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Abstract

In this paper, we study ‘a fibration of metric spaces’ that was originally introduced
by Leinster ([6]) in the study of the magnitude and called metric fibrations. He showed
that the magnitude of a metric fibration splits into the product of those of the fiber
and the base, which is analogous to the Euler characteristic and topological fiber
bundles. His idea and our approach is based on Lawvere’s suggestion of viewing a
metric space as an enriched category ([5]). Actually, the metric fibration turns out to
be the restriction of the enriched Grothendieck fibrations ([2]) to metric spaces ([1]).
We give a complete classification of metric fibrations by several means, which is parallel
to that of topological fiber bundles. That is, the classification of metric fibrations is
reduced to that of ‘principal fibrations’, which is done by the ‘1-Čech cohomology’
in an appropriate sense. Here we introduce the notion of torsors in the category of
metric spaces, and the discussions are analogous to the sheaf theory. Further, we can
define the ‘fundamental group πm

1
(X)’ of a metric space X , which is a group object in

metric spaces, such that the conjugation classes of homomorphisms Hom(πm

1
(X),G)

corresponds to the isomorphism classes of ‘principal G-fibrations’ over X . Namely, it
is classified like topological covering spaces.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Conventions 4

2.1 Categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
2.2 Metric spaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

3 MetX ≃ FibX 7

4 The fundamental metric group of a metric space 10

4.1 Metric groups . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10
4.2 The fundamental metric group . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

5 PMetGX ≃ TorsGX ≃ Hom(πm1 (X,x0),G) 13

5.1 PMetGX ≃ TorsGX . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13
5.2 PMetGX ≃ Hom(πm1 (X,x0),G) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16
5.3 Example . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17

6 Classification of metric fibrations 18

6.1 The functor (̂−)
x0

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18
6.2 Classification for the case of bounded fibers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20
6.3 Classification for the case of unbounded fibers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

∗Department of Applied Mathematics, Fukuoka University asao@fukuoka-u.ac.jp

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.04387v1


7 Cohomological interpretation 22

1 Introduction

The idea of metric fibration is first introduced by Leinster in the study of magnitude
([6]). The magnitude theory that he coined can be considered as a promotion of Lawvere’s
suggestion of viewing a metric space as a [0,∞]-enriched category. The magnitude of a
metric space is defined as the ‘Euler characteristic of enriched categories’. In fact, he
showed that the magnitude of a metric fibration splits into the product of those of the
fiber and the base (Theorem 2.3.11 of [6]), which is analogous to the case of topological
fiber bundles. Later, the author ([1]) pointed out that it is actually a restriction of the
enriched Grothendieck fibration ([2]) to metric spaces, by dealing with small categories and
metric spaces from a unified view point, namely as filtered set enriched categories. By this
approach, we can expect to obtain novel ideas to the one side that is well-studied on the
other side.

As an example, the following Figure 1 is one of the simplest non-trivial metric fibrations.
Note that we consider connected graphs as metric spaces by taking the shortest path metric
(see also Proposition 2.8). Both graphs are metric fibrations over the complete graph K3

with the fiber K2 as shown in Example 5.29 of [1]. Further, they have the same magnitude
as pointed out in Example 3.7 of [7]. In Proposition 5.30 of [1], it is shown that the right
one is the only non-trivial metric fibration over K3 with the fiber K2. Here, ‘trivial’ means
that it is the cartesian product of graphs. On the other hand, any metric fibration over a
four cycle graph C4, or more generally an even cycle graph, is shown to be trivial in the
same proposition.

∼
=

Figure 1: The left is K3 × K2, and the right is isomorphic to K3,3. They both have the
magnitude 6

1+3q+2q2
.

In this paper, we give a complete classification of metric fibrations by several means,
which is parallel to that of topological fiber bundles. Namely, we define ‘principal fibra-
tions’, ‘fundamental groups’ and ‘a 1-Čech cohomology’ for metric spaces, and obtain the
equivalence between categories of these objects. Roughly speaking, we obtain an analogy
of the following correspondence in the case of topological fiber bundles with a discrete
structure group.

Fiber bundles over X with structure group GOO

��
Principal G-bundles over X (G-torsors)

OO

��
[X,BG] ∼= Hom(π1(X), G)/conjugation

OO

��
H1(X,G)
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We explain more in detail in the following. First recall that any usual Grothendieck
fibration over a small category C can be obtained from a lax functor C −→ Cat, which is
called the Grothendieck construction ([3]). In [1], it is shown that any metric fibration over
a metric space X can be obtained from a ‘lax functor’ X −→ Met that is called metric
action (Definition 3.1). Here Met is the category of metric spaces and Lipschitz maps.
We can consider the Grothendieck and the metric fibration as the definition of fibrations
via ‘the lifting property’, while the lax functor and the metric action is the one via ‘the
transformation functions’. More precisely, we have the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Proposition 3.9). The Grothendieck construction gives a category equiva-
lence

MetX ≃ FibX ,

where we denote the category of metric actions X −→ Met by MetX and the category of
metric fibrations over X by FibX (Definitions 3.1, 3.2).

