics of "classical"
gauge theory. Thus, we start with an extensive introduction to LGBs, their actions and their
infinitesimal analogues, the LABs, in Section 2 to 5. These sections introduce and generalize
all the notions known in the "classical" Lie group situations in the context of gauge theory,
most of which is straight-forward to generalize. We will especially follow [7], but since this and
other references are usually introducing these basic notions on (Lie) groupoids, we decided to
reintroduce all the needed notions and proofs so that it should not be required for the reader

to follow and learn about groupoids because we just need the much simpler situation regarding
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LGBs. The experienced reader may start directly with Section 6, but there is one partially new
result in these preliminary sections: For gauge theory we will need to understand the differential
of the @-action ® which we will derive in Thm. 5.21 and which will form the fundament for
many calculations. For this we will need notations like TM which will denote a tangent bundle
with fibre T, M at x € M; the fibres of other bundles with similar notation are denoted in the

same fashion.

Theorem: Differential of LGB action ¢, simplified situation

We have

D0 ®(X,Y) = Dpro(X) + (ug), (Y — Dyo(w)) |

for all (p,g) € P+% and (X,Y) € T(, (P *Z), where v := n(p), o is any (local) section
of € with 0, = g and r, denotes the right-translation of o in P, ue is the fibre-wise

P —
defined Maurer-Cartan form of the fibres, (,ug)g(. ..) denotes its generated fundamental

vector field on P, and w is an element of T, M given by

w = Dpm(X) = Dymg(Y).

In Section 6 we will introduce connections and generalized curvatures on principal LGB-
bundles: Subsection 6.1 starts with introducing principal €-bundles . Such principal bundles
were already introduced in [8, §5.7, page 144f.], but also here we rephrased it in such a way that
these bundles’ definition has a more familiar shape for readers not so proficient with the study of
groupoids. The main difference to Lie group based principal bundles is the previously-mentioned
LGB action ®. Since these bundles were not studied a lot before we introduce basic notions
like morphisms and easy examples, for example LGBs & themselves are principal €-bundles, so
that the gauge theory presented in this paper can also be understood as a gauge theory based
not only on "classical" principal bundles but also on LGBs which were excluded in general in
the classical formalism. Furthermore we generalize certain statements known about classical
principal bundles, e.g. we observe that a section of & does not trivialize & in general, however

it introduces an isomorphism to €, as will be pointed out in Lemma 6.7.

Lemma: Local sections of principal bundles induce isomorphisms to the struc-

tural LGB, simplified language

Let s : U — P be a smooth local section of P over an open subset U of M. Then the
orbit map through s,

?‘U = g"U,

g Sng(g) 9>
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l s a base-preserving principal & -bundle isomorphism. J

In Subsection 6.2 we finally turn to the notion of connections on &, described as horizontal
subbundle HZ of the tangent bundle TS, complementary to the vertical bundle V&, and
equivalently we want to describe HP as a connection 1-form A. As one can already see in the
last theorem about the derivative of the action ®, due to the fact that right-translations r, of
an element g € ¥, now only acts on %, its derivative Dr, only acts on the tangent bundle
of &, the vertical tangent vectors of & (over z). Hence, in order to define the pushforward
of non-vertical vectors we make use of auxiliary sections. However, this leads to the problem
that there are many different sections with the same value over a fixed base point x € M,
all of whose pushforwards of non-vertical vectors are in general different. To get rid of the
ambiguity in the choice of section we are going to modify and generalize the pushforward of
tangent vectors by right-translations. To do so, we fix a horizontal distribution HE on €,
without further assumptions than the bare-bones for horizontal distributions. Then we start to
construct the horizontal distribution H initially by its associated parallel transport, shortly
denoted now by PT?; similarly we denote the parallel transport associated to HE by PTY. We

want a connection on & characterised by
PT?(p- g) = PT7(p) - PT%(g)

for all (p,g) € P €. However, in order to define the connection 1-form it is useful to find a def-
inition of such HP via a symmetry w.r.t. a certain map acting on T. As already high-lighted,
this will be a modification of the pushforward via right-translations. Differentiating the condi-
tion about parallel transports w.r.t. the curve parameter achieves this modification, summarised

in Prop. 6.41; we explain the second summand of the following proposition afterwards.

Proposition: The modified right-pushforward

For g € &, (x € M) define the map

TP — TP| gz,

—_—
X = #g4(X) == Dprq(X) — (W!AO') ‘p(X)

)

p-g

where p € &, X € TP, 7' denotes the pull-back of forms with w, and o is any (local)
section of G with o, = g. Then 744 is independent of the choice of the local section o,
and it is a vector bundle automorphism over the right-translation ry.

Furthermore, if we have a horizontal distribution HP on P, then H,P is isomorphic via

#g« to a complement of Vp.q P in Tp.gP (this complement is not necessarily Hy.qP).

This can be generalized to sections o of & in a straight-forward manner, giving rise to an

automorphism 7, of T over the right-translation r,. Ao is the generalised version of the
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Darboux derivative, often simply denoted as o~ 'do in the classical formalism, but in some works
like [7, §5.1, page 182ff.] also already in the classical formalism written as Ao. As expected,
this derivative plays an important role in gauge theory, which is why we will also discuss and
introduce the Darboux derivative; usually it only appears in the gauge transformations, but in
our case it will already appear now. In Def. 6.21 we will first introduce the total Maurer-
Cartan form pf* as the connection 1-form associated to & with values in the LAB g of &;
the labelling comes from that this form will play a similar role like the Maurer-Cartan form in
the typical formalism for gauge theory, and in contrast to ug it acts on the whole of T instead

of just the vertical subbundle.

Definition: Total Maurer-Cartan form

Let us denote with 7¥¢'* the projection onto the vertical bundle €, corresponding to
its horizontal bundle H&. Then we define the total Maurer-Cartan form pi* €
Ql(?; w*?g) of & as the connection 1-form corresponding to HZ, i.e.

tot)

(M? (Y) =S (,ug o 7TVert) |g(Y) = (Dng_l) (ﬂvert(Y))

g

forallge @ and Y € T,9.

As expected, the Darboux derivative is the form-pullback of the total Maurer-Cartan form,

as such we will introduce this in Def. 6.25.

Definition: Darboux derivative

For (local) o € T'(¢) we define the Darboux derivative Ao € Q1(M;g)

!
Ao = o st

Using the Darboux derivative, we defined the modified pushforward via right-translations (also
called modified right-pushforward) which eventually leads to the definition of an Ehresmann

connection on the principal €-bundle &, as pinpointed in Def. 6.45.

Definition: Ehresmann connection on principal LGB-bundles

We call H# an Ehresmann connection or a connection on & if it is right-invariant

(w.r.t. modified right-pushforward), i.e.
7l B = I8,

for all p € & and g € &, (v = 7(p)).

HZ will now always be an Ehresmann connection in the following. The basic idea now is
to replace the typical right-pushforward with the modified one in all the involved definitions,
starting with the needed pull-back of forms, which will be simply given by Def. 6.49.
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Definition: The pullback of forms via modified right-pushforward, the section

formulation

For w € QF¥(P;7*g) (k € Np) we define the pullback via the modified right-
pushforward »\w with a (local) section o € I'(%) as an element of QF(P;7*g)
by

(fgw)t}ya,”.,y@):::ubﬂd(fmdyq),..,fmdy@))

forallpe &, (x € M) and Y1,...,Y; € T, P.

It is now straight-forward to define the connection 1-form A on &, which we will do in Def.
6.51.

Definition: Connection 1-forms on principal LGB-bundles, simplified notation

A connection 1-form or gauge field on & is a 1-form A € Q}(P;71*g) satisfying:

o (%Y-equivariance, but w.r.t. modified right-pushforward)
# A=Ad,~10A
for all (local) o € I'(¢), where Ad is the adjoint representation of & on g.
o (Identity on V)
A(v) =rv

for all (local) v € I'(g), where notations like 7* denote the pull-back of sections.

Of course we will achieve a 1:1 correspondence to Ehresmann connections in Thm. 6.53.

Theorem: 1:1 correspondence of Ehresmann connections and connection 1-
forms

There is a 1:1 correspondence between Ehresmann connections and connection 1-forms
on P:

e Let HP be an Ehresmann connection on P. Then HP defines a connection 1-form
A e QYP;m*g) by

Ap(Up + Xp) = (p,v)
forallpe & (xe M), ve g, and X € HyP.

o Let A€ QYP;m*g) be a connection 1-form on P. Then A defines an Ehresmann
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connection HP on P via its kernel Ker(A), that is,
H,% = Ker(A4p)

for allp e &.

Not only these results are straight-forward once one has the definition of the modified right-
pushforward, also other results will be simple to guess. For example in Subsection 6.3 we turn
to the gauge transformations which will have a familiar shape but with the generalized Darboux

derivative appearing, see Thm. 6.59.

Theorem: Gauge transformations of connection 1-forms, simplified notation

Let H be a (base-preserving) automorphism of P. We then have that H'A is a connection

1-form on &P and
H'A = Adyu)-1 0 A+ (7 A)o”,
where ol € T'(7*%) is uniquely defined by
H(p) =p- o,

for all p € P, and 7*A is the Darboux derivative on € naturally inherited by the

pullback of the connection on €.

The 1:1 correspondence between H and o arising here leads to similar statements as in the
classical gauge theory which we will also shortly point out. We will show in Thm. 6.65 that
this theorem about gauge transformations implies a pullback version, that is, one looks at the
pullback A, = S;A of A w.r.t. a section (also called gauge) s; of & defined over an open subset
U; C M, and then the change of A by changing the gauge s; to another gauge follows by the

previous theorem.

Theorem: (Gauge transformations as a change of gauge in the local gauge field

Let U; and U; be two open subsets of M so that U; NU; # 0, two gauges s; € T'(P|u,)
and s; € F(9’|Uj), and the unique oj; € F(?|UimUj> with s; = s; - 05, on U; NU;. Then
we have over U; NU; that

Asi = Ada._.1 o Asj aF AO']'Z'.
ji

This finished the discussion about A, but of course we also needs its field strength F' and
a certain shape of gauge transformation for F. Up until now HE was an arbitrary horizontal
distribution, but we will need to fix certain conditions on it to assure gauge invariance later. We

will discuss this in Subsection 6.4. On one hand, viewing & as the principal €-bundle & itself
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whose horizontal distribution HZ aligns with HZ, it is natural to guess that HZ should be an
Ehresmann connection itself. Ehresmann connections on LGBs were already discussed in works
like [9]; and there is also a rather recent preprint related to a similar subject, see [10]. One of
the results of these works is that an Ehresmann connection on LGBs is characterized by the fact

that the total Maurer-Cartan form p* has to be a multiplicative form:

Definition: Multiplicative forms, simplified situation,

[11, §2.1, special situation of Def. 2.1]

We call an w € Q! (‘5; ﬂ%g) a multiplicative form if
wgq (D9, 2(X,Y)) = Adg-1 (wg(X)) + wg(Y)

for all (g,q) € ¥x% and (X,Y) € T(, (¥*Z), where ® : ¥x& — & is the multiplication
in g.

Theorem: Connection 1-forms on LGBs are multiplicative,

[9, §4.4, implication of Lemma 4.14)]

H¥ is an (Ehresmann) connection on € as principal bundle if and only if pg* is multi-

plicative.

Assuming that HZ is an Ehresmann connection will also allow us to formulate certain tech-
nical identities for the Darboux derivative like a Leibniz rule. In order to calculate the gauge
transformation for the curvature/field strength F' of A we need to understand the curvature of
the total Maurer-Cartan form. Classically, this is described by the Maurer-Cartan equation,
however, we generalize this condition, allowing non-flat connections on €. For this we will need
a connection on the LAB g of €, naturally induced by HZ; we will construct this connection
in Prop. 6.32 and Def. 6.34, and our construction aligns with [9, §4.5, Prop. 4.22] even though
we argue the following differently since we have shown the following statement actually for all

horizontal distributions HZ instead of just Ehresmann connections.

Proposition: LGB connection induces LAB connection, simplified notation

The map VY : T'(g) — QYM;g), v — Vv denoted as an element of Q' (M;g) by
X — Viu, defined by

Vv ((ae™),(x))

forallx € M, X € T,M andv € I'(g), is a vector bundle connection on g, where t € R.
We will call V¥ the ©-connection (on its LAB g).

¢ dt

t=0

In fact, V¥ will play the role of V from the beginning of this introduction. Furthermore, this
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connection will allow us to define the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation in Thm. 6.82 and
Def. 6.86.

Definition: Yang-Mills connection, simplified notation

We say that HZ, and p*, is a Yang-Mills connection (w.r.t. a ¢ € Q*(M;g)), if it

satisfies the compatibility conditions:

1. p&* is multiplicative (i.e. HZ is an Ehresmann connection),

2. it satisfies the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation, that is,

*VY  tot Lr oot tot
(d”f ng' + 5 g Gué’]ﬂ%g) )

= Adg1 0 wgg‘ _ ng\
g g

for all ¢ € &, (x € M), where [~,-]7r% , is the Lie bracket of the pullback-LAB
Tyg, and the /) denotes the typical graded extension of tensors, that is, the second

summand on the left hand side is an element of Q?(¥Z; Tgg) given here by

1
(Gl 20, ) (1) = QOB W,

for all X,Y € X(%).

Making a pull-back of the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation w.r.t. a section o € I'(%) is

straight-forward and will be provided in Cor. 6.85.

Corollary: Pullback of generalized Maurer-Cartan equation

Let HZ be a Yang-Mills connection w.r.t. a ( € Q2(M;g). Then
g 1
av Ao+ 5[Ao ) Ao]  + (= Ade10¢

for allc € ().

We will now argue that those compatibility conditions are the integrals of the infinitesimal
compatibility conditions proposed by Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl, mentioned earlier (with-
out details). In [9] it was already observed that an Ehresmann connection on an LGB naturally

implies that V¥ is a Lie bracket derivation.

Lemma: Ehresmann connections induce Lie bracket derivations,

[9, §4.5, Prop. 4.21]

If HE is an (Ehresmann) connection on & as principal bundle, then

V?([u, I/]g) = [V?,u,v]g + [M,V?VL]

10
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l for all p,v € T'(g). J

That V7 is a Lie bracket derivation is one of the infinitesimal compatibility conditions. Fur-
thermore, we will show in Thm. 6.82 that the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation is actually

equivalent to its infinitesimal version.

Theorem: Generalized Maurer-Cartan equation, changed formulation

Let HZ be an Ehresmann connection on €, and ¢ € Q*>(M;g). Then HE satisfies the

generalized Maurer-Cartan equation w.r.t. ¢ if and only if

va(Xa Y):u = [C(Xv Y)Hu]g

for all X,Y € X(M) and v € T(g), where Rgs is the curvature of V¥.

The condition about the curvature is in fact the second infinitesimal compatibility condition
proposed by Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl, so that we can conclude that Yang-Mills connec-
tions on LLGBs serve as an integral of the infinitesimal compatibility conditions which we will
point out in Def. 6.68 and Rem. 6.87.

Theorem: Yang-Mills connections satisfy the infinitesimal compatibility con-

ditions

Every Yang-Mills connection (w.r.t. ( € Q3(M;g)) HZ is an infinitesimal Yang-Mills

connection (on Z ), that is, it satisfies the infinitesimal compatibility conditions

VZ([/L, l/]g> = [Vgu,u]g + [u,v%]g,

va (Xv Y):u = [C(Xv Y)’ :u]g

for all p,v € T'(g) and X, Y € X(M).

We will denote such connections V¥ by VYM. Additionally we will mention in Rem. 6.88
that multiplicativity of the total Maurer-Cartan form is in fact a closedness condition w.r.t. a
certain simplicial differential ¢, introduced in [12, beginning of §1.2]. The generalized Maurer-
Cartan equation is then an exactness-condition of the "classical" curvature for the total Maurer-
Cartan form, its d-primitive given by {. This is in alignment with the infinitesimal compatibility
conditions which are also equivalent to statements about closedness and exactness w.r.t. the
Chevalley-FEilenberg complex.

This will finish the discussion about the connection on &, and it will be important for defining
the field strength which will be discussed afterwards, starting with Def. 6.92. For this we will
always assume now that HZ is a Yang-Mills connection w.r.t. a ¢ € Q?(M;g) (while HP is still

an Ehresmann connection).

11



1. Introduction and summary Simon-Raphael Fischer

Definition: (Generalized) Field strength

We define the (generalized) curvature or (generalized) field strength F' (of A) as
an element of Q?(P;7*g) by

F=d"V"40 (WH‘@,WH‘@) + 7',

where d™ V""" is the exterior covariant derivative related to the pullback connection
VM and 787 . T — HP is the canonical projection onto the associated Ehres-

mann connection HZ on &; that is,

* le\/[

F(X,Y) = d™V™ A(x2 (X), 717 (v)) + (x*¢) (Dn(X), Dr(Y))

for all X,Y € X(2).

With a lengthy calculation evolving around that HE is a Yang-Mills connection, especially
using the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation, we will show in Prop. 6.93 that F' transforms in
a suitable way when making a pull-back w.r.t. the modified right-pushforward, which is the last

step needed for defining the physical theory and its associated Lagrangian.

Proposition: Properties of the generalized field strength, simplified notation

We have the following properties of the field strength:

o (Form of type Ad)
#F=Ad,~10F
for all (local) o € T'(¥).

o (Horizontal form)
For XY € T, (p € P) we have

F(X,Y)=0

if either of X and Y is vertical.

We will also derive a structure equation in Thm. 6.94.

Theorem: Structure equation of the generalized field strength

We have the structure equation

* vYM

™ 1 !
F=d A+§MOAhw+wg

We will argue that ¢ of course also affects the Bianchi identity, which we have in fact already

12
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derived in earlier works.

Theorem: Generalized Bianchi identity,

[5, §7, Thm. 7.3] & [6, §5, Thm. 5.1.42]

We have the (generalized) Bianchi identity

*vYM

VR [AGF] L = rdve.

Similarly to the discussion about connections, Subsection 6.4 will be concluded with a discus-
sion about the gauge transformation of F' in Thm. 6.97; as for A the gauge transformations of
F are given by form-pullbacks with a (base-preserving) principal bundle automorphism H with

associated unique off € T'(7*%) given by H(p) = p - af for all p € P.

Theorem: Gauge transformation of the generalized field strength, simplified

notation

We have that H'F is the field strength related to H'A and

H'F=Aduy10F

Again as for A, we are interested about what this formula for the gauge transformation
implies for pull-backs Fy = s'F w.r.t. a gauge s of & when changing the choice of s. This is
straight-forward to calculate and will be stated in Thm. 6.100.

Theorem: (Gauge transformations again as a change of gauge

Let U; and U; be two open subsets of M so that U;NU; # 0, two gauges s; € I'(P|y,) and
55 € F(95|Uj), and the unique oj; € F<?|Uint) with s; = sj - 0j; on U; N Uj.
Then we have for the fields strength of A over U; N Uj that

Fs, = Ad -1 0 F,.
Jji

Eventually in Section 7 we will start to introduce the physical theory, that is, first of all
defining the Lagrangian of a gauge theory based on principal LGB-bundles in Subsection 7.1.
Due to that we will have pointed out that this theory integrates the infinitesimal curved Yang-
Mills-Higgs gauge theory developed by Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl (in the case of LABs),
we are going to label this theory curved Yang-Mills gauge theory in Def. 7.2. To do so, M
is now a spacetime, so that we can define the Hodge star operator %, and we assume that we

have an Ad-invariant fibre metric k on g.

13



1. Introduction and summary Simon-Raphael Fischer

Definition: Curved Yang-Mills gauge theory

Let (U;); be an open covering of M so that there are subordinate gauges s; € I'(2|y,).
Then the top-degree form £oypm[A] € QUMM (M;R), defined locally by

1
(£CYM[A]) ‘Uz’ = —Efi(Fsi \ *Fsi),

is called the curved Yang-Mills Lagrangian.

We will have argued in Cor. 7.1 that this Lagrangian is well-defined; a trivial consequence of
the previously-highlighted gauge transformations. Similarly, we will achieve gauge invariance in
Thm. 7.3.

Theorem: Gauge invariance of the curved Yang-Mills Lagrangian

We have
Loym [H !A] = Loym(4]

for all principal bundle automorphisms H.

As the final part of statements we will discuss new examples of gauge theory in Subsection
7.2, after pointing out that this gauge theory generalizes the classical formalism. We will also
discuss this matter in the context of my previously-mentioned Ph.D. thesis, [(], and the field
redefinitions. Especially, the paper concludes with the reason why this project started: The
inner group bundle of the Hopf fibration $7 — $% is an example of curved Yang-Mills gauge

VYM is not curved; we will present this in Ex. 7.9. We will point out that this is

theory, so that
indeed due to the fact that involved LGB is non-trivial, so that we also conjecture that trivial

LGBs imply the existence of a field redefinition flattening VYM.

Example: Hopf fibration $7 — $* giving rise to a curved Yang-Mills gauge

theory

Let P be the Hopf bundle

We define the principal bundle &% and LGB € as the inner group bundle of P

P = = cgu)(P) = (P x G) / G,

where (P x G) / G is the associated Lie group bundle, where the action of G on G is
given by its conjugation, c,(q) = gqg~! for all g,q € G. This principal csu(e) (P)-bundle

14
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admits the structure as curved Yang-Mills gauge theory, which is neither classical nor

pre-classical. Furthermore, all possible (curved) Yang-Mills gauge theory structures lead

vYM

to a curved and non-zero ¢, which also implies that this gauge theory cannot be

described with the typical formalism of gauge theory.

. J

We will finish this paper with a short discussion about future prospects in Section 8, high-
lighting further constructions and conjecturing how to integrate the full formalism of the gauge

theory developed by Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl.

1.1. Basic notations and remarks

e The appendix serves for providing extra information or background knowledge which did
not fit in the flow of this paper’s text. We will sometimes refer to the appendix, but the

experienced reader may be able to ignore the appendix.

e In the main text we usually repeat and reintroduce needed objects for the statements
(like "Let M be a manifold [...]" in every statement) (almost) allowing to just read the
statements without having read the text introducing it, while the appendix is written as
a continuous text which has to be read as a whole in order to understand the essential

statements.

e As usual, there will be definitions of certain objects depending on other elements, and for
keeping notations simple we will not always explicitly denote all dependencies. It will be
clear by context on which it is based on, that is for example, if we define an object A
using the notion of Lie algebra actions v and we write "Let X be an object A", then it will
be clear by context which Lie algebra action is going to be used, for example given in a

previous sentence writing "Let v be a Lie algebra action”.
o Throughout this work we always use Einstein’s sum convention if suitable.

o If not mentioned explicitly, we always assume finite dimensions and morphisms denote

base-preserving ones.

o With f*F we denote the pullback/pull-back of the fibre bundles F' — M under a smooth
map f: N — M. Similarly we denote the pullbacks of sections of a fibre bundle.

e For V. — M a vector bundle over M do not confuse the pull-back of sections with the
pull-back of forms w € QY(M;V) (I € Ny), here denoted by f'w, which is an element

of T’ ((/\fnzl T*M) X f*V) = QI(M; f*v)’ and not of T (<®fn:1(f*TN)*> ® f*v) like
ffw.
e Let F X5 M and G 5§ N be two fibre bundles over smooth manifolds M and N, respec-

tively, and let ¢ : N — M be a smooth map. Furthermore, let us assume we have a

15
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morphism ® : G — F of fibre bundles over ¢, that is, ® is a smooth map such that the

following diagram commutes

G -2,
TG T

N -3 Mm

especially, mp o ® = ¢ o mg. We make often use of that such morphisms have a 1:1
correspondence to base-preserving fibre bundle morphisms d:G > O*F, i.e. P is a

smooth map with ¢*np o P = ng. For p € N the morphism ® has the form

(I)p - (pv (I)p)7

that is,

D,(9) = (p, Pp(9))

for all g € G, which is well-defined since ®,(g) € Fy,). The map ds P = pra o is then
a bijective map between base-preserving morphisms G — ¢*F and morphisms G — F over

¢, where pry is the projection onto the second component.

In total, P is a base-preserving morphism if and only if ® is a morphism over ¢; in
fact, one defines pullback bundles in such a way that this equivalence holds. Observe
that @ is an isomorphism (diffeomorphism) if and only if ® is a fibre-wise isomorphism

(diffeomorphism).

One can extend all of this similarly for more specific types of morphisms like vector bundle-

morphisms.

Very often we will not mention this 1:1 correspondence explicitly, it should be clear by
context. Hence, we will also denote ® by ®. In fact, we usually calculate with ;1;, while
® and its diagram may only arise to give an illustration about the geometry. However,

sometimes we may need to be careful and then we will explicitly mention

e When we differentiate maps v depending on just one parameter ¢ € R, then we may shortly

write

Sty = <l ]

a T @t T,

e We will often have connections on a bundle, that is, a splitting into a horizontal and
vertical bundle of its tangent bundle. When we write "Let m be the projection onto the

vertical /horizontal bundle', then this will be always w.r.t. to the fixed connection even

though we are not explicitly mention it again.

e We also need to extend contractions of tensors to graded extensions:

16
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Definition 1.1: Graded extension of products,

[13, generalization of Definition 5.5.3; page 275]

Let [ € N and Ey,... Ej41 — M be vector bundles over a smooth manifold M, and
Fel ((@fﬂ:l E:;L) ® El+1). Then we define the graded extension of F' as

O (M; 1) x - x Q%(M; By) — QF(M; Epya),
(Al,...,Al) r—)F(Al /,\ GA[),

where k:=k; + ...k and k; € Ng for all i € {1,...,1}. F(A1 G/,\Al) is defined
as an element of QF(M; Ej, 1) by

F(Al/,\/,\Al)(Yl,,Yk) =

1
1 2o %80(0) F (A1 (Yo Yae) oo At (Yae—trs - Yo))
L i oESE
for all Y7,...,Y, € X(M), where Sy is the group of permutations of {1,...,k} and
sgn(o) the signature of a given permutation o.

A may be written just as a comma when a zero-form is involved.

In case of antisymmetric tensors we of course get:

Proposition 1.2: Graded extensions of antisymmetric tensors

Let E1,Ey — N be real vector bundles of finite rank over a smooth manifold N,
F e QZ(El;EQ). Then

F(A%B) = —(-1)*"F(B " A) (1)

for all A € QF(N; E;) and B € Q™(N; Ey) (k,m € Ny). Similarly extended to all
F c QYE1; E,).

\

Remarks 1.3.
This is a generalization of similar relations just using the Lie algebra bracket [-, -], of a Lie

algebra g, see [13, §5, first statement of Exercise 5.15.14; page 316].

Proof.

Trivial, for example by using local coordinates. |

e References are not only given in the text, the references of referenced statements and
definitions are most of the time given in the title of those statements. The title also

mentions whether the statement as written in this paper is a variation or generalization;
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if it is a strong generalization, then the reference will be mentioned in a remark after the

statement or its proof.

1.2. Assumed background knowledge

It is highly recommended to have basic knowledge about differential geometry and gauge theory
as presented in [13, especially Chapter 1 to 5], and we will follow the style and labeling as in
[13] when we generalize certain notions; however, sometimes we will still give explicit references
to help with more technical details. It can be useful to have knowledge about Lie algebra and
Lie group bundles, and even Lie algebroids and Lie groupoids, but we will introduce the basic
notions of LGBs and LABs such that it is not necessarily needed to have knowledge about these
upfront.

We also often give references about Lie group bundles (LGBs), but the given references are
most of the time about Lie groupoids. If the reader has no knowledge about Lie groupoids, then
it is important to know that LGBs are a special example of Lie groupoids; Lie groupoids carry
"two projections', called source and target. An LGB is a special example of a Lie groupoid
whose source equals the target.! If you look into such a reference, then the source and target
are often denoted by « and 3, or by s and ¢; simply put both to be the same and identify these
with our bundle projection which we often denote by 7 or m¢, & the corresponding LGB. In
that way it should be possible to read the references without the need to know Lie groupoids.
However, we try to re-prove the needed statements such that these types of references could be

avoided by the reader.

2. Lie group bundles (LGBs)

2.1. Definition
Definition 2.1: Lie group bundle, [7, §1.1, Def. 1.1.19; p. 11]

Let G, %, M be smooth manifolds. A fibre bundle

G — ¢

M
is called a Lie group bundle (LGB) if:

1. G and each fibre @, = n~'({z}), z € M, are Lie groups;

2. there exists a bundle atlas {(U;, ¢;)};c; such that the induced maps

Giz = Pry O ¢Z|% 18, =G

1But not every Lie groupoid with equal source and target is an LGB, they’re in general bundles of Lie groups

which is not completely the same; this nuance will not be important here.
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are Lie group isomorphisms, where I is an (index) set, U; are open sets covering
M, ¢; : €|y — U x G subordinate trivializations, and pr, the projection onto the
second factor. This atlas will be called Lie group bundle atlas or LGB atlas.

We also often say that & is an LGB (over M), whose structural Lie group is either
clear by context or not explicitly needed; and we may also denote LGBs by G — € = M.
The global section e of & so that e, is the neutral element of &, will be labelled as the

neutral (element)/identity section (of ¥); we may also denote it by e?.

Remark 2.2: Principal and Lie group bundles

Beware, a Lie group bundle is not the same as a principal bundle P — M with the

same fibre type G. First of all, the fibres of P are just diffeomorphic to a Lie group,

a priori they carry no Lie group structure, while the fibres of & carry a Lie group structure.

Second, on P we have a multiplication given as an action of G on P
P xG— P,

preserving the fibres P, (x € M) and simply transitive on them. Restricted on P, we

have
P, x G — P,.

For @ we have canonically a multiplication over = given by
Gy X Gy — G,

also clearly simply transitive. Observe, the second factor is not "constant", i.e. we do
not have ¥, x G — &, in general. Hence, there is in general no well-defined product
EXE > or&xGE—F.

All of that is also resembled in the existence of sections. The existence of a section of P
has a 1:1 correspondence to trivializations of P, which is why P in general only admits
sections locally; see e.g. [13, §4.2, Thm. 4.2.19; page 219f.]. & clearly admits always a
global section, even if € is non-trivial; just take the section which assigns each base point

the neutral element of its fibre.

. J

If M is a point we recover the notion of Lie groups, and, as usual, we have the notion of trivial

LGBs:
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Example 2.3: Trivial LGB

The trivial LGB is given as the product manifold M x G — M with canonical multipli-
cation (xag) : ($7Q) = (xagQ)

We are also interested into LGB bundle morphisms:

Definition 2.4: LGB morphism,

[7, §1.2, special situation of Def. 1.2.1 & 1.2.3, page 12]

Let #Z "% N and € =% M be two LGBs over two smooth manifolds N and M. An LGB
morphism F' over f is a pair of smooth maps F' : Z — & and f: N — M such that

g o F'= fomy, (2)

F(gq) = F(g) F(q) (3)

for all g,q € # with 7o (g9) = 7 (q). We then also say that F' is an LGB morphism
over f. If N = M and f = idjs, then we often omit mentioning f explicitly and just
write that F' is a (base-preserving) LGB morphism.

We speak of an LGB isomorphism (over f) if F' is a diffeomorphism.

Remarks 2.5.

e The right hand side of Eq. (3) is well-defined because of Eq. (2).

e It is clear that condition 2 in Def. 2.1 is equivalent to say that & is locally isomorphic to a
trivial LGB; as one may have expected already.

e If F' is a diffeomorphism, then also f: By Eq. (2) surjectivity of f is clear; for y € M just
take any g € €, and since F' is a bijective, we have a g € %, for some x € N with F(q) = g.
By Eq. (2) we have y = m¢(F(q)) @) f(x), thence, surjectivity follows. For injectivity we know
by Eq. (3) and (2) that F(e) = e?(x), where eZ and e?(x) denote the unique neutral elements
of #, and Fy(,), respectively. Assume that there are 2,2’ € N with f(z) = f(2'), then we can

derive

F(e?) = e?(x) = e?(x,) = F(eZ).

7 — e?f due to that F is bijective, and hence z = /. Therefore f is bijective.

Then we have e

Finally, F~! is by assumption also a diffeomorphism, Eq. (3) clearly carries over, and Eq. (2) is
w.r.t. 71, that is

ag o F ' = florg.

Since mg o F~! is smooth and mg is a smooth surjective submersion, it follows that f~! is
smooth; this is a well-known fact for right-compositions with surjective submersions, see e.g.
[13, §3.7.2, Lemma 3.7.5, page 153]. We can conclude that f is a diffeomorphism. Observe that

we concluded that F~! is an LGB isomorphism, too.
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Similar to the case of Lie groups, the example of an LGB are the automorphisms of a vector
bundle.

Example 2.6: Automorphisms of a vector bundle,

[7, §1.1, special situation of Ex. 1.1.12, page 8]

Let V'— M be a vector bundle and Aut(V) — M its bundle of fibre-wise automorphisms
(not to be confused with the sections of Aut(V) which are the base-preserving automor-
phisms of V). Denote with W the structural vector space of V', then Aut(V') is an LGB
with structural Lie group Aut(WW). It is clear that each fibre of Aut(V) is a Lie group, and
the LGB atlas is directly inherited by a vector bundle atlas {(U;, L;)};c; of V, where we
use a similar notation as for LGB atlases, especially we have vector bundle trivializations

L;: V|, — Ui x W. Then define an LGB atlas over the same open covering (U;); by
Aut(V)|y, — Ui x Aut(W),

T— L OTOLZl‘{x}xW’

where T' € Aut(V)|, = Aut(V;), and U; x Aut(W) acts canonically on U; x W in a
fibre-wise sense. Then it is trivial to check that these give local trivializations such that
Aut(V) carries the structure as an LGB.

2.2. Associated Lie group bundles

For another important example recall that there is the notion of associated fibre bundles; fol-
lowing and stating the results of [7, §1, Construction 1.3.8, page 20] and [13, §4.7, page 237ff.;
see also Rem. 4.7.8, page 242f.]: Let P T8 M be a principal bundle with structural Lie group G
over a smooth manifold M, N another smooth manifold, and ¥ a smooth left G-action denoted
by

GXN—=>N,

(g’v) = \Ij(g’v) =g-v.
Then we have a right G-action on P x N given by
(PxN)xG— PxN,

(pavag) — (p'gag_l "U),

and one can show that the quotient under this action, P xg¢ N = (P X N)/G, yields the
structure of a fibre bundle
N — Pxgy N

lﬂ'Px\I,N

M
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such that the map to the equivalence classes P x N — P xy N, (p,v) — [p,v], is a smooth

surjective submersion, where the projection mpyx,n : P Xy N — M is given by
TpxyN([p,v]) = mp(p)

for all [p,v] € P xy N. For o € M, the fibre (P xy N), is given by (P, x N)/G — P, xg N,
and the fibre is diffeomorphic to N by N 3 v — [p,v] € (P xg N), for a fixed p € P,. We will
frequently use this diffeomorphism in the following without further notice.

A very important example are of course associated vector bundles, related to N being a vetor

space. We need a similar concept for Lie groups.

Definition 2.7: Lie group representation on Lie groups,

[7, special situation of the comment after Ex. 1.7.14, page 47]

Let G, H be Lie groups. Then a Lie group representation of G on H is a smooth left
action ¢ of G on H

Gx H— H,
such that

¢g(hQ) = ¢g(h) ¢g(Q) (4)

for all g € G and h,q € H.

Remark 2.8: Note about labeling

Observe that we have by the definition of group actions

Vgg = thg 0 Yy

for all g,¢" € G, viewing ), as a map H — H. Therefore we can view the action v as a

group homomorphism
G — Aut(H),

where Aut(H) is the set of Lie group automorphisms. The similarity to Lie group repre-
sentations on vector spaces is obvious, thence the name. In fact, these integrate Lie group
representations on Lie algebras: Observe that D), is a Lie algebra homomorphism h — b
due to that 14 is a Lie group homomorphism, where b is the Lie algebra of H and e is the
neutral element of H. D.1), is an automorphism because 1) is, and it is a homomorphism
in g due to that ¢, = 14014 implies Det)gy = Detpg0oDetpyr, and thus g = Dety is a G-

representation on h with values in automorphisms of Lie algebras (not just vector spaces).
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This definition is of course also motivated by various references pointing out that Lie
group representations define Lie group actions with extra properties; see for example [13,
§3, Ex. 3.4.2, page 143f.]. In [7, comments after Ex. 1.7.14, page 47| this definition is also

called action by Lie group isomorphisms.

. J

With this we can discuss and define associated Lie group bundles; the following definition is
clearly motivated by the definition of associated vector bundles as e.g. provided in [13, §4, Thm.
4.7.2, page 2391f.].

Theorem 2.9: Associated Lie group bundle as quotient

Let G, H be Lie groups, P I8 M a principal G-bundle over a smooth manifold M, and ¢
a G-representation on H. Then # := P Xy H is an LGB

H—X
lfr
M
with projection m given by
H — M,
[p, k] = wp(p), ()
and fibres
Ky =Py xy H (6)

for all x € M, which are isomorphic to H as Lie groups. The Lie group structure on each
fibre # ;. is defined by

[, 1] - [p, d] = [p, hq] (7)

for all h,q € H and p € P, (that is, mp(p) = z).