We can define a subcategory TorsGX of FibX that consists of ‘principal G-fibrations’
(Definition 5.7). We call it a category of G-torsors. On the other hand, we can also define
a subcategory PMetGX of MetGX that is the counterpart of TorsGX (Definition 5.1). The
category PMetGX consists of a metric action X −→ Met that takes a group G, not just a
metric space, as the value. Then we have the following.

Theorem 1.2 (Proposition 5.11). The Grothendieck construction gives a category equiva-
lence

PMetGX ≃ TorsGX .

Here, a group G is not just a group but is a group object of Met, which we call a
metric group (Definition 4.1). As an example of a metric group, we construct the fun-
damental group πm1 (X) of a metric space X (Definition 4.8). We also define a category
Hom(πm1 (X),G) of homomorphisms πm1 (X) −→ G, where a morphism between homomor-
phisms is defined as a conjugation relation (Definition 5.12). Then we have the following.

Theorem 1.3 (Proposition 5.15). We have a category equivalence

Hom(πm1 (X,x0),G) ≃ PMetGX .

As a corollary, we reprove Proposition 5.30 of [1] in the following form. We note that
the notion of a metric group is equivalent to that of a ‘normed group’ (Proposition 4.5).
For a metric group G, we denote the corresponding norm of an element g ∈ G by |g| ∈ Z≥0.

Proposition 1.4 (Proposition 5.16). Let Cn be an undirected n-cycle graph. Then we
have

πm1 (Cn) ∼=

{
Z with |1| = 1 n : odd,

0 n : even.

Hence we have that PMetGCn
≃

{
Hom(Z,G) n : odd,

0 n : even,
for any metric group G, which

implies that there is only a trivial metric fibration over C2n and that there is at most one
non-trivial metric fibration over C2n+1.

Now, similarly to the topological case, we can define an ‘associated bundle construction’
from a torsor and a metric space Y (Corollary 6.10). This construction gives the following.

Theorem 1.5 (Corollary 6.11). Suppose that Y is a bounded metric space. Then we have
a category equivalence

PMetAutYX ≃ coreFibYX ,

where FibYX is the full subcategory of FibX that consists of metric fibrations with the fiber
Y (Definition 6.5), and we denote the core of a category by core (Definition 2.1 (4)).

3



Here, we equip the group AutY of isometries on Y with a metric group structure by
dAutY (f, g) = supy∈Y dY (fy, gy) (Example 4.3). However, we should suppose that Y is a
bounded metric space so that dAutY is indeed a distance function. For the case of general
metric fibrations, we should extend our arguments concerning extended metric group that
allows ∞ as values of a distance function (Definition 6.12), and we obtain an essentially
same but extended result (Proposition 6.18).

Finally, we define a ‘1-Čech cohomology’ H1(X,G), which is a category, of a G-torsor
X (Definition 7.2). This is an analogy from the Čech cohomology constructed from the
local sections of a principal bundle. Similarly to the topological case, we can construct a
cocycle from a family of local sections (Proposition 7.9), and conversely we can construct
a G-torsor by pasting copies of G’s along a cocycle (Proposition 7.5). Then we have the
following from this correspondences.

Theorem 1.6 (Corollary 7.11). We have a category equivalence

H1(X;G) ≃ TorsGX .
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2 Conventions

In this section, we prepare terms for categories, graphs, weighted graphs and metric spaces
that are well-known but may not be commonly used.

2.1 Categories

In this article, we suppose that categories are locally small. We denote the object class of
a category C by ObC, and the set of all morphisms from a to b by C(a, b) for any objects
a, b ∈ ObC. We also denote the class of all morphisms in C by MorC.

Definition 2.1. Let C and D be categories, and F : C −→ D be a functor.

(1) We say that F is faithful if the map F : C(a, b) −→ D(Fa, Fb) is injective for any
objects a, b ∈ ObC. We say that F is full if the map F : C(a, b) −→ D(Fa, Fb)
is surjective for any objects a, b ∈ ObC. We also say that F is fully faithful if it is
faithful and full.

(2) We say that F is split essentially surjective if there is a family of isomorpshisms
{Fc ∼= d | c ∈ ObC}d∈ObD.

(3) We say that F is a category equivalence if there exists a functor G : D −→ C and
natural isomorpshisms GF ∼= idC and FG ∼= idD. When there exists a category
equivalence C −→ D, we say that C and D are equivalent.