Remark 2.10: Neutral and inverse elements

The neutral element for #, (x € M) is given by

€r = [pv 6]7

where p € P, is arbitrary and e is the neutral element of H. This is clearly independent

of the choice of p due to

[p.e] = [p-g,%g-1(e)] =[p- g, €]
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for all g € G. Thence, the fact that e, is the neutral element follows immediately.
By Def. (7) the inverse of [p, h] € #, is clearly given by

(lp, )" = [p,h 7]

Proof of Thm. 2.9.

e That 7 is the well-defined projection and that the fibres are precisely P, x, H for all
x € M is well-known, see our discussion before Def. 2.7 and the references therein; it is also
very straightforward to check. We also discussed that # is a fibre bundle with structural fibre
H. Hence, if one knows that the proposed group structure in Def. (7) is well-defined, then the
smoothness of the group structure is implied by the smoothness structures of H and #. Thence,
let us check whether Def. (7) is well-defined. Let = € M, p € P, and p' :== p- ¢’ be another
element of P,, where ¢’ € G. Also let [p1, hi], [p2, ho] € P, Xy H; then we have unique elements
¢, g, of G such that (i € {1,2})

pi=D"a, pi =0 q,

especially, it follows g; = ¢’q/. On the one hand, if we use p as fixed element of P, to calculate

the multiplication, we get

[plahl] : [pg,hg] = [PJ/fql (hl)] : [p7 w‘n (hQ)] = [p7 ¢q1 (hl) 7/}% (hQ)]7 (8)

on the other hand, using Def. 2.7 and p’ = p - ¢’ instead of p,
[p1, h] - [p2, he] = {P'g/,wq;(hl) wqg(hz)]

- [p, 7/’9’ <7/}q/1(h1) ¢qé(h2)> }

=ty (g (1)) g (5 (h2))

= {p, Vgq; (h1) ¢g’qé(h2)}

= b?a¢ql (hl) Vgs (hQ)]’

which implies that Def. (7) is well-defined, and thus defines a Lie group structure on each fibre
of .

e That the fibres #, are isomorphic to H as Lie groups for all x € M also quickly follows.
Recall by our discussion before Def. 2.7 that the fibres are diffeormorphic to H by H > h —
[p, h] € %, for a fixed p € P,. By Def. (7) it is clear that this map is a Lie group homomorphism
and hence a Lie group isomorphism.

e Let us now construct an LGB atlas for #°, denoting its maps by ¢y w.r.t. an open subset
U C M. For this we will use a principal bundle atlas for P, that is, for some U C M open and

a local trivialization ¢y : Py — U x G of P we write

eu(p) = (mp(p), Bu(p))
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for all p € P, where By : Py — G is an equivariant map, i.e. Sy(p-g) = Bu(p) g for all g € G.
Then define ¢y as a map by

Hy — U x H,
[0, h] = (7p(p), Y, () (h)).
¢y is well-defined: Let [p/, h'] € #y with [p',h'] = [p, h]. Then there is a g € G such that
(P, 1) = (p-g:9g-1(h)),

hence, using the equivariance of 8y and Def. 2.7,

¢U([pl, h/]) = <7TP(p ' g)’ (ZZ)BU(p-g) © Tzz)g_l)(h)) = (WP(p)a ¢5U(p)(h)) = ¢U([p’ h]),

=7p(p) =gy ()% OP,—1

which proves that ¢y is well-defined. Denote the projection onto equivalence classes Px H — #

by w, then observe
¢y ow =L,

where Ly : Py x H — U x H is given by Ly (p, h) := (wp(p), g, ;) (h)) for all (p,h) € Py x H.
Ly is clearly smooth and recall that w is a smooth surjective submersion, therefore ¢ is smooth;
this is a well-known fact for right-compositions with surjective submersions, see e.g. [13, §3.7.2,
Lemma 3.7.5, page 153]. We define a candidate of the inverse gb&l :U X H— %y by

oy (z,h) = [¢y" (z,€), B]

forall (x,h) € Ux H, where e is the neutral element of G. By the definition of ¢y we immediately
get

(z,€) = (¢ 0 95" (@,0) = (mp (95! (2.€)), B (95 (,¢) ).

for all @ € U, and, also using again the equivariance of Ay,
ey (mp(p)€) = o5 (mr (v 7" () Bu(p) B5' ()
= 0" (7 (0 85 0), Bu (0 87" )
= (¢g' o wv)(p- By ()

=p- By (p)

for all p € Py. Then altogether

(¢U o (b&l)(xvh) = <7TP(‘1061('%'7e))7¢5U(¢61($7e))(h)> = (xawe(h)) = (1‘, h)7
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for all (x,h) € U x H, and
(¢5" 0 ou)(lp, B) = [¢5" (xp(D), €),¥p, ) (R)] = [p, h]
~—— ——

=p-B; " (p)

for all [p, h] € #y. Thus, ¢y is bijective; additionally observe

(b[;l(x, h) = w(gpl}l (z,e), h)

such that gb(}l is clearly smooth as the composition of smooth maps, and we therefore conclude
that ¢y is a diffeomorphism. Finally, derive with Def. 2.7 and Eq. (8) that

(pry © ¢u) ([p1, h1] - [p2, ha]) = (pra o ¢u) ([P, Vg, (h1) - Yg, (h2)])
= Y8y (p) (wa (h1) - qu(h2))
= V8 (p) (wa(hl)) " Vs (p) (%2(}12))

=Voy (p)-ar (h1)

= Yy (pr) (P1) * Yy (pa) (h2)

= (pry 0 ¢u)([p1, h1]) - (pry o v ) ([p1, hal)

for all [p1, hi], [p2, he] € #,, where we used again the equivariance of Sy and the same notation
as introduced for Eq. (8), and pr, denotes the projection onto the second factor. Thence, pryo¢y
induces Lie group isomorphisms #, — H for all x € U; by Def. 2.1 we can finally conclude that
Z is an LGB. [}

Hence, we define:

Definition 2.11: Associated Lie group bundle,

labeling similar to [13, §4.7, Def. 4.7.3, page 240]

Let G, H be Lie groups, P =5 M a principal G-bundle over a smooth manifold M, and
a G-representation on H. Then we call the LGB

%::(PXH)/G::waH

the Lie group bundle (LGB) associated to the principal bundle P and the represen-
tation ¢ on H:

H*>P><¢,H

|

M

The special situation of H = G is already an important example:
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Example 2.12: Inner group bundle,
[7, §1, paragraph after Def. 1.1.19, page 11; comment after

Construction 1.3.8, page 20]

The inner group bundle or inner LGB of a principal bundle P — M, denoted by
ca(P), is defined by

CG(P) =P Xea G, (9)

where cg : G X G — G is the left action of G on itself given by the very well-known

conjugation
cq(g,h) = Cg(h) = (Lg © Rgfl)(h) = ghgil (10)

for all g,h € G, where we also denote left- and right-multiplications (with g) by Ly and
R, respectively; see e.g. [13, beginning of §1.5.2, page 40f.] for its common properties. It
is well-known that cq satsfies the properties of a Lie group representation of G on itself
in the sense of Def. 2.7.

cq(P) is an LGB by Thm. 2.9.

3. LGB actions, part |

3.1. Definition

As for Lie groups, we are interested into their actions. The idea is the following, similar to [7,
§1.6, discussion around Def. 1.6.1, page 34]: We have an LGB &€ — M over a smooth manifold
M, and we want to construct an action of & on another smooth manifold N. Each fibre of & is
a Lie group, and we have a notion of Lie groups acting on a manifold N. Therefore one could
define an LGB action as a collection of Lie group actions, that is, only sections of & act on
N; however, one then expects that the general outcome of a product of I'(¥) on N would be
smooth maps from M to N. In order to recover a typical structure of action one could instead
introduce a "multiplication rule’, i.e. each point p € N can only be multiplied with elements of
a specific fibre of €. This "multiplication rule" will be described by a smooth map f: N — M
in the sense of that the fibre over f(p) will act on p.

For this recall that there is the notion of pullbacks of fibre bundles, see e.g. [13, §4.1.4, page
203ff.; especially Thm. 4.1.17, page 204f.]. That is, if we additionally have a smooth manifold
N and a smooth map f : M — N, then we have the pullback f*& of & as a fibre bundle defined

as usual by

g ={(x,9) e NxZ | f(x) =m(9)}. (11)

It is an embedded submanifold of NV x &, and the structural fibre is the same Lie group as for

&. That is, the following diagram commutes
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e 2, @

L
N M

where m; and w9 are the projections onto the first and second factor, respectively, of N x &.

Actually, f*& carries a natural structure as an LGB.

Corollary 3.1: Pullbacks of LGBs are LGBs,

[7, §2.3, simplified situation of the discussion around Prop.

2.3.1, page 63ff.]

Let M, N be smooth manifolds, € = M an LGB over M and f : N — M a smooth map.
Then f*& has a unique (up to isomorphisms) LGB structure such that the projection s :
[*€ — @ onto the second factor is an LGB morphism over f with 2|y : (f*€)s — pa)

being a Lie group isomorphism for all x € N.

Remarks 3.2.

The mentioned reference, [7, §2.3, discussion around Prop. 2.3.1, page 63ff.], is rather general,
formulated for Lie groupoids. If the reader is only interested into LGBs, then see e.g. [14, §3,
Thm. 3.1].

Proof.

By construction, the structural fibre of f*& is the same Lie group G as for &, and for all x € N
we have (f*9), = Gy, thence, the fibres are Lie groups and the fibrewise group multiplication

has the form

(z,9) - (z,q) = (=, 9q) (12)

for all z € N and g¢,q € (f*%),. We are left to show the existence of an LGB atlas. For this fix
an LGB atlas {(Uj, ¢; }ier of €, where I is an (index) set, (U;);er an open covering of M, and
#i : €|y, — U; x G are LGB isomorphisms. Then f~!(U;) gives rise to an open covering of N,

and we get
f*ﬁbz : f*g|f*1(Ui) — fﬁl(Ui) x G,

(SL‘, g) = (.SL', ¢z,f(a:) (g))7

where ¢; ¢(,) : Tf(z) — G are the Lie group isomorphisms as defined in Def. 2.1. It is immediate
by construction that this gives an LGB atlas.

That this is the unique (up to isomorphisms) LGB structure such that my : f*¢ — & is
an LGB morphism over f inducing a Lie group isomorphism on each fibre simply follows by
construction; observe for all z € N that ms|, is clearly bijective. Furthermore, LGB morphisms

need to be homomorphisms, which means here

m((2,9) - (2,9)) = ma((x,9)) - 72 ((x,9)) = 9 = ma((x, 9q))
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for all x € N and g,q € (f*%)
to this equation is uniquely the one provided in Eq. (12). Assume we have another underlying
LGB atlas in sense of Cor. 3.1 with an LGB chart ¢; on f*g|f*1(Ui) (or just w.r.t. a subset of
Ui), then

By using the bijectivity of ms|,, the group structure leading

T

piomoth b =g;omo (f i) ofthiowt = (f,1g) o frgi o L,
=(f1g)

(f,1g) is clearly a Lie group isomorphism f~}(U;) x G = U; x G of trivial LGBs, and thus the

condition about ms|, being a Lie group isomorphism enforces that we can write

(frdiov; ) (z,g9) = (z,Li(z,9))

for all (x,9) € f~1(U) x G, where Li(z,-) : G — G is a Lie group automorphism. So, in total

piom oyt = (f,L),

and since f and the left hand side are smooth, L has to be smooth. We can conclude that 1);
gives rise to an LGB atlas compatible with the one defined by f*¢;. This finalizes the proof. N

Definition 3.3: Pullback LGB

Let M, N be smooth manifolds, & — M an LGB over M and f : N — M a smooth map.
Then we call the LGB structure on f*& as given in Cor. 3.1 the pullback LGB of &
(under f).

With writing f*€ we will often refer to this structure without further mention.

Let us now define €-actions.

Definition 3.4: Lie group bundle actions,

[7, §1.6, special case of Def. 1.6.1, page 34]

Let M, N be smooth manifolds, & = M an LGB over M and f : N — M a smooth map.
Then a right-action of & on N is a smooth map
% — N,
(p,9) = p- 9,
satisfying the following properties:
f(p-g) ==(9), (13)
(p-g)-h=p-(gh), (14)
D-€Cfp) =P (15)
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for all p € N and g,h € Fy(y,), where e is the neutral section of &.

We analogously define left-actions, and we often write (left or right) €-action on N.
Furthermore, in order to increase readability as long as the dependency on f is not

important, we introduce the notation
Nx% = f*g, (16)

such that the action’s notation has the typical shape N x & — N; one may also write
N % = N xj; . For left actions similarly & x N — N; even though & x N is the same
pullback LGB as for right-actions; we also change the order of notation in this case, that
is, (9,p) € ¥ * N reads g € Gy(,) and p € N.

Remark 3.5: Relation to the structure of the canonical pullback Lie group
bundle over N

Observe that by the definition of f*& we can also write

f(p-9) = fp),

so, the &-action is defined in such a way that f is invariant under it. If f is the projection
of N as a bundle over M, then this means that an LGB action is fibre-preserving.
Moreover, the fibre-wise group structure on & naturally defines a &-action on &; in this
situation f would be 7 itself, see also Ex. 3.12 later. Furthermore, having M = {x}

recovers the notion of a Lie group action and condition (13) is then trivial.

The other conditions are the typical conditions for actions, especially such that we get a
Z-action on f*& by

(p.g)-a=(p-a,94"g) (17)

for all p € N and g,q € Gy(,).“ As usual, this gives rise to an equivalence relation, whose
set of equivalence classes denoted by f*& / € is isomorphic to N (as a set) by [p, g] — p-g,
where we denote equivalence classes of (p, g) € f*€ by [p, g]. All of this is straight-forward

to check. Finally, observe the similarity to associated fibre bundles.

“In alignment to Def. 3.4, this action is a map (f om1)*% — f*€, where 7 is the projection onto the
first factor in f*%.
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Remark 3.6: Localizing LGB actions

We can actually localize the LGB action, but in general not with respect to any open
neighbourhood of N since that is in general not possible in a non-trivial way, i.e. the
action cannot be brought into the form (N * &)|y — U for arbitrary U because p- g may
for example leave an neighbourhood U of p. However, with respect to M this is possible:
Fix any open neighbourhood U of M. Then f~!(U) is an open neighbourhood of N, and

we can restrict the action to f~1(U), resulting into a map
(N *G)| -1y = ),

because of f(p-g) Ea_(13) w(g) = f(p), that is, if (p,g) € (IV * ?)|f_1(U), then p € f~1(U)
and so p-g € f~Y(U). In fact, by the definition of N * € as f*@, this describes a
@|y-action on f~1(U)

FHO) * €l = (fl1) (Elv) = (N 8)|poay = f ().

If x € M is a regular value of f, then f~1({z}) is an embedded submanifold of N due to
the regular value theorem (for this see e.g. [13, §A.1, Thm. A.1.32, page 611]). In that
case one could apply the same arguments to restrict the action on f~!({z}). Since &, is
a Lie group one actually gets a typical Lie group action on f~!({z}). For more details
about this see Ex. 3.15 later.

Remark 3.7: Left- and right-actions

In the following we usually define everything with respect to right-actions; however, one

can of course define the following notions for left actions in a similar manner. If we ever
speak of a left action, then we assume precisely this. Some subtle changes like a sign

change will be pointed out though.

One can probably see that it is straightforward to extend a lot of the typical notions of Lie
group actions to LGB actions; hence, we mainly focus on the definitions and properties which

we need in this paper.

Definition 3.8: Left and right translations,
[13, §3.2, notation similar to Def. 3.2.3, page 131]

[7, §1.4, special situation of Def. 1.4.1 and its discussion, page
22]

Let M, N be smooth manifolds, € = M an LGB over M and f : N — M a smooth
map. Furthermore assume that we have a right action N * € — N. We define the right
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translation over x € M with g € &, as a map ry defined by
F =) = 7 {ad),
pP—=p-g,
and we define the orbit map through p € f~!({z}) as a map ®, given by
G, — N,
g—=p-g
For o € T'(€) we define the right translation on N as a map r, by
N — N,
BT

If one has a section of f, i.e. a smooth map 7 : M — N, x + 7, with f o7 = 1,4, then

we can define the orbit map through 7 as a map ®, given by

g — N,

g — Tﬂ.(g) - g.

Remark 3.9: Left action and translation

Similarly we define left translations for left actions, which we similarly denote by [/, and

ls. By Rem. 3.6 we can define r, (and [,) also for local sections o € I'(€|r7) by restricting
N onto f~1(U), where U is some open subset of M; then r,,l, : f~Y(U) — f~1(U). In
the same manner one achieves a restriction for ®, : €|y — f~YU), if 7: U — f~1(U).

In case of N being & itself we will introduce right (and left) translations later via capital

letters.

Remark 3.10: Group action on sections

Assume that N is a fibre bundle over M with f as its projection. Also observe that I'(¥)

is clearly a group and it may be possible to endow it with an infinite-dimensional Lie

group structure (but this is not important here now). In the same fashion as before, we

can define a I'(¢)-action on I'(/V) given by
(T-0), =Tz 0z

for all 7 € T'(N), 0 € T'(¥), and z € M. It is straightforward to show that this is

well-defined. We will make use of this action without further mention.
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Remarks 3.11.
Similar to the arguments in [13, §3.2, discussion after Def. 3.2.3, page 131], ®, is given by the

composition of smooth maps

G, > N*x% — N,

g (p,g)—p-g.

The second arrow/map is smooth due to the fact that we have a smooth action; the first one is
smooth because N *x & is the pullback LGB f*@ and the first arrow is precisely the embedding
of &, into f*& as a fibre over p; recall e.g. Cor. 3.1.

For the right-translation r, we proceed in a similar fashion, namely, r, is a composition of

smooth maps

N N+% - N,

P (P, 0fw)) & PO

The first map describes now a section of Nx& = f*& as LGB over N, and thence an embedding.

Thus, smoothness follows again as previously. Similarly, ®. is the composition of maps

€ > Nx% — N,

9+ (Tr(9):9) = Tng) " 95

and the first arrow is clearly a smooth map € — N x & with values in f*& = N %@ which is an
embedded submanifold of N x . Thence, smoothness follows as usual. In fact, ®,|g, = ©-,.
However, for r, smoothness can only be discussed if f~!({z}) is a smooth manifold. That
is for example the case if x is a regular value of f; recall the regular value theorem as cited in
[13, §A.1, Thm. A.1.32, page 611]. This would be the case if e.g. f is a submersion. If z is a
regular value, then f~!({z}) is an embedded submanifold of NV, and r, is a similar composition

of smooth maps as for r, but restricted to f~({z})
FH {2 = (N *9) | poagayy — {2},

p(p,g) = p-g.

Since f~!({z}) is an embedded submanifold, (N * Y)|p-1({zp) s also a fibre bundle, see for
example [13, §4.1, Lemma 4.1.16, page 204], and trivially an embedded submanifold of N % &.
Altogether, the same arguments as for r, apply.

Last but not least, r, is clearly a diffeomorphism with inverse r,-1, where (0*1)36 =0, =
(0;)~1. Similarly for ry, if f~!({z}) is an embedded submanifold (otherwise 7, is just a bijec-
tion). Analogously for I, and [, in case of a left action.

Motivated by the previous remark, it might be useful to require that f is a submersion, or

that IV is actually some bundle over M and f its projection. In fact, this will be the case later.
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3.2. Examples of LGB actions

If M is a point or f a constant map, then we recover the typical notion of a Lie group action

acting on N. Additionally, we have the following examples. The notation will be as in Def. 3.8.

Example 3.12: LGB acting on itself

Each LGB € 5 M acts on itself from the left and right, having N := € and f := 7,
Cx8 =71"% - 7,
(g, h) = gh.

That this satisfies all properties for an LGB action is clear by definition of LGBs; however,
let us give a note about the smoothness of this action. Recall that an LGB is locally
isomorphic to a trivial LGB U x G (U an open subset of M) with its canonical group
multiplication, (x,¢)-(x,q) = (z, gq). Hence, using that the multiplication of G is smooth
and using local LGB trivializations of € and 7% (recall Cor. 3.1 and its proof to show that
m*& is locally diffeomorphic to the product manifold U x G x G), we achieve smoothness

of the @-action on itself because it is locally of the form

UxGxG—UxG,

(z,9,9) — (z,99).

We will also call the @-action on itself the multiplication in &.

Remarks 3.13.

Similarly one can argue that the inverse map ¢ — €, g+ g~ !

, is smooth, too.

Example 3.14: Trivial action, [7, §1.6, special situation of Ex. 1.6.3, page 35|

The projection m; onto the first factor of f*€ > N satisfies the properties of a right

Z-action on N, that is, the action is given by
Nx¥% — N,
(p,g) = p-g=p

That this action satisfies the properties of an action for all f is trivial, hence we call it

the trivial action.
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Example 3.15: Actions of trivial LGBs

Assume that & is trivial, that is & =2 M x G as LGBs, where G is the structural Lie group
of &. In that case, for p € N, the product p - q is only defined if ¢ € & is of the form
(f(p),g), where g € G; for this recall that (p,q) needs to be an element of N %« & = f*&
in order to define (p,q) — p-q. We also have

f*€ =N x G,
the trivial G-LGB over N. Hence, let us define a map by
N xG—= N,
p.9) = p-g=p-(f(p),9)
which is clearly a smooth map since it is a composition of the @-action on N and
NxG— f*g,
(. 9) = (p, f(p), 9)-

The latter is smooth because (p, g) — (p, f(p),g) is a smooth map N x G — N x M x G
and f*Z is an embedded submanifold of N x M x G. Using Def. 3.4, it is trivial to see
that p-e = p, and

I
—
i
=
A=
@
SN—
~—
=
A=

>
N~—

I
5}
S
N~—

>

p-(gh) =p-(f(p),gh)
~—_————
=(f(®),9)-(f(p),h)

for all g,h € G. Hence, we have a G-action on N, and by construction it is equivalent
to the -action on N. Due to the discussion in Rem. 3.6 we can therefore conclude that
every Z-action is locally a typical Lie group action. If f is a submersion, then the action
is also a G-action on each fibre of f.

Observe, that one can therefore recover the notion of Lie group actions not only via
M = {«}, the point manifold, (or equivalently via constant maps f) but also via trivial
LGBs. Translations with constant sections of M x G w.r.t. the action N * & — N are

trivially to be seen as translations with an element of G w.r.t. the action N x G — N.

Hence, if one wants something "truly" new regarding LGB actions, then one has to look at
global structures of non-trivial LGBs and their actions. In fact, the following type of example
can provide such a new structure, which we will understand later once we have introduced the

physical theory.
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Example 3.16: Inner group bundle acting on associated fibre bundles,

[7, §1.6, simplified version of Ex. 1.6.4, page 35]

Let P ™5 M be a principal G-bundle with structural Lie group G over a smooth manifold
M, and recall Ex. 2.12. Furthermore, let F' be another smooth manifold, equipped with
a smooth left G-action ¥ : G x F' — F'. In total we have two associated bundles over M:

G*)CG(P) F—— % =PxyF
lﬂ—cG(P) lﬂ-.‘?
M M

the inner group bundle of P and an associated F-bundle, respectively.

Then we have a left cg(P)-action on F given by
cq(P)* F = mgcq(P) — F,

([p, 9], [p; v]) = [p, ¥ (g, )] = [p- g, 7]

forallpe P, (re M),ge Gand v € F.

Proof.

e We first check again that the action is well-defined, that is, we are going to prove that the
action is independent of the choice of fixed point in P,. Thence, let z € M, p € P, andp’ :=p-¢
be another element of P, where ¢’ € G. Also let [p1,v] € F, and [p2, g] € cg(P)s; then we have
unique elements ¢;, ¢} of G such that (i € {1,2})

Pi =D G, pi=p-q,

especially, it follows ¢; = ¢'q;.

On one hand, if we use p as fixed element of P, to calculate the multiplication, we get

[p2, 9] - [p1, 0] = [P, a0 (9)] - [P, Ular, )] = [P - 5(9), Wlar,v)] = [P~ 45 (9) a1, 0]-

On the other hand, using p’ as a fixed element, we derive, using ¢} = (¢ ) 4,

—1 _
[p2, 9] - [p1,v] = [p’-cq;(g) qi,v} = [p-g/qég(q;) Q'l,v] = [P q299; ' q1,v] =[P cqu(9) 1,0,

which finalizes the argument needed to show that the action is well-defined.

e To show the smoothness of the proposed action we simply use the atlas constructed in the
proof for Thm. 2.9; the idea of the atlas there does not just work for cg(P) but it also serves
for constructing a fibre bundle atlas for & following the same relevant parts of the cited proof.
That is, we will use a principal bundle atlas for P, hence for some U C M open and a local

trivialization ¢y : Py — U X G of P we write

eu(p) = (mp(p), Bu(p))
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for all p € P, where By : Py — G is an equivariant map. Then we have maps ¢, (p) : cq(P)|y —
U x G and ¢g : F|; = U x F given by

beepy ([P 9]) = (mp(P), 5,0 (9)) oz ([p,v]) = (7p(P), Y5, () (V).
with inverses
Seaipy(@:9) = [97' (x,0). 9], O (2,0) = [pp' (x,€),0].

Following the related calculations in the proof for Thm. 2.9 one shows that the proposed action

looks locally like (w.r.t. these maps)

((ﬂ:,g),(ﬂ:,v)) — <m,\I!BU(¢51(x7e)_g)(v)) = (a:,\Ilg(v)),

which is clearly a smooth map.
e Let us now quickly check that the conditions in Def. 3.4 are satisfied. We have

75 ([p, 9] - [p,v]) = 75 ([p, ¥(9,v)]) = 7p(p) = Tei(p) ([P, 9))
forallpe P, (x € M), v € F and g € G, similarly, having additionally h € G,
[, 2] ([p, 9] - [P, 0]) = [P, Wi (P (v))] = [p, Wng(v)] = [, hg] - [p,v] = ([p, 1] [P, g]) - [, 0],
and

[p,e] : [p,v] = [p-e,v] = [p,’U].

Therefore this describes an action. [ |

Remark 3.17: Relation to automorphisms of principal bundles and gauge
transformations

Recall that gauge transformations are related to principal bundle automorphisms f of the
principal bundle P; see e.g. [13, §5.3, Def. 5.3.1, page 256f.] and [13, §5.4, Thm. 5.4.4,
page 273]. That is, f is a diffeomorphism P — P with

7TPOf:]l]\47

flp-9)=1f® -9

for all p € P and g € G. The group of such maps will be denoted by 2« (P). One can
identify such automorphisms with certain G-valued maps on P, following [13, §5.3, Def.
5.3.2 & Prop. 5.3.3, page 266f.]: We define the following set of smooth maps P — G by

C®(P;G)¢ = {o: P — G smooth | a(p- g) = c,-1(c(p)) forallpe P,ge G} .

It is straightforward to check that this is a group w.r.t. pointwise multiplication. Fur-
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thermore, there is a group isomorphism
shit(P) — C=(P;G)C,

fl—>0f,

where o is defined by

f(p) =p-0os(p)

for all p € P; one can prove that this is well-defined.
As argued in [13, §5.3, Thm. 5.3.8, page 269], 94« (P) acts (on the left) on associated fibre
bundles & = P xyg F by

f-p,v] = [f(p);v] = [p- 7 (p), ]

for all [p,v] € F5 (x € M) and f € gkt (P). Therefore one could investigate whether
there is also an action just with an element g of G, basically the restriction of oy onto the
fibre P,. However, the action given by ¢ - [p,v] = [p- g,v] for g € G is in general clearly
only well-defined w.r.t. a change of the representative of [p,v] = [p- ¢, ¥,-1(v)] (¢ € G),
if G is abelian. But one can resolve this by looking at it carefully: The rough idea is that

g basically comes from of(p) in this context, but

op(p-q) = cg-1(a5(p)).

Roughly, while p is multiplied with g, p - ¢ has to be multiplied with ¢~ 'gq. It is easy to
check that this resolves that issue, and the result is precisely the action described in Ex.

3.16. In fact, we have the following proposition:

For the following proposition observe that the (local) sections of an LGB have a group struc-

ture given by pointwise multiplication.

Proposition 3.18: Gauge transformations as sections of the inner LGB,

[7, §1.4, (the last sentence of) Ex. 1.4.7, page 25|

Let P ™5 M be a principal bundle with structural Lie group G over a smooth manifold M.

Then there is a group isomorphism

okt (P) — T'(cq(P)),

f=a
where qy € T'(cq(P)) is defined by

arl, = [p,os(p)]
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for all x € M, where p is any element of P such that mp(p) = x, and o is the element
of C®(P;G)C corresponding to f as introduced in Rem. 3.17.

Remarks 3.19.

As one may guess, I'(cg(P)) is the analogue of C*(M;G)% such that one could ask for a
more direct analogue to 2##(P). Indeed, as argued in [7, §1.3, Prop. 1.3.9, page 20|, cg(P) is
isomorphic to (P Xy P)/G, where P x s P := 75 P, and the G-action is the diagonal action

on P x P. One can prove that an isomorphism is given by

ca(P) = (P xum P)/G,

[pag] = [p’p 'g]'

It is also argued in [7, §1.4, Ex. 1.4.7, page 25] that o#¢(P) is isomorphic to F((P X\ P)/G)
by

st (P) —>F<(P xMP)/G),
f = Ly,
where Ly € F<(P X M P)/G> is given by

L¢l, = [p, f(p)] = [p,p- o¢(p)]

for all x € M, where p is any element of P such that wp(p) = x. This is clearly well-defined,
and, so, while cg(P) is the bundle-analogue of C*°(P;G)“ one can think of (P x P)/G as
the bundle-analogue of g##(P).

However, this description often arises if one wants to use the formalism of groupoids and
algebroids, here especially using the gauge groupoid and Atiyah algebroid induced by P.
These would allow an even more elegant version of the gauge transformations, however, we
intend to write this paper in such a way that there is no need that the reader has knowledge

about those bundle structures. See the cited references for more details in that regard.

Proof of Prop. 3.18.
e Let us first quickly check whether g5 € I'(cq(P)) is well-defined for all f € g(P). For
p € P, (x € M) we have

qrl, = [p,op ()],

If p = p-g (g9 € G) is another element of P, then, using p’ to define ¢y ,

al, = 9.0 9) =[P g.¢1(o7(p)] = [p, o )],
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also using the definition of cg(P), recall Ex. 2.12. It follows that ¢s is well-defined, and it is
clear that gy is smooth.

e We want to show that f ~ gy is a group isomorphism by using that it is a composition of
the group isomorphisms @ (P) — C™(P;G)% as in Rem. 3.17 and

C®(P;G)Y = I'(cq(P)),
o g, (18)

where ¢, is effectively the same definition as g¢f, that is ¢, = [p,o(p)] which is well-defined
by the very same reasons as before. It is only left to show that C®(P;G)¢ — I'(cq(P)) is

a group isomorphism. For injectivity let ¢’ be another element of C*°(P;G)% and assume
[p,o(p)] = [p,o'(p)]. Then

ex = [p,e] = [p.o(p)] - ([p.o' ()])
—

= [p,a(p) (0/(19))71],

such that

so 0 = ¢’ and hence injectivity follows. For surjectivity observe that for a section ¢ € F(CG(P))

we can define a map o : P — G uniquely (unique due to the simply transitive action on P) by
@ = [p,o(p)].
This map satisfies
[p,a(p)]l = [p-g,¢c-1(a(p))] =[p-g,0(p-9)]

for all g € G the last equality implies o(p-g) = Cg-1 (a(p)), which is precisely what we need for
C>®(P;G)%. Tt is only left to show smoothness of o. For an open neighbourhood U C M of
fix a trivialization ¢y : Pl|y — U x G, and we denote

eu(p) = (mp(p'), Bu(¥)))

for all p’ € P, where Sy : Ply — G is an equivariant map, i.e. Sy(p’-g) = Bu(p’) g for all
g € G. As shown in the proof of Thm. 2.9, we have a trivialization of ¢ (P) given by

CG'(P)‘U — U x G,

[P'9] = (7 (V') ca00)(9))-

Applying that trivialization to ¢ we derive that

[P = cau (0(P))]
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is smooth, because ¢ is smooth. Since cg, () is an element of Aut(G), we conclude that o is
smooth. Hence, o € C®(P;G)%, so, Def. (18) is also surjective and thence bijective.

Finally let us show that Def. (18) is a group isomorphism. Let o, 0’ be elements of C*(P; G)%,
then Def. (18) reads

00’ = Qo
with
Yoo’y = [P:0(p) o' (D)] = [0, 0(P)] - [P, 0" (P)] = ol G0l
such that Def. (18) satisfies
o0’ o - Qor.

This concludes the proof. |

4. Lie algebra bundles (LABs)

4.1. Definition

Lie algebras are the infinitesimal version of Lie groups, hence, we expect something similar for
LGBs, the Lie algebra bundles:

Definition 4.1: Lie algebra bundle (LAB), [7, §3.3, Definition 3.3.8, page 104]

Let g be a Lie algebra, and ¢, M be smooth manifolds. A vector bundle

g —¢

|7

M
is called a Lie algebra bundle (LAB) if:

1. g and each fibre g,, x € M, are Lie algebras;

2. there exists a bundle atlas {(U;, ¢;)};c; such that the induced maps

Giz =DPra0 $il,, 1 gz — 9

are Lie algebra isomorphisms, where I is an (index) set, U; are open sets covering
M, ¢; : glu — U x g subordinate trivializations, and pry the projection onto the
second factor. This atlas will be called Lie algebra bundle atlas or LAB atlas.

We often say that ¢ is an LAB (over M), whose structural Lie algebra is either clear
by context or not explicitly needed; and we may also denote LABs by g — ¢ = M.

Of course, we have the typical trivial examples:
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Example 4.2: Trivial examples

We recover the notion of a Lie algebra, if M consist of just one point. Moreover, the
trivial LAB is given as the product manifold g := M x g — M. We have obviously a
canonical smooth field of Lie brackets on this bundle [-,-] , : I'(g) x I'(g) — T'(g), i.e.

[, € F(/\2 2" ® gz) which restricts to the Lie algebra bracket [-,-]; of g on each fibre.
The bracket is given by

(@, X), (@, 7)), = (,1X,Y],)

for all (z,X), (x,Y) € M x g. Smoothness is an immediate consequence.

The definition of LAB morphisms is straight-forward:

Definition 4.3: LAB morphism,

[7, §. 4.3, simplified version of Def. 4.3.1, page 158]

Let ¢ "™ M and A 8 N be two LGBs over two smooth manifolds M and N. An LAB
morphism is a pair of smooth maps F': # — ¢ and f: N — M such that

rp0F = fomg, (19)
F' linear, (20)
F(lg.dls,) = [F(9). F(a)l,,,, (21)

for all g,q € % (p € N), where [-,-], and [, ']ﬁf(m are Lie brackets of %, and gy,
respectively. We also say that F' is an LAB morphism over f. If N = M and f = idyy,
then we often omit mentioning f explicitly and just write that F' is a (base-preserving)
LAB morphism.

We speak of an LAB isomorphism (over f) if F' is a diffeomorphism.

Remark 4.4: Smooth field of Lie brackets

We have similar remarks as in Rem. 2.5. Additionally, we have locally a canonical smooth

field of Lie brackets which restricts to a Lie bracket on each fibre because every LAB is
locally isomorphic to a trivial LAB as in Ex. 4.2. Define a field of Lie brackets [, ]

[(g) x T(g) » T(g), ie. [, €T (A’ 2" ® ¢), by

g

[X,Y], = [X,Y],, (22)

for all X,Y € g, (x € M). Using a local trivialization, this bracket is locally of the form
as in Rem. 2.5 such that smoothness follows.

In fact, as also argued in [2, §16.2, Example 2, page 114; but speaking in the context
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of Lie algebroids there, a generalization of LABs], every vector bundle equipped with a
smooth field of Lie brackets is an LAB.

Endomorphisms of a vector bundle are of course another important example of LABs.

Example 4.5: Endomorphisms of a vector bundle, [7, §3.3, part of Ex. 3.3.4]

Let V' — M be a vector bundle, and denote with End(V') — M its bundle of fibre-wise
endomorphisms (its sections are the base-preserving bundle endomorphisms of V'). This

is clearly an LAB whose field of Lie brackets is given by the commutator.

As we have seen for LGBs, the pullback of LABs is again an LAB.

Corollary 4.6: Pullbacks of LABs are LABs, [14, §3, Thm. 3.2]

Let M, N be smooth manifolds, g = M an LAB over M and f : N — M a smooth map.
Then the pullback vector bundle f*g has a unique (up to isomorphisms) LAB structure
such that the projection mo : f*g — g onto the second factor is an LAB morphism over
[ with malz : (f*g)e = g(w) being a Lie algebra isomorphism for all z € N.

Proof.

Either prove this similarly as Cor. 3.1 (by also using a similar statement already known for the
pullbacks of vector bundles), or observe that the pullback f* ([, ] g) of the field of Lie brackets
[, ] 2 On g as a section is clearly also a smooth field of Lie brackets on f*g with same structural

Lie algebra g. |

Definition 4.7: Pullback LAB

Let M, N be smooth manifolds, ¢ — M an LGB over M and f : N — M a smooth map.
Then we call the LAB structure on f*¢g as given in Cor. 4.6 the pullback LAB of g
(under f).

By writing f*¢ we will often refer to this structure without further mention.

4.2. From LGBs to LABs

Let us now quickly discuss how LLGBs and LABs are related; it is very similar to the relation of
Lie groups and algebras, now somewhat fibre-wise. We will follow the style of [13, §1.5.2, page
40ff.] and [7, §3.5, page 119ff.]; our approach will be using left-invariant vector fields but the
mentioned latter reference actually uses right-invariant vector fields.

Let us start with introducing the basic notations.
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Definition 4.8: Left and right translation and conjugation,

[13, §1.5, similar notation to Def. 1.5.3, page 40]

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M. For g € &, (x € M) we define the
following maps:
o Left translation given by
Ly:9, =+ %,
h +— gh.
o Right translation given by
Ry: %, — %,
h — hg.
o Conjugation given by
Cq: Gy — Gy,
h— ghg™!.

Remarks 4.9.

By definition of &, all these maps are smooth. Furthermore, they clearly satisfy the typical
properties as known for these maps since &, is a Lie group for all x € M; for reference about
their basic properties see for example [13, §1.5, Lemma 1.5.5, page 40f.].

The left and right translations of Def. 4.8 and 3.8 align, and thus the smoothness concerns as
mentioned in the last part of Rem. 3.11 for right translations rqy = Ry (9 € €, € M) do not
arise. Moreover, while the conjugation ¢4 is a Lie group automorphism of &, it describes an
LGB automorphism of & if extended to sections; following [7, §1.4, Def. 1.4.6 and its discussion
afterwards, page 24f.]. That is for o € I'(¥) we define the conjugation ¢, as a smooth map by

g — G,

¢ co(q) = (Lo © Ro-1)(q) = (Ry=1 0 Lo)(q) = Onq) "4 O yy-

It is clear that c,(gq) = ¢;(9) - ¢ (q) for all g, q € &€ with 7(g) = 7(q), and that a smooth inverse
is given by c,-1; thence, ¢, is an LGB isomorphism of & on itself, an automorphism, in sense of
Def. 2.4. It is also trivial to check that we have ¢,., = ¢, o ¢, where 7 is another section of .

Analogously we defined R, as r, of Def. 3.8; with the capital letter we put an emphasis on

that the &-action acts on & itself. Similarly for left translations.

Since these are diffeomorphism of the fibres, it makes sense to say that a left-invariant vector
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field of € has to be a vertical vector field, that is, it is in the kernel of D, the total differ-
ential /tangent map of the projection of & 5 M. For this recall that there is the notion of
a vertical bundle for fibre bundles F 2 M (as e.g. introduced in [13, §5.1.1, for principal
bundles, but it is straightforward to extend the definitions; page 258ff.]), which is defined as a
subbundle VF — F of the tangent bundle TF — F given as the kernel of Dw : TF — TM.
The fibres V,F of VF at v € F are then given by

VvF = Tvaa

where x = w(v) € M and F, is the fibre of F' at z. F, is an embedded submanifold of F
thence, by definition a section X € I'(VF') restricts to a vector field on the fibres, that is,

In our case F' = &, hence F, = €, is a Lie group, so, the vertical bundle just consists of the
tangent bundles of Lie groups of all fibres. All of these are generated by their Lie algebra at
ez, the identity element of &,. Hence, it is natural to guess that the LAB for & will be V¥€|,,,,
where ey is the image of M under the identity/neutral section of &, thus, an embedding of M
into €. Therefore V&|.,, is a fibre bundle by [13, §4.1, Lemma 4.1.16, page 204], and clearly a
vector bundle. Equivalently, since the identity section e is an embedding, we think of V€|, as
the pullback vector bundle e*V&, which is conveniently a vector bundle over M.

Hence, let us now show that & will be related to ¢*V¥ similar to how a Lie group will be

related to its Lie algebra.

Definition 4.10: Left-invariant vector fields on LGBs,

[7, §3.5, special situation of Def. 3.5.2, page 120]

Let € = M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M. A vector field X € X(9) is a

left-invariant vector field if

1. X is vertical, that is,
X eT'(Ve),
2. X is invariant under the left-multiplication on each fibre, i.e.
DyLy(Xg) = Xgq
for all ¢, g € €., where z == 7(g) = 7(q).

The set of all left-invariant vector fields on € will be denoted by L(¥%).

Remarks 4.11.
Observe that the second point in the definition is well-defined because X is a vertical vector field;
that is, recall that L, : &, — &, such that DyL, : Ty%, — Tyy%;, hence, DyL,: V,& — V7.
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Remark 4.12: Abstract notation 1

Since X is vertical, recall that we can view the restriction of X onto a fibre as a vector
field on that fibre, i.e.

&, is a Lie group and left translations are diffeomorphisms on it, hence, the left-invariance

can also be written as
DLy(Xlg,) = Ly(X]g,)- (23)

For this recall that DL, € Ql(?x;LZT?x) for the left hand side, and that Lj is the
pullback of sections on the right hand side, that is, L;(X|g,) € T (L;T?x). Furthermore,
X|g, is therefore a left-invariant vector field on &, as Lie group. Which is why one may
also define the left-invariance of X as a vector field on & by saying that it has to restrict

to a left-invariant vector field on each fibre in the usual sense of Lie groups.

One quickly shows that this is a Lie subalgebra of X(¥%).

Lemma 4.13: Closure of Lie bracket for left-invariant vector fields,

[7, §3.5, special situation of Lemma 3.5.5, page 122]

Let € 5 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M. Then L(¥) is a Lie subalgebra of

Proof.
Let X,Y € L(¥), then we need to show

D ([X,Y]) =0,
and if this holds, then we also need to derive
DyLy([X,Y1l,) = [X. V]|,

One can either immediately show these directly by using statements like [13, Proposition A.1.49;
page 615], which essentially describes how the Lie bracket of vector fields react under push-
forwards. Or use the knowledge about Lie groups, recall Rem. 4.12: Each fibre &, is an em-
bedded submanifold of &€ and both, X|¢, and Ylg_, are vector fields of this submanifold. Thus,
(X|e,,Y]s,] !p has values in T, &, for all p € &,. Especially,

g, € X(%).

Because of this and since X|g, and Y|g, are left-invariant vector fields of €, (a Lie group),

left-invariance of [X|g,,Y|g, ]|, follows, and thus the statement. [ |

G
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Of course, elements of L(¥) are determined by their values at eps, as already suggested

previously. Let us show this now; starting with a small auxiliary result.

Corollary 4.14: L(€) a C°°(M)-module,

[7, §3.5, comment before Lemma 3.5.5, page 122]

Let € = M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M. Then L(%) is a C*°(M)-module

under the multiplication

fX=rfX

for all f € C*°(M) and X € L(Z).

Proof.
Obviously, fX € I'(VZ) since

Dr(fX)=Dn(r"f X)=n"f Dr(X) =0.

Furthermore, fX|g, (z € M) is left-invariant over &, since X|g, is left-invariant and f|g,

f(z) € R. Thence, fX € L(%).

Corollary 4.15: L(€) as sections of e*VZ,
[7, §3.5, comment before Lemma 3.5.5, page 122; parts of Cor.

3.5.4, page 121]

Let € 5 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and denote with e the identity section
of €. Then we have an isomorphism of C°°(M)-modules

L(%) —»T(e*VE),
X = e X.
The inverse of this map is given by
[e'Vve) - L(¥),
vi— X,
where X,, is given by
XV’g = De, Ly (pl"2(1/a:))

for all g € € and x = w(g), where pry is the projection onto the second component in
e*Vg.
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Remark 4.16: Abstract notation 2

Since e*VZ = VZ|.,, is a very natural isomorphism, we will often just write
XV|g = De, Lg(va),

omitting pry and using that natural isomorphism without further mention.
Also recall that we can actually define a left translations by (local) sections of €, i.e. for

o € I'(¢) we define the left translation L, as a map by

g — g,

9 Or(q) " q-

This map is a diffeomorphism, and restricts to the fibres &, as embedded submanifolds to
the map L,,; we discussed this in more generality in Rem. 3.11. Observe that for vertical
vector fields Y € I'(VE) we have

d

DqLo(Yq) = & .
t=

(Laﬂ(q) © ’)’) = DyLy(Yy)

(Loov) = —
t=0

where g = 0, and v : [ — %) (I an open interval containing 0) is a curve with
v(0) = ¢ and d/dt|;—oy = Y;. Therefore L, restricts onto vertical vector fields and is then
just the left translation via an element in the fibre over a fixed base point. In total one

can then introduce the brief notation
X, 00 =DL,(v) =DLs|¢,, (v) =DLs ov.

However, be careful, in general one cannot simply replace L, with L, even if o4 = g.
This only works with respect to vertical tangent vectors; once horizontal parts play a role
things change, L, is a priori not even defined then. Once we turn to the definition of

horizontal distributions we will come back to this.

. J

Proof of Cor. J.15.
This map is clearly C°°(M)-linear, especially due to

e (fX)=e"(n"f X)=(f ow) X =feX
=1y
for all f € C*°(M) and X € L(¥); for this recall Cor. 4.14.

We essentially only need to show that the suggested inverse v — X, is well-defined. First
of all, that X, is vertical and left-invariant is clear by construction; v, (z € M) is an element
of the Lie algebra of &,, and thus X,|g, is a left-invariant vector field on &,. X is therefore
an element of L(Z) once we know that X is smooth. We show smoothness similar as in [13,
§1.5, proof of Lemma 1.5.13, page 42]: Denote the multiplication in € by p: €« & — €. Then
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observe that (0g4,v,) (04 € T4, g € G, the zero vector field 0 on T) is an element of
T(¢ )
={(Y,2) | Y € T,;9,Z € TG with Dyn(Y) = Dyn(Z), where q,h € & with 7(q) = n(h)}

because v, € Vez?.z Therefore we can calculate

d
dt

d
(g ' ’Y) = a (Lg O’Y) = Deng(VJ:) = Xu‘g7

t=0

D(g,ez)ﬂ(ogy Vm) =
t=0

where v : I — &, (I an open interval containing 0) is a curve with v(0) = e, and d/dt|;—oy = vs.

Since p is smooth, Dy is smooth, and thus

g —->T(E€x9),

g+ (Dpo(0,vx))|, = Digeni(0g: Va(g)) = Xolg

is smooth, also using the smoothness of v, 7 and g + 0,.

Finally, that ¢ : L(¥) — T'(e*V¥Z), X — e*X, is bijective is also clear, similar to typical
gauge theory; we know that X|g_ is a left-invariant vector field on &, by Rem. 4.12. Hence, for
g € gilh

(X‘?z)’g = D¢, Lg(Xe,) = De, Lg(e" X|2).
This is precisely the structure of the suggested inverse, that is,
X = Xesx = (Y0 9)(X),

where ¢ : T'(e*VE) — L(%),v — X,. Hence, injectivity follows; surjectivity simply follows
similarly by
(pop)(V)|z = "Xy, = De, Le, (vz) = 13
——

=lv., ¢
for all v € T'(e*VZ) and € M. This finishes the proof. |

This result shows the typical statement about that elements of L(¥) are uniquely determined

by their values at eps. It immediately follows, too, that:

2If it is not clear how to derive the tangent bundle of € * €, then see later when we will discuss it in a more

general manner. However, essentially recall that & « ¥ = 7 Z.
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Corollary 4.17: LGBs induce an LAB structure,
[7, §3.5, simplified version of the discussion after Cor. 3.5.4,

page 121ff.]

Let G - & — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and denote with e the identity
section of €. Then g = e*V& — M admits the structure as an LAB with structural Lie
algebra g, the Lie algebra of G, and the fibres g, (v € N ) are the Lie algebras of €. The
field of Lie algebra brackets [-,-] , is given by

v, uly = e ([Xo, X,)

for allv,p € I'(e*VE), where X,,, X, are elements of L(%) as given in Cor. 4.15. Point-

wise
[an ,ux]g = [Xll7 Xu] ‘6@«

forallx € M.

Proof.
As already discussed e*V& is a vector bundle. The fibres are given by

dr = Tezgm = TeGG =49

for all x € M, where we used that &, is isomorphic to G as a Lie group whose neutral element
we denoted formally by eq. All fibres are Lie algebras of the fibre Lie group, isomorphic to g. By
construction, the Lie bracket is precisely the Lie bracket isomorphic to the one of g, and [, -] 418
smooth. Therefore we conclude that ¢ is an LAB with structural Lie algebra g. Alternatively

see [7, §3.5, Ex. 3.5.12, page 126] for an explicit construction of an LAB atlas. |

Definition 4.18: The LAB of an LGB,

[7, §3.5, special situation of Def. 3.5.1, page 120]

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and denote with e the identity section
of €. Then we define the LAB g of € as the vector bundle e*V&.

In the following ¢ will usually denote the LAB of €.

Example 4.19: Endomorphisms of a vector bundle as LAB of fibre-wise auto-

morphisms

Recall Ex. 2.6 and 4.5. For a vector bundle V' — M one can show that the LAB of Aut(V)
is given by End(V'); the proof is precisely as for the automorphisms and endomorphisms
of a vector space as in [13, §1.5.4, page 45ff.], just canonically extended to a bundle

language.
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Example 4.20: Associated LAB

We discussed associated LGBs in Subsection 2.2. So, let G, H be Lie groups, P — M a
principal G-bundle over a smooth manifold M, and 1 a G-representation on H. Then we
have the associated LGB # = P x, H.

Also recall Remark 2.8, ¢, = [g — De 14| is a G-representation on b, the Lie algebra
of H, where eq is the neutral element of G. Hence, we also have the associated bundle
V=P xy, b

It is now natural to guess that % is the LAB of #, and this is indeed the case, we will
give a sketch; the proof’s construction is similar to [7, §3.1, Prop. 3.1.4, page 90]; also
recall the short introduction of associated bundles at the beginning of Subsection 2.2. For
x € M we have the fibre #, = P, x,;, H which is isomorphic to H as a Lie group by
H > h +— [p,h] for a fixed p € P,. Thus the complete flow of an LAB element of # (in
the fibre over z) is equivalent to [p,+] where v : R — H, t s e*X, for an X € h. Thus,
we can already conclude that the fibre of the LAB of # over x is isomorphic to h = %4,
as Lie algebra. By the definition of # we also have

[p,7] =[p- 9,94 0]

for all g € G. Denoting [-,-] = 7 we get infinitesimally

D(p,eH)W(pv X) = D(p-g,eH)ﬂ_(p 9, De@/)g(X))y

where ey is the neutral element of H. One can trivially check that this gives an equivalence
relation on P, x b, precisely the one we need for /4. It finally follows that the LAB of &
is given by 4.

As a special example, the LAB of the inner group bundle cg(P), Ex. 2.12, is the adjoint
bundle Ad(P) of P, Ad(P) := P xaq ¢, where Ad is the adjoint representation of G.
This is also a special example of the generalized Atiyah sequence (of both, a short exact

sequence of Lie groupoids and algebroids) in [7, §3.5, Def. 3.5.19, page 130].

4.3. Vertical Maurer-Cartan form of LGBs

As one may expect, the last result gives hints about the vertical bundle structure of &; this can
be shown with the Maurer-Cartan form on LGBs, which we will call vertical Maurer-Cartan
form. It will be clear later why we choose to add this adjective; however, as a first argument

recall Rem. 4.16, especially the last paragraph.

Corollary 4.21: Well-definedness of the vertical Maurer-Cartan form

Let € 5 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M. Define the following map

(1)) = (DyLy1) (v)

51



4. Lie algebra bundles (LABs) Simon-Raphael Fischer

for all g € @ and v € V;&G. Then this map is an element of [(V*¢ @ 1*g), where V*&
is the dual bundle of VE.

Proof.
Observe that

DgLy-1: V4G = Ve, & = (17g),

where z = 7(g) and e, is the neutral element of &,. Smoothness follows similarly to the
smoothness of left-invariant vector fields, that is, denote with ® the multiplication € *+ & — &

and recall the arguments and the notation in the proof of Cor. 4.15. We have
T(¢ x @)
={(Y,2)|Y € T,8,Z € T},% with Dyn(Y') = Dyn(Z), where ¢,h € & with 7(q) = w(h)}
and thus
(0,-1,v) € T(¥ % F)

where 0 is the zero vector field, v € V,% and g € &. Therefore we can calculate

_d
Cdt

_d
Cdt

D( -1 )<I>(0g_1,v)

. (7" )

(B107) =DyLy () = ps (v)

g 9

where 7 : I — &, (I an open interval containing 0, and x := 7(g)) is a curve with v(0) = g
and d/dt|—oy = v. Denote with 07! the vector field on & given by g — 0,-1 and with (-1 the

contraction with 071, that is,
(1g-1D®)] == Dgr ) ®(0g1,°) = V4 3 v = Dy ) ®(0y1,0) | = pig
for all g € &, using the structure of T(Z % &). Thus, we get in total that
pe = 1p-1DP e (V& @ *yg),

using the smoothness of all involved parts, especially that ® is smooth, hence also D® is smooth
as an element of Q1(% x &; ®*%). [

Definition 4.22: Vertical Maurer-Cartan form of LGBs,

[13, generalization of Def. 3.5.2, page 148]

Let € 5 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M. The map defined in Cor. 4.21 is
the vertical Maurer-Cartan form pg, i.e. defined to be an element of I'(V*@ ® n*g)
given by

(1g)g(v) = (DgLy-1)(v)
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for all g € @ and v € V&, where V*¥ is the dual bundle of VZ.

Remark 4.23: Recovering of the classical definition

Observe that ugl|g, (z € M) is the typical Maurer-Cartan form of &,, hence, ug restricts

to the Maurer-Cartan form of Lie groups on each fibre.
Also recall Subsection 1.1, we have a 1:1 correspondence of pg to the following commuting

diagram

ve 2, 4

o

A—_— /)

which is the same diagram as in [7, §3.5, special situation of Prop. 3.5.3, page 121].

We can finally finish the discussion about the vertical bundle of an LGB.

Corollary 4.24: Vertical tangent space of &,

[7, §3.5, a reformulation of Prop. 3.5.3, page 121]

Let € 5 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M. Then we have an isomorphism of

vector bundles

V& 2 r*g.

Remarks 4.25.
Observe that by Cor. 4.6 we then know that V& admits a unique LAB structure such that
V& = n*g is an isomorphism of LABs. This statement is also not in contradiction with

g = e*VZ (e the identity section of &), because
VG Ze'n"g = (moe)'g = g.

By this we also know that V& is trivial if and only if ¢ is trivial; as also argued in [7, §3.5,
discussion after Cor. 3.5.4, page 121]. Compare this result with TG = G x g, where G is a
Lie group with Lie algebra g. We recover this result by restricting to the Lie group fibres &,
(x € M), that is,

V&g, =TE, =28, X g, =7"gle,.

Last but not least, sections of V& are therefore generated by sections of ¢, the left-invariant

vector fields.

Proof of Cor. .24.
This can be quickly shown by recalling Rem. 4.23, that is, we have the following commuting

diagram
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v 5 4

L

g —"—> M
where pg is defined as in Def. 4.22, and ug restricts to the Maurer-Cartan form of €, (x € M)
on each fibre of &; especially, ug : V& — g is a fibre-wise isomorphism (since DL -1 is an
isomorphism). Hence, as described in Subsection 1.1, ug as an element of I'(V*& @ 7*%), i.e. a

vector bundle morphism V& — n*g (linearity of ug is clear), is a vector bundle isomorphism.
This finishes the proof. |

4.4. Exponential map of LGBs

By Remark 4.12 it is clear that we have a natural exponential map, just given by the fibre-wise
exponential. If one is interested into a more general exponential map, then see [7, §3.6, page
132ff.]. However, since our situation is much simpler, we quickly finish this discussion just making
use of the already existing exponential map in each fibre; a straightforward generalization on

results as provided in [13, §1.7, page 55fF.].

Definition 4.26: Exponential map,

[7, §3.6, second part of Ex. 3.6.2, page 133f.]

Let & —+ M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and g — M its LAB. Then we define
the exponential map exp : g — & by

exp(X) =eX = expg_(X)

for all z € M and X € g,, where expg_ is the exponential map of the Lie group &, as
e.g. provided in [12, §1.7, Def. 1.7.6, page 57]. Its extension to sections, also denoted by
exp : I'(g) — I'(¥), is canonically given by

exp(v)], = exp(vs)

for all z € M and v € I'(g).
Usually, the LGB is given by context, otherwise we will denote the exponential map by

expg instead.

The exponential map is well-defined, especially it is smooth because it describes the flow of
left-invariant vector fields as it also happens for Lie groups; see for example [13, Prop. 1.7.12,
page 58] for the Lie group statement. Also recall Cor. 4.15, we denote left-invariant vector fields
by X, where v € I'(g) due to the 1:1 correspondence of L(€) and I'(g).
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Corollary 4.27: The exponential map as flow of L(%),

[7, discussion at the beginning of §3.6, Prop. 3.6.1 and its

discussion afterwards; page 132f.]

Let € 5 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and ¢ — M its LAB. Then the flow
of a left-invariant vector field X, € L(€) (v € T'(g)) is a complete flow ¢ : R x & — &
given by

(t,g) =g -
for allt € R and g € €. FEspecially, the map
RxM—g,
(t,z) — e=

18 smooth.

Proof.

As mentioned in Remark 4.12, X, is a vertical vector field so that X, |4 is a left-invariant vector
field of the Lie group &, for all z € M. X, |y is the left-invariant vector field in &, related to
vy € g4 by Cor. 4.15, and the flow ¢, of X, |g is well-known, as e.g. in [13, §1.7, Prop. 1.7.12,
page 58], that is,

R x & — &,

(tvg) = ¢$(t79) = g Xpg, (tl/m),

where expg_ is the exponential map of &,. Since this works for all fibres &, we get by Def. 4.26
that the flow ¢ of X, is complete and given by

$(t,g) =g-e"@
forall t € R and g € €. We also have
et — e - etet) = g1, ¢,)

for all t € R and 2 € M, such that smoothness of (¢, z) — e= follows as composition of smooth

maps. |

Remark 4.28: Simplifying notation related to the exponential map

Due to Def. 4.26 we recover a lot of the typical properties of the exponential map as in [13,

§1.7, Prop. 1.7.9, page 57], if we understand these properties point-wise. Recall Remark
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3.10, then for example

e(t+s)u N 7 2N 1
for all t,s € R and v € I'(g). As in [7, §3.6, discussion after Prop. 3.6.1, page 133], we
say that R ¢ — e’ is smooth in the sense of the second statement of Cor. 4.27, and by

construction we have

d tv, d tv,
Up = — T o= — [t|—>e T]
dt|,_, dt|,_,
for all x € M, so that we also write
v = g tv
dtf,_g

Since all of this is rather natural, we will make use of that without further mention.

\. J

This discussion also highlights that one could understand the infinite-dimensional Lie algebra
I'(g) as the Lie algebra of the infinite-dimensional Lie group I'(¥¢); thus, one could construct
the LABs of LGBs by starting in that fashion, and then g is constructed by making use of the

1:1 correspondence of vector bundles and locally free sheaf of modules of constant rank.

4.5. LABs of pullback LGBs

We are going to define LGB representations and corresponding LAB representations. Since
group representation are a special form of actions, we will have something similar in the case
of LGB representations. Since actions are defined as maps on a pullback of an LGB &, which
is also an LGB by Cor. 3.1, we expect that the corresponding LAB representation is related to
the LAB of the pullback of €. It is natural to think of this LAB as the pullback of ¢, which is
also an LAB by Cor. 4.6:

Corollary 4.29: LAB of pullback LGB is pullback LAB,

[14, §3, Thm. 3.5, page 21]

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and let f : N — M be a smooth
map defined on another smooth manifold N. Then the LAB of f*€ is isomorphic to the
pullback LAB f*g.

Proof.
By Cor. 3.1 we know that mo : f*& — &, the projection onto the second factor, is an LGB

morphism over f,
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e 2, @

|

N

and it is fibre-wise a Lie group isomorphism such that

D(p7ez)7'l’2 ey = Ga

is a Lie algebra isomorphism for all p € N, where e, is the neutral element of &, for z := f(p),
and 7% and ¢ are the LABs of f*& and &, respectively; for all of that recall that ( f*?)p and
g, are Lie groups. Hence, we have a vector bundle morphism over f given by the following
commuting diagram

T2

D
o
_—

% q
N—T1 s m

which describes fibre-wise a Lie algebra isomorphism, where

D(ILN,ef)ﬂ—Q = Dmy 0 (]IN, ef) = [N Sp D(p,ef(p))TFQ .

By our notes in Subsection 1.1, we therefore achieve an LAB isomorphism % — f*g. |

Remark 4.30: LAB of f*@

Since this isomorphism is very natural, we always use that identification and will refer to
f*g as the LAB of f*&.

With this we can quickly show the following familiar result.

Corollary 4.31: Differentials of LGB morphisms are LAB morphisms,

[7, §3.5, section about morphisms, page 124f.]

Let  — N and & — M be two LGBs over two smooth manifolds N and M, and we
denote with % and g the LABs of # and &, respectively. Furthermore, assume that we
have an LGB morphism F : % — & over a smooth map f: N — M. Then

DF|,: % — g

is an LAB morphism over f.

Proof.

Again by our notes in Subsection 1.1, we can view F as a base-preserving LGB morphism
F % — f*€, since f*% is an LGB whose structure is naturally inherited by & as given in
Cor. 3.1; similarly for its LAB by Cor. 4.6. Thus, it is fibre-wise a Lie group morphism, and its
tangent map restricted to Z = e*V# (e the identity section of #) gives therefore fibre-wise a
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Lie algebra morphism. Thus, DF'|, : # — f*g is an LAB morphism (using Cor. 4.29), and can
be seen as an LAB morphism #Z — ¢ over f. Alternatively, it is straightforward and trivial to
show it directly. |

5. LGB actions, part Il

Finally, we come to the last part of the basics for LGBs and their notions needed.

5.1. LGB and LAB representations

As usual, representations are a special type of group action, with an infinitesimal analogue.

Definition 5.1: LGB representations,
[7, §1.7, special situation of the remark before Def. 1.7.1, page

43]

Let € = M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, V 2 M be a vector bundle, and
assume that we have a left @-action on V, U : @ %V = p*& — V. Then we say that ¥

is a -representation on V if it is linear, that is,
\Il(ga OH}) - O‘\I/(gv 'U)a
¥(g,v+w) =¥(g,v) + ¥(g,w)

for all @ € R, and (g,v), (g, w) € & % V. In alignment with previous notations we may

also write W(g,v) = ¥,4(v), or ¥(g,v) =g v.

Remarks 5.2.
Observe that (g,v) € € * V means that p(v) = 7(g), same for (g, w). Hence, given a base point
in x € M, the pairs (g,v) in & V‘p—l({$}) are given by elements g € &, and v € V.. By Def.

3.4 we also have

p(¥(g,v)) = 7(g) = p(v) = =.

Thence, linearity of W is well-defined. In fact, observe that € « V = p*& = 7*V as fibre bundle,
therefore & x V carries not only the structure of an LGB but also of a vector bundle. That is,

we have the following commuting diagram

gxV T g
Jpr |7
V —— M
the horizontal arrows describe the vector bundle structure (viewing & % V' as the vector bundle
7*V'), and the vertical ones the LGB structure (viewing € * V as the LGB p*¥), where pr;
(i € {1,2}) are the projections onto the i-th component.
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By fixing a base point x € M we clearly have the typical notion of a &,-representation on
V. Equivalently, we could therefore obviously define LGB representations as a base-preserving
LGB morphism ¥ : & — Aut(V) as also in [7, §1.7, Def. 1.7.1, page 43].

Corollary 5.3: LGB representations as LGB morphisms,

[7, §1.7, Prop. 1.7.2, page 43]

Let © — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, V — M be a vector bundle. Then
every & -representation V : & xV — V is equivalent to a base-preserving LGB morphism
U: & — Aut(V), related by

U (g,v) = ¥(g)(v)

forallge &, (xe M) andv € V,.

Remarks 5.4.

We will usually denote both interpretations with the same notation.

Proof of Cor. 5.5.

This is an immediate consequence of Def. 5.1 and 3.4. ¥ is smooth if and only if U is smooth;
this is due to the fact that the LGB atlas of Aut(V) is inherited by an atlas of V' as constructed
in Ex. 2.6, and due to that & %V is an embedded submanifold of & x V. |

Example 5.5: Recovering Lie group representations on vector spaces

Similarly as to Ex. 3.15, if & = M X G is a trivial LGB over M, G its structural Lie
group, and V = M x W a trivial vector bundle with structural vector space W, then W is
equivalent to a G-representation on W. Backwards, every Lie group representation gives

a representation of trivial LGBs on trivial vector bundles.

Also recall Ex. 2.6: We can similarly construct another LGB needed for the adjoint represen-

tation.

Example 5.6: Another LGB example: Automorphisms of LABs,

[7, §1.7, special situation of Ex. 1.7.12, page 46|

Let ¢ be an LAB over the smooth manifold M. We denote with Aut(g) — M the bundle
of fibre-wise Lie algebra automorphisms of g, where the sections of Aut(g) are the base-
preserving LAB automorphisms of g. As in Ex. 2.6 one can show Aut(g) is an LGB by
using LAB trivializations of g instead of vector bundle trivializations.

The notation of Aut(g) may be confusing with the notation as for vector bundles. We
usually refer to this LAB automorphism when speaking of LABs and state it explicitly if

we just mean the vector bundle version.
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For the next major example of an LGB representation recall Def. 4.8.

Example 5.7: Adjoint LGB representation,

[7, §3.5, special situation of Prop. 3.5.20, page 131]

For g € &, (x € M) we have the conjugation ¢, which is a &,-automorphism. In the usual
way we define the adjoint representation of ¥ as a base-preserving LGB morphism
¢ — Aut(g) by

Ad, =D, ¢y

forallg € &, (x € M).
That this is a &-representation on ¢ follows quickly: By construction Ad, € Aut(g,) =
Aut(g)|, so that the adjoint representation is clearly well-defined. As in the Lie group

case, due to the fact that cgq = ¢4 0 ¢4 for all g,q € G, and c4(e;) = e, we have
Adgg = De, (cg 0 cq) = De,cg 0 De,cqg = Adg 0 Ad,.

Smoothness could either be shown in a bit more generalized way than the proof in [13,
§2.1, Thm. 2.1.45, page 101f.], but that would be a bit tedious; instead let us use the
already-known smoothness of the adjoint representation in each fibre. Fix an open subset
U of M such that € and g are trivial, that is, €|y 2 U x G and ¢g|y 2 U x g as LGB
and LAB, respectively, where G is the structural Lie group with its Lie algebra g. Then
also clearly Aut(g)|y = U x Aut(g) as LGBs. By construction we then have w.r.t. these

trivializations
Ad(,g) = (m,Dchg) = (m,Ad?)

for all (z,g) € U x G, where Adg : G — Aut(g) is the adjoint representation of G' on g.
Smoothness now follows trivially by the canonical manifold structure of product manifolds
and the smoothness of Ad®.

Infinitesimally, we have LAB actions and representations; recall Cor. 4.6.

Definition 5.8: LAB actions,

[7, §4.1, reformulated version for LABs of Def. 4.1.1, page 149]

Let M, N be smooth manifolds, ¢ = M an LAB, and f : N — M a smooth map. Then

a g-action on N is a base-preserving vector bundle morphism
f*g = TN,

v p(v),
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satisfying
Dfop=0 (24)
and such that the induced map
I(g) = T(f"g) = X(N),
o= [ p(f* )
is a homomorphism of Lie algebras, that is,
p( (1) ) = [ots 1207w (29)

for all u,n € T'(g).

Remarks 5.9.

For the readers familiar with Lie algebroids, especially action Lie algebroid structures on trivial
LABs, Eq. (25) should look familiar; in fact, as shown in [7, §4.1, Prop. 4.1.2, page 149f.], given
an LAB action one can construct a Lie algebroid structure on f*g. This leads to an action Lie

algebroid structure on a possibly non-trivial bundle.

As for Lie group and algebra actions, an LGB action induces an LAB action.

Lemma 5.10: LGB actions induce LAB actions,

[7, §4.1, special situation of Thm. 4.1.6, page 152]

Let M, N be smooth manifolds, € = M an LGB over M and f : N — M a smooth map.
Then any right €-action ® : N x & = f*& — N on N induces a g-action p on N by

p = D@|f*g’
i.e.
p1) =Dy, )20

foralln e (f*g)p, (b€ N).

Remarks 5.11.
Similarly to the discussion as in [13, §3.4, page 141ff.], one can show the same for left actions,

but one has to use the multiplication with the inverse, that is,

p = Do

f*q’
where

® :%xN — N,
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(9.p) =g " p.
Proof of Lemma 5.10.
We generalize the proof as provided in [13, §3.4, proof of Prop. 3.4.4, page 144f.]. Observe that

we have

p(p,v) =D )2(p,v) € TN

(pvef(p)

for all (p,v) € f*g, and thus describes a base-preserving vector bundle morphism f*g — TN.
We can rewrite Eq. (13) to

fO‘I):T('OpI‘f*?,

where prf "Y is the projection onto the second factor in f*& C N x &. Thence, we have

Dfop:DfoD‘I>|f*g:D(fo‘1>)

frg = <D7T o Dprg*?> ‘f*g = D7T|g o prg*g =0,
making use of that g consists of vertical vectors, and where prg*g is the projection onto the
second factor in f*g C N X g.

The proof of Eq. (25) is as straightforward as usual, as a quick argument for the experi-
enced reader observe that Eq. (15) and (14) imply that ® induces a Lie group homomorphism
I'(¢) — Diff (M) (Diff the group of diffeomorphisms) so that we have the desired Lie algebra

homomorphism on an infinitesimal scale.® Let u,v € T'(g), then we know that
D@ (), DE(f)] = DO ([, ¥, )

if we can show that D®(f*u) and D®(f*v) are ®-related to f*u and f*v, respectively; this is
a common procedure, see for example [13, §A.1, Prop. A.1.49, page 615]. That is, we need to

show now that

D‘I)(f*ﬂ)‘cp(p,g)zp-g = Dp,g)® ( (f*u)‘(p,g)> (26)

for all (p,g) € N % &, similarly for v; here we understand the LABs of LGBs as left-invariant
vector fields as in Cor. 4.15. Observe that we have in general for n € I'(f*g) = L(f*%), using

<p . ge tﬁP'!])

for all (p,g) € N x @, where t € R and we write in general 0.y = (p,&p) with §, € g,

<p : get&’),

3We use the notion of sections to avoid the possible lack of smooth structure on the preimages of f.

the definition of p,

d

d
D¢(n)|pg = D(p-g,ez)q)(n(p-g,ez)) = E q)<p ' g’eté.p'g) T odt

dt

t=0 t=0

(x == f(p)), and the exponential e is the one of €. But we also have similarly

o) - &

T dt

d
Dpg)® (o) = Dipes) (P © Lipg)) (&) = 7
~——

=Dp,ez) L(p.9) (77(17,61))

t=0 t=0
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where L is the left-multiplication in f*&. So, in order to achieve Eq. (26) we now set n = f*u.
That is, n(pe,) = (p, ,uf(p)), therefore §, = y(,), and due to Eq. (13) and Rem. 3.5 we derive
&p = &pg- In total, we see that Eq. (26) is satisfied.

Finally, as argued earlier, we can prove

[D0(f*), D2 (*v)] = DO ([f*n. f¥y.,, ) = Do (£ (I, ) ).

making use of that the field of Lie brackets of f*g is the f-pullback of [, ] , as a section. This
finishes the proof. |

Remark 5.12: Variants of the LAB action as Lie algebra homomorphism

It is clear that one has a local version of Eq. (25). In fact, as one sees in the proof of
Lemma 5.10, the argument for Eq. (25) works pointwise in M, so, one may also think of

a homomorphism of Lie algebras

7 = X(f'({=})),
v [f7({z}) 2 p e p(p,v)]

for all x € M, where we also used Eq. (24); that is, we expect that an LAB action is fibre-
wise a Lie algebra action. Due to a possible lack of manifold structure on f~'({z}) we
did not restrict to x € M to avoid technical difficulties. However, f will be the projection
of a bundle later, and in that case the fibre f~({z}) is an embedded submanifold of N.
As argued in Remark 3.6, the @-action is a @,-action restricted on f~!({z}). By what
we know about Lie group actions we immediately know that we have the aforementioned
Lie algebra homomorphism, and so also Eq. (25), in total a vector bundle morphism

f*g — TN which gives fibre-wise over z rise to a Lie algebra action.

An important example will be fundamental vector fields which we will introduce later. An-
other example are LAB representations induced by LGB representations; hence let us introduce
LAB representations. We will introduce them in a reverted order than the LGB representations,
that is, first defining them as certain LAB morphisms, and then trivially concluding a relation

to LAB actions; for the following recall Ex. 4.5.

Definition 5.13: LAB representations, [7, §3.3, Def. 3.3.13, page 107]

Let ¢ — M be an LAB over a smooth manifold M, and V' — M be a vector bundle. A
g-representation on V' is an LAB morphism ¢ : ¢ — End(V).
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Corollary 5.14: LAB representations are specific LAB actions,
[7, §4.1, special consequence of Prop. 4.1.7 but we do not

assume integrability of the LAB, page 153]

Let g — M be an LAB over a smooth manifold M, V L M be a vector bundle, and
Y : g — End(V) a g-representation on V. Then ¢ defines an LAB action J iptg = TV
by

Y(v,v) = —p(¥)(v)
for all (v,v) € p*g, where one makes use of the identification T,V, = V,V 2V, (x =
p(v)), so that V, C T,V.

Remarks 5.15.

In fact, similar to LGBs we could have defined LAB representations as a certain type of LAB

action with values in certain linear vector fields. However, it would exceed this work to introduce

these vector fields; start with [7, §3.4, page 110] for more elaborated details on how to do this.
As for LGB representations and linear actions, we denote both, LAB representation and its

associated sense of action, in the same fashion.

This is a known relationship in the case of Lie algebra representations on vector spaces and
their associated actions; usually this is proven by assuming a Lie group representation, however,
one can show it without assuming integrability of the Lie algebra action. See for example [0,
§2.1, proof of Prop. 2.1.16, page 22]. Hence, we will just show that the proof of Cor. 5.14 breaks
down to proving it for Lie algebras acting on vector spaces and refer to this reference for the

remaining part of the proof.

Proof of Cor. 5.14.
By construction we have that J has values in the vertical bundle VV of V', hence Eq. (24) follows.
Making use of V,V 2V, for all v € V,, (x € M), it is clear that p*V = VV as vector bundles,
and so it is trivial to see that 1; as a map p*g — p*V is a smooth and base-preserving vector
bundle morphism due to that v is a smooth map with values in End(V') (making again use of
that p*g is an embedded submanifold of V' x g, similarly for p*V as embedded submanifold of
V xV).

As argued in Rem. 5.12, since g acts via a representation on a bundle V| 1; p*g — VV will

be an LAB action, if it induces a Lie algebra action over each base point x € M via
g = X(Va),
v [Vm S v P(u,v)].

Since 1) is just a g,-representation on V,, over x we know by [0, §2.1, proof of Prop. 2.1.16, page
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22] that v indeed gives rise to a g -action on V, by

U(v,v) = —(v)(v)
for all v € V,, and v € g, which is precisely the form of zZ Thus, {/; is an LAB action. |

Usually statements like Cor. 5.14 are proven by assuming integrability: LGB representations
as linear actions V % & — V and as LGB morphisms & — Aut(V') are the same by Cor. 5.3;
the former induces LAB actions p*g — TV by Lemma 5.10, and in the same manner the latter
implies LAB morphisms g — End(V') by Cor. 4.31. Either way, LAB representations can be
viewed as certain LAB actions.

The adjoint representation is an important example inherited by an LGB representation; this

example will conclude this subsection.

Example 5.16: Adjoint LAB representations,

[7, §3.3, special situation of Ex. 3.3.15, page 108]

Let us assume the same situation as in Ex. 5.7, especially we have the adjoint representa-
tion of the LGB & — M, Ad : & — Aut(g). As discussed earlier, its infinitesimal version

is a g-representation on itself, the adjoint representation ad of ¢. By construction,

ad, (p) = ad(v)(p) = [v, /‘]gz

forall v,p € g, (x € M).

5.2. Fundamental vector fields

The LAB actions inherited by LGB actions are also called fundamental vector fields; we are

following [13, §3.4, generalization of Def. 3.4.1, page 143] for the labelling:

Definition 5.17: Fundamental vector fields

Let M and N be two smooth manifolds, & — M an LGB over M, f : N — M a smooth
map, and assume we have a right $-action on N, denoted as ® : N x & — N. For

v € I'(g) we define its induced fundamental vector field v as an element of X(N) by

Vp = Dej, Dy (V1(p))

for all p € N, where @, is the orbit map defined in Def. 3.8 and ey, the neutral element
of Ty(p)-

For left actions we define fundamental vector fields similarly by

Pp = De;,) @ (1)
for all p € N, where <I>;, is a slightly adjusted orbit map given by

gf(p) — N,
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g—g " p.

Remark 5.18: Notation

Again, point-wise over x := f(p) this is just the typical definition of a fundamental vector

field with respect to v, € g, (except that f~!({z}) may not be a manifold). Hence, one
has also a point-wise definition which we will also denote similarly by v. If f~1({z}) is
not a manifold, then 17x|p is just a formal notation, and it only defines an element of T}, )N
which may not be related to a vector field on f~!({x}), not even to a vector field on N
if v, does not formally come from a fixed section of g.

However, if f is e.g. the projection of a bundle, then we have a &-action on the fi-
bre f~!({x}) as manifold, and therefore ¥|s-1((,}) and 7, give rise to a vector field on
f~({z}). In other words, fundamental vector fields are vertical vector fields as expected
and are fibre-wise fundamental vector fields coming from a Lie group action.

For long expressions we use the following different font

~
1%

instead of v.

Remark 5.19: Map to fundamental vector fields an LAB action

As anticipated, this is related to the LAB action coming from the right &-action & :

N x & — N. The following can also be shown for left actions in a similar manner by
recalling Rem. 5.11.
By Lemma 5.10 we have an LAB action p: f*g — TN given by p = Dq)|f*g. We have

a(p.e) = &

_ try __ o~
= 3 (p-e") =Dy 2p0) = 7,

t=0

p(p,V) = a

for all (p,v) € f*g, where t € R, e is the exponential map of &, and ey(,) the neutral

element of ¢(,). Thus, the map to fundamental vector fields

I'(g) = X(N),

ViU,

is equivalent to the map

I'(g) = X(N),

vi= p(fv)
induced by p as in Def. 5.8, which also implies that the map to the fundamental vector

fields is a homomorphism of Lie algebras. Last but not least, by Def. 5.8 it follows that

fundamental vector fields are in the kernel of D f.
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5.3. Differential of smooth LGB actions

Lemma 5.20: Tangent bundle of pullback fibre bundles

Let M and N be two smooth manifolds, F = M a fibre bundle over M, and f : N — M

a smooth map. Then we have for its tangent spaces

T (f*F)={(X,Y) | X € T,N,Y € T,F with Dpf(X) =Dyn(Y)}

for all (p,v) € f*F.

Proof.
Recall that (p,v) € f*F implies that

f(p) = m(v)
such that we can immediately derive its infinitesimal version as
Dpf(X) = DUT"(Y)

for all X € T,N,Y € T,F. Hence, we have derived that T, ,)(f*F) is a subset of the set of
such pairs (X,Y). That this is an equivalent description quickly follows by the fact that f and
7 are transversal to each other (trivially, because 7 is a surjective submersion). This means, the

following linear map
TpN X Ty F — Tf(p)M,
(X,Y) = Dpf(X) = Dym(Y)

is surjective because 7 is a submersion; it is also well-defined because of f(p) = m(v). Hence,

the dimension of the kernel of this map has the dimension
dim(N) + dim(F') — dim(M) = dim(N) 4 rk(F) = dim(f*N),

where dim denotes the dimension as a manifold and rk the rank of a bundle (the dimension of
its structural fibre). Its dimension is precisely the dimension of f*F', and since it is about finite
dimensions we can therefore identify T, ,y(f*F') with this kernel. This concludes the proof due
to the fact that the kernel consists of (X,Y) with D, f(X) = D,7n(Y). [

With this we can finally show the following theorem; also recall the notations introduced in
Def. 3.8, 4.8, 4.22 and 5.17.

Theorem 5.21: Differential of smooth LGB actions

Let M and N be two smooth manifolds, € = M an LGB over M, f : N — M a smooth
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map, and assume we have a right &-action on N, ® : N x & — N. Then we have

D(p,g)q)(Xv Y) = Dprcr(X) + (N?)Q(Y — D¢, Rs (Dxe(w))) . (27)

for all (p,g) € Nx% and (X,Y) € T, (N *9), where x = f(p) = n(g), o is any (local)
section of & with o, = g, e is the identity section of &, and w is an element of T,M

given by
w:=Dpf(X)=Dyn(Y).

We can also write instead

D) @(X,Y) = Dpro(X) + (ug),(Y — Deo(w))| - (28)
p-g

If f is a surjective submersion, then we can also write
D(p,)®(X,Y) = Dprg(X) + Dg®r(Y) — Do, (1 © Ro) (Dae(w)) (29)
and
D) 2(X,Y) = Dyry (X — D, ®, (Dgce(w))) +D,, (Y — D, R, (Dxe(w))>
+ De, (@7 0 Rs) (Dye(w)), (30)

where T is any (local) section® of f with T, = p, and P, is the orbit map through T.

“That is, f o7 = 1 (locally).

Remarks 5.22.

The assumption about f being a surjective submersion is being stated in order to assure the
existence of 7 and the manifold structure on f~!({z}) as an embedded submanifold of N; see
the proof for more details. If the existence of 7 and the embedded submanifold structure is
known otherwise, then those equations can still be derived. Following the proof, one may also

just need the structure of an immersed submanifold.

Proof of Thm. 5.21.
We want to calculate the derivative of ®, and due to N *x & = f*% we are going to use Lemma
5.20. That is, fix (p,g) € N+ & and X € T,N, Y € T,& with

Dy f(X) = Dyn(Y) = w € Ty M.

Recall that we can localize LGB actions in sense of Rem. 3.6; so, let x := f(p) = n(g), and fix

a trivialization of & around x. Then it is clear that there is a (local)* section o € I'(€) with

4For simplicity of notation we omit the notation of restricting on some open subset of M.
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o: = ¢g. Observe that we can write
Y =Y —D,o(w) + Dyo(w).
The two first summands result into a vertical tangent vector due to

Dy (Y — Dyo(w)) = Dygnr(Y) — Dy (w0 0)(w) =Dym(Y) —w = 0.
=1p

For the following recall the notations introduced in Def. 3.8 and 4.8; we can derive that

D¢, Ry, oD,e =D, (R, oe) =D,o.
———

T>€,0, =0
So, we can also write
YY" :=Y - Dyo(w) =Y — D¢, Ry (Dze(w)).

We have proven that Y € V,&, and thus (0,,Y") € T, ,(f*%) by Lemma 5.20, where 0, is

the zero tangent vector of T,,/N. In the same fashion we also have
(X, De, Ry (Dre(w))) € Ty (£79)

because of

D, (DezRo (Dxe(w))> = Dyr(Y — V") = Dyr(Y) = D, f(X),
thence we can write in T, y(f*Z)

(X,Y) = (X,De, Ry (Dge(w)) +Y") = (X, D¢, Ry (Dge(w))) + (0,,Y").

Hence also

D) ®(X,Y) =Dy, )®(X, De, Ry (Dze(w))) + Dy gy (05, YY) (31)

The second summand is quickly calculated as

2p7) = 3

. d
D(p,g)q)(op,y ): N dt

dt

(p-7) = Dg®y(Y")
——

@p(7)

t=0 t=0

where v : I — €, (I open interval of R containing 0) is a curve with v(0) = g and d/dt|;—oy = Y";
this is due to the verticality of Y, and so Dy®,(Y") is also well-defined since ®,, is a map
&, — N. Now recall Def. 4.22 and 5.17, and then observe that we can write

—_——-
Dy®)(Y") = (Dy®, 0 De, Ly 0 DyLy-1)(Y") = D, (B0 Ly) ((11),(¥")) = Tpag) (V")
~———

G3q—p-99=Pp.¢(q)

pg

(32)
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making use of the verticality of Y such that operators like DL, can act on Y.

For the first summand in Eq. (31) we use

D)@ (X, De, o (Do) ) = Dipe,) (@0 (L, o)) (X, De(w))

N+©3(p,9)—p-goz=ro(p-g)

=Dy e, (re 0 ®) (X, Dye(w))

=D,rs <D(p7ex) o (Xa Dxe(w)))

Dyrs (Dipe,) (X, Dyle o )(X)))

= Dpr5 <D(p,p) (q) o(ly,eo f))(X, X)>,
but on the diagonal diag(N x N) of N x N we have
diag(N x N) 3 (p,p) = (o (Iy,e 0 f))(p,p) = ©(p.es) =P €fp) = p] = PTildiag(NxN)

where pr; is just the projection onto any of both i-th components (i € {1,2}) in N x N. Due to
(X, X) € T (diag(N x N)) we derive

D(pvp)(q) o(In,eo f))(X,X) = D pypri(X, X) = X.
So, we get in total
D(p,gﬂ)(X, De, Ry (Dxe(w))> = Dpro(X),
therefore

—_—
D) (X, Y) = Dypro (X) + (N?)g(yv)

Py

If f is a surjective submersion, then z is a regular value and thus f~!({z}) is an embedded
submanifold, and we can assure the existence of a smooth local section 7 : U — N of f (U
an open neighbourhood of x € M), i.e. f oT = 1y with 7, = p; in case of doubt, this can be
shown as in [13, §3.7, Lemma 3.7.4, page 152f.] via the Regular Point Theorem. Recalling the

arguments of Rem. 4.16, we can rewrite the second summand of Eq. (31) instead to
Dy®, (V") = Dy @7 (Y")
=Dy®,(Y) —Dy®, (DezRo (Dme(w)))
=Dy®-(Y) — De, (®r 0 Ry) (Dze(w))
making use of that Dy® is linear map T;& — T,.,N. In that case we would get in total

D(p79)¢(X’ Y) = DPTU(X) + DQ(I)T(Y) - Dez ((I)T © Ro)(Dxe(W))'
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Alternatively, we do not rewrite Eq. (31) with the Maurer-Cartan form and instead apply the

same trick to X as for Y, that is,
X = X" 4 D¢, ®; (Dye(w)),
where
X":=X —D,7(w) = X — D, ®-(Dze(w)),
and X" is vertical, too, that is,
Dy f(X") =Dpf(X) —Dy(fo7)(w) =w—w =0,
especially X" € T, (f_l({x})) and so we can apply a similar argument as in Rem. 4.16 to derive

Dyro(X) = Dyrrg(XY) + Dypro (Dez<1>7 (Dme(w)))

= Dprg(X") + D¢, (15 0 O7) (Dme(w)).
Finally, using these expressions, the total formula would look like

D(p,g)(p(X7 Y) = Dprg(Xv) + Dg@p(yv) + De, (15 0 @) (Dgge(w))
N——

T29Tr(g) 9% (q)=(ProRs)(g)

= Dyrg(X") + Dg®,(Y") + D¢, (7 © Ry) (Dye(w)).

Remarks 5.23.
Eq. (27) is very similar to the "classical" formula used in gauge theory, see e.g. [13, §3.5, Prop.

3.5.4, page 146]: In the case of a Lie group action on N we have

-
D) ®(X,Y) = Dprg(X) + (na)y(Y)
Pg

forall p e N, g € G, X € TyN and Y € T,G. However, in our general case the vector
Y is deformed by w, due to the fact that the action ® has no "constant" Lie group factor
anymore. This will be important later when we are going to derive the gauge transformations.
Furthermore, already the first summand is now different than the classical formula, because we
need to use LGB sections in order to define the push-forward of tangent vectors which are not
vertical, that is, X may not be a tangent vector of f~!({z}) (which is in the general case not
even an embedded submanifold) such that D,ry(X) is in general not well-defined anymore.

The other two equations in the case of f being a surjective submersion are mainly for reference;
the last equation, Eq. (30), emphasises the contribution of non-vertical vectors measured by w.

While the first two summands are the classical product rule on the vertical parts, the third
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summand shows the deformation of the product rule because of the new structure of an action
without a "constant" Lie group factor.

Eq. (29) may be the most elegant formulation, making use of local sections o and 7 and their
advantage that these can act on all tangent vectors, not just the vertical ones; the reader who
knows Lie groupoids may recognize this equation’s structure with the one as given in [7, §1.4,
Thm. 1.4.14, page 28], where it is about the induced multiplication structure on the tangent
bundle of a Lie groupoid making use of bisections playing a similar role like o and 7.

Those equations additionally show that we have a more general Leibniz rule with a third
summand. However, by Ex. 3.15 we expect still a typical Leibniz rule once a trivialization of &
around g is fixed. Indeed, as we will understand and see also later, this is the case; fix such a
trivialization, equip it with a canonical flat connection, and take o to be a parallel section, that
is, g as a constant section. Then one can calculate that the typical Leibniz rule is recovered.
Hence, one can view this Leibniz rule as the "covariantized" version of the "classical' Leibniz

rule, independent of a choice of "coordinate"/section on &.

6. Connections and curvature on principal LGB-bundles

6.1. Principal bundles with structural LGB
6.1.1. Definition

The principal bundle 9 we are interested into is still a fibre bundle related to the same Lie
group as the one behind the LGB &, especially also dim(%) = dim(¥), but it is equipped with
an LGB action.

Definition 6.1: Principal bundles with structural LGB,

[8, simplification of the beginning of §5.7, page 144f.]

Let G be a Lie group, M a smooth manifold, and an LGB € — M which acts on the
right on another G-fibre bundle # — M

GH@K\Z%G

P

M M

where the right-action is defined on & x & given by 77, %. Then we call & a principal
Z-bundle if

1. The right -action on & is simply transitive on the fibres, that is, the restric-
tion of P& — P onx € M

Py X Gy — Py
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induces bijective orbit maps
%,
g—=p-g
for p € %,.

2. There exist base-preserving ¥-equivariant diffeomorphisms ¢, : 2|y, — €|y,

subordinate to an open covering (U;), of M, that is,
g O Y; = Ty,
ei(p-9) = ¢ilp) - 9,

where the multiplication on the right hand side is inherited by & *« & — &, the

multiplication on &.

The LGB @ is the structural LGB of the principal bundle &.

Remark 6.2: Discussion about the definition of Z-principal bundles

There are several things in need to be discussed:

1. The mentioned reference, [3, simplification of the beginning of §5.7, page 144f.],
introduces these principal bundles in a different manner; we will come back later to
this in Remark 6.13.

2. By Remark 3.5 the &-action on & is fibre-preserving, thus, the restriction of #*& —
P is indeed a map P, X &, — P,

3. The Z-equivariant diffeomorphisms ¢; give rise to a bundle atlas of ¥-
equivariant bundle charts & : P|y, — U; x G. Assume w.l.o.g. that U; is
small enough so that there is an LGB chart ¢; : €|y, — U; x G of &; recall Def.
2.1. Then &; := ¢; o ¢;, which clearly satisfies

&i(p-g9) = &i(p) - dilg),

where the multiplication on the right hand side is the canonical one for U; x G as a
trivial LGB (recall Ex. 2.3), and this can be viewed as @-equivariance (under the
trivialization induced by ¢;). We usually then speak of ¥-equivariance w.r.t.
the LGB morphism ¢;.

We will call such an atlas and its charts a principal bundle atlas and principal
bundle charts for &, respectively. For simplicity we may also refer to ¢; as

principal bundle chart giving rise to the principal bundle atlas.
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4. Due to the existence of ¢; one does not need to claim upfront that & is a G-fibre
bundle. However, for readability, we decided to structure the definition like this.
We kept a similar style as for "typical" principal bundles as provided in [13, §4.2,
Def. 4.2.1, page 207f.].

5. Since g is a surjective submersion we know by Remark 3.11 that right-translations
re (9 € &) are diffeomorphisms on %,. Furthermore, following [13, §4.2, discussion
after Def. 4.2.1, page 208f.], by definition we have a simply transitive &, -action (as
a Lie group) on &%, and the isotropy group for each p € %, is trivial; the isotropy
group consists in general of g € €, with p- g = p, see e.g. [13, §3.2, third part of
Def. 3.2.4, page 132]. Therefore, and by [13, §3.8, Thm. 3.8.8, page 165], the orbit

map ®,, gives rise to a g,-equivariant diffeomorphism
G = S,
where the action on &, is the right-action on itself regarding the &,-equivariance.

6. Similarly by definition, for each x € U; we know that (¢;)|, : %% — &, is a G-
equivariant diffeomorphism. In fact, together with ¢ op; = w4 this clearly gives an
equivalent definition of ¢; which we may make use in the following without further

mention.

6.1.2. Examples

Let us provide examples of such principal bundles.

Example 6.3: The "classical" principal bundle

We recover principal G-bundles as principal & := M x G-bundles. Recall Ex. 3.15, the
LGB action of a trivial LGB & = M x G is equivalent to a G-action, the right-translation
with an element g € G is then the right-translation of the corresponding constant section
in &; this action is clearly simply transitive. The principal G-bundle atlas is then naturally
inherited by the existing principal &€-bundle atlas. In fact, reverting this argument proves
that principal G-bundles are equivalent to principal & := M x G-bundles.

We often refer to principal bundles related to trivial LGBs as typical or classical prin-

cipal bundles, or, as usual, principal G-bundle.

Example 6.4: The "trivial" principal ¥-bundle

g itself is a principal €-bundle, equipped with its canonical right-action inherited by its
multiplication € * & — €. The principal bundle atlas then just consists of the identity
map lg.
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By Ex. 6.3, it may be natural to call this the trivial €-principal bundle even if & itself
might not be trivial. It will be clearer later why one may choose to do so.

The remarkable property is that this example shows that we are going to define a gauge
theory for which LGBs themselves are allowed as principal bundles. One might have
wondered why classical gauge theory uses classical principal bundles instead of LGBs
(especially including non-trivial LGBs), because LGBs could be viewed as a more natural
choice due to the fact that they are an analogue to how vector bundles are the "bundle-
construction" of vector spaces. The problems described in Subsection 6.2.1 show why it
was easier to choose classical principal bundles, since these avoid the difficulties regarding
the definition of a connection; however, we are going to solve these problems in such a

way that one can either use LGBs or classical bundles or even something more general.

\. J

Our main example will be the inner bundle of a classical principal bundle, recall Ex. 2.12. To

explain the "triviality" of Ex. 6.4 we need to introduce morphisms of principal bundles.

6.1.3. Morphism of principal LGB-bundles

Let us define morphisms of LGB-principal bundles

Definition 6.5: Morphism of principal bundles with structural LGB

Let M and N be smooth manifolds, # % N and € ~% M LGBs, and %' ™ N and
% 5 M principal #- and €-bundles, respectively. A principal bundle morphism
between &’ and &£ is a triple of smooth maps F: # — &, f: N - M and H: %' — P
such that the pair (F, f) is an LGB morphism as in Def. 2.4 and

moH = fon, (33)
H(p-h) = H(p) - F(h) (34)

for all (p,h) € @'« H = (n')*F . We also speak of a principal bundle morphism over
f w.r.t. the LGB morphism F.

We speak of a principal bundle isomorphism (over f, w.r.t. F) if H is a diffeomor-
phism.

If H is a base-preserving isomorphism &# — P w.r.t. F = l¢, then we say that H is a
(global) gauge transformation or principal bundle automorphism, and the set of
all such automorphisms is denoted by 94« (%). If H is defined on an open subset of M,

then we may also speak of a local gauge transformation.

Remarks 6.6.
e Observe that the right hand side of Eq. (34) is well-defined because of Eq. (33), (p,h) €
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P’ x H and Def. 2.4, that is,

(mg o FY(h) 2 (Foma)h) " P27 (For) () ) (mo HY(p),

thus,
(H(p),F(h)) € P+& =7"G.

Furthermore, by additionally using Remark 6.2 we know that LGB actions preserve the fibres
of the principal bundles, therefore both, H(p-h) and H(p) - F'(h), are over the same base point
(fo7)(p), so that Eq. (34) as a whole is well-defined.

e Also observe that one can conclude that (F, f) has to be an LGB morphism in order to
have a satisfied and well-defined Eq. (34), assuming that H is a map over f. To well-define the
right hand side, F' has to be a map over f, since H is defined over f. Assuming Eq. (34), for
nex,

'(p) W€ have

H(p-h'h)=H(p) - F(h'h),
but we also get by associativity
H(p-h'h)=H(p-h)-F(h)=H(p)  F(k') F(h).
Using that € acts simply transitive on 2, we derive
F(W'h) = F(K) F(h).

e Assume H is a diffeomorphism, then F' is an LGB isomorphism. For this we only have to
show that F'is a diffeomorphism by Def. 2.4; by Remark 2.5, also f is then a diffeomorphism.
Thence, let us show that F'is a diffeomorphism. This follows by the fact that the LGB actions
are simply transitive on the fibres of %' and 2, i.e. orbit maps are diffeomorphisms, also recall
Remark 6.2. Denoting the orbit maps inherited by the action on %' and 2 by 7' and &7,

respectively, we can write

F(h) = <<<1>§(p)) Yo Ho @f’) (h)

for arbitrary p by rewriting Eq. (34). Hence, F' is a diffeomorphism as the composition of
diffeomorphisms.

Last but not least, it follows that H ! is then €-equivariant in the sense of
H Y (q-9)=H(q)- F~(g)

for all (¢,9) € P * &, which is well-defined by similar arguments as before, especially because
the inverses are maps over f—!. To prove this, observe that there is a unique (p,h) € P’ x #
such that H(p) = ¢ and F(h) = g due to the fact that both are bijective maps over f.° Then

H Y (q-g9)=H " (H(p)-F(h)) =p-h=H"(q)- F'(g).

=H(p-h)

®In fact, it is easy to prove that (H,F): P « # — P + € is an LGB isomorphism (over H); also recall Cor. 3.1.
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Thence, Def. 6.5 is a valid definition for a principal bundle morphism, because it is easy to check
that the principal bundle atlas on % (consisting of ¢; related to an open covering (U;), of M)
is related to the principal bundle atlas on &%’ by

(F~ oo H)|j1wy-

e Finally, observe that we have locally an isomorphism of every principal bundle & to &:
Fix a principal bundle chart ¢ : 2|y — €|y (U some open subset of M). Then take H = ¢,
F :=1g|, and f = 1y; by the definition of a principal bundle chart this gives a principal bundle
isomorphism. Therefore one could say that every principal bundle is locally "trivial" in the sense
of being an LGB; recall Ex. 6.4.

Additionally using Remark 6.2 we have locally an isomorphism of & to a trivial LGB; keeping
the same notation as in Remark 6.2, choose H = §;, F' := ¢; and f = 1y,. Hence, locally every

principal bundle is also classical in the sense of Ex. 6.3.

As expected, there is a natural isomorphism induced by local sections of 9P, which are,
however, no trivializations in general. In other words, by Remark 6.2 we know that orbit

maps through the fibres of & are equivariant diffeomorphisms, we want to show the same for

the orbit map through a section of P.

Lemma 6.7: Local sections of principal bundles induce isomorphisms to the
structural LGB

Let € 8 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and P — M a principal G -bundle.
Let s : U — P be a smooth local section of P over an open subset U of M. Then the
orbit map P, through s, given as in Def. 3.8 by

v — Plu,

gt Sre(g9) " 9>

is a base-preserving principal bundle isomorphism w.r.t. g, .

Remarks 6.8.
As in the typical formulation of gauge theory, we have an isomorphism induced by sections, but
it is not necessarily a trivialization as fibre bundle, so that we do not necessarily also have a
"classical" bundle; it is a trivialization in the sense of Ex. 6.4. Due to the similarity with the
"classical" statement, we therefore were speaking of the "trivial" principal bundle in Ex. 6.4.
Of course, since every LGB is locally trivial, we can find a typical trivialization by taking a
"local-enough" section.

The nomenclature about calling LGBs "trivial" principal bundles is also introduced and dis-
cussed in [3, §5.7, third and fourth part of Remark 5.34, page 145] for groupoid-based principal
bundles.
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Proof of Lemma 6.7.
The proof is similar to the "classical" statement as e.g. given in [13, §4.2, proof of Lemma 4.2.7,
page 210ff.], but generalized since we have to treat a possible non-triviality of €|y. As already
discussed, the orbit map ®, is well-defined because of 7% os = 1 such that (Sm(g)’ g) EPxG.
Via Rem. 3.11 we also know that ®; is also smooth, and it is point-wise the orbit map &, through
sz which is a &,-equivariant diffeomorphism by Remark 6.2. So, &, is fibre-wise bijective and
therefore bijective as a whole since it is base-preserving, and it is &-equivariant w.r.t. Tg.
Now we want to use the inverse function theorem to show that its inverse is also smooth.
Once we know that the tangent map/total derivative Dy®, : T48 — Ty, .49 is an isomorphism
of vector spaces for all ¢ € €|y, then we know by the inverse function theorem that ®;! is
smooth. Hence, we will now show that D,®; is injective, then it has to bijective by dimensional
reasons (dim (%) = dim(%)) so that we are done. Let us denote with ® : P x & — & the right
g-action (p,g) — p- g on P, then

q)s(g) = q)(sﬂg(g)’g) = ((I) © (W*?S’]l?))(gag)'

Then D,®, is given by Thm. 5.21,

Dy®(Y) = Dy, 75 (Des(w)) + (1), (Y — Dio(w))

Sz g

= Dy(r508)(w) + (pg), (Y —Dyo(w)) (35)

Sz*g

for all Y € T,%, where z := 1¢(g), 0 € I'(¢|y)° with 0, = g and w := Dyrg(Y) € T, M. We
want to decompose ®¢ now. Observe that Y —D,o(w) € V4@, i.e. it is vertical in & due to the
fact that

Dymg (Y —Dyo(w)) = Dgmg(Y) —Dymg(Dyo(w)) =0 (36)
—_—— N————
=W =W
because of
g oo =1y
such that

DW?ODU:]]-TM\U- (37)

Usually, we just make use of that without further mention; we repeat this trivial fact in order

to emphasize that Do is injective because 11y, is bijective, and to emphasize that we have

Im(D,o) N Ker(Dyrg) = {0}

SW.l.o.g. we assume that o is defined on U, otherwise "make U smaller around z".
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(the image of D o intersects trivially with the kernel of Dymg). The injectivity of Do implies

that the dimension of its image satisfies
dim (Im(D,0)) = dim(M),
so that, in total, we know by dimensional reasons
Ty% = Im(D,o) ® Ker(Dyng) = Im(Dyo) @& V, 9.
We can decompose Y accordingly by Eq. (36),

Y =Dyo(w)+Y — Dyo(w) =Y+ Y7,
H,h_/ _{/_/
=Y =Y

v stands for the vertical part and h for its complementary part ("horizontal"). In fact, as it is
well-known, a section o of a bundle induces a splitting of the short exact sequence of vector
bundles

FVE|y —— TGy % TM|y,

and Do is a splitting/section of this sequence so that we have 0*T% = Im(Do) @ 0*V&."
Furthermore, again due to Eq. (37), we have Im(D,o) = T,M as vector spaces by Y" —

Dyrg (V") = Dymg(Y) = w since Y7 is vertical. Hence, we can rewrite Eq. (35) as a map

T.M&V,8 — T, P,

(W, Y) = Dy(ry 0 8)(w) + (ug),(Y")

Sz°g

g

These arguments apply to any section of a bundle, hence, we repeat this now. Observe that

Ty 0 S is also a section of P|y due to Def. 3.4, that is,
T (sy - oy) = Tp(sy) =y
for all y € M. As before, we split
Ts,.¢P|v = Im(Dy(ro 0 8)) & Vs, 4P,

and we identify T, M = Im(D,(rs 0 s)) as vector spaces, now via w — D, (ry 0 s)(w) due to Eq.
(37) but with r, o s playing the role as section. Additionally by Def. 5.17 and Remark 5.18 we
know that fundamental vector fields are vertical, and so we can further rewrite Eq. (35) as a

map

T.M & V,& = T,M &V, ,P,

sz-g>

o is actually an embedding, and thus Im(Do) is a well-defined subbundle isomorphic to TM.

(wv YU) = <w’ (:u?)g(yv)

7
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Thus, Dy®, is the pair of two linear independent maps T, M — T, M and V,& — V,_ .,%. The
former is clearly an isomorphism, and the latter is by definition of fundamental vector fields and

the Maurer-Cartan form of the shape as in Eq. (32), i.e.
YV s Dy, (YY),

By Remark 6.2, ®, is a ¥,-equivariant diffeomorphism &, — %, thence, Dy®,, : T,Z, =
V& — Ts,.q% = Vs,.¢P: is an isomorphism of vector spaces. Finally we can conclude that
D,®; is a linear isomorphism as the sum of two linear independent isomorphisms. As argued

earlier, the inverse function theorem finishes now the proof. |

Usually, one likes to think about the choice of sections as a choice of a coordinate transfor-
mation as in [13, §4.2, Remark 4.2.21, page 220]. This is due to that the gauge theory usually
corresponds to a formulation via a trivial LGB, which we will understand later, but already
have an idea of by e.g. Ex. 3.15 and 6.3. Then we have a local trivialization of & such that one
usually thinks of the choice of a section as a choice of coordinate system.

However, we now learned that on a more general scale this is not completely what is happening.
The idea of LGBs and principal bundles are very similar; both are fibre bundles related to a Lie
group and they carry an action which also restricts on each fibre. But the fibres of an LGB are
Lie groups themselves, while the fibres of a principal bundle are "just" diffeomorphic to a Lie
group in an equivariant way as outlined in Remark 6.2 and as given in their definition Def. 6.1.
One could view the fibres of & as having an "almost" Lie group structure, a Lie group structure
without a designated neutral element.

Lemma 6.7 shows that the choice of a section of & is actually the choice of a designated neutral
element, naturally inducing a Lie group structure in each fibre and thus an LGB structure, which
may not be trivial. Aligning the more general definition of principal bundles with the definition
of LGBs. For example set & = & = cq(P) as in Ex. 2.12, where P is a non-trivial classical
principal bundle and the underlying Lie group G is non-abelian; such an LGB is likely non-
trivial but always carries a global section, for examples the neutral section e. We will see such
an example later.

We want to use this now in order to study a certain pullback of principal bundles. For this

we need to introduce general pullbacks of principal bundles; also recall again Cor. 3.1.

Corollary 6.9: Pullbacks of principal LGB-bundles are principal LGB-bundles

Let M, N be smooth manifolds, f : N — M a smooth map, & — M an LGB, and $» — M
a principal €-bundle. Then there is a unique (up to isomorphisms) principal f*&-bundle
structure on f*%P, such that the projection my : f*P — P onto the second factor is a
principal bundle morphism (over f) w.r.t. the projection w;j : € — @ onto the second
factor as LGB morphism, and such that ma|y @ (f*P)e — Ppu) s a Gy-equivariant

diffeomorphism w.r.t. the LGB isomorphism 7r2? ‘m
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Remarks 6.10.
This was also stated in [2, §5.7, second argument in Remark 5.34, page 145] for an even more

general type of principal bundle, but without proof.

Proof.
As in the previous statements about pullback structures, this is a rather trivial and canonical
construction. We have a right f*&-action on f*% defined by

(:Uap) ’ (:Uag) = (ﬁ,p- g)

for all (z,p) € f*P and (z,g9) € f*Z, that is, ¥ € N, p € P, and g € Fy(,). This is clearly
an action f*P x f*@ = ] f*G — f*P, where 7 is the canonical projection of f*# — N as
fibre bundle. This action’s restriction onto the fibres is simply transitive: A fibre of f*% at z is
{2} X Pra) = Ppa), similarly (f*Z), = Gp(,). Hence, the restriction of that action at z € N is
the right &y ,)-action on P, such that the action is simply transitive.

A principal bundle atlas can be constructed by a pullback of principal bundle charts of &,
that is, let (U;); be an open covering of M over which we have @-equivariant diffeomorphisms
i : Pluy, = €|u,. Then define

P Plwy = €

(2,0) = (f*ei)(@,p) = (2, (90| (P)).

which is well-defined and by construction a base-preserving f*%-equivariant smooth map, and
this map is equivalent to (]1 LU gpi) N x P — N x @ restricted onto f*Z as an embedded
submanifold of N x &. Therefore it is clearly a diffeomorphism, so that we can conclude that
f*P admits the structure as a principal f*€-bundle.

The last part of the proof about the uniqueness of the structure is precisely as in the proof
of Cor. 3.1, just replace the property of being an LGB morphism with being a principal bundle
morphism w.r.t. the LGB morphism 7T2? (essentially, replace homomorphism with equivariance).

Keeping the same notation as in the proof of Cor. 3.1, we get analogously
piomot; =m5 o frpioy; .

Then start by making use of the point-wise behaviour of 79 and 772g and proceed similarly as in

the proof of Cor. 3.1 to conclude the proof. |

Definition 6.11: Pullback principal bundle

Let M, N be smooth manifolds, f : N — M a smooth map, & — M an LGB, and
P — M a principal €-bundle. Then we call the principal f*&-bundle structure on f*9%
as given in Cor. 6.9 the pullback principal bundle of & (under f).

We will refer to this structure often without further mention.
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We can actually show that & & is not only 7*€ by definition but it is also isomorphic to
m*P. For this recall Ex. 6.4, i.e. LGBs are "trivially" also principal bundles, hence we know
that & % & is a principal 7*€-bundle.

Corollary 6.12: & % & is the pullback of & along its projection

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and P = M a principal €-bundle.

Then we have a base-preserving principal bundle isomorphism
PxE =P

w.r.t. the LGB isomorphism given as the identity map on P & = n*&.

Proof.
We have a global section of the pullback principal bundle 7*% — & given by

P — TP,

p+— (p,p).

This is clearly a well-defined global section of 7* %, so that by Lemma 6.7 we achieve the desired
isomorphism 7*P Z 1*¢ = P x &. |

Remarks 6.13.
By Lemma 6.7 this isomorphism is explicitly given by

PxC = TP,

(p,9) = (,p) - (,9) = (p,p - 9)-

In fact, the cited reference of Def. 6.1, [8, simplification of the beginning of §5.7, page 144f.], takes
the existence of such a diffeomorphism as the essential sole part of defining principal bundles.

Such an approach essentially avoids the second part of Def. 6.1.

Remark 6.14: Why "principal"?

The last result and remark also outline why we are speaking of a principal bundle; this
is similar to [13, §4.2.2, page 212ff.]. Asin [13, §3.7, Def. 3.7.24, page 159] one could say
that a principal @-action on a manifold N (recall Def. 3.4) is a free action, i.e. orbit

maps are injective, such that

N+% — N x N,

(p,g) = (p,p- 9)

is a closed map. In our case, N = &, we clearly have a free action, and we just have
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shown that that map is closed, because we have the composition of maps

PxE >7TP — P X P,

(p,9) = (p,p-g9) = (P,p-9)-

By Remark 6.13 the first arrow is a diffeomorphism and thence a closed map. The second
arrow is the inclusion, an embedding because 7*% is a closed embedded submanifold of
P x P as the restriction of the fibre bundle & x @ 23" P x M along the graph of m;
see e.g. [13, §4.1, proof of Thm. 4.1.17, page 204ff.]. Additionally, by the continuity of T,
the graph T" of 7 is closed and thus 7*% = (15 x ﬂ)_l(F), too. Using this, it is a quick
exercise to show that a set closed in 7*& is also closed in & x &P, thus the second arrow
as inclusion is also closed. Hence, the whole composition is closed.

This knowledge should allow us to carry over a lot of similar results related to principal
actions, as in [13, §3.7.5, page 159ff.] and [13, §4.2.2, page 212ff.]. Essentially Remark

6.13 allows us to look at the quotient & /& by using Godement’s Theorem as given in
[13, §3.7, Thm. 3.7.10, page 155|, leading to a manifold structure on 9’/? and maybe

similarly leading to a principal bundle structure on & — P / g.

Let us conclude our discussion about principal bundles by introducing a typical label.

Definition 6.15: Gauges of a principal bundle

Let & — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and & — M a principal &-bundle.
A gauge of & is a section of P. If the section is globally defined on M, then we speak

of a global gauge, otherwise we may just say local gauge or just gauge.

By Lemma 6.7, a gauge corresponds to a "@-ization" of 9, not necessarily a trivialization.

6.2. Generalized distributions and connections

Remark 6.16: References for connections on principal LGB-bundles

It is important to mention beforehand that there is another great paper, [15], which
also discusses the notion of connections on principal LGB-bundles. When I wrote this
subsection about the connection, I was not aware of this preprint so that there will be some
shared results which I found independently of the other authors. This will be obvious due
to the fact that our approach is different. Both, this and the other paper, lead to the same
sense of connection (based on the same idea of the behaviour of the parallel transport),
but are explicitly not directly the same formulation. More like equivalent definitions of the

same object, two sides of the same coin, so that it should be worth it to read both research
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works. [15] sole purpose was in defining connections, while we want to discuss this sense
of connection in the context of Yang-Mills gauge theory, also pinpointing what happens
for Yang-Mills-Higgs gauge theories. Hence, our approach will be different, we will use
sections of the LGB to formulate connections, simplifying certain explicit formulas; while
[15] avoids using sections and rather uses formulations just looking on the vertical parts of
a vector or by rephrasing the notions via the total derivative of the LGB action. Another
example of difference is that we are also introducing a generalisation of the Darboux
derivative and phrasing important formulas with this derivative. Furthermore, we are not
going to fix a specific connection on & for the principal bundle’s connection (other than
a horizontal distribution), while [15] did fix a more specific type of connection on &, and
our curvature will be different and more general as already pointed out in research like
[1] and [6].

Finally, let us now define the gauge theory, starting with horizontal distributions. We expect a
basic understanding of horizontal distributions and their relationship to what we call connections

(on principal and vector bundles). The bare-bones start with horizontal distributions.

Definition 6.17: Horizontal distribution,
[13, §5.1.2, Def. 5.1.6, page 260; without the symmetry along

right-translations here]

Let ' — M be a fibre bundle over a smooth manifold M. Then a horizontal distribu-
tion/bundle of F' is a smooth subbundle HF' of TF with

TF =HF @ VF.

For p € M the fibre is denoted by H, F', which we may call a horizontal tangent space.

As usual for gauge theory we will understand connections as horizontal distributions with a
certain symmetry along the fibres in order to assure a certain behaviour of the gauge trans-
formation of what physicists call minimal coupling; in mathematical words, in order to assure
to be able to define a connection on associated vector bundles, and to assure a certain trans-
formation of the associated curvature. To do so it is useful if this symmetry is similar to the
symmetry carried in the vertical structure; recall Def. 5.17 and its remark 5.18. The following is
a straightforward generalization of what one knows in the typical formulation of gauge theory,
see e.g. [13, §5.1, part 2 to 4 of Prop. 5.1.3, page 258f].

Corollary 6.18: The natural invariance of the vertical bundle of &

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, ¢ its LAB, and = M a principal
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&-bundle. Then
Dprg(VpP) = Vp. o P (38)

for all (p,g) € P x &, and we have an isomorphism of vector bundles

VP = 1*g (39)
given by
g - VP,
(p,v) = Dp. (40)

which simplifies the notation in certain circumstances.

. J

Proof of Cor. 6.18.
Recall Rem. 6.2 for this proof. By definition it is clear that each fibre &, (x € M) is a principal

,-bundle over {x} whose € -action is the &-action restricted to z, and thus we know
Dprg(Vp%%) = Vg P

for all p € &, and g € &,; see e.g. [13, §5.1, fourth part of Prop. 5.1.3, page 258f.] for such
statements about principal Lie group bundles. Due to that &, is a bundle over a point, we have
VP =TS = VP|g . Thus,

D,y (Vo P) = V4 P.

Due to the fact that the &-action is simply transitive we can derive that its induced g-action
p is a vector bundle isomorphism: By Rem. 5.19 this LAB action p is precisely (40) and p has
values in V& by Eq. (24). We know that the orbit maps ®, : &, — %, through p € %, are
Gr-equivariant diffeomorphisms, so that D, @, : g, — V, % is a vector space isomorphism. But

we also have

p(p;v) = De, ®p(v)

for all v € g, and therefore p is fibre-wise an isomorphism of vector spaces such that it is an

isomorphism of vector bundles. |

By this result, we would like to have Eq. (38) also for a chosen horizontal distribution. How-

ever, its formulation leads to certain problems which we now want to discuss.
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6.2.1. Idea and motivation

Sy Su
p-g
P g e g ©
p
™
U U
/\N\/ M o— =
X X

For € — M an LGB over a smooth manifold M and % 5 M a principal €-bundle we fix a
point p € &, (x € M) and can multiply that with an element g € &,. Infinitesimally, we are
interested into how this multiplication by ¢ affects tangent vectors, especially non-vertical ones.

However, as we have seen in Def. 3.8, Rem. 4.16 and Thm. 5.21 (and its proof) the push-
forward of horizontal vectors is not well-defined anymore on non-vertical vectors if one uses a
fixed element of an LGB; r, is just a map % — ;. In order to study push-forwards of non-
vertical vectors, we need information of the &-action in an open neighbourhood U around the

fibres over z. Hence we want to use a section o € I'(¢|y) with o, = ¢ instead.

Sy Sy
D0y
P o S o @
p
T
U U
w M /\M\/
X X

But there are in general a plethora of sections with o, = g, thenceforth one expects that a
definition of connections based on that may depend on the choice of sections and thus leading
to conflicts once one looks at push-forwards with all possible g € €. Especially the tangential
behaviour of the section’s image (as an embedding of the base) may contribute to the push-
forward; given a horizontal distribution, a horizontal vector may be still horizontal after a
push-forward with one LGB section but not with respect to another LGB section. A similar
problem may arise if we would work with local trivializations instead in order to use Ex. 3.15.
Thus, we need to adjust the typical definition of connections on principal bundles.

In order to understand what has to be changed, let us revisit the "typical" situation, that is,

let & be a classical principal bundle as in Ex. 6.3, i.e. &€ = M x (G is trivial with Lie group G.
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The €-action is equivalent to a G-action on & by Ex. 3.15, a push-forward with ¢ € G w.r.t.
the latter action is equivalent to the push-forward with a constant section in & for which we
may still simply write g.

Equip & with a "typical" (Ehresmann) connection as in [13, §5.1, Def. 5.1.6, page 260], that
is, a horizontal distribution HZ of &% with

Dprg(H%) = HS.4 (41)

for all p € & and g € G as constant section. Recall that a connection has a 1:1 correspondence
to a parallel transport, as presented in [13, §5.8, page 286ff.]. This means corresponding to a
piece-wise smooth base curve « : [0,¢] — M (¢t > 0) with a(0) = = we have a parallel transport

along « as a map PTZ : &, — I'(a*P) satisfying

PTZ | = PTZ| o PTZ|, (42)
t t t
—1
PT? | = (PT?) : (43)
¢ t

especially parallel transport is a diffeomorphism between the fibres, where o' is just another
similarly defined base curve with o/(0) = a(t), a * o/ their concatenation (o coming first and
with a suitable parametrization such that axa’ is a map [0,¢] — M), and o~ denotes « traversed
backwards. Moreover, Eq. (41) integrates and is equivalent to

PT(p-g)| = PTI ()] -o. (44)

Thinking of the associated €-action, g is an element of &, such that the right hand side is in
general not well-defined® anymore due to the fact that PT? (p)‘ . € Jut); it is well-defined if
interpreting ¢ as a constant section of & = M x G, denoted now by g € I'(€) for bookkeeping
reasons. The left hand side uses g,(0) = g = (2, 9), the right hand side g, = (a(t), g), and by

Ex. 3.15 we rewrite the G-action to a ¥-action:
pg=p-(2.9) =D Ja PTZ (p) - g =PTZ(p) - (o, g) = PTZL (p) - &,

where we recall that a* is a principal a*€-bundle in sense of Def. 6.11.
Now we equip & ™ M with its canonical flat connection HZ = me TM which induces a
parallel transport PTY : €, — T'(a*%) with PTfL(m,g) = (a(t), g), especially PTY (g,) = a*g.

In total, we can rewrite Eq. (44) to
PTY (p- s) = PTS (p) - @*g = PTZ (p) - PT (G)-

This opens a gateway to define Eq. (44) on general principal €-bundles. That is, now let & be

again a general principal €-bundle. Fix any horizontal distribution HE on & inducing a parallel

8 Also here one could work with trivializations, especially since a* < is trivial as a fibre bundle due to the fact
that the image of « is contractible. As before, this would just lead to other problems on a global scale, and

we aim to provide a definition of connections on & without making use of trivializations.
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transport PTg, then a connection on & should be equivalent to a parallel transport PT? on P
satisfying Eq. (42), (43) and

PT/ (p-g) = PTZ (p) - PTZ(9) (45)

for all p € P, and g € %,. The right hand side is now well-defined since both, PTZ (p)
and PTY(g), are elements of T'(a*%) and I'(a*¥), respectively. We now want to derive its
infinitesimal analogue similar to Eq. (41). Recall that we can view the parallel transports like
PTZ (p) also as a map [0,t] — P with m o PTZ (p) = a (recall Subsection 1.1; alternatively use
Lemma 5.20 and project onto the second component for the following derivatives). Then by

construction

Y:g

= PTY H, ¢
dt a(g) € g

t=0

for all g € &, that is, it is horizontal in &; similarly for the parallel transport on %,

X:g

= PT? H,P.

t=0

We want to use Thm. 5.21 now in order to understand what Eq. (45) implies about the cor-
responding horizontal distribution of 9. For this we differentiate both sides of Eq. (45) with
d/dt|4=o; the left hand side implies that the right hand side is an element of H,,.,2, while the
right hand side gives

d

dt

. (PT () - PTE(9)) = Dy (X, Y)

= Dyro(X) + (ug)g<Y - Dxa(d(o)))

pg
where & : P« & — P denotes the -action on P, o is any (local) section of & with o, = g and

d

a =D,r(X)
t=0

because of 7 o PTZ (p) = a (similarly w.r.t. PTY so that it follows that (X,Y) is a tangent
vector of &P x &). As we already have shown several times, for example recall the beginning of

the proof of Thm. 5.21, we have
Y — Do (a(0)) € Vy@,

so that the canonical projection 7V¢™%% : T€ — V& onto the vertical structure of € acts as

identity on it. By making use of the horizontality of Y, we can write

(1), (Y = Do (a(0))) = (s 0 7%) (¥ =Dyl o m)(X)

_ (M? o errt,z)g(Dp(g om)(X)).
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s Py D?rg (X)
Dprg(X) |
H,,% Hy.., &
g
Hpo H, %

Figure 1: Push-forward of a horizontal tangent vector X with constant section (left) and general
section (right), where & is a classical principal bundle as in Ex. 6.3 equipped with a

"typical" connection HZ of principal G-bundles (G the structural Lie group).

vert, &

It may not surprise that pug o is by construction actually the connection 1-form on &

vert, &

corresponding to HZ, therefore we will denote pg o as the total Maurer-Cartan form

pt of €. Hence we get in total (see also Figure 1)

Dyro(X) — (N?t)g(DP(U om)(X))| €HpP (46)
Py
for all X € H,%, and we would like to take this as the starting point of defining a connection
on P. We are going to prove that such a definition is independent of the chosen section o, and
thence this gives the fundamental formula for the following parts of this paper. Last but not
least, our starting point was Eq. (38); there is no contradiction between the approaches of Eq.
(38) and (46). If X is a vertical vector, then

D,7(X) =0,
and
Dpry(X) = Dpry(X)

by Remark 4.16. Thence, the symmetry behind Eq. (46) will be compatible with the one of Eq.
(38) on the vertical bundle. Let us first study the second summand in Eq. (46) via the Darbouz

derivative.

6.2.2. Darboux derivative on LGBs

By Cor. 6.18 we know that V& is the pullback of g. Since connections are projections onto
the vertical bundle we are interested into the pullback situation, and therefore we will put some

remarks after some definitions in the following in order to discuss the situation of pullback LGBs.
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Hence let us start with a general remark about the pullback situation to which we will later

refer in the other remarks regarding this situation.

Remark 6.20: Pullback LGBs and their connections

Let € =% M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and HZ be a horizontal distribution of
@, where we denote with 7' : T€ — V& the corresponding (base-preserving) projection
onto its vertical bundle; we will view 7Vt as an element of Q(%; VZ). Furthermore, let
f: N — M be a smooth map defined on another smooth manifold N. By Lemma 5.20 we
know that T(f*%) consists of pairs of tangent vectors (X,Y) € T(, (f*9) ((p,g) € f*F)
with X € T,N,Y € T;% and

D, f(X) =Dymg(Y).

In the following we denote with pr; (i € {1,2}) the projections onto the i-th component
of f*&.

The projection of f*& — N is pry, thus Dpry(X,Y) = X. The vertical bundle V(f*¥)
as the kernel of Dpr; then consists of pairs (X = 0,Y"), and therefore Dymg (Y') = 0 which
implies Y € V,%. Thence,

V(f*@) = pr5(VY).
It is then trivial to check that
prym’t € Q' (f*%;pry(VY)) = Q' (f*G; V(f*9))

is a projection onto V(f*¥), and gives therefore rise to a horizontal distribution on f*&,

the pullback connection on f*&. Especially we have
(b 1) = .70,

and thus

((Dpry, Dpry) oprir™™ )| (X,¥) = (0,m™ (V) = (prsr™™") (X, ¥).

. J

As we have seen, we need a slight adjustment of the vertical Maurer-Cartan as presented in
Def. 4.22.

Definition 6.21: Total Maurer-Cartan form

Let € 2 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M , and HZ be a horizontal distribution
of €, where we denote with 7V'* : T€ — V& the corresponding projection onto its

vertical bundle. Then we define the total Maurer-Cartan form p" € Ql(?; w*?g) of
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g as the connection 1-form corresponding to HZ, i.e.

(1g") (V) = (ng o )|, (V) = (DyLg-1) (r (V)

forallge @ and Y € T,9.

This is clearly well-defined by construction; also recall our discussion of the vertical Maurer-

Cartan form, especially Cor. 4.21.

Remark 6.22: Pullback situation: Part I

Given the situation as in Remark 6.20, then we have

L(p,g)((p7 q)) = (p, Lg(Q))

for all (p,g),(p,q) € f*€, where the left-translation on the left and right hand side are
the ones of f*& and &, respectively. Thence,

Lip.g) = (Pr1s Lpra(p,g) © P2),

and hence,

Dp.g)Lip.g)-1 = (Dp,g)Pr1> Dpry(p.g) Lpry (p,g—1) © Dipig)Pr2) |v(p,g)(f*f>

- (07 (N?)prz(pvg) © D(p’g)pr2) ‘V(p g)(f*?)7

making use of that L, : (f*?)p — (f*?)p so that D, o\ Lipg)-1 @ Vipg) (') —
Vipen) (f*E) = (f*g)p, where x := f(p) and e, is the neutral element of &,. Altogether

we get

( tot vert

|
'uf*g)(p,g) - D(p,g)L(p,g)*l O prom

(p.g9)

vert

1
- (0’ (%) pry (p,g) © D(pvg)prg) © pram (p.9)

= (07 (N? © ﬂ-vert) |pr2(p,g) °© D(pvg)pr2)

(0’ (Mt??t)pr2(p,g) © D(Pyg)prz)
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Remark 6.23: Total Maurer-Cartan form just typical form on trivial LGBs

Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g, and & = M x G 24 M be the trivial LGB
equipped with its canonical flat connection HZ := priTM, where pr; is the projection
onto the first component in M x G. Its LAB g is also a trivial bundle, M x g, and we

have several identities (recall Cor. 4.24)
T X priTM & pryTG Z priTM & g = priTM @ prig = HEZ &V,

where pry : M X G — G is the projection onto the second component, and the projection
onto the vertical bundle is then equivalent to Dpry € QY(%; priTG).

Now let us view G as an LGB over a point {*}, then & = f*G, where f : M — {x}.
Making use of the uniqueness of 7¥'* = 1pg for G — {x}, we have for the pullback

vert

connection pr!27r = Dpr, which is precisely the projection for &, and therefore we can

use Remark 6.22 to derive

tot !
He' = ProfiG,

where pg is the Maurer-Cartan form of G.

The Maurer-Cartan form is important for gauge transformations because it induces a deriva-

tive, which we also need now.

Remark 6.24: Maurer-Cartan form inducing a natural derivative: Part I

If G is a Lie group and g its Lie algebra, then there is actually some stance that the typical
Maurer-Cartan form pg € Q'(G;g) describes the generalization of the total derivative of
smooth maps M — R" (n € N), given by the Darboux derivative A as given in [7,
§5.1, page 182ff.]. For a smooth section o : M — G of the trivial LGB over M, this is
Ao € QY(M:;g) given by

Ao = o'ug,
that is,
(A0)p(X) = Do, L,-1(Dz0 (X))

for all p € M and X € T,M. For G = R" one usually shows that Do is the actual
total derivative (Jacobian) by making use of TR™ = R™ x R"; however, if one views the
triviality of TR™ as the trivialization of general TG as given by G x g, then it is more
natural to think of the total derivative as Do followed by Dg, L, -1 in order to receive
information about the essential Lie algebra element. Then the classical total derivative

of R"-valued maps is actually more naturally given by the Darboux derivative.
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We now have a similar behaviour in our case but related to arbitrary connections on R" (as

a trivial bundle over M).

Definition 6.25: Generalised Darboux derivative

Let € 2% M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M , and HE be a horizontal distribution
of . For o € I'(¥) we define the Darboux derivative Ao € QY(M; g)

Ao = a'ust = (0% ") o Do.

We may also write AY instead of A in order to accentuate the LGB.

Remarks 6.26.
The notation with the pullback ¢* is only needed if one wants to view Ao as a C°°(M)-linear
map X(M) — I'(g); in this case it is a composition of base-preserving vector bundle morphisms
Do : TM — 0*T and o*pis" : 0*TE — o*wg = ¢ which can be extended to sections, where
7 is the projection of &.

Of course one can view Ao as a map TM — g which one can also write as the composition
of Do : TM — T and p* : TE — g, that is,

tot

Ao = pg” o Do.

If one wants to emphasize base points of the involved pullback bundles, that is, one views p*

as a map TY — mgg, then one can write point-wise

(1g"),, ©Dzo = (02, (Ao)],)
for all x € M.

As a derivative we expect a Leibniz rule as for the classical Darboux derivative (see [7, §5.1,
Eq. 2, page 182]). However, we cannot make a general statement about that yet, as long as we
do not fix a more specific type of connection on €. We will come back to this later; at this point
just be sure of that there is of course a certain Leibniz rule, simply due to that it generalizes
the "classical" Darboux derivative, as we are going to see.

Let us now discuss the pullback situation for the Darboux derivative.

Remark 6.27: Maurer-Cartan form inducing a natural derivative: Part II

We have now something similar to Remark 6.24. Let € = M x R" (n € N) be the
trivial abelian LGB, and V a vector bundle connection on M x R", for which we have the
associated projection onto the vertical bundle 7V : T — V. For o € I'(¥) we then

have
Vx,0 = (o"7"") (Dyo(Xy)) (47)

for all x € M and X, € T, M, by making use of 6*V& = M x R" as vector bundles such
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that the right hand side has again values in & due to "enough triviality" and equals the
left hand side.

Alternatively, one could use the isomorphism as given in Cor. 4.24. This is also more
natural in the sense of that one wants that V x_ o is a section over M; M can be viewed as
the image of the neutral section e (the zero vector here), so that V x, o should have values
in e*V& = g. Henceforth one could say it is more natural to "pull ( * Vert) (Dxa(Xw))
back" to ¢ by left-translation in order to define Vx o, i.e.

Dy, Lyt ((0777) (Da0(Xa)) ) = (0" g 0 0" 7% |, (Daor(X2)

Oz

= (A0)|,(Xe).

Thus, as in Remark 6.24 one may say that Ao is the generalization of vector bundle
connections to general LGBs &. Furthermore, this argument is not based on a given

(local) trivialization to handle the arising pullback in Eq. (47).

Remark 6.28: Pullback situation: Part I1

Following Remark 6.22 and its notation and results (see Remark 6.20 for the initial setup),
we can calculate A9 (f*0) € QY(N; f*g) for o € €, first we write

frol, = (p:os)
for all p € N, and thus
AT (o) = (f*0) uify
= (f*0)'propl"
= (pry o f*0) uls*
= (00 )"
= (00 f)*'ug") oD(o o f)

(f* * tot) f*(DO')O Df
=f*(( * tot)oDU)

_ f ((U*Mtot) oDU)

- /'(a%), (48)
where we rewrote the chain rule

D(o o f) = f*(Dg) o Df,
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but as in Remark 6.26 one can decide to omit this notation. Such Darboux derivatives
related to the pullback connection on f*& we call the pullback Darboux derivative,

and similar to the notation of pullback vector bundle connections we write

f*AY = AT,

Remark 6.29: Canonical flat Darboux derivative

Given the situation as in Remark 6.23 we can use Remark 6.28 to derive

A? _ f*AO,

where A® on the right hand side is the Darboux derivative of the Lie group G as a bundle
over point. Trivially, A% = 0 for all g € G, and thus

A%(f*g) = f'(A%) =0

for all g € G viewed as a section of G — {0}, so f*g are the constant sections of €. In sense
of Remark 6.27 it makes sense to say that o is parallel w.r.t. A. Since constant sections
generate all sections of &, we then speak of the canonical flat Darboux derivative,
and constant sections are its parallel sections.

However, just because A? is a zero map, does not mean that also AY is zero. On one
hand because of a Leibniz rule which we will discuss later in more detail, and on the
other hand, as mentioned in Subsection 1.1, we can view general sections o € I'(¢) (not
necessarily constant) equivalently as a smooth map pry 0o : M — G, denoted by & for

bookkeeping reasons. By Remark 6.23 we then get
A% = o'prhuc = (pry o o) pg = ASG

for all o € T'(€), where AY is the "classical" Darboux derivative as in Remark 6.24 related
to pg. This emphasizes why we can speak of a canonical flat derivative due to the fact

that pg is flat (Maurer-Cartan equation), and we may simply write AY = AC.

We can actually rewrite some important equations now; recall the notation introduced in
Remark 6.19.

Remark 6.30: Darboux derivative in the infinitesimal LGB action

Recall Thm. 5.21; keeping the same notation as in this theorem but denoting the projec-
tion of & by m, we checked several times that Y — D,o(w) is vertical, and thus we can

now write

D(p,g)(I)(Xv Y)= Dpra(X) + (N?)g(y - Dxa(w)) .
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=Dpro(X) + (pg o errt)g(Y —Dyo(w))

p-g

=Dpro(X) + (pg o ﬂ'vert)g(Y) — (pgo errt)az (Dgo(w))

p-g p-g
= Dyro(X) + ("), (V)| = (20)], ()
p-g p-g
—_— —
= Dyro(X) = (7'Ac) ‘p(X) + (u"), (V)
pg P

If @ is a trivial LGB, then this emphasizes again that we recover the typical Leibniz rule

by choosing a constant section o, using Remarks 6.23 and 6.29.

Remark 6.31: Idea behind the notion of connection on principal bundles using

the Darboux derivative

Recall the notation and discussion around the terms in Eq. (46) which will be important
for our definition of a connection on principal LGB-bundles. The terms in Eq. (46) can

be similarly rewritten as in

Ve

Dyre(X) — (,ut??t)g(Dp(U o W)(X)) | =Dyry(X) — ((Aa)aC o Dpw) (X) |
—_—
=Dpre(X) — (W!AU) ‘p(X)

We will use this form for the definition of the principal bundle connection. As in Remark
6.30, if & is trivial and o a constant section corresponding to a Lie group element g, then

these terms are just
Dyrg(X),

making use of Ex. 3.15.

In fact, the Darboux derivative naturally induces a connection on ¢ as LAB of €. One may
have expected that since HZ should infinitesimally induce a horizontal distribution on g; recall
the exponential map introduced in Subsection 4.4. Also recall that by definition of vertical
bundles we know for the vertical bundle of the LAB ¢ " M that Vg = ¢, making use of
that LABs are vector bundles; in the following we will use the natural projection onto the second

component of 77, ¢ but now defined on Vg, denoted by pry: Vg — g.
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Proposition 6.32: LGB connection induces LAB connection

Let € =% M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and HE be a horizontal distribution of
©. Then the map VY : T'(g) — QY (M;g), v — V¥ denoted as an element of Q1 (M; g)
by X — V%}I/, defined by

d
Xy‘x i pr2(dt

((AetV)w(X))>

forallz € M, X € T,M and v € I'(g), is a well-defined vector bundle connection on

t=0

g, where t € R, and pry : Vg — g is the projection onto the second component of Vg

naturally viewed as pullback bundle.

Remarks 6.33.

The notation of pry is usually omitted in such constructions due to the fact that
tv
t— (Ae )x(X )

is a curve with values in g,, a vector space, so that one canonically uses the identification of
tangent spaces of vector spaces with itself to show that V?}l/b € g.. We will keep pry for the
proof for the sake of rigorousness, but we will drop it after this proposition for simplicity without

further mention.

In order to prove this we need to apply Schwarz’s Theorem in order to switch A with d/d¢. To
do this rigorously we need to introduce the canonical involution/flip on double tangent bundles;
since this does not completely fit into this paper’s subject and may be already known by the

reader, you can learn about the double tangent bundle and its flip map in Appendix A if needed.

Proof of Prop. 6.52.

Let us begin with well-definedness. Similar to Diagram (A.1) we have the double vector bundle

TTg 2% T
lﬂTng’ lﬂ'T? (49)
T Y . @

We also have

% tzo((Aet”)x(X)) = % t:0<(Mt§t 0 Dye™) (X))
= Dp,ex)1g" <% . <Dxet"(X)>>

= Dp, ()" (S (Dav(X)) )

= Dp, eyt (vr(X)) (50)
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S T,LL%O‘;(DIG(X))Q

for all z € M and X € T, M, where e is the neutral section of &, and we viewed ,utg?t as a map

T% — g when applying the chain rule; recall Remark 6.26. S¢ is the linear canonical flip map
on TTE, especially see the last part of Remark A.2. We also introduced the notation vy similar
to Remark A.5 for simplicity; in fact vp is a vector field on T only defined over TM which
is canonically embedded into TE by embedding M into & via e. We also naturally embed Tg
into TTZ. In total, we will work with these embeddings now so that everything is embedded
into TTE as the "total space"; hence, you will also see e and its total derivative De acting as an
embedding several times.
We get by Eq. (49)

D7rg (V)Z}V‘x) = Dp,e(x) (715 0 pg") (vr(X))

—=EO0TTgOTTTEY
= (Dgeo D, me) (V)
=0eT,%

viewing Se¢ as a base-preserving isomorphism from mrrg : TTE — TE to Drpg : TTE — TE,
and using that g = e*V&. The projection of ¢ — M is canonically the restriction of mre, hence

we can conclude that

d

= <(Aety)1-(X)> € Vu%ot(Dze(X))g,

t=0

and so we can derive that pry : Vg — g is defined on this; in total V¥ is well-defined. By Eq.

(50) we also trivially know that

WTTg<% ((Aet”)x(X))> = p1g" (Dye(X)) € ga

Viewing V¢ naturally as the pullback of g along its projection we can therefore write

)

so that smoothness of VY follows. In order to understand whether V¥ is a vector bundle

t=0

Eq. (50) d

DDze(X),u,tg?t(VT(X)) a <(Aety)m(X)> - (,Uatg?t(Dxe(X)), V%}V

t=0

connection we are hence interested into the restriction of Diagram (49) onto

D7’I’T§g

Vg M

JWTT? l:

g TG M

where M is canonically embedded into & by e, and M is the further canonical embedding of

this (the image of e) into TE by the zero section. As in Appendix A, the addition of vectors
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and the scalar multiplication of the left vertical arrow is denoted as usual, while the one of the

upper horizontal arrow will be denoted by 4 and -, respectively. For Y € T, M we now have

VSfXMyV‘x = pry <DDze()\X+HY),U'tZ9t (rr(AX + ”Y))>
= pry <DDxe()\X+nY),U't$9t (A-vr(X) 5 VT(Y))>
= pry (A *Dp,ex)ug" (vr(X)) 5« Dp,evyig” (VT(Y))>
= A pry (DDze( gt (v (X))) + K pry <DDze(Y):ut?9t (VT(Y)))

=\ Vv

+ K V?;l/
T

for all A,k € R, using Remark A.3, A.4 and A.5. By these remarks we also derive for another
section p € I'(g)

V$Ow + kp)

= b (Do (O + ru)r ()
=Avr+Kpur

=\ pry (DDze(X)M?t(VT(X))> + K pry <DDze( gt (MT(X))>

= \V%r

—|—I£V§,u
T

)

and

VL(fv)

= b1 (Do, e (F)2(X))

0
= pry <DDxe(X):ut?9t <f($) vr(X) + X(f) v* oga

)
)

for all f € C*°(M), where ({*), are fibre coordinates of ¢. It was well-defined to use the linearity

0
= f(x) V)Z}V‘x + X (f) pro <DDze(X) ot <V oga

of pry, since we know by what we have shown earlier that both, Dp_x tOt(( fr)r(X )) and
Dp, e X),u? (fz/T( )) f Dp,e(x) b tot (VT(X)), are elements of Vg, so that

D.e X))

Making use of the aforementioned isomorphism Vg = m14¢, we can write similar as in
Remark A .4

0
oo (3

is vertical, too.

0

P

I

(D$6(X)7 ea)?

Dze(X)
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where (eq), is a local frame of ¢ dual to £*. Thus,

pr 0 =e
2 o/ Dge(X) -

By definition, ,utg?t acts as identity on g = e*V¥, and so D,u%?t is the identity on Tyg. Thus, we

=pro| v i
Dae(X) 27 o

Vi) = 1) V%)

This finishes the proof. |

Definition 6.34: LGB connection on its LAB

Let € 2% M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M , and HE be a horizontal distribution
of €. Then we call the vector bundle connection V¥ on ¢ of Prop. 6.32, shortly denoted
by

derive

O a 8
pro (DDze(X):ut?t (V oga

thus, finally,

=v%, =1,
Dge(X)

x—i—X(f) V.

\ASTES 4

A tv
at ¢

t=0

for all v € T'(g), the ¥-connection (on the LAB g).

Remarks 6.35.

Such a construction of vector bundle connections on LABs also arises in [9, §4.5, Prop. 4.22],
but w.r.t. a more specific HZ, see Subsubsection 6.4.1 later; in this context that reference also
shows that the parallel transport associated to V¥ is the infinitesimal version of the parallel

transport associated with HZ.

Example 6.36: Canonical flat &£-connection

If we again focus on trivial LGBs with their canonical flat connection as in Remark 6.23
and 6.29, we can quickly derive that V¥ is then the canonical flat connection on the
trivial LAB g = M x g of & = M x G, g the Lie algebra of the Lie group G. Let v be a
constant section of g, then e is a constant section of & for all ¢ € R, so that by Remark
6.29

A?etl/ — 07

and thus
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for all constant sections v € I'(g). By the uniqueness of the canonical flat connection

(w.r.t. a trivialisation) we conclude that V¥ is the canonical flat connection on ¢ = M x g.

. J

Remark 6.37: Pullback situation: Part III

Following Remark 6.28 (see Remark 6.20 for the initial setup) and all the involved notation

we can again derive something related to the pullback LGB f*&. First of all, let us denote
the exponential of f*¥ and & by e« and eg, respectively, then we clearly have

el = exvigp), (0, v2) = (b expg, () = (br0%)

for all (p,v,) € (f*gz)p, where x == f(p) and so v, € g,, and where we made use of that

(f *?)p > ¢, as Lie groups via the projection pry onto the second component (recall Cor.

3.1), that is, we have used the well-known relation

pro (exp( 1), P Vz)) = (expg, © Dp.e,)Pr2) (P, Vo) = €xpg, (V2 ),
see e.g. [13, §1.7, Thm. 1.7.16, page 59| for the general formula; then use that pr2|(f*?)p
is bijective. Hence, we get

el = fr(e%)

for all v € I'(g). Due to clatch of notation we relabel the projection Vg — ¢ in Prop.
6.32 to 7y, and then observe, by using Eq. (48),

* d
Vf g *y =TT <_
Foum| =m( g _

=VvY 1/‘
Do ()7 ()
for all v € I'(¢g), p € N and Y € T,N. By the uniqueness of pullback vector bundle

connections we therefore get

v = VY.
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6.2.3. First step towards towards associated bundles

In order to provide a concise definition of connection 1-forms on principal bundles, we will need
to introduce some canonical form of action which will be obviously related to the action needed
for an analogue to the notion of associated bundles related to typical principal bundles. However,
we will neither discuss nor introduce a more general notion of associated bundles in this paper;
so, there will be just the "first step". The following action can be seen as another canonical
action on the pullback of a principal bundle, but coming from & itself instead of its pullback, if

& acts on the manifold one makes a pullback to.

Proposition 6.38: Canonical LGB action on pullback bundles over principal
LGB-bundles

Let € 8 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and % 5 M a principal €-bundle.
Furthermore let N be another smooth manifold and f : N — M a smooth map on which
& acts on the left as in Def. 3./. Then on the pullback manifold P x py N = f*P, whose

pairs of points are now reordered as in

P s N = {(p,2) € P x N | n(p) = f(@)},
we have a Tight €-action given by

(QXMN)*g—)@XMN,

(p,2,9) = (p,2) - g=(p 9,9 " - )

where (P xp N) x & is given as pullback of & w.r.t. the map © : P Xy N — M,
(p; @) = 7(p).

Proof.
By Def. 3.4 it is clear that this action is well-defined, due to

w(p-g) =melg) = f(g7" )
for all (p,z,g) € (P xp N) * &, and this also implies
w((p,2) - g) =7(p-g) = me(9),

so that Eq. (13) is satisfied. By construction we also have a smooth action, since it is the

composition of maps
(P Xy N)*C = (P*x8)x (TxN)—> P xy N,

(pz,9) = ((p,9), (9:2)) = (p-g.9 " - x).
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The first arrow is clearly an embedding, and the second arrow is just the restriction of the

smooth diagonal action,

(P+xZ)x (€+*N)— P xN,

1

((p,9),(@,p)) — (p-9.¢"" - p),

onto an embedded submanifold, and for its image make use of that & xj; N is an embedded
submanifold of & x N, as we already did several times for pullback bundles.

Associativity follows simply by

(p2)-9)-a=(p 9.9 2)-a=(p-9a.(99)" - z) = (p,2) - (99)
for all g,q € G, (y == m(p) = f(x)); it is trivial to check that (p,z) - e, = (p, ). [

As mentioned in Remark 6.14, constructions of quotients related to the LGB action may
be possible here. Thus, using the last proposition, one should be able to construct associated

bundles in this more general setting. We mainly need this proposition for the following examples.

Example 6.39: Adjoint action on the vertical bundle of &

Recall the adjoint representation of ¥ on its LAB ¢ M , Ex. 5.7. Using the notation
of Prop. 6.38 we have a right @-action on P xjr g = {(p,v) € P x g | 7(p) = 74(v)}
given by

(p.v)-g=(p-g,Ady-1(v))

forallp € & (x € M), v € g, and g € &,. Observe that & Xy ¢ = 7*¢ which is
isomorphic to V& by Cor. 6.18. We will denote this action shortly by

ddg—1(p,v) = (p,v) - g,

the adjoint representation of € on VZ; not to be confused with the adjoint represen-
tation of 7*% on w*g. In fact, it is trivial to check that o : & — Aut(n*g), g — e,
is a @-representation on P X g = 1*g = VP in the sense of Cor. 5.3.

The quotient of P x s g w.r.t. this group action should lead to a structure which is the

generalization of the adjoint bundle in typical formulations of gauge theory.

. J

Similarly, we can define the conjugation action on its integrated bundle; recall the conjugation

defined in Def. 4.8. Especially observe that the conjugation defines a left €-action on itself by

Ex8G — &,

(9:4) — cg(q) = gag ™"
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Example 6.40: Conjugation action over &

Let us look at &P xj; & = 7*¢. Then we have a right &-action on P X, & given by
(@) 9= (p-9.¢o1(0) = (p- 9,9 a9)
forall pe &, (x € M), and ¢,g € &,. We will denote this also by
¢g-1(p,q) = (P, q) - 9

the conjugation of @ on the integral of V&.
Taking a quotient of & x s & over this action should lead to a generalization of inner

group bundles as introduced in Ex. 2.12.

Let us finally define connections on principal bundles.

6.2.4. Generalized connection 1-forms on principal bundles

As also stated in [13, §5.1, Prop. 5.1.5, page 260], for a given horizontal distribution HZ of a
principal €-bundle # 5 M over a smooth manifold M we have by construction that

DPW‘H,)@ HyP = T, M

is a vector space isomorphism for all x € M and p € %,; similarly for @ itself. Using that,
one has some sort of identification between the horizontal tangent spaces; we want to provide
another identification in the sense of Eq. (46), also recall Rem. 6.31; especially recall the Darboux
derivative introduced in Subsubsection 6.2.2. The following proposition and definition will be

needed.

Proposition 6.41: The right-pushforward modified by the Darboux derivative

is a well-defined isomorphism

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and P = M a principal €-bundle,
and we have horizontal a distribution HE on €. Furthermore, for g € €, (x € M) define
the map

TP — TP| g,

)

—_—
X = #g4(X) == Dprq(X) — (W!AO') ‘p(X)

pg

where p € P, X € TpP, and o is any (local) section of & with o, = g. Then 74 is
independent of the choice of the local section o, and it is a vector bundle automorphism
over the right-translation rg.

Furthermore, if we also have a horizontal distribution HP on P, then H, P is isomorphic

via #g« to a complement of Vy,.qP in TP (this complement is not necessarily Hy.qP ).
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Proof.
In the following we have (p,g) € % &, X € T, P, and o is any (local) section of &€ with o, = g

(z = 7(p)).
e Let mg be the projection of &, then as mentioned before Prop. 6.41 there is a unique
Y € H,@ with

Dymg(Y) = Dpm(X) € T, M.
By Remark 6.30 we can derive
D(p,g)(b(X, Y) = 7/‘9* (X),

where we made use of that Y is horizontal in & so that (,u%?t)g(Y) = 0, and where ® denotes
the right ¥-action on & as a map P x & — P. Therefore the independence of 74, w.r.t. the
choice of o follows.

® 74 is clearly linear by construction. Let us now show fibre-wise that 4, is injective, then it
is also bijective by dimensional reasons. By Remark 3.11 we know that r, is a diffeomorphism,
and thus Dyr, : T, — T,.,9 is a vector space isomorphism. Restricted onto the vertical

subspace V,% we have by Remark 4.16
DPTU|Vp95 =Dprg : VpP — V.0 P,

which is a vector space isomorphism by Cor. 6.18 and dimensional reasons (which implies that

D,rg is surjective and thus bijective). We rewrite D,r, as

H,? & V,P = TpyP,

(XH, XV) = Dyroly <XH) +Dyrg (XV),
where we fix just any horizontal distribution HZ. By dimensional reasons and due to the
bijectivity of Dpr, and D,r, the image Im(Dpro|Hp@> of Dpro|HpgD has to be a complement

subspace of V., & in T).,P; Im(DprU|Hpg,> is not necessarily equal to H,.,& in general but
of the same dimension, especially of the same dimension as H,2. Thus, D,r,| H, o is a vector

space isomorphism onto its image which is complementary to V,.,&. Furthermore, observe
(W!AO') ‘ (X) = (Ao)l, (Dpﬂ' (XH + XV>> = (Ao)|, (Dpﬂ' (XH)) = (W!AO') ‘ (XH),
P p

using that the vertical subbundle is given by the kernel of Dm, and where we split again X =
XH 4+ XVforall X e T,% =H,% & V,P. Hence, we get in total that g, at p is equivalent to

H,2 & V,P — Im(DpTJ|Hpg) & Vg P,

(XH, XV) = | Dyroly, o (XH) Dprg<XV> _ <7T!AO'> (p(XH>

p-g
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Let (XH, XV) be now in the kernel of 7, then XH = 0 by the bijectivity of DprU\Hpg onto
its image. The second component of 74, is then just Dpr, (X V); again by the bijectivity of
Dprg : V&P — V0P we also get XV = 0. Thus, #¢+ is injective and therefore defines vector
space isomorphisms T, — T,.,P. It follows that 74, is an automorphism of TP @, OVer rg,
independent of the choice of HZ.

e It is then clear that #g*]Hp o> given by

H,% — I (Dyrolyy o) © Vg P,

X [ Dyrolyy o (X7), = (7a0) (p (x™)

Pg
is also an isomorphism onto its image; its image is complementary to V,.,& because its inter-

section with V4% would require that

Dy iy, (XM) =0,

which implies that X% = 0 due to the fact that Dpr(,]Hp o 18 @ vector space isomorphism onto

its image, as we discussed before. But then

7‘9*‘}1;,93 (0) =0,

which implies that the image of #g*|Hp o is a complement of V., & in Ty ;. This finishes the

proof. |

Hence, we formally define:

Definition 6.42: Modified pushforward via right-translation

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and & = M a principal €-bundle,
and we have a horizontal distribution HEZ on €. Then we define the modified right-
pushforward® 7. (with g € &,, z € M) as the vector bundle isomorphism TZ|j, —
TP|g over 14 as given in Prop. 6.41 by

—_
#gx(X) == Dpro(X) — (W!AO'> ‘p(X)

Pg
for all p € &, and X € TP, where o is any (local) section of ¥ with o, = g.
Similarly, for a (local) section o of & we define the modified right-pushforward 7.

with o as a (local) vector bundle isomorphism TS — TS by

PR
Fou(X) 1= #4,0(X) = Dpro(X) — (W!Aa) ‘p(X)

pox

forall X € T,% (p € %).
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“The font of # is a calligraphic r.

Remark 6.43: Restriction onto vertical bundle gives typical right-pushforward

It is trivial to check that we have
#gx(X) = Dprg(X) =t 14 (X)

for all X € V,%; we actually have proven this directly after Eq. (46). As also pinpointed
in Remark 6.31, if & is a trivial LGB equipped with its canonical flat connection and
o a constant section, then it is easy to see that 74, = 74« = 744, Where ry has to be
understood as the right-translation of the canonical Lie group action inherited by & in

the sense of Ex. 3.15.

Remarks 6.44.
Prop. 6.41 trivially extends to #,«, that is, 7, is a (local) automorphism of T over r,. Thus,

we can view 74, as an element of Q1(P;r:TP).

Hence, the following definition makes sense, especially if thinking about what we discussed
for Eq. (46), also recall Rem. 6.31.

Definition 6.45: Ehresmann connection on principal LGB-bundles

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and & = M a principal €-bundle,
and we have horizontal distributions HE and H% on & and &, respectively. We call HS
an Ehresmann connection or a connection on & if it is right-invariant (w.r.t.

modified right-pushforward), i.e.
#gx(HpP) = Hp.g P

forallp € & and g € &, (v == 7w(p)).

Remarks 6.46.

There is also a definition of connections on such and more general principal bundles in [3, §5.7,
paragraph before Prop. 5.38, page 148]. However, this reference provides a different type of
definition; translated to our situation, it is based on assuming that & is defined over another
base manifold N. In order to define the LGB action on & this reference introduces a moment
map p: P — N so that the action of an element &, (y € N) is defined on 1 ({y}), especially
the infinitesimal action r, of a fixed LGB element g acts on tangent vectors of u~!({y}), not
necessarily on the vertical structure of &. Hence, in order to circumvent the problem we
discussed in Subsubsection 6.2.1, the reference’s definition of a connection is then based on
assuming that the "fibres” u~!({y}) are complementary to the vertical structure of 2, so these

fibres” tangent spaces define a horizontal distribution while the infinitesimal action r, now acts
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well-defined on the horizontal structure. Henceforth, the reference does not need to look at
using sections o and their actions.

However, this is not a suitable definition for us, because our moment map is the projection of
& itself such that r, acts on the vertical structure. The reference’s definition is rather restrictive,

while our definition works for all principal &-bundles by fixing a connection on &.

Let us discuss several examples.

Example 6.47: Recovering of the classical definition

As we already discussed several times, especially recall Remark 6.43 and Ex. 6.3, but
ultimately by the discussion for Eq. (46) which also applies to classical principal bundles
and their notion of connection and parallel transport: We recover the typical definition
of a connection on a principal bundle if & is a classical principal bundle and if the trivial
LGB & is equipped with its canonical flat connection HE. We call such a connection a

classical connection.

Example 6.48: Associated LGBs

Recall Def. 2.11, and recall that LGBs themselves are principal bundles as in Ex. 6.4.
That is, let G, H be Lie groups, P — M a principal G-bundle over a smooth manifold

M, and 1 a G-representation on H. Then we have the LGB associated to the principal
bundle P and the representation ¥ on H

H—— % =Pxy,H

|

M

Fix a typical classical connection on P; as also introduced in Subsubsection 6.2.1 we have
an associated parallel transport PTY : P, — T'(a* P) along a curve o : [0,t] — M (¢t > 0),
where a(0) =: z. As proven in [13, §5.9, Thm. 5.9.1, page 289f.], we have a canonical
well-defined parallel transport PTZ? : %, — I'(a*%) given by

PTZ{([ 7h]) = [PTg(p),h]

for all [p, h] € #,. This has a 1:1 correspondence to a horizontal distribution H# on 7.

Observe that we have
PT?([p, hl- | ,h’]) = PT?([p, hh’])
= [PTS (p), h]

= [PTE(p), 1] - [PTE (p), ]

= PTZ ([p, ]) - PTZ ([p,1])
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for all [p, ], [p,h'] € #,. Now recall that the whole motivation behind Def. 6.45 comes
from Eq. (46) (also recall Remark 6.31) which itself stems from Eq. (45). We see that
that Eq. (45) is satisfied here, and thus Eq. (46) follows, i.e.

#lo, (X)) € Hp ). jp,1) Z

for all X € Hy, ,;#. By Prop. 6.41 and dimensional reasons (horizontal subspaces are of
the same dimension) it follows immediately that H# is an (Ehresmann) connection on
Z in sense of Def. 6.45.

We call such connections on LGBs associated to a classical principal bundle an associated

connection.

. J

As expected, we have a corresponding connection 1-form. For this we need to formally define

the pullback of 1-forms with respect to the modified right-pushforward.

Definition 6.49: The pullback of forms via modified right-pushforward

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and % 5 M a principal €-bundle,
and we have a fixed horizontal distribution HE on €. For w € QF(P;1*g) (k € Ny) we
define the pullback via the modified right-pushforward r*!g(w\ %) (with g € &,
over %, x € M) as an element of I'(AF T*P| 5 ® gz) by

(#!g(w|%)) ‘p(Yl, coo g M) B W (#g*(Yl), ... ,rg*(Yk))

forallp € & and Yi,...,Y; € T, 9. Similarly we define the pullback via the modified
right-pushforward 7 w with a (local) section o € I'(%) as an element of Q*(P; 1*g)
by

(#law) ‘p(Yl, LY = (7"% (w\@z)) ‘p(Yh LY = (T;w)’p(f‘a*(yl), o 70x (Vi)

for all pe &, and Yy,...,Y, € T, 2.

Remarks 6.50.

By Prop. 6.41 (and Remark 6.44) these definitions are well-defined. A short note about the
notation on the very right hand side of the second definition: This notation allows us to extend
it to vector fields, that is,

(#Lw) (Y,...,Y,) = (riw) (#J*(Yl), .. ,#0*(Yk))

forall p € & and Y1,...,Y; € X(9%). Observe that we have 7,.(Y;) € I'(riTP) (I € {1,...,k})
and riw € F(A"%;TQ’ ® ﬂ*g), using rin*g = (mor,)*g = 7*g, such that the right hand side
is well-defined.

For the following definition recall the adjoint €-representation on V&, Ex. 6.39, and the
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isomorphism for V& in Cor. 6.18.

Definition 6.51: Connection 1-forms on principal LGB-bundles

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and & 5 M a principal €-bundle,
and we have a fixed horizontal distribution HE on €. A connection 1-form or gauge
field on & is a 1-form A € Q1(P;n*g) satisfying:

o (%Y-equivariance, but w.r.t. modified right-pushforward)
A=, 10A
for all (local) o € T'(%).

o (Identity on V&)

for all (local) v € T'(g).

Remarks 6.52.

e Due to the fact that we formulated the &-equivariance using Ex. 6.39, one may already be
able to show an analogue of the 1:1 correspondence of typical (classical) connection 1-forms to
connection reforms and splittings of the Atiyah sequence; that is, a generalization of [7, §3.2,
page 90 ff.].

e The @-equivariance reads point-wise for g :== o, (z € M)
(f‘i,(A!.%)) ‘p(X) = (p * g, Adg (flp(X)»
for all p € &, and X € T2, where we wrote A, = <p, flp> with flp € F(T;g’ ® gza;), and Ad
is the adjoint representation of €. In the typical formulation of gauge theory the base point

component is usually omitted due to that g is then trivial and so also V@ (= 7*g).

The identity on V& reads pointwise
Ap(vp) = (p,vp)
for all v, € g,. For readability we may also omit the basepoint information and just write
Ap(vp) = vp.
Furthermore, recall the notation introduced in Remark 6.19, then for y := (p, v,) we can therefore
write
Ap(pip) = p-
Finally, we identify (Ehresmann) connections and connection 1-forms on principal LGB-

bundles in the typical way; for this recall Cor. 6.18.
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Theorem 6.53: 1:1 correspondence of Ehresmann connections and connection

1-forms

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and P = M a principal €-bundle,
and let HZ be a horizontal distribution on €. Then there is a 1:1 correspondence between

Ehresmann connections and connection 1-forms on P:

e Let HP be an Ehresmann connection on P. Then HP defines a connection 1-form
A e QYP;m*g) by

Ap(ﬂp"i'Xp) = (p,v)
forallpe & (xe M), ve g, and X € HyP.

o Let A€ QYP;m*g) be a connection 1-form on P. Then A defines an Ehresmann
connection HP on P via its kernel Ker(A), that is,

H,% = Ker(4,)

forallp e P.

Proof.
The proof is very similar to the proof of "typical connections', as e.g. provided in [13, §5.2, Thm.
5.2.2; page 262].

e For the first bullet point we need to show that Def. 6.51 is satisfied, and the identity
behaviour on V& quickly follows by definition: We have

AW, = Ap(p) = (p,ve) = (T7V)],

for all v € T'(g) and p € % (z € M). Therefore it is only left to show the $-equivariance. As
mentioned in Remark 5.18, for v € g, the vector field v on %, is a fundamental vector field

coming from the & -action on %,. Hence, we know by [13, §3.4, Prop. 3.4.6, page 145f.] that
o~ o~ f—
e (8) = rgu @) = Ady1(0)
for all g € ©,, also using Remark 6.43.7 Thus,

(7{714) ‘ (5p + Xp) = Ap-crz( f”w*(ap), +\#‘T’*(X_/p))
p €Hp.0p P
pPox

= fﬁz*(5)|p»az

= (p SOy Adg;1(v)>

= dd ,-1(p,v)

9This is very straightforward to prove.
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forall p € %, 0 € I'(¥), v € g, and X, € H, 9. This finishes the proof for the first bullet
point.
e For the second bullet point we make use of Cor. 6.18 and

Alv) =7"v

for all (local) sections v € I'(g). This implies that A has not only values in V2, but acts also
as identity on V. Thus, H? = Ker(4,) is a complementary subspace of V,% in T, % for all
p € P. In order to show that HZ is a horizontal distribution of &, we fix a local frame (e,), of

g over U (an open subset of M), so that (7*e,), is a frame of 7*g|-1(;). Therefore we write
A=A ®mve,,
where A% € QY(P|y). Due to A(V) = m*v we get
40(G) = o,

where d is the Kronecker delta. Hence, (A%), is the dual frame of (e;),, which is a frame of
V& by Cor. 6.18, and so the A% are linear independent to each other. Fix an auxiliary fibre
metric (-,-) on T, and denote with (V) the (-, -)-dual frame to (A%),, i.e.

A= (Ve

Due to the smoothness of A and due to that (-,-) is a fibre metric, (V%)
vector fields on &, linear independent to each other. Observe that any orthogonal frame (W),
to (V¢), satisfies

., are smooth (local)

A (W) = (V9 W) = 0.

Thus, we derived that Ker(A)|y is spanned by such frames (W¢)_, in total, Ker(A) is spanned
by a locally free sheaf of modules of constant rank. By the 1:1 correspondence of vector bundle
and locally free sheaf of modules of constant rank, we can conclude that H? = Ker(A) is a
subbundle of T9; complementary to V& due to what we have shown earlier.

It is only left to show the right-invariance of H#. So let X € H,% for p € &. Then

Apo. (#0:(X)) = (#5(A) (X) = el 1 (4,(X)) = 0

for all (local) o € I'(¢), where z := m(p). Thence, #5.(X) = #5,+(X) € Hp.,, P, and therefore
we derive by Prop. 6.41 and dimensional reasons that 7, .(H,?) = H,.,, 2. We eventually

conclude that HZ is an Ehresmann connection. [ |

We finish this subsection with the following technical and useful corollary.
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Corollary 6.54: Commutation of modified push-forward and projections

Let & — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and & — M a principal G -bundle,
also let HE be a horizontal distribution on & and HP an Ehresmann connection on P;
denote with 7, and m, the associated projections on the horizontal and vertical bundle of

P, respectively. Then we have
#gx O Th = Th O #gx,
Pgx O Ty = Ty O #gx

forallge @.

Remarks 6.55.
This extends of course to (local) sections o € T'(€), and as discussed in Remark 6.26 we can

extend these equations to vector fields on & via pullbacks, that is,
%
Pox OTh = T5Th O #ox,
. *
Pox O Ty = T'5Ty O Pox,

making use of that 7, is an isomorphism over r,,, recall Prop. 6.41.

Proof.
By Cor. 6.18 (also recall Remark 6.43) and Def. 6.45 we have

#gx(VpP) = Vg P,
#g«(HpP) = Hp.y P,

thus, 74, preserves the splitting T = H% © V. This concludes the proof. |

6.3. Gauge transformations

Let us now look at how gauge transformations of A look like in this setting; for this recall the
definition of gauge transformations in Def. 6.5. As in Remark 3.17 we expect a relationship
between gauge transformations and certain LGB valued maps. For the following also recall Ex.
6.40.

Definition 6.56: LGB-valued conjugation maps

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and 2 5 M a principal €-bundle.
Then we define the group C>°(%; €)Y of @-valued conjugation maps as a set by

C>*(P;8)? = {o €eT(n*E) | 0p.g = ¢4-1(0p) for all (p,g) € P+ EG}.
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Its group structure is inherited by the point-wise group structure of I'(7*%); recall Cor.
3.1.

Remark 6.57: Group structure on C*>(%; &)

It is trivial to check that C°°(%;©)¥ is indeed a subgroup of T'(7*%).

C>®(P; €)Y canonically acts on & on the right via the given @-action: Let o € C®(P;©)?,
then we define
P op = p-pra(op) (51)

for all p € &P, where pr, : 78 — & is the projection onto the second component. In essence,
we drop the notation of pry, as if we view ¢ as a map &P — & of fibre bundles over ; recall
Subsection 1.1. If we denote the right €-action on S by ®, then observe by o, = (p, pry(oy))

that we could also write

p-op = ®(p, pra(oy)) = (0y).

As in the case of typical/classical principal bundles, we have the following statement.

Proposition 6.58: Gauge transformations as ¥-valued conjugation maps

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and P = M a principal €-bundle.
Then there is a well-defined group isomorphism of gauge transformations and € -valued

conjugation maps given by
et (P) — C=(P,9)7,
H — O‘H,
where ol € C®(P; %)% is defined by
H(p)=p- o}

for allp € P.

Proof.
This result can be proven similarly as for Lie group based principal bundles; however smoothness
needs to be discussed a bit. In the following we make use of that pullback manifolds like & x &
are embedded submanifolds of product manifolds like & x &, we will not further mention it.

e First of all, due to the fact that H is base-preserving we know that H(p) is in the same fibre
as p (p € &P), and due to that the -action on P is simply transitive there is a unique element
of ™&|,, denoted by Jf, such that

H(p)=p-o) =p-pry(o))),
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where pry : P *x & = 1% — & is the smooth projection onto the second component. Let us

first show smoothness of p — O'I{{ : We can write

) = 2, (b2,

where ®, : &, — 9, is the orbit map through p € %, (x € M). By Remark 6.2, ®, is a

Gy-equivariant diffeomorphism, especially invertible, so that
pry(0y) = (@)~ (H(p))-
Let us define the map
P = G,
(p.) = @ (p,p) = (€)' ()

which is a map over 7w by construction. If we can show smoothness of ®~!, then smoothness of

o follows additionally due to smoothness of H and
of = (p,ora(0f) = (p. (@) (HE)) = (.07 (0. H D)) )
Observe that we have
pra(p,g) = g = (®) " (Pp(9)) = ' (p, ®(p,9))
for all (p,g) € P *x €, where ® denotes the right -action on P. The map

L:9%% — 7*P,

(0.9) — (p,®(p,9)),

is a base-preserving principal bundle isomorphism (w.r.t. the LGB isomorphism given as the
identity map on & x &), recall Cor. 6.12 and Remark 6.13. Thus, we have in total

P oL = Pra,
and thus
! =pryo L7,

H

so ®~1 is smooth, and therefore o7 is smooth, too.

e That o' is an element of C>(%; €)% follows as usual:
(p-9)-profopy) =H(p-g9) =H(p)-g=p- (pra(0}’) 9)
for all (p,g) € P * €, so that, by the simply transitivity of the action,

g pra(oyly) = pra(y) g,
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and thus

oty = (p-gpra(ofly)) = (p-9.97" pra(0f) 9) = e (o).
Thus, ol € C®(P;%)%.
e The inverse of H — o' is clearly given by
C®(P; €)% — sht(P),
o H?,

where

H7(p) = p- o,
for all p € . Smoothness here is now obvious, it is also clearly base-preserving, and we have

H(p-g)=p-g Trg =PI pry(¢g-1(0p)) =p - pra(op) g=p-0op g=H(p) - g
=c,—1(0p) =c,—1(pra(op))

for all (p,g) € P« &. Thus, H? € okt (P), and so this finishes the proof. |

Using this, we can finally formulate the gauge transformations of connection 1-forms; for
this recall Cor. 6.9 and the Darboux derivative, Def. 6.25. Also recall the pullback Darboux

derivative, Remark 6.28.

Theorem 6.59: Gauge transformations of connection 1-forms

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and = M a principal €-bundle,
also let HE be a horizontal distribution on € and A € Q' (P;7*g) be a connection 1-form
on P. Furthermore, let H € ghet(P). We then have that H'A is a connection 1-form on
P and

H'A=dd 10 A+ (7 A)oH,

pryo(ofl)

where o € C®(P; €)Y is defined as in Prop. 6.58 and pry : 7% — € is the projection
onto the second component.

Similar to Def. (51) we may shortly just write

H'A= Gl (1)1 © A+ (m*A)H.

Proof.
First of all observe that H'A € Q' (%; H*1*g), and trivially H*n*g = (70 H)*g = 7*g. We
will make use of this and similar isomorphisms in the following without further mentioning it.

We will often not bookkeep the basepoint component in the following pairs and triples; so,
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everything has to be read in such a way that we have again values in the correct space. It
would just be cumbersome to keep track of all these natural isomorphisms, and we decided for
readability to avoid this bookkeeping most of the time.

e We then have

(f;H’A) (X) = (H’A) (7« (X))

p pox

—_—

= <H!A)p.oz D,re(X) — <7T!AO') ‘p(X)

POz

—_—

= Aft(pon) | Dpon H | Dyro(X) — (HA(;)L(X)

Doz

POa
for all (local) 0 € I'(9), p € & (x € M) and X € T,2?. We also get by definition of o##(P)
H(p-oy) = H(p) - ou,
that is,
Hor,=r,0oH
and thus
Dy.o, H 0 Dyry = Dyp(H ory) = Dy(r5 0 H) = Dy(p)7o 0 DpH.
Now also observe that

DpH (vp) = (DpH 0 D¢, ®p)(v) = De, (H 0 ®p)(v) = De, Py (¥) = Vi p) (52)
~———
Yx29—H(p-9)=H(p)-g
for all v € g,, where ®, is the orbit map through p. Due to that H is base-preserving we derive

(W!AU) ‘H(p) (D, H(X)) = (H%’M)p(X) - <(7r oH)’Aa>

(X) = <W’Aa> (X).

p p

In total we get

(#;H!A>p(X):AH(p)_Uw Diys (DpH(X)) = (n'a0)| (D, H(X))

= Afp)o, (7‘0* (DPH(X)))
= <7<£7A> Hp) (DpH(X))

= (A y-1 0A) 1y (Dp H(X))
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= (H(p) - 00s Ad,1 (An (DpH(X))) )

= dd <H(P)7 XH(p) (DPH(X))>

= dd, ((H!A)p(X)>,

where we wrote A = <p, A\p) with A == my 0 A (my : g — g the projection onto the second

component), and thus
¥ H'A= o, 0 HA.
By Eq. (52) we also get DH (v) = H*v for all (local) v € I'(g) and thus
(H’A) () = (H*A)(DH (7)) = (H*A)(H*) = H*(A(9)) = H*n"v = (10 H)*v = n*.

! . .
Hence, H" A is a connection 1-form on 9.

e For the last part recall Prop. 6.58, especially we have a unique o7 € C*°(%; €)? such that
H(p)=p o) =p-pry(o)) = @(p,pry(o))) = (<I> o (Lg,pry OUH))(p)

for all p € &, (x € M), where ® is the right ¥-action on P, also recall Def. 51, that is, pry :
1*€ — € is the projection onto the second component. Define & := pryoofl, P 3 p s op €,
by Remark 6.22, 6.28 and Thm. 5.21, especially Remark 6.30, we can calculate

D,H(X) = D(pﬁp)‘l)(X, Dpﬁ(X))

P
= Dyro(X) — (n'A0) (p(X)

+ ), (D))

P-Op pop

e 00 G (o= )

= 75,0(X) + (pripf")

= o (X) 4 (%) (DpaH<X>>\
P H(p)

= 150 (X) + (N*%H) (X)

(X) (53)
H(p)
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for all X € T, %, where o is a (local) section of & so that o, = 7, = pry (U{,{).
Then

(H’A)p(X) = Agpy (DpH (X))

= Ang) (f&p*(X) + ((W*A)UH)p(X)'H( ))

Wp@((aﬁ)_l) (AP(X)) + ((W*A)UH)

which finishes the proof, where we used the trivial relation (alternatively recall Cor. 3.1)

(pra(2) ™ = b (o) 7).
[ |

Of course there is also the sense of gauge transformation with respect to gauges as in typical

gauge theory (see e.g. [13, §5.4, page 2701ff.]), recall Def. 6.15.

Definition 6.60: Local gauge field

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and & = M a principal €-bundle,
also let HZ be a horizontal distribution on & and A € Q1(P;7*¢) be a connection 1-form
on &P. Furthermore, let s € I'(P|y) be a (local) gauge over an open subset U C M. Then
we define the local connection 1-form of local gauge field 4, € Q' (U; ¢|,;) (w.r.t.

s) by

A = s'A.

Remarks 6.61.

A has values in 7*¢, and thus A, has values in s*7%g = (70 5)*g = 15,2 = ¢|;.

Gauge transformations now naturally arise in a change of the gauge s. So, let U; and U; be
two open subsets of M so that U; N U; # 0. For two gauges s; € I'(2|y,) and s; € T'(2|y,)
there is then a unique o;; € F(g|UmUj> such that

Si :Sj'o'jz' :<I>Sj OUji
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on U; NUj, where @, is the orbit through s;, especially also recall Lemma 6.7. The unique
existence is clear by the definition of principal bundles, while the smoothness follows by Lemma

6.7 so that we can write 0j; as the composition of smooth maps
_ -1

oji =@ s; ©Si
In the following we also introduce the notation

-1 _

(25)) @)= (o7'w)
for all p € S, that is, <I>S_j1 is the inverse of the orbit map ®,,, but (-)~! is the inverse of <I>S_j1 (p)
as an element of &y,
Instead of calculating directly how A, and Ay, are related we want to use Thm. 6.59. For this

it will be useful to understand that gauge transformations o%¢Z(%) are locally isomorphic to the

group of sections I'(¥) via a gauge, analogously to the typical formulation of gauge theory as e.g.
illustrated in [13, §5.3.2, page 268f.]. While the isomorphism of @##(P) to C>®(P; €)Y C I'(m*%)

is global, the following isomorphism is in general only local.

Proposition 6.62: Gauge transformations and sections of the structural LGB

Let € ™% M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and P 5 M a principal €-bundle.
Also let s € I'(P|;) be a gauge defined over some open subset U of M. Then we have a

group isomorphism given by
C=(Ply; Ely) *lv = T(Fy),
0 — Pry 00 0 S,
where pry : ™8 — & is the projection onto the second component, with inverse

T(Z|y) = C°(P|y; €lp) ¥lo,

TH 0o,

where
T oo _ = -1 _
Op = <p7 C(<I>;1(p))_1 (ﬂr(p))) = ( ’(Q)s 1(p)) Tr(p) q)s 1(p))
for all p € Hy, with ®s being the orbit map through s.

Remark 6.63: Other notation

Due to the fact that s*7*% = (10 5)*¢ = 1;,% = Z|;;, and due to what we discussed in

Subsection 1.1 about pullback sections, we could rewrite the first map to

Ce(Ply; ?‘U)?‘U - T(%]y),
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o~ s*o.

Proof of Prop. 6.62.
For o € C*(2|y; Cy) “lv ¢ T(x* @|,;) observe that pry o o o s is by construction a section of
@\, due to

Tg OPrgooos=moprioocos=mos =1y,

where pry : 7% — P is the projection onto the first component. For the supposed inverse we

have similarly that o7 is a section of I'(7* &|;) by construction; then observe, using Lemma 6.7,

Tpg = <p "D (05 (pg)) (Tﬂ(py)))

= <p : g7cg71 (@;1(])))71 (Tﬂ(p))>

= ¢g-1(07)
for all (p,g) € P|; * €|y, thus, 07 € C°(P| ?]U)?‘U. Recall

P = Snp) - P ()
for all p € 2|, so that
o los=el,
where e is the neutral section of €. On one hand
(pro o 0”)(s,) = pry (0;) = c(¢;1(sx))71 (Tﬂ.(sz)) = Ce, (Tw) = T2

for all z € M and 7 € I'(¥|;;), and by Def. 6.56 and Ex. 6.40 we have one the other hand

op 27 = <p’ <0(<I>sl(p))1 ° pr?) (05"@)))
- < ’ (C(q>sl(p>)‘1 Opr?) ("p-(<1>sl(p))l>>
= (p’ (C(<1>;1(p>)‘1 °Pr2 o %;l(p)) (“P))
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= ( ) (C(cpgl(p))_l S fetw) ° pr2> (Jp)>

= (p,pra(0y))

:O'p

for all p € P|; and 0 € C®(2P|y; ?\U)?‘U. Thus, o — pry o o o s is bijective with inverse
7 +— o7, and so it is only left to show that ¢ — pry 0o 0 0 s is a group homomorphism. For
o € C®(P|; ?|U)?‘U we have

aal‘p = (p,prz(ap) Pro (‘%))7
thus,
(prgo (00') 05), = pry(os,) pra(oy,) = ((pryoco0s) - (prooo’os)),

for all x € M. This finishes the proof. |

Proposition 6.64: Change of gauge as a local bundle automorphism

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and P = M a principal €-bundle.
Also let U; and U; be two open subsets of M so that UyNU; # 0, two gauges s; € T'(P|y,)
and s; € I‘(Q’\Uj), and the unique oj; € F(?|UimUj) with s; = sj - 05; on U; NU;.

Then the map Hj; defined by

'@|UiﬂUj — g)‘UiﬂUJ*
p= Sz“ﬂ(p) : ‘I)s_jl(p)a

is an element of M(gﬂmﬂ[]j), where @, is the orbit map through s;.

Using the notation of Prop. 6.58, we also get that o™i is related to oji via sj in sense of

Prop. 6.62, that is,
O'pj = ( 7C(q>;j1(p)>—1<0']z|7r(p))>

for all p € 9)|UmUj} and
aji = pry 0 o™i o s,

where pry : T8 — & is the projection onto the second component.

Proof.
Recall Lemma 6.7 for the following proof.
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We have si\ﬂ(p) € Pr(p) and @, is base-preserving, and thus <I>;jl (P) € ©r(p), so that Hy; is

(p
well-defined and also base-preserving because the right ¥-action on & preserves the fibres. Hj;

is clearly smooth by construction. Finally,
Hji(p- 9) = Silopg) @5, (P-9) = Silog) - 5, () -9 = Hji(p) - g

for all (p,g) € (P * g”UmU;’ thus, Hj; is a principal bundle morphism. The inverse Hj*l_l is
given by

-1
Hjw = Hij

due to

(Hij o Hji)(p) = sjl, - @) (5i|x : ‘I>§jl(P)) = sjl, - 5, (sil,) - ‘I>§jl(P) = sjl, - ‘I>§jl(P) =p
—_————

=€y

for all p € Hy,nu;, where x == m(p); by symmetry of course similarly when swapping j and 1.
Thus, Hj; is bijective and its inverse smooth, so that Hj; € W(‘@‘Umw)'

Now write

Hji(p) = sil,, - ®,' (p)

_p'c(qgl(p))*l(gﬁ‘x)’

Jji

and due to Hj;(p) = p- pry (‘71?

UpJ = (pac(cbsjl(p)>I(Uji‘ﬂ(p))>7
H

thus, 0™ is related to oj; w.r.t. s; in sense of Prop. 6.62 and so the remaining part of the

) we can immediately derive

proposition’s statement follows by Prop. 6.62. |

Using this gauge transformation we can now relate Ag; and As;.

Theorem 6.65: Gauge transformations as a change of gauge in the local gauge

field

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and P = M a principal €-bundle,
also let HE be a horizontal distribution on € and A € QY (P;7*g) be a connection 1-
form on P. Also let U; and U; be two open subsets of M so that U;NU; # 0, two gauges
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si € D(P|y,) and s; € T(P|y,), and the unique oj; € F<?|UmUj) with s; = sj - 0ji on
U, N Uj.
Then we have over U; NU; that

Asi = Ada_—_l o Asj aF AO‘jZ’.
i

Proof.
Define Hj; € M(‘@|U¢OU]~> as in Prop. 6.64 (also following its notation), then observe

(Hjiosj), = sil, - 25! (s5l,) = sil,
—_———

=€z

for all z € U; NUj, and thus

S']H]'ZA = (H]z o Sj)!A = Asi-

By Thm. 6.59 we also have

HYA = dd .

* H'i
Ji pr20(g- ji)_l OA+ (7T A)O- I

We now want to apply s; on both hand sides. Recall Remark 6.61 and 6.63, we will now use
several natural isomorphisms without further mention, especially the base-point component will
be treated in a "sloppy" way; the advantage will be a cleaner notation, and this is the reason
why @ becomes Ad by applying s!j on the right hand side. Using Prop. 6.64 and Remark 6.28

we can derive
Agji = ((mos))"A)(sjo7) = (sjr"A) (sjo) = s;(("A) (07)),
and
! _ - -
s; <‘Q¢dpr20(gsz’)l o A) = AdprQO(oni)flosj o sjA = Ad(prQOoniosj)ﬂ o sjA = Ado_;il o As;,
where we used again the trivial relation (alternatively recall Cor. 3.1)
H.\—1 H.\—1

(pr200 Jl) :pI'QO(O' 7) .

Altogether, concluding the proof with
A, = s;HjA = Ad,-10 Ay, + Adjs.

J

This allows us to finally show the first relation to the infinitesimal gauge theory developed by
Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl.
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Remark 6.66: Integrating curved Yang-Mills gauge theories, part I

Let the situation be as in Thm. 6.65, then set

 ate
045 = (§

forae € F<g| UimUj) and t € R. Then we define the infinitesimal gauge transforma-

tion 0. Ay, of A along ¢ (w.r.t. s;) as an element of Q! (UZ- NUj; Q|UimUj) by

d

55145]. = &

As,.
t=0

The corresponding derivative related to the adjoint representation can be calculated as
usual, and for the corresponding term related to the Darboux derivative we use the vector
bundle connection introduced in Def. 6.34. Thus, we get®

0eAs; = Ve~ [e,As] .
This is precisely the infinitesimal gauge transformation developed by Alexei Kotov and
Thomas Strobl, see [1] for a concise summary or [0] for an extended introduction. These
references are for the very general situation using Lie algebroids, hence see alternatively
[0] for this type of gauge theory restricted to Lie algebra bundles.

Thus, we successfully integrated this definition of infinitesimal gauge transformations.

“Rigorously, one has to define A, via the natural projection V¢ — g as we did in Prop. 6.32.

Remark 6.67: Closure of gauge transformations

The gauge transformations close simply by construction, that is,

H'H'A=(HoH')'A

for all H', H € okt(P). The reader might wonder why, given that existing literature for
the infinitesimal version (like [0, Thm. 4.3.37 and Thm. 4.3.43], [16, Prop. 8, Thm. 1] and
[17, Eq. 9, 10 and 11]) prove that one needs a multiplicative connection on &, that
is, the parallel transport on € has to be a homomorphism of the @-multiplication, while
we did not assume this in this Subsection. However, the culprit is that A as connection
1-form on & exists if and only if the connection on & is a multiplicative connection. It is
not in the scope of this paper to prove this but the proof of existence of A is similar to
ordinary existence arguments because multiplicative connections are indeed Ehresmann
connections, and for the other direction one only has to show that A implies a parallel

transport as in (45) which is also straightforward to show. Then

PTZ(p-g-q) =PTL(p) PTZ(9q)
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for all (p,g,q) € P * & * &, but also
PTY(p-g-q) = PT(p) - PTE(g) - PT¢ (q)-

Due to the fact that we have a simply transitive &-action on &, it follows that the con-
nection on & is multiplicative. Multiplicative connections will be introduced later in more
detail when we discuss the field strength. We conclude that the closure of gauge trans-
formations is equivalent to the existence of A, which is equivalent to the multiplicativity

of the connection on €.

Alexei’s and Thomas’s theory also generalizes the curvature/field strength related to gauge

theory. Hence, let us now turn to this notion.

6.4. Generalized curvature/field strength
6.4.1. Yang-Mills connections on LGBs

In the following we will introduce the curvature; in order to achieve gauge invariance later in the
physical gauge theory, we will now need to assume what we will call compatibility conditions
on the horizontal distribution of the structural LGB &. Here in this work we will just present
these compatibility conditions, and you will be able to see in the proofs why this leads to gauge
invariance later. However, if you want to understand the following conditions coming from a
point of view not knowing the solution beforehand, then either see [1] or [(]; the latter also
provides a physical motivation using what I called the field redefinitions which naturally
motivate the gauge theory presented here by transforming a classical gauge theory in such a way
that the physics is preserved; now recall Def. 6.34 for the following.

We start with the infinitesimal version of the compatibility conditions, already known and

pointed out in the previously-mentioned references.

Definition 6.68: Infinitesimal Yang-Mills connection

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and HZ be a horizontal distribution
of €. Then we say that HE is an infinitesimal Yang-Mills connection (on ) if
there is a ¢ € Q2(M;g) such that the ©-connection V¥ on the associated LAB ¢ with
bracket |-, ] , satisfies the infinitesimal compatibility conditions

VZ([M, I/]g> = [Vg,u,l/]g + [M,VZVLZ, (54)

Rys (X, Y)p = [((X,Y), ] (55)

g

for all yu,v € T'(g) and X,Y € X(M), where Ryv is the curvature of VY. We then also
call V¥ an (infinitesimal) Yang-Mills connection and denote it by VY™,

In the following, ¢ is always such a 2-form as given here, and even though it is not uniquely
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given we will treat it as if it is fixed for a given VYM,

Remarks 6.69.

As illustrated in [6, §5.1] and [5] such connections also arise in [7, §7.2, page 271ff.]: There these
connections are called Lie derivation laws covering a coupling due to the fact that these
are important in the construction of "coupling" an LAB to a Lie algebroid via a Whitney sum
in such a way that the outcome is again a Lie algebroid. There is a strong relationship of this
study with the gauge theory we are going to define, however, we will not need this so that we
will not repeat what has been discussed in [0, §5.1] and [5].

One may want to write that (VYM,() is a Yang-Mills connection, giving an emphasis on
the non-uniqueness of (. However, we are not going to do so, and the mentioned references
and relations to Mackenzie’s work actually show that there is just one object behind all of that
describing this Yang-Mills connection and its relation to the following gauge theory. It would
take too much time introducing all of this again; see the references.

The relation to Mackenzie’s study can be useful for the interested reader to understand the
importance of these compatibility conditions, too. In my opinion, the compatibility conditions
together with a trivial what Mackenzie calls the obstruction class (and an ad-invariant fibre met-
ric on the LAB) are needed to define infinitesimal Yang-Mills gauge theories from an axiomatic
point of view. If the reader is interested into that, then I would appreciate an email so that I

can send these details.

We want to integrate these infinitesimal compatibility conditions to conditions on HZ directly.
Let us initially focus on the first infinitesmal compatibility condition (54). In the following we will
also view & as a principal ¥-bundle which is equipped with the same horizontal distribution as
& as LGB; related notions and notations carry over. One can show that Ehresmann connections
satisfy (54), and in fact Ehresmann connections on LGBs (and Lie groupoids) were already
discussed in [9]; and there is also a rather recent preprint related to a similar subject, see [10].
Special thanks to Camille Laurent-Gengoux for pointing out these references and

discussing related subjects, this helped me tremendously.

Lemma 6.70: Ehresmann connections induce Lie bracket derivations,

[9, §4.5, Prop. 4.21]

Let & — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and HE a horizontal distribution on
g. If HZ is an (Ehresmann) connection on & as principal bundle, then the infinitesimal

compatibility condition (54) is satisfied.

Proof.
This can be quickly answered by recalling how the parallel transport behaves; recall that Def. 6.45
comes from Eq. (46) which itself stems from Eq. (45); that is, the associated parallel transport

to an Ehresmann connection HZ satisfies Eq. (45). This means that the corresponding parallel
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transport PTY of € (omitting the notation of the involved curve) is a homomorphism, i.e.
PT?(99) = PT?(9) PT"(q)

for all (g,q) € € <. Thus, infinitesimally the associated parallel transport on ¢ is a homomor-
phism w.r.t. the Lie bracket, and thus V¥ is a Lie bracket derivation. |

Remark 6.71: Base manifold a horizontal leave

Observe that the proof’s argument implies that a parallel transported neutral element
is again the neutral element of the corresponding final fibre, if HE is an Ehresmann
connection. Thus, M naturally embedded via the neutral section e can then be viewed

as a horizontal leave of HE.

Due to this, given compatibility condition (54), the following is clear by definition.

Corollary 6.72: The total Maurer-Cartan form as connection 1-form

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and HE an Ehresmann connection

on &. Then the total Maurer-Cartan form ,utg?t is the connection 1-form corresponding to

HZ.

Proof.
This simply follows by Def. 6.21 and Thm. 6.53. |

Remark 6.73: Darboux derivative as local gauge field

If HZ is an Ehresmann connection on &, we know by Cor. 6.72 that the Darboux derivative
Ao of a (local) section o of & (Def. 6.25) is a local gauge field (w.r.t. o) corresponding
to pi2*, recall Def. 6.60. That is,

Ao = ('U’t??t)o"

. J

Furthermore, following [9], we can derive that p* is a multiplicative form if and only if HE

is an Ehresmann connection; let us introduce multiplicative 1-forms. Recall Lemma 5.20.

Definition 6.74: Multiplicative forms, [11, §2.1, special situation of Def. 2.1]

Let € =% M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M. Then we call an w € Q* (fﬁ; ﬂ%g) a

multiplicative form if
wq(D(g,) (X, Y)) = -1 (wg(X)) + (94, 54(Y))

for all (g,q) € €% and (X,Y) € T(y,) (&%), where & : ¥x& — & is the multiplication
in &, and @ = pry o w, where pry : T, g — g is the natural projection onto the second

component.
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Remarks 6.75.
The shape of the second summand is again just because of technical reasons due to the definition
of pullback bundles and their base points. If we do not care so much about the involved base

points since these are clear by context, then we can also shortly write
<<I>!w>( (XY = 1 (g (X) (7).
9,4
Also recall what we mentioned in Subsection 1.1 about pullback sections.

Theorem 6.76: Ehresmann connection 1-forms on LGBs are multiplicative,

[9, §4.4, implication of Lemma 4.14]

Let € 8 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and HE a horizontal distribution

on & with corresponding total Maurer-Cartan form ,ug;?t. Then HE is an (Ehresmann)

connection on € as principal bundle if and only if p* is multiplicative.

Proof.
The general approach in the mentioned reference is different to ours; hence, let us provide a
proof suitable to our constructions. We will view & as a principal &-bundle whose horizontal
distribution is also HE. We will also use the same notation as in Def. 6.74.

To answer whether or not HZ is an Ehresmann connection we just need to discuss whether
p* is a connection 1-form on € due to the fact that HZ is the kernel of p* by definition (see

tot

also Cor. 6.72), also using Thm. 6.53. Also by definition, ug" already satisfies

' (v) = mgu.
By additionally using Thm. 5.21 (especially the associated Rem. 6.30) we show

— ——
(15" 1, (D 2(X. V) = (u"),,, | DyRo(X) — (npro)| ()| + ("), (1)

99

99

= () (720 + (3. (1) )

= (i) 00+ (o0 (457), )

for all (g,q) € ¥+ % and (X,Y) € Ty, (¥ * @), where o is a (local) section of & such that

oy = ¢. Thus, p2* is multiplicative if and only if

st ((1),00) + (s, (1), (1)) = (i), 00+ (a0 (47) 1)
if and only if
s+ ((15), (X)) = (") (%)

if and only if ug* is a connection 1-form. This finishes the proof. |
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This Theorem also implies the Leibniz rule of the Darboux derivative.

Proposition 6.77: Leibniz rule of the Darboux derivative

Let € ™5 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and HE an Ehresmann connection

on &. Then we have
A(or) = Ad,-10Ac + AT
and
A(c™") =—Ad,0 Ao

for all o,7 € T(9).

Remarks 6.78.
These are precisely the formulas one expects, see e.g. [7, §5.1, Eq. (2) and (3), page 182]
for the "classical" case; beware that the reference uses right- instead of left-invariant vector
fields to describe the Lie algebra, so that the referenced formulas look explicitly a bit different.
Nevertheless, the similarity of the structure should be obvious.

The mentioned reference for Thm. 6.76, [9, §4.4, Lemma 4.14], actually uses the Leibniz rule

of the Darboux derivative as an equivalent description of Ehresmann connections.

Proof of Prop. 6.77.

For this calculation we will take care about base points of pullback bundles w.r.t. the Darboux
derivative, thus recall the last part of Remark 6.26. Using the same notation as in Def. 6.74,
this proposition follows simply by Thm. 6.76, that is, set Y := D,yo(X) and Z = D,7(X) for
X € TyM (z € M), then

(UxTJ;, A(O’T)x(X)) = (u?t)aﬂw (Dx(O'T)(X))

= (Mt??t)gﬂ—z (D(O'x,Tw)q)(K Z))

=t (), 00) + (eme (1) (2)

_ (UxTx,Ade-l <(@)%(Y)> + (4 >TI(Z)>

— (0272 Ad+ ((A0)], (X)) + (AL, (X)),

Hence,

A(or) = Ad,-1 0 Ao + AT.
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Now recall Remark 6.71; this implies for the neutral element section e that

and therefore, using the previous result just derived,
0=Ae= A(Jafl) = Ad, o Ao + A(Jfl),
thus, concluding the proof with

A(Uﬁl) = —Ad, o Ao.

The Leibniz rule of the Darboux derivative extends to V7.

Lemma 6.79: The conjugation of the canonical LAB connection is a Yang-Mills

connection

Let € =% M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and HE an Ehresmann connection

on &. Then we have
Ad,-1 0 V¥ 0 Ad, = V¥ + ada, (56)
for all 0 € T(Z), that is,

(Ado.—l oV%o Ada)y =Viv + [Ac(X), v,

for all v € T(g) and X € X(M). If HZ is an infinitesimal Yang-Mills connection,
VY = VM especially Rgym = ad¢ for ¢ € Q2(M; g), then Vo = Ad,—1 o VMo Ad,, s
also an infinitesimal Yang-Mills connection with

Rgo =adaa, 4 (¢)

in particular we get

AV Ao + % [Ac Y Ac]  +¢—Ady-10(, v| =0 (57)
g

for allv e T'(g).

Proof.
By Prop. 6.77 we get

A(eAd”(”)> = A(Je”a_l)

= Ad, o A(ce”) + A(J_l)
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= Ad, o (Adg-v 0 Ao + Ae”) — Ad, 0 Ao

= Ad, o (Ad,-» 0o Ao — Ao + Ae”)

for all 0 € I'(¢) and v € I'(g), where the first equality is a well-known fact, see e.g. [13, §1.7,
Thm. 1.7.16, page 59]. Then
A( Ad, (tv) ))

Ad, o Ad —tv OAJ—AU+Aet”)>

V7 (Ade(v)) =

to(
o

=Ad, o (ad_y o Ao + ng)

= Ad, o (adAJ(V) + ng)

making use of that this calculation is pointwise at x € M just a standard derivative in the vector

space ¢,. Thus,
Ad,-1 0VY 0 Ad, = V¥ + ada,.

In order to show Rg, = adaq _, () one uses the definition Vo = Ad,-10VYMo Ad,, to calculate

the curvature,

Reo(X,Y)v = Vv = V§VE0 = Vi ypv
(Ad o <VYM o VM _ yYM o yYM V[x Y}) oAdo>(V)
= (Ad,-1 0 Rys (X,Y) 0 Ad,)(v)
— Ad, 1 <[C(X, Y), Ada(V)]g)

— [Ad, (C(X,Y), V],
for all XY € X(M) and v € T'(g). The remaining parts of the statement are trivial and
straight-forward calculations, making use of Def. 6.68; in fact, we have proven all the remaining
statements already in [5, §3, part of Thm. 3.6] and in a more general manner in [0, §4.6, Thm.
4.6.9]: That V is a Lie bracket derivation is trivial to show, and one uses identity (56) to show
another identity of its curvature,

R=

o = dVYMAJ—i— [AO‘AAO'] +¢,-

14

Combining both identities for Rg, we conclude with a proof of Eq. (57). |

We also get a generalization of statements like [13, §5.5, Lemma 5.5.5, page 276]:
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Lemma 6.80: Lie bracket of horizontal and vertical vector

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and # = M a principal €-bundle,
also let HG be a horizontal distribution on € and A € QY (P;7*g) be a connection 1-form

on P. Then we have

A7) = 5

- ( (W!Aet”) (X)o re_w)

for all v € T'(g) and horizontal vector fields X € X(P). If there is an w € X(M) such
that D (X) = m*w, then

A([X,7]) = (ﬂ*vg)x(ﬂ'*lj) =" (Vfu).

If HE is an Ehresmann connection, then we can conclude for all horizontal vector fields
X that

A(X,7]) = (TI'*V?>X(7['*I/).

Remarks 6.81.
The last statement got also stated in [10, Eq. (2.8)] in the case of the LGB as principal bundle;

we were unaware of this proof, which is why our proof is a bit different.

Proof of Lemma 6.80.
First of all recall the very basic fact (see e.g. [13, §A.1, Thm. A.1.46, page 615]) that for two
vector fields X,Y € X(%) we have!”

d

X,Y], = -~ _ Douro- (Xou))

for all p € P, where ¢ is the local flow of Y (with parameter ¢ in an open interval of R containing
0). Now let X be a horizontal vector field and Y = v. For such a Y we know by Def. 5.17 that

gp = Dezq)p(ym) = i

tvg
a )

(p-e
t=0

for all p € P, where ®, is the orbit map through p, x = m(p), and e, the neutral element of
G,. Thus,

¢t(p) =p- e = Tet”(p)v

and by rewriting in sense of Def. 6.42 we achieve

d
[X, mp = — a Dp-et’/w Te—tv (Xp-et’/l')
t=0

ORigorously, similarly to Prop. 6.32 one has a projection involved, but as explained in Remark 6.33 we will omit
notating this projection; in the context of this proof we can allow ourselves to take the typical "less rigorous"

approach for simplicity.
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- < g (rae™)| ., (Kper) p
=~ 51| (o (%))
_ % . (W!Ae_t”> potva (Xpetnr) )

The first summand, ¢ +— #¢—tvy (Xp.ewx ), is a curve with values in H,% due to the fact that X
is a horizontal vector field. Thus, the velocity of this curve at ¢ = 0 will also be an element of

H,2, and the first summand is therefore in the kernel of A. Similarly,

t—n(t) = <7T!Ae7t”)

(X

petva) = (Ae™™) ‘;)3 (Dpotre T(Xpetv )

p_etuz

is a curve with values in g, and therefore its fundamental vector field at p is a curve with values

in V,2. Hence, we can calculate in the sense of vector spaces to derive

(Dez o, (77(—t))> =D, ®, (%

t:On(—t)> - g

where we substituted ¢ <+ —t after the first equality sign. In total we achieve

t=0 t=0

p

ay(1.7,) = 4| 5| o) ) = (o] (@) Dpenr (X)) )
and thus
A(IX,7]) = % to((W!Aet”) (X) ore_tu).

If there is an w € X(M) such that Dn(X) = 7*w, then

o) - (v 8] (100

and therefore by Def. 6.34

t=0

M(153) = (53] ) 7 (20

p

By the definition of pullback connections we could also write

A([X, 7)) = (TI'*V?>X(7T*V).
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If HZ is an Ehresmann connection, then recall Remark 6.71; this implies for the neutral

element section e that
Ae =0,

and, again, t — (Ae“’)w and ¢t — Dp,efwzﬂ(Xp,efw,) are curves with values in the vector spaces

TrM ® g, and Tz M, respectively. Thus, we can just apply typical Leibniz rules to calculate

the derivative of the contraction

d tv
dt t0<(Ae )‘x(DP'e_t”wﬂ(Xp-e—tuw)))
d tv d
“\a Ae (Dp(Xp)) + (Ae), & D,o—tve(Xpo-tva)
t=0 T T —0
- vl%pw(xp)%

and as before we conclude

A(IX,7]) = (w*vf)x(w*u).
|

This concludes our discussion about the infinitesimal compatibility condition (54) and its in-
tegrated version, "HE = Ehresmann connection"’. Via Thm. 6.76 and Lemma 6.70 we therefore
concluded that compatibility condition (54) holds if the total Maurer-Cartan form is multiplica-
tive. Let us therefore now turn to compatibility condition (55), which we can actually integrate

to an equivalent statement.

Theorem 6.82: Generalized Maurer-Cartan equation

Let € =5 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, HE an Ehresmann connection on &,

and ( € Q*(M;g). Then HE satisfies the infinitesimal compatibility condition (55) w.r.t.

¢ if and only if the total Maurer-Cartan form p* satisfies

= (g,Ady-1 0 (; o (Dgmg, Dymrg)) (58)

* \7G ].
(d’ffv B+ 5 gt A g + wéc>
g

for all g € &, (x € M). We then say that p* solves the generalized Maurer-Cartan

equation (w.r.t. ).

Remarks 6.83.
The structure on the right hand side is again due to denoting the base point in pullback bundles;
one may decide to drop the base point for simplicity in the notation. In that case, since the

base point is clear by context, one may also just write

! |
A -1 oy C , or Adg-10 mg( ,

135



6. Connections and curvature on principal LGB-bundles Simon-Raphael Fischer

on the right hand side.

Remark 6.84: Classical Maurer-Cartan equation recovered

Recall Rem. 6.29. If & is a trivial LGB, HZ its canonical flat connection and ¢ = 0, then
V¥ is the canonical flat connection on the trivial LAB g (recall Ex. 6.36) and it clearly
satisfies the compatibility conditions in Def. 6.68 w.r.t. ( = 0. Furthermore, the general-

ized Maurer-Cartan equation then reduces to the classical Maurer-Cartan equation.

. J

Proof of Thm. 6.82.

The idea of the proof is similar to the proof of a statement about when two multiplicative 2-

11

forms'" are equal, see e.g. [18, §3, Cor. 3.4]. That is, we want to discuss under what conditions

- (g’ 1Adg—1 0 (g0 (Dgﬂ-?a Dgﬂ-?))
g

: 1
¥29w = <d”fvgﬂt§t 1L AT A w!;<>

is constant along the fibres of &, that is, constant along the flows of vertical tangent vectors,
the left-invariant vector fields (recall Cor. 4.24).

e First of all observe that w vanishes if at least one tangent vector is vertical. Let Y € V,&
(9 € Gy, v € M), and write Y = 1|, for a vy € g5. Due to Drg(Y) = 0 it is clear that the
contraction of W!g( with Y is 0. Let Z € T,¥ for which we write

Z = pgl, + X

for a p, € g, and X, € Hy@; then by Cor. 6.72

= <g7 [Vgg,ux]g,)-

Extend Y and Z naturally to vector fields on & (for simplicity also denoted by Y and Z,

% [M%)t A N?t]@g‘g(yv Z) = [(Mggt)g(y)’ ('u%)t)g(Z)]

*
Teg

respectively) by viewing v, and p, as values of sections v and pu, respectively, of ¢ at z, and

extending X, (locally) to a horizontal vector field X; thence,

(€37 u") (v.2) = (m9%), (u(2) = (797), (') = (i), (1¥. 2)

g g

- (w;vf)% (mhn) — <7T§V?>ﬁg+xg (m3v)

*

~T (ngwa)“ﬂgzo
= (") (7, ]) = (") (7, X])

=—(mev?) i) = (9.l ) + (V) (mw)

g9 g9

1See Rem. 6.88 later; multiplicativity is related to closedness w.r.t. a differential. However, we will not need this

general notion.
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= —<g, [Vx,ux]gz)

using Rem. 5.19 (bracket of fundamental/left-invariant vector fields is fundamental/left-invariant)
and Lemma 6.80. Thus,

o k4 1
(d Vgt + S gt u?t]@g,)‘ (Y,2) =0.
g

It follows that w vanishes if contracted with a vertical tangent vector.
e Therefore we can study w just w.r.t. tangent vectors complementary to the vertical structure,

these do not necessarily need to be elements of HE. For a given g € &, (x € M) define
R —I'(9),

tsy(t) == oe',
where v is any section of ¢ and o € I'(¢) (local) with o, = g; pointwise we denote () as a map
M > x+— ~,(t). By Cor. 4.24 the flows of elements of V,& can be precisely described by curves
like ~y, so that the derivative w.r.t. ¢ of pullbacks of tensors with ~ characterizes any derivative
along a fibre of €. Furthermore, 7(¢) is by definition a section of € for all ¢t and thence describes
an embedding of M into &. Thus, the t-derivatives of terms like v(t)'w describe the derivatives
of w along fibres of & contracted with tangent vectors complementary to the vertical structure.

Therefore let us calculate y(t)'w; we have
11 !
Y(t) gl = (mg 0(1) ¢ =¢
~—_———

—q!
:]lM

and under the identification v*75¢ = (1g 0 v)*g = 1}, = ¢ we get similarly
(W)’ (9, Adg-1 0 Cryq) © Dgﬂf))x 2 Ad -1 © Crg (1)) © Da (g 09(t) = Ad 1y 0 G

for all # € M, where y~1(t) is the @-inverse of (). It is also a straight-forward calculation to
show that

VY  to LA VA I to TgOo VY | to g I to
y(t)\dmeY gt = TV (v(t)'u%t> = dmeer )V <7(t)'u%t> =dv <'Y(t)'/~c%t),

using the definition of pullback vector bundle connections; alternatively see the explicit calula-
tions in [5, Appendix, Prop. A.1, Eq. (A.1)] or [6, Appendix, Prop. A.1.1, Eq. (A.2)], and we

have
1 O O
(7(75)! (5 2 M%th;g» (X,Y)

= [(55").,, (o (D (1) (), (2., oy (D (V1) (V)]

dx

= | (') (0. (') 0]
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1
- (3ot r@ng] ) o)
x
for all x € M and X,Y € T,.M. Thus, we have so far

7 1
(1w = d% (10 E") + 5 [t 2 () ] ,FCAdg o6

—qv’ (A1) + % [Av(t) 2 Av(t)]g +¢—Ad,-1(py 0. (59)
By Prop. 6.77 we get
Ay(t) = Adg—ww 0 Ao + Ae™,
and via Lemma 6.79 we can derive

(dV?(Ade_w o Aa)) (X,Y)
= V% (Ade-w (A0 (Y))) = V¥ (Ad-wv (A0 (X)) — Adg-u (Ao ([X, Y]))

= Ade—er (V5 (A0(Y) + [(Ae™)(X), A0 (V)]

— Vi (Ao (X)) — [(Ae™™)(Y), Ao(X)],

~ Ao((X, Y]))
— Ad, w <<dV§AU> (X,Y) + [(Ae™)(X), Ao (V)] — [(Ae~)(Y), Aa(X)]g)

- <Ade*“’ o <dV?AU + [Ae™ 4 Aa]g>>(X7Y)

for all X, Y € X(M), hence,
d

dt

<dV3Afy(t)> - [dnga, y} - [Aa A v%} ot Vv

t=0 14

= [dnga, l/} - [AO‘ A ng} + Ry (-, )v
g g
making use of that this calculation is pointwise at © € M just a standard derivative in the vector

space g, and that Ae =0 by Remark 6.71; we also used Prop. 1.2. In a similar fashion,
d

dt

[Ay(t) 4 A’y(t)}g =2 {[Aa, v, " Aa]g +2 {AO’ A V?V} ,

t=0 (4

which we can rewrite by the Jacobi identity

[[Aa, v, " AUL(X,Y) - [[AU(X),V]Q,AU(Y)] - [[AU(Y),V]Q,AU(X)]

g g

- [[AJ(X),AU(Y)]Q,VL
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_ [% (A2 Ad] y} g(X, Y)

for all X,Y € X(M), and we also trivially have

d d
& Ad’y_l(t) o C

» =5 Adg-tv 0 Adg-1 0 (¢ =[Ady-10( 1],

t=0

Collecting everything we derive

4
dt

() w = [dnga, l/} - [AO‘ A V?V} + Ryw (-, )V
g

t=0 g
1
+ [i[AJ A Aa]g,u}g + {Aa A V?V}g —[Adg-10(, 7],

1
= Rys (-, )v + [dV?AU—Fi[AU/,\AU]g—AdUl OC,V:| (60)
7
for all v € I'(g) and 0 € T'(¥).
e On the one hand, if p* satisfies Eq. (58), then w = 0. As previously mentioned, we have

Ae = 0, so that we then get in total for Eq. (60) w.r.t. o := e that

Rys (v = ¢V,

for all v € T'(g), which is the infinitesimal compatibility condition (55).
e On the other hand, if HZ satisfies the infinitesimal compatibility condition (55), Ry (-, -)v =

— vYM

-] . then HZ is an infinitesimal Yang-Mills connection by Lemma 6.70, V¢ and we
[C? :Ig’ g y b b

know by Eq. (57) (Lemma 6.79) that
Y™ 1
[dv Ao‘—{—a[AaﬁAJ]g—Adaq o(, v g:—[{,u]g,

so that Eq. (60) then has the form

4
dt

V(t)!w - RV?(U ')V - [C? V]g (2) 0
t=0

ot

for all v € T'(g) and o € I'(¥). As aforementioned in the discussion around the definition of
v, also recall that w vanishes if contracted with a vertical vector, we can conclude that w is

constant along the fibres of & which implies

w = Tyl

for a & € Q%(M; g), especially

ew=(rgoe)E=¢.
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But we already have calculated this in Eq. (59), set t = 0 and o := e, then also again by Ae =0

we have
c—dw@c_c=o

Finally we get

which finishes the proof. |
Trivially, this theorem is an extension of Eq. (57) (Lemma 6.79).

Corollary 6.85: Pullback of generalized Maurer-Cartan equation

Let € ™5 M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, HE an Ehresmann connection on & so

that the total Maurer-Cartan form pie* satisfies the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation

(58) w.r.t. a ¢ € Q*(M;g). Then
1
dVYMAO'+ §[AO' /,\ AO’]g —+ C =] Ado-—l OC

for alloc € T'(¥).

Proof.
Keeping the same notation as in the proof of Thm. 6.82, we have derived Eq. (59), and due to
Thm. 6.82 we get w = 0; altogether Eq. (59) at t = 0 gives then

VYM

1
0=d AU+§MO0Aﬂg+C—A%qu

Thus, we can finally define the connection we need on the LGB.

Definition 6.86: Yang-Mills connection

Let & — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M, and H€ be a horizontal distribution
of €. Then we say that HZ is a Yang-Mills connection (w.r.t. a ¢ € Q?(M;g)), if it
satisfies the compatibility conditions:

1. HZ is an Ehresmann connection,

2. the total Maurer-Cartan form ,u%f’t satisfies the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation

(wr.t.a ¢ € Q*(M;g)).
By Thm. 6.76 we can equivalently define HZ as a Yang-Mills connection if

1. p® is multiplicative,
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2. pi satisfies the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation (w.r.t. a ¢ € Q*(M; g)).

We then label p2* as a Yang-Mills connection, too.

Remark 6.87: Yang-Mills connections integrate infinitesimal Yang-Mills con-

nections

By Lemma 6.70 and Thm. 6.82, every Yang-Mills connection is also an infinitesimal Yang-

Mills connections, i.e. the infinitesimal compatibility conditions are also satisfied.

J

Remark 6.88: Relation to simplicial differential

In fact, Def. 6.74 comes from a simplicial differential (w.r.t. points on &) defined in [12,

beginning of §1.2]. We do not have time to introduce it completely, but we give a short
sketch about its definitions, also following the style of [10, appendix]. On degree one the

cited differential is a map
N (C;mgg) = Q(CxGimgg),
w > dw,

with

(60 g = v o(pri) 4 (i) - ()

for all (g,q) € €*x&, where ® : £x& — & is the &-multiplication, and pr; : £x& — & are
the canonical projections onto the i-th component (i € {1,2}); mg is canonically extended
to @ x &. Recall Def. 6.74 and its Rem. 6.75, w can be defined to be multiplicative if
ow =0, i.e. w is closed w.r.t. d.

On degree 0 § is a map Q*(M; g) — Q°(F; ﬂ;) given for £ € Q*(M; g) by

(8)g 1= (9, Adg-1 0 & 0 (D7, ..., Dy7z)) — (7€) ‘g

times the degree of &

for all g € €. Then observe that we can rewrite the generalized Mauer-Cartan equation

to
Fg = 4¢,
where

* 1
Fy = d™Y ug* + S [ug' 4 '] . € B(Fimig).

It is straight-forward to check that 6F¢ = 0 (see e.g. [9, §4.6, Thm. 4.27, Eq. (53)] or
[10, §2.5, Prop. 2.22]) by making use of that H€ is an Ehresmann connection. In total
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we concluded that compatibility condition (54) is implied, if p£* is multiplicative, which

also implies that Fe is multiplicative and thus d-closed; additionally with compatibility
condition (55) we achieve J-exactness of Fg. This is no wonder, the compatibility con-
ditions already tell us by definition that the connection-1-form of V is closed w.r.t. the
Chevalley-Eilenberg complex, which also implies the same for the curvature, however the
curvature has to be exact by (55). We depict that as 6“FV¥ = 0 and Rgs = 0°%¢; a

summary is shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Infinitesimal compatibility conditions on the LAB ¢
and integrated compatibility conditions on the overlying LGB &
g g
Closedness §°FVY =0 (= §“FRgs = 0) Spt =0 (= 6Fg = 0)
Exactness Rys = 6“%¢ Fe =6C

To conclude this subsubsection, let us provide canonical examples of Yang-Mills connections;
we will make use of Thm. 6.82 in order to prove that the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation

is satisfied.

Example 6.89: (Pre-)Classical Yang-Mills connection

Let us look at a classical principal bundle P with trivial LGB & = M x G, G a Lie group;
recall Ex. 6.3 and 6.47. The canonical flat connection HZ on & induces the canonical flat
connection V¥ on its LAB ¢ = M x g, recall Ex. 6.36. Thus,

va :0

and so we can set ( = 0. By Ex. 6.47 (viewing € also as a principal bundle equipped
with the same horizontal distribution) we know that HZ is an Ehresmann connection, so
that its total Maurer-Cartan form is multiplicative.

We therefore call flat VSYM .= V¥ a classical Yang-Mills connection, regardless of
whether or not & is trivial.

However, observe that ¢ can be centre-valued and non-zero while V¥ is still flat. In such

an occasion we speak of a pre-classical Yang-Mills connection, denoted by VPYM,

Example 6.90: Associated connections of inner group bundles are Yang-Mills

connections

Recall Ex. 6.48, its setup and notation. We have discussed a canonical connection on
associated LGBs # = P x, H, called associated connection which is an Ehresmann

connection.
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As it is well-known, the curvature measures the holonomy, that is, the parallel transport
over closed (contractible) curves. Together with Eq. (55), the parallel transport over a
closed (contractible) curve « should act as conjugation with some group element. Let us

see whether this holds here; there is a unique g € G for p € P such that
PTy(p) =19,
and thus for [p,h] € #
PTY ([, h]) = [p- 9,1 = [p, ¥y (W)
Thus, if # = cq(P), the inner group bundle of Ex. 2.12, we get
PTY (Ip,h]) = [p,ghg™'] = [, 9] - [0, ) - [P, 9],

the conjugation of [p, h] with [p, g] in cg(P). It follows that there is a ¢ € Q?(M;¢) such
that Eq. (55) is satisfied. This also implies that the associated connection of an inner
group bundle is a Yang-Mills connection. We will not prove this approach, instead the

next approach provides an alternative proof with an explicit expression for (.

Example 6.91: Yang-Mills connections on inner group bundles: Alternative

point of view and explanation

Alternatively one can prove that the total Maurer-Cartan form solves the generalized
Maurer-Cartan equation in Ex. 6.90 by using the aforementioned relationship of the com-
patibility conditions with Mackenzie’s study about extending Lie algebroids via LABs;
recall Remark 6.69. The following is an information for the experienced reader: The LAB
of cq(P) is given by the adjoint bundle Ad(P); recall Ex. 4.20. Ad(P) is the kernel of the
Atiyah sequence (see e.g. [7, §3.2, page 90ff.]), a short exact sequence of Lie algebroids

over M

0 —— Ad(P) —— At(P) » TM > 0,

where At(P) is the Atiyah bundle of P. A connection on P in the "classical" sense (that
is, related to a canonical flat connection on M x G in our sense) has a 1:1 correspondence
to a splitting x : TM — AT(P) to that sequence, i.e. a section of the right non-trivial
arrow. We can then construct a vector bundle connection VYM on the adjoint bundle by
using the Lie algebroid bracket [+, ] y¢(p) on At(P), that is,

V}{(MV = [x(X), V]At(P)

for all X € X(M) and v € I'(Ad(P)). It follows by straight-forward calculations as in [7,
§7.3, Prop. 7.3.2 and Lemma 7.3.3, page 278] that V¥M is indeed a Yang-Mills connection
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with ¢ € Q%(M; Ad(P)) for example given by

(Y, Z) = [x(Y), X(2)] pg(p) — X([Y> 2])

for all Y, Z € X(M). In other words, V¥M is the adjoint connection induced by a
connection on P (see for example [7, §5.3, especially Prop. 5.3.13, page 199]). Thence, by
the discussion in [13, §5.9, page 289ff.] V¥M corresponds to the natural parallel transport

PTAP) o Ad(P) (omitting the notation of the corresponding curve) given by
PTAP) ([p, v]) == [PT" (p), ]

for all [p,v] € Ad(P). This is clearly just the infinitesimal parallel transport inherited by
poc® ), so that we can conclude that VYM corresponds to the Yang-Mills connection on
cc(P) in sense of Def. 6.34 (also recall Rem. 6.35).

This proof gives a certain interpretation of VXM and ¢: In the case of € being the inner
group bundle of a typical gauge theory related to a principal G-bundle P, one can view
VM a5 the adjoint connection on the adjoint bundle, induced by x a classical connection
on P, this implies by Eq. (55) that ( is the field strength related to x (as a field strength
with values in the adjoint bundle). Thus one may say in this case that the generalised
sense of connection as in Def. 6.51 is modified by a classical connection from a classical
principal bundle, thence also the label as Yang-Mills connection to reflect its relation to

the classical theory.

6.4.2. Field strength related to Yang-Mills connections

Let us now introduce and discuss the field strength.

Definition 6.92: (Generalized) Field strength

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and & 5 M a principal €-bundle, also
let HZ be a Yang-Mills connection on & (w.r.t.a ¢ € Q?(M;¢)) and A € QY(P;7*g) bea
connection 1-form on &. Then we define the (generalized) curvature or (generalized)
field strength F (of A) as an element of Q?(%;7*g) by

F=d"V"4o0 (WH‘@, WH‘@) + 7',

HP

where 7w : TP — HP is the canonical projection onto the associated Ehresmann

connection H% on &; that is,

* vYM

F(X,Y)=d" A(WHLG/’(X),WHL@(Y)) + (7*¢) (Dr(X), Dr(Y))

for all X,Y € X(2).
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Of course, we expect certain properties, naturally generalized by our previous discussions:

Proposition 6.93: Properties of the generalized field strength

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and ? = M a principal € -bundle, also
let HE be a Yang-Mills connection on & (w.r.t. a ( € Q*(M;g)) and A € QL(P;7*g) be

a connection 1-form on 9P. Then we have the following properties of the field strength:
o (Form of type %)
# F =gd 1 oF
for all (local) o € T(Z).

o (Horizontal form)
For XY € T,%? (p € P) we have

F(X,Y)=0

if either of X and Y is vertical.

However, despite the easy proof in the classical theory, the proof of the first property in Prop.
6.93 will be rather involved; most of the proof is straight-forward calculation, and then use our
discussion about Yang-Mills connections; the quintessence will be about using Lemma 6.80 (for

first order terms w.r.t. o) and Cor. 6.85 (for second order terms w.r.t. o).

Proof of Prop. 6.93.

For this proof we will neglect caring for the base point information in the involved pullback
bundles since the base point information is clear by context; recall Subsection 1.1. In that sense
we also have 9, = 1*Ad, = Ad, for all 0 € T'(€) etc.; this will simplify the following notation
a bit.

e The second bullet point quickly follows by construction: The first summand of F (recall
Def. 6.92) is clearly zero if either of X and Y is vertical; similar holds for the second summand
because the vertical bundle is the kernel of Dr.

e Thence, let us focus on proving the first bullet point, and denote with 75, : T? — HP the

canonical projection onto the associated Ehresmann connection HZ on &, so that we write

* VYIVI

F=d" Ao(ﬂ'h,ﬂ'h)—f—ﬂ'!c.

We have for o € I'(9)

(#;W!C)p(Xv YV)=0G (Dp-azﬂ'(#ax*(X))v DP‘UJUW(#O'%*(Y)))7

= (g (Dp-oxﬂ'(DpTU (X)), Dyp.o, T(Dprs (Y)))

N~

=Dy (mors)=Dpm
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= (') (x.v)

for all p € &, (r € M) and X,Y € T,9, making use of that fundamental vector fields are in
the kernel of Dr so that Dm o 74, = Dmor,, .. For the first term in the field strength use Cor.
6.54 and Remark 6.55 so that

ri, <d”*VYMA o (mp, 7Th)> =

x ymrrVYM * *
r*d A) o (ThTh © Fouys TaTh © #ox)

(v
*7YM
= <T*d7rV A) o(yxa*oﬂ'h,#a*oﬂ'h)

g

=7 d”*VYMA) o (mp, 7).

Let us denote X" := m;,(X) and Y" := 7,(Y), where X and Y are now elements of X(2); since

we are looking at tensorial equations we can w.l.o.g. assume that X" and Y are the horizontal

lifts of vector fields wX and wY, respectively, on M, especially Dr (Xh) = Dn(X) = m*wX and

Dr(Y") =Dr(Y) = n*w¥. We also rewrite
S (X) = Dry(X) — 1% <(W!Aa) (X) | e T(riTP) = 2(P).

In the following we will make use of the canonical identification X(2) = I'(r:T2), X — ri X,
especially in order to calculate Lie brackets.
Then make use of Def. 6.45 and Thm. 6.53 to show

e (a7 A) (r0u (X), 70 (v))
- <<7T*VYM> o ((A0ron(v"))

=0

= () o (A7 (x))
([ () (1))
:r;<—A([¢U*(Xh e (Y1) )
. <_A<[Dn, (x"),pr, (v)])
. A< r, (x)13 ((m) o) )

e o([ran) (2 ) ()] )

146



6. Connections and curvature on principal LGB-bundles Simon-Raphael Fischer

—A< n’;((ﬁm) (Xh> ,ﬁ;(W) )) (61)

Let us look at each summand individually; for the first summand we use the very well-known
fact (see e.g. [13, §A.1.11, Cor. A.1.51, page 615]) that

or (1) Dr (1) < v [,

making use of that r, is an isomorphism, and thus we get for the first summand by using Def.

o (~a([ore (x7).0r, ()]
=5 A) (o ([x"7])) - 02) ( ((W!AU) ([xrr] D)
=~ () ([ y]) = ((a0) ([ r]))

= (A g ofU([th YhD - 7":;((”!“) ([Xh’ YhD)
— ((d”*VYMA> <Xh, Y")) - r§(<W’A0> <[Xh’ YhD)’

where we used a similar argument for the last equality as for the beginning of the calculation for

Eq. (61). We know by Remark 5.19 that the map to fundamental vector fields is a homomorphism

of Lie algebras, so that

(72 () ) ((aa) ()| 2 ([Fan) () ) 0] ),

and therefore we can derive for the fourth term in Eq. (61) that

(3 4) ( - ((m) () ).r2 ((m) () ) = ([(#a0) (24). (o) ()] )

For the second and third summands in Eq. (61) we want to use Lemma 6.80 and our result of

)
ron (X7 ((WIAU) (") )
((F0) ()

the fourth summand to show

i oro(7).rz () ()

= (r;4) (

+(r5A) (

)
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(), ((20) () ) ([(00) (). () ().

using that 7, (X h) is horizontal due to the fact that X" is horizontal, and, last but not least,

we can write for terms like
(w!AJ> <Yh> = (7" Ao) <D7T <Yh)) = (7" Ao) (w*wy) =" ((AU) (wy)),
and

D (v (3%)) = ry (%) 12 (#20) (1)) ) = Dz ) (64) = ¥

=T

using that fundamental vector fields are in the kernel of Dx, and therefore

() (32 (1) = (222 3017)).

Collecting all these results and using Cor. 6.85 we can write Eq. (61) as

(4774 (n (X) 70 (Y1) )

st (o 2) ()

oz (@) - (28 (2 )

- ) (2] « (o) )],

~~

=m* (Ao (WX ,w]))

— dd, <<d7r*vYMA> (Xh, Yh>) _i_@((deMAg + %[Aa A AO’]g) (wX7wY)>

=7*

— A, ((dW*VYMA> (Xh, Yh>) + (7*(Ady-1 0 ¢ — ¢)) (D (X), D (Y))

= atd s (477 A) (XM ¥)) + (7 (Adyr 0 ¢ Q) (X, V)

*VYM

- (Ma_l o(d7r Ao (mp,mh) + 77!(> - w!g) (X,Y)
where we used that Dnr(X) = 7*w¥ and D7(Y) = 7*w", which immediately implies

Dr([X,Y]) = 7" ([, w']),

which is a well-known fact, as also given in [13, Proposition A.1.49; page 615], but also straight-

forward to check.
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Finally, we can conclude this proof by combining the previous result with our first calculation

of this proof, that is,

*vYI\A

" F = o o<d” Ao (mp,m) + W!C) —7'C+7'¢ = A -1 OF.

We achieve of course also a structure equation.

Theorem 6.94: Structure equation of the generalized field strength

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and ? = M a principal €-bundle, also
let HG be a Yang-Mills connection on € (w.r.t. a ¢ € Q*(M;g)) and A € QY (P;7*g) be

a connection 1-form on P. Then we have the structure equation

*vYM

F=d" A+1M¢A] + ¢

2 g

Remark 6.95: The generalized field strength of the total Maurer-Cartan form

Again viewing & ™ M as the principal bundle itself with H®? = HZ, we know by Cor.

6.72 that the total Maurer-Cartan form pf* is the connection 1-form corresponding to

HZ. Denoting the associated generalized field strength by F' (utg?t), the structure equation

and the generalized Maurer-Cartan equation, Thm. 6.82 (also recall Rem. 6.83), imply
Fg(lit??t) = d g1 OW!?C‘
g

for all g € €, (x € M). This implies that F (utgf’t) is fully encoded by (, especially we

have

¢ (F(ug) =<, (62)

where e is the neutral section of €. Thus,  is the curvature of pi® restricted on M, and

*VYM

1
F=d"V" A+ S[A2 4], +(eom)! (F(ug")).

Following similar calculations as in the proof of Prop. 6.93, it is trivial to show that
the first two summands measure the failure of HZ being a foliation, hence this meaning
carries over from the classical theory as also argued in [10, §2.5, Cor. 2.23] for LGBs. Due

to the third summand, H% is involutive if and only if

F=(eon) (F(,u?ﬂ)

In that sense Eq. (62) reflects the fact that M is a horizontal leave of HE. Furthermore,

F can be non-zero while HZ is involutive, if F(uf") is non-zero along M.
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Proof of Thm. 6.9/.
The idea of the proof is similar to the proof of the "classical" statement; following the structure
of [13, §5.5, Lemma 5.5.5, page 276|, see also works like [9, §4.6, Lemma 4.25] and [10, §2.5,
Prop. 2.24] where something similar is shown on Lie groupoids instead of principal bundles, but
with no ¢. That is, we will look at vertical and horizontal tangent vectors and their mixed terms;
recall Def. 6.51 and Thm. 6.53.

e We have by Prop. 6.93

F(7,[) =0

for all u,v € T'(g). Regarding the right hand side of the structure equation, this trivially also
holds for the third summand (W!C )(7, 1) = 0. We also have

(% A4 A] ) 7.7 = [A@). A@)]- = 7.7, = 7 (0], ).
and
(M A) @) = (x9N) (A@) ~ (V™M) (AD) - A@.0) = =" (s, ).
= (V) =0 =l
Thus,

* 1 ~ o~ ~ o~
(d" VAL S[AN AL+ wlc) (7.71) = 0 = F(7. ).
e Let X and Y be horizontal vector fields of 9, then clearly

<% (A7 A] m) (X,Y) = [A(X),A(V)] .., =0,
then clearly

*VYM

(67 a4 510 4], 470 () = (47 Ao (mm) + 1) (X, ) = FIXY),

where 7, : T? — HP denotes the canonical projection onto the horizontal bundle H? (espe-
cially, m,(X) = X, mp(Y) =Y).
e Now let X € X(2) be again horizontal and v € I'(g); then again by Prop. 6.93

F(X,7) =0,
as also clearly ('¢)(X,7) = 0, furthermore
1 ~ ~
(5 [A ) A] 7r,ﬂg> (X, 7) = [A(X), A(V)] 1, = 0,
and by Lemma 6.80

(a7 ¥ A) (x,7) = (ﬁvYM)X(ﬂ*u) —A(x. 7)) 2,
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which concludes the proof with

*VYM

F(X,7) = <d” A %[A pA]L + wlg) (X, 7).

Concluding this subsubsection, we also achieve a generalized Bianchi identity, which we al-
ready have proven in [5, §7, Thm. 7.3] and [0, §5, Thm. 5.1.42]; the proof is straightforward to

show, making use of the infinitesimal compatibility conditions, Def. 6.68.

Theorem 6.96: Generalized Bianchi identity, [6, §5, Thm. 5.1.42]

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and P = M a principal € -bundle, also
let HG be a Yang-Mills connection on € (w.r.t. a ¢ € Q*(M;g)) and A € QY (P;7*g) be

a connection 1-form on P. Then we have the (generalized) Bianchi identity

dW*VYMF + [A /’\ F] g _ F!dVYMC,

6.4.3. Gauge transformation of the generalized field strength

Similar to Subsection 6.3 we will now discuss the gauge transformation of the generalized field
strength F’; recall Thm. 6.59.

Theorem 6.97: Gauge transformation of the generalized field strength

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and # = M a principal €-bundle,
also let HE be a Yang-Mills connection on & and A € QY (P;w*g) be a connection 1-form
on P. Furthermore, let H € skt (P). We then have that H'F is the field strength related
to H'A and

H'F = dd _10F,

pryo(ofl)

where ol € C>(P; ?)? is defined as in Prop. 6.58 and pry : 78 — & is the projection
onto the second component.

Similar to Def. (51) we may shortly just write

H'F = bl 1)1 © F.

Proof.
That H'F is the field strength related to H'A follows quickly by the same calculation as for
proving Eq. (59), using 7o H =,

HF = q(meH) V™ (H!A> + % [H’A A H!A] ey T (O H)'¢
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_ v (H’A) + % [H!A A H!AL*Q +7'¢,

which is the field strength of H'A. Now recall Eq. (53), that is,

D H(X) = 75,.(X) + ((W*A)O'H)I)(X)‘H( )

for all X € T, (p € P), where 0, := prQ( ) Thus, by Prop. 6.93,

(H!F)p(x, Y) = Fyp) (DyH(X), Dy H(Y))

Fp.gp (7*51)* (X), P Gpx (Y))
(+57) X
(

S5 oF) (X,Y)

for all X,Y € T,%; this finishes the proof.

We will now extend this again to a local change of gauges (sections of P).

Definition 6.98: Local field strength

F, =sF.

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and & = M a principal €-bundle,
also let HZ be a Yang-Mills connection on & and A € Q!(P;7*g) be a connection 1-form
on P. Furthermore, let s € I'(2|y) be a (local) gauge over an open subset U C M. Then
we define the local curvature of local field strength F; € Q*(U; ¢|;;) (w.r.t. s) by

In previous calculations for the total Maurer-Cartan form and the generalized Maurer-Cartan

equation we have basically already shown the pullback of the structure equation.

Corollary 6.99: Pullback of the structure equation

vYM

—d¥ A4, [AS,A] +¢.

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and P = M a principal €-bundle,
also let HE be a Yang-Mills connection on & and A € QY (P;m*g) be a connection 1-form
on P. Furthermore, let s € T'(P|y) be a (local) gauge over an open subset U C M. Then

we can express the local field strength as the pullback of the structure equation, that is,

Proof.
This follows quickly by the same calculation as for proving Eq. (59).
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The gauge transformation of the field strength F' describes the behaviour of F' under a change

of gauge.

Theorem 6.100: Gauge transformations again as a change of gauge

Let € — M be an LGB over a smooth manifold M and P = M a principal €-bundle,
also let HE be a Yang-Mills connection on € and A € QY(P;7*g) be a connection I-
form on P. Also let U; and U; be two open subsets of M so that U; NU; # 0, two gauges
si € D(P|y,) and s; € T(P|y,), and the unique oj; € F(?|UimUj) with s; = sj - 0ji on
U;nU;.

Then we have for the fields strength of A over U; N U; that

F, =Ad 1 0F,..
i o J

Proof.
The proof is precisely as for Thm. 6.65, just without catering for the Darboux derivative in the

gauge transformation due to that one uses Thm. 6.97 instead of Thm. 6.59. |

Remark 6.101: Integrating curved Yang-Mills gauge theories, part I

Similar to Rem. 6.66, Cor. 6.99 and Thm. 6.100 show that we recover the field strength
and its gauge transformation as developed by Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl, see [1] for
a concise summary or [0] for an extended introduction. These references are for the very
general situation using Lie algebroids, hence see alternatively [5] for this type of gauge

theory restricted to Lie algebra bundles.

7. Curved Yang-Mills gauge theory

7.1. Definition and gauge invariance

We eventually are able to conclude this paper with the definition of what we will call curved
Yang-Mills gauge theory, highlighting that this theory is an integral of the infinitesimal
gauge theory originally developed by Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl. For the following we

say that a fibre metric x of ¢ is Ad-invariant if

£ (Ady (1), Ady () = (v, 1)

forallg € &, (x € M) and u,v € g,.
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Corollary 7.1: Contraction of local field strength with Ad-invariant fibre met-

ric is well-defined

Let € — M be an LGB over a spacetime M so that its LAB g admits an Ad-invariant
fibre metric r, and let P = M be a principal €-bundle; also let HE be a Yang-Mills
connection on € and A € QY(P;n*g) be a connection 1-form on P. Furthermore, let
(Us); be an open covering of M so that there are subordinate gauges s; € I'(P|y,).

Then the top-degree form S£cym[A] € Q™M) (M R), defined locally by

1
(SCYM[A]) ‘Ui = —§/£(FSZ. A *Fsi),

1s well-defined and independent of the choice of gauge, where x is the Hodge star operator

w.r.t. the spacetime metric of M.

Proof.
Let s; be another gauge corresponding to U; so that U; N U; # 0, and we have a unique
oji € F((g|UmU]-> with s; = s;-0j; on U;NU;. Then it follows by Thm. 6.100 and the definition

of the Hodge star operator (which is just a certain contraction w.r.t. M) that
R(Fy 0 <) = k((Ad, a0 1) (A, 0 By ) ) = k(F, 4 ),

using the Ad-invariance of k. This concludes the proof. |

Definition 7.2: Curved Yang-Mills gauge theory

Let € — M be an LGB over a spacetime M so that its LAB ¢ admits an Ad-invariant
fibre metric «, and let 2 = M be a principal €-bundle; furthermore let H€ be a Yang-
Mills connection on & and A € Q1(P;7*g) be a connection 1-form on .

Then the functional A — L£cyam[A] is called the curved Yang-Mills Lagrangian, where
Loym[4] is defined in Cor. 7.1.

By construction, this Lagrangian is gauge-invariant.

Theorem 7.3: Gauge invariance of the curved Yang-Mills Lagrangian

Let &€ — M be an LGB over a spacetime M so that its LAB g admits an Ad-invariant
fibre metric r, and let P = M be a principal €-bundle; also let HE be a Yang-Mills
connection on & and A € Q1 (P;71*g) be a connection 1-form on P.

Then we have
|
Lcoym [H 'A] = Lcym[A4]

for all H € skt (P).
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Proof.
By Thm. 6.97 we have

H'F = dd _1oF,

pryo(ofl)
where ol € C°(P;%)¥ is defined as in Prop. 6.58 and pry : 7% — & is the projection onto

the second component. Similar to the argument in the proof of Thm. 6.65 we have

(H’F)s — Ad o F,

proo(cH) " tos

for a given gauge s € I'(2|y), where U is an open subset of M. With the same argument as in
Cor. 7.1 it follows that

Loym [H !A} = Lcoym[A].

Remark 7.4: Infinitesimal gauge invariance

As we have seen previously, the compatibility conditions (Def. 6.86) were important to
derive how F' behaves under modified right push-forwards. Recall Rem. 6.66, we have a
corresponding formulation of infinitesimal gauge transformation and it is straight-forward
to show that we achieve infinitesimal gauge invariance as in the classical theory. How-
ever, as argued by Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl in [I] (for a concise summary; [6] for
an extended introduction, or alternatively [5] for a simplified language) the corresponding
infinitesimal gauge invariance just needs the infinitesimal compatibility conditions (Def.
6.68).

7.2. Examples

Let us provide some examples of this theory, especially also recall Ex. 6.89 and the labels
introduced there. However, before we do so, it is natural to ask whether or not there is a
transformation keeping the Lagrangian invariant, but non-trivially transforming data like VYM
so that it may become flat, and we may end up at a classical theory describing the same
physics. In fact, there is such a transformation which we have studied in [6] (and [5] which is
just formulated for LABs so that it may be easier for the reader to follow given the context
here). These transformations are simply called field redefinitions, but given the time of their
development, they just focus on infinitesimal gauge invariance and the underlying infinitesimal

compatibility conditions.

155



7. Curved Yang-Mills gauge theory Simon-Raphael Fischer

Theorem 7.5: Invariance w.r.t. field redefinitions,

[6, §4, Def. 4.5.1 and 4.7.10, Thm. 4.7.13], [5, §3, Thm. 3.6]

Let &€ — M be an LGB over a spacetime M so that its LAB g admits an Ad-invariant
fibre metric k, and let P = M be a principal €-bundle; furthermore let HE be o Yang-
Mills connection on & and A € QY (P;7*g) be a connection 1-form on P. We also define
field redefinitions w.r.t. A € Q' (M;g) by

A=At T\,
)
VYM .— yYM _ o4,

’V)\._ VYM 1
Ci=C=dV A+ S [ANA]

—

Then we have that VYM  and Z A satisfy the infinitesimal compatibility conditions of Def.
6.68 and

*VYM

A
~ e 1~ -
Fr— VM B [A* A A*] +rP=F

g

for all X\ € QY(M;%). That is, the Lagrangian £cym is invariant under these field

redefinitions, and infinitesimal gauge invariance is preserved.

In fact, these field redefinitions are not just any transformation preserving the physics. As
pointed out in [6], curved Yang-Mills gauge theory is a reformulation of classical gauge theory in
such a way that gauge theory is form-invariant w.r.t. the field redefinitions, similar to how one
reformulates Classical Mechanics so that it is form-invariant w.r.t. Galilei or Lorentz transforma-
tions. This reformulation introduces extra terms, ¢ and connection 1-forms of V, that is, every
classical gauge theory is equivalent to a possibly curved theory with a non-zero ( contributing
to the field strength.

However, there is also a natural explanation given the context here; it is straightforward to

show the following and we leave the proof up to the reader.

Remark 7.6: Field redefinitions integrated

Recall Rem. 6.88 and its notation, 7.e. there is a simplicial differential § so that
Sugt =0,
Ff = 5C7
tot

where Iy denotes the curvature of g in a classical approach, that is,

_ mEVYM ot 1 tot A tot
Fg_d:{; ,LL? +§[? 7”?]7‘.;g7
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where 7g is the projection of €. The field redefinition of p* is given by

—A
pgt =gt — o,
which integrates the one for VXM, Equivalently, since we introduced u%’t as a composition

vert

of the vertical Maurer-Cartan form with the projection 7V*"" onto the vertical part w.r.t.

the horizontal distribution on €, we can define the field redefinition of 7V'* by

by —1
| |
gvert” .— gvert _ T\ — T,

—~—

where Wg!)\r denotes the fundamental vector field of W!?)\ via right-multiplication, that is,

TgA | =D, Ryo A, 0D,y

g

l
for all g € &, and W!Z)\ is just the typical definition for fundamental vector fields, with
an emphasis on that it is via left-multiplication. Thm. 7.5 has now several interpretations

and implications, where we denote with [,utg?t] s the equivalence class of utgf’t inherited by

0:
1. The field redefinition of 4 is about picking any other representative for [pf] o

2. Every other representative of [utgf’t] 5 is not just multiplicative, but also a Yang-Mills

connection, that is,

dugt =0,

Fg' =60,

tot

~
where Iy is defined like Fy but using ug® instead of i,

3. Regarding the choice of ,utg?t, the Lagrangian only depends on the choice of class

[,utg?t] s- However, the explicit choice of ¢ may still matter: One could vary ¢ with
centre-valued forms while keeping p£0" fixed, this is in general not totally covered

by the field redefinitions and may affect the Lagrangian as discussed in [6] (or [5]).

. J

As a next step one can then investigate whether there is a curved Yang-Mills gauge theory
which cannot be transformed to a classical infinitesimal gauge theory via a field redefinition, this

has be done in the mentioned references whose results will be used in the following examples.
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Example 7.7: Classical examples

By Ex. 6.89, we just recover the classical formalism of gauge theory if having a classical
principal bundle P on which a trivial LGB € = M x G acts on the right, where G is a Lie
group with Lie algebra g. HZ is the canonical flat Yang-Mills connection, VYM = yeYM
is the canonical flat connection on ¢ = M X g, and { = 0. Then every example known in
the classical formalism carries over.

Furthermore, starting with such a classical example, by [5, §6, Cor. 6.2] we know that
if g has a non-zero centre (and if M is at least three-dimensional), then one can always
add a centre-valued ( to this gauge theory, transforming it into a flat pre-classical gauge
theory, VYM = vPYM 'with non-trivial ¢. If dvaM( # 0, then there is no A\ € QY(M; g)
with E A =0.

. J

This shows that there are examples with non-trivial {, stable w.r.t. field redefinitions. How-
ever, as shown in [5, §5.2, Thm. 5.16] (or alternatively [0, §5.1.5, Thm. 5.1.33]), if M is con-

tractible, then there is A € Q!(M;g) so that @MA is flat. Thus, if M is contractible, then every
curved Yang-Mills Lagrangian is equivalent to a Lagrangian of a pre-classical gauge theory (¢
may be non-vanishing). This may be due to that & is a trivial fibre bundle, and then the LGB
action breaks down to Lie group action; recall all our discussions related to classical principal
bundles equipped with an LGB action of a trivial LGB as in the previous example. Hence we

conjecture:

Conjecture 7.8: Trivial LGBs are associated with pre-classical theories

Let & — M be a trivial LGB over a spacetime M so that its LAB g admits an Ad-
invariant fibre metric x, and let P 5 M be a principal €-bundle; furthermore let HE be
a Yang-Mills connection on & and A € QY(P;7*g) be a connection 1-form on P.

—— A
Then there is a A € QY (M;g) so that VYM s flat.

However, we will not have time to attempt proving this, but as a first step one may integrate
the field redefinitions to a redefinition of the horizontal bundle on the LGB & itself, not just of
the connection on its LAB; basically proving Rem. 7.6.

Obviously, non-trivial LGBs are not used in the classical formalism, and by the previous
discussion one may ask if there is a (global) example with a curved Yang-Mills connection
starting with a non-trivial LGB. In fact, there is one related to a Hopf fibration, as already
argued in [5, §5.3, Ex. 5.18] and [0, §5.1.5, Ex. 5.1.35].
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Example 7.9: Hopf fibration $7 — $* giving rise to a curved Yang-Mills gauge

theory

By Ex. 6.91 (recall also 6.90) we know that cq(P) is an LGB admitting a Yang-Mills

VXYM where P is a classical principal G-bundle, and G a Lie group with Lie

connection
algebra g. We define & to be cg(P) itself now, but A is arbitrary and does not need to
be related to the horizontal distribution of VYM,

Now define P as the Hopf bundle

SU2) =283 —— §7

|

S4
where $” (n € N) denotes the n-dimensional sphere. For the inner bundle
P =8 = cgy(p)(P)

we then have that its associated Yang-Mills connection VYM, as constructed previously
in Ex. 6.91, is non-flat, and there is also no A € Q(M;ad(P)) such that ﬁ/\ is flat.
As argued in the mentioned references, this is due to a discussion in [7, Example 7.3.20;
page 287]: $* is not contractible, but simply connected. Due to the fact that SU(2) is

semisimple and following Ex. 6.91, a flat 6371\//[ would be equivalent to a flat connection
on P, inducing a trivialization for P since $? is simply connected. But P cannot be
trivial due to it being a Hopf fibration, so that we arrive at a contradiction, proving the
statement. This argument is independent of the field redefinitions, and it shows that all
possible Yang-Mills connections are curved here (globally).

An Ad-invariant fibre metric exists clearly, so that we have all ingredients to define a truly

curved Yang-Mills gauge theory with Lagrangian as given in Def. 7.2.

8. Future prospects

We already summarized the results given here in the introduction. So, let us discuss the future

VYM only exists globally, one might say that

prospects of this theory. Since a curved connection
this theory may be just a toy model for physics, but thinking of symplectic geometry, the global
aspects may be at least interesting in mathematics; as already mentioned here several times,
there are papers from other authors (than the ones directly working with curved gauge theories)
with somewhat similar subjects, [9], [15], and [10]. Alternatively, gauge theory is also a theory
about connections, so one could investigate what the sense of connection and curvature given
here implies for the plethora of other theories based on connections.

As a next step one could now define minimal couplings. Given a vector bundle V. — M,

equipped with a LGB representation p : & — Aut(V'), we should be able to define associated
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vector bundles 7" = (P x ;1 V) / g, as we already mentioned before. W.r.t. a local gauge s of
P every section ¥ € I'(7") has locally the form

[s,¥s),

where v is a local section of V' and [-, -] denotes the equivalence class related to the construction

in 7°. Then one can define the minimal coupling VAW locally by

[3, Vibs + pa(As) (¢s)]

where p, is the LAB representation inherited by p, and V is a vector bundle connection with
p(071) 0 Vo p(0) = V + p.(Ad),

Ry =p.io(

for all o € T'(¢). Observe the similarity with the infinitesimal compatibility conditions Def.
6.68 and Lemma 6.79; the first condition should lead to that that VAW is well-defined and
independent of the choice of s. The second condition should imply that the curvature of V4 is
given by the generalised field strength of A. After showing this one could try to construct all
the other obvious analogues of the classical formalism.

However, as already highlighted in the introduction, Alexei Kotov and Thomas Strobl have
constructed an infinitesimal gauge theory based on Lie algebroids, and the anchor of the involved
Lie algebroid is describing the minimal coupling. Thus, as a next step one may actually attempt
to integrate this infinitesimal gauge theory. In the context of this work, this gauge theory
should probably be based on principal £-bundles where & is now a Lie groupoid and not a Lie
group. Such principal bundles were already constructed in [3, beginning of §5.7, page 144f.].
The corresponding Lie groupoid will be over N and the principal bundle can be viewed as a
bundle with two "projections", one over M and one other over the target manifold N, the target
of the Higgs field =,

7N

M N

and for every = there should be a section of the left arrow so that = is the composition of
the right projection with this section. I may start with such a research project now, and if
successful, such a type of gauge theory should actually lead to a notion of a principal bundle for
Yang-Mills-Higgs gauge theories. So, the involved principal bundle is not only describing the
Yang-Mills part, we would achieve a principal bundle analogue for the whole Yang-Mills-Higgs
Lagrangian. Last, such a Lie groupoid based gauge theory may help to answer whether or not
Alexei Kotov’s and Thomas Strobl’s theory provide new physical examples, especially examples

"stable" w.r.t. the field redefinitions constructed in [6].
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Double tangent bundle and its canonical flip map

We will follow [7, §9.6, page 363]. For a smooth manifold M we denote the projection of its

tangent bundle by 7ras : TM — M; similarly we have the projection of the double tangent
bundle 7prys @ TTM — TM, the tangent bundle of TM. However, there is also Drrps :
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TTM — TM, and in fact there is another vector bundle structure on TTM rendering Drrys a
projection; see e.g. [7, §3.4 et seq.; page 110ff.]. Let us give a very rough sketch:
Let &,7 € TTM with

Dx,mrm(§) = Dy, mram(n) = w,

where Xy = mpras(€) and Yy = wpras(n), and due to the fact that Drrys is a vector bundle

morphism over nry; we get
p = mrm(Xo) = mrum (Yo),

where mras(w) =: p. Thus, one can take curves X,Y : I — TM (I C R an open interval around
0) with

d
X(0) = Xo, 1 X =€,
t=0
d
t=0

such that
mrp © X =mrpr0Y,
because the condition on ¢ and n imply on the base paths mry 0o X, mppr oY : I — M that
(mram 0 X)(0) = p = (7ra 0 Y)(0),

d d
T (WTMOX) = Dx,mrm(§) = w = Dy,mrm(n) = T (WTMOY).
t=0 t=0

Then the addition and scalar multiplication with A € R for TTM PTIM AL is defined by

d
= — X+Y
d
A€ i= — AX
§ dt tZO( )7
where the addition of curves is well-defined because of wppr 0 X = 7wy o Y which implies

mrm o (X +Y)=mpp 0 X = 7ppr 0 Y'; 80, one can take the sum of the curves and

Drra (E4n) = d

1 WTMO(X—FY) :DXOWTM(S) = Ww.

t=0

=7TT]\JOX

The operations of the linear structure in TTM "5 TM is still denoted in the same manner as

usual, and by definition one also gets

mrram (§ 1) = mrrm (§) + T (n),
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mrrm (A §) = A mrrar(§).

In total, we have a double vector bundle given by the following commuting diagram

TTM 27 1y
J/TFTTI\/I lﬂ-Tl\/f (A 1)

™™ "M A

i.e. each horizontal and vertical line is a vector bundle so that the horizontal and vertical scalar
multiplications on TTM commute; see e.g. [19, §3ff.] or [7, §9.1, page 340ff.] for a definition on
double vector bundles in general.

Now observe that the flow X of £ has values in TM, that is, for all ¢ € I we have a curve

ot @ JJ — M (J another open interval containing 0), s — a4(s), so that

o (0) = o (X (1)),

and the first equation implies

d

T a(0) = Dx,mram(§) = w.

t=0

So, in total we have for all { € TTM a smooth map o : I x J — M, (t,s) — a(t,s) = a(s),
such that

a(0,0) = p = (rrm o e )(§) = (mram © Drrar)(§),

d d
d_ Oé(t, 0) =W = DXOWTM(g)’ = a(O, S) = XO = 71-TTJW(g)’
tli—o ds |,
d d
at|,_gds|, " T

As for tangent vectors, the class [a] of all such « uniquely describes ¢, in fact giving rise to an
equivalence relation so that [a] is an equivalence class.

In the context of Schwarz’s Theorem one may find it natural to define the canonical invo-
lution (or flip) on TTM as a map S : TTM — TTM by

d d
S(€) : =
©=3l @

= a. (A.2)

t=0

By [7, §9.6, Thm. 9.6.1, page 363; but without proof] one has that S is an isomorphism of double
vector bundles with certain "special" properties; we will not need the general definition of these.

What we need of this, is that S is a base-preserving vector bundle isomorphism as both maps,
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from TTM "™ TM to TTM ™" TM and vice versa. Let us prove this, by starting with
showing the well-definedness of S:

W.lo.g. we can put J = I for simplicity. By construction, the equivalence class [3] of S(£) is
represented by 3 : I? — M given by S(t,s) == a(s,t) with

/8(0’ 0) =D
D (S(€)) = % Oﬂ(t,o) = — Oa(U,t) = mrrm(§) = Xo,
t= t=
e (S(§)) = % 70ﬁ(0,5) I 700[(8,0) =Dy (€) = w,
d d
ST

With this, we can express S(§) in coordinates: Fix local coordinates (wl)z on M, then (Wi} Mxi)i

and (dxz)l are local coordinates on TM. Then by chain rule

g(ﬂ-:}M‘TZ) = f(ml o 7TTM) = dp,l?i (DWTM(g)) = wi,

a> (dx’) = i <dxi o i a) = i
5=0 dt ;o ds|,—o d
= (s o) @)

and

d

¢(da') = (E

d

t—0 ds

d

=0 ds

s=0

thus we have in total

0

9 (ﬂ-:}M'TZ) Xo

d

{=w ds

(A.3)

(4 iy_9
at o) B(da)

Similarly we can proceed with S(£) and then apply the "classical" Schwarz’ Theorem on the

t=0 Xo

derivatives of o’ (recall the properties of 3), so that we get

S@:Xg% +(d

7T%Mxi) w dt

d 5@') 0
o ds|_ d(da?)

i 0 N ( d| d > 9
— 7 . N 5 I « 3
Co(mpye) | \ds|pdt],_y J (da?)

4 SOo/) _o 1. (A.4)

— X 9 + (i
C ()| \dt g ds a(da)

It is now clear that S(&) is independent of the choice of « and just depends on [«]. Furthermore,

w

due to what we have shown for [, it is also clear that S is a base-preserving map either from
TTM P8Y TM to TTM ™3Y TM or vice versa. Bijectivity follows by S oS = 1pray;.
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It is only left to show that we have linearity for S as a map from TTM R VA
TTM "8 TM and vice versa. For this we use the derived coordinate expressions. Let
1 € TTM be defined as before with associated area function v such that 7 = [y]. Then one can

derive by using what we have shown in the discussion about TTM PTIM TS as vector bundle

that
- 0 d d - - 0
AoEdkon=w —— +<— — ()\ozl%—lwl)) - (A.5)
O(mhp2?) xornys N Flimodsleg Ad2*) [\ x04xv0
for all A\,x € R, and so
, ; 0 d d , '
k) = (AX) + RY) ) - 4 Ry
S Lbeem) = (Ao +%5) A (et (dt t—g ds 570()\& it )> a(dz") |,

— AS(E) + KS(n).

In the same fashion, let ¢ = [0] € Tx,TM with Dx,mrar(¢) =: ¢, then A{ +x( is just the typical

sum of tangent vectors and we get

‘ 0 d d . 4 b
SAE+rC) = Xg oo +<_ ds Aot + ko' ) i
0 a(T['TM{ﬂ/L) Nt dt t=0 dS s:O( ) 6(dm ) St
; 9 d d N9
=X ¢ _— — _ ? A
( PO (mipat) | i (dt o ds| " ) a(dz") w)
; 9 d d A
ki | Xf——+| + <_ - 52) '
0 9(nhyy7Y) . dt|_gds|,_y / O(da?)|,

=A-5(8) *5-S(0).
This finishes the proof, so we have:

Remark A.1: The canonical involution/flip map an isomorphism,

[7, §9.6, Thm. 9.6.1, page 363; but without proof]

The canonical involution/flip S is a base-preserving vector bundle isomorphism from
TTM P TAM to TTM ™3™ TM, and similarly vice versa. We also write Sys == S to

give an accentuation on M.

This isomorphism is basically now Schwarz’s Theorem:
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Remark A.2: Revisit: Schwarz’s Theorem

By definition we have

d
ds

d
s=0 de

<
t=0 48

d
a= Sy ( — a)
t=0 de s=0

for all smooth o : I x J — M, where I and J are open intervals containing 0. Similarly
this extends to smooths maps F': M — N, where N is another smooth manifold. So let
¢ = |a] € TTM, and then we calculate for DDF : TTM — TTN that

d d

= Hl &

d
_SN<£

= Sy (DDF(Su(€)))

DDF(¢) (Foa)

s=0

d

s—0 dt

(Foa))

t=0

= (Sy o DDF o Sy1)(§).
Since the canonical involutions are clearly self-inverse, we can also write
SN oDDF =DDF o SM

For a notation with base points in M, consider a special case with M = M; x Ma,
where M; (i € {1,2}) are smooth manifolds. Thus, TM = 7{TM; & 73 TM,, where
m; « My x My — M; are the projections onto the i-th component. Then let p; € M;,
Y; € Tp,M; and &€ = (Y1,Y32). Denoting with v, : I — M; and 2 : J — M, the curves
with velocities Y7 and Y5 at 0, respectively, and so a(t, s) = (71(s),72(t)); then we define
D,, F(Y7) as a map

M, — TN,

p2 = Dp F(Y1)[,, = Dy, po) F' (Y1, 0py),

P1,P2)
where 0, is the zero tangent vector at T,,Ms, in a similar fashion for Dy, F'(Y2). Then
d
Dy, (Dp, F(¥1)) (Y2) = EL_OD@W@))F (Y1,01500)

d

dt

d

T (Foalt,s))

s=0

— DDF(),

similarly

d

Dy, (Dp F(Y2)) (Y1) =

_ PP O, Y2)

S=
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4 (Foalt,s)

s=0 de t=0

. d

ds

in total

Dy, (Dpa F(12)) (Y1) = Sx(Dpa (Dpy F(11)) (Y2)).

In fact, using the canonical flip/involution, we can construct and state other properties which

can be useful for calculations related to second derivatives.

Remark A.3: Total derivatives of tangent bundle morphisms linear with re-

spect to prolonged vertical structure

Consider a vector bundle morphism L : TM — TN (over some map M — N), where N
is another smooth manifold. Then for £,7 € TTM with their approximating curves X

and Y, respectively, as previously,

DLA-(#k-n) = 4

5| (LOX +rY))

t=0

(AL(X) + kL(Y))
t=0

d
dt
— \-DL(¢) # 5 - DL(n)

for all A, k € R. Hence we achieve linearity with respect to both vector bundle structures

of TTM. If we denote the base points as before, then this reads

Daxo+rYoL(A - Edk-n) = X - DxL(§) # 5 - Dy, L(n).

Remark A.4: Alignment of both vector bundle structures on TTM on the re-
stricted vertical bundle

By definition, the vertical bundle VI M of T M is a subbundle of TTM. The zero section
of TM is a natural embedding of M into T M; this embedded submanifold will be denoted
by M. Then Diagram (A.1) restricts onto

VT M|z 5% 3f

lWTTM l"‘
M—= M

and S = Sy does not only restrict onto that, S is actually the identity on VT M|z, as also
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stated in [7, §9.6, Thm. 9.6.1, page 363; but without proof]. This follows simply by the
coordinate expressions Eq. (A.3) and (A.4) (recall the involved notation). £ € VT M |77 is
in the kernel of both projections, Dty and 7y, thus w = Xo = 0 € T, M, therefore
S(§) = ¢ by Eq. (A.3) and (A.4). By Remark A.1 the addition 4 and scalar multiplication
- then also align with the typical addition + and scalar multiplication -, respectively, of
TTM as tangent bundle.

Motivated by this, we can actually recover something similar for VI'M. In this case

VTM 2™ a1

[

™™ -y M

and, as already mentioned earlier, the vertical bundle of vector bundles is trivially the
pullback of the bundle along itself, here VI'M = 77,,TM. Thus, we have a canonical
projection pry : VI'M — TM onto the second component, and we can write for £ = [a] €

Vx, TM
d N0 d A,
= | = ; = | Xo, | — ') —

5 (dt s:Oa ) 8(dx2) Xo ( o (dt s:Oa ) ox? p)

using the notation of Eq. (A.3) (especially Xo € T, M, p € M). Similarly for n = [f] €

d

—p ds

d

—p ds

Vy,TM (same notation as previously in this appendix, i.e. ¥y € T,M). Then by Eq.

(A.5)

t—0 ds

(i + wz‘))

dt Ozt

d
Ak -n= ()\X0+/<a}’(),<—
s=0

for all A\, k € R. Therefore

pro(A - Edk =) = A pry(§) + K pra(n).

For ¢ € Vx,TM we clearly get pry(A + k() = A pry(§) + K pry(¢), and so both linear

structures on VI'M align under pr,.

Remark A.5: Tangent lift, [20, §2.2, last parapgraph in Subsection 2.2]

Let X € X(M), then its total derivative is a map DX : TM — TTM satisfying

DT('TMODX :D(WTMOX) = ]]-TMu
1
=im

D

so that DX is a section of TTM

preserving vector bundle isomorphism from TTM

TM. Due to the fact that S = Sj; is a base-
PTIM TAL to TTM ™5™ TM (and
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vice versa), we have a vector field Xp € X(TM) given by
Xpr=8S0DX,
called the tangent lift of X. We then also have
Drryro X =nmprryy o DX = X,

thus the label as tangent lift. We also have linearity properties (sort of) and a Leibniz

rule, that is, we clearly get
XT()\Y + IiZ) =X\ XT(Y) L o XT(Z).

for all Y,Z € T,M and k,\ € R, and we also have something similar w.r.t. X: Recall
Eq. (A.3) and (A.4), including their notation w.r.t. to local coordinates ("), That is,

by definition of DX we can derive

D,X(Y)=Y" % i 90X L@, ,
o) |y, T 00 |, 0@ x,
thus,
, O(AX? W
D, (kX + AW)(Y) :YZ% Ly & Jr].ﬁ ) 0
(it N Ox ) Ndz’) [\x, +ew,
= XD, X(Y)#x-D,W(Y)
for all X, W € X(M) and A,k € R, and
Dp(fX)(Y)
A 9 9X? 0 o0 0
=Y'—"——= +f) Y o~ 2= & +Y X' (p) 5 :
(T’ F)Xyp 0 |, 0(dz*) | ), 07|, 0(da") | 4y)x,
(A.6)

for all f € C°°(M). Therefore
()\X + KW)T = \X7 + cWrp,

and by Eq. (A.4)

; 0 0X? 0 ; 0
X0 = £0) Xy grs| +10) ¥ =4 @, YO X |,
(X)r = Xr+df @ x50

Similar to Remark A.4, the vertical bundle of TM is canonically isomorphic to 7}, TM,
one can think of the second term as df ® 7y,,X.
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