(4) We define a groupoid coreC by Ob coreC = ObC and coreC(a, b) = {f ∈ C(a, b) |
f is an isomorphism} for any a, b ∈ ObC.

The following are standard.

Lemma 2.2. If a functor F : C −→ D is fully faithful and split essentially surjective, then
it is a category equivalence.
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Lemma 2.3. A category equivalence F : C −→ D induces a category equivalence coreF :
coreC −→ coreD.

Remark 2.4. For a classification of objects of a category, we often want to consider ‘iso-
morphism classes of objects’ and compare it with another category. However, in general,
we can’t do that since the class of objects is not necessarily a set. Instead, we consider a
category equivalence coreC −→ coreD that implies a bijection between isomorphism classes
of objects if they are small.

2.2 Metric spaces

Definition 2.5. (1) A quasi metric space (X, d) is a set X equipped with a function
d : X −→ R≥0 satisfying that

• d(x, x) = 0,

• d(x, x′) = d(x′, x),

• d(x, x′) + d(x′, x′′) ≥ d(x, x′′),

for any x, x′, x′′ ∈ X.

(2) A Lipschitz map f : X −→ Y between quasi metric spaces X and Y is a map
satisfying that dY (fx, fx′) ≤ dX(x, x

′) for any x, x′ ∈ X. We denote the category of
quasi metric spaces and Lipschitz maps by QMet. We call an isomorphism in QMet

an isometry.

(3) A metric space (X, d) is a quasi metric space satisfying that

• d(x, x′) = 0 if and only if x = x′.

We denote the full subcategory of QMet that consists of metric spaces by Met.

Definition 2.6. (1) A graph G is a pair of sets (V (G), E(G)) such that E(G) ⊂ {e ∈
2V (G) | #e = 2}, where we denote the cardinality of a set by #. We call an element of
V (G) a vertex, and an element of E(G) an edge. A graph homomorphism f : G −→ H
between graphs G andH is a map f : V (G) −→ V (H) such that fe ∈ E(H) or #fe =
1 for any e ∈ E(G). We denote the category of graphs and graph homomorphisms
by Grph.

(2) A path on a graph G is a tuple (x0, . . . , xn) ∈ V (G)n+1 for some n ≥ 0 such that
{xi, xi+1} ∈ E(G) for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. A connected graph G is a graph such that
there exists a path (x0, . . . , xn) with x0 = x and xn = x′ for any x, x′ ∈ V (G). We
denote the full subcategory of Grph that consists of connected graphs by Grphconn.

(3) A weighted graph (G,wG) is a graph G equipped with a function wG : E(G) −→ R≥0.
A weighted graph homomorphism f : G −→ H between weighted graphs G and H
is a graph homomorphism such that wH(fe) ≤ wG(e) for any e ∈ E(G), where we
abuse that wH(fe) = 0 if #fe = 1. We denote the category of weighted graphs and
weighted graph homomorphisms by wGrph. We also denote the full subcategory of
wGrph that consists of weighted graphs (G,wG) such that the graph G is connected
by wGrphconn.

Definition 2.7. We define functors Met −→ QMet and wGrphconn −→ Grphconn by for-
getting additional structures. We also define the functor QMet −→ wGrphconn that sends
a quasi metric space (X, d) to a weighted graph (X,wX ) defined by V (X) = X,E(X) =
{e ∈ 2X | #e = 2} and wX{x, x′} = d(x, x′).

Proposition 2.8. The above functors have left adjoints.
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Proof. We describe each functor F in the following, and they are the left adjoint functors
of each functor G of the above since the unit and the counit give that FGF = F and
GFG = G.

• We define a functor Grphconn −→ wGrphconn by sending a connected graph to a
weighted graph with w = 0.

• We define a functor wGrphconn −→ QMet by sending a weighted graph (G,wG) to a
quasi metric space (V (G), dG) defined by dG(x, x′) = inf ∪n≥0{

∑n−1
i=0 wG{xi, xi+1} |

(x = x0, . . . , xn = x′) is a path on G}.

• We define a functor QMet −→ Met by sending a quasi metric space (X, d) to a
metric space (KQX, d̃) defined as follows. We define an equivalence relation ∼ on X
by x ∼ x′ if and only if d(x, x′) = 0. We also define a function KQX := X/ ∼−→ R≥0

by d̃([x], [x′]) = d(x, x′).

Definition 2.9. For a quasi metric space X, we call the metric space KQX the Kolmogorov
quotient of X.

Definition 2.10. (1) For quasi metric spaces (X, dX ) and (Y, dY ), we define a metric
space called the L1-product (X × Y, dX×Y ) by dX×Y ((x, y), (x

′, y′)) = dX(x, x
′) +

dY (y, y
′) for any x, x′ ∈ X and y, y′ ∈ Y .

(2) For graphs G and H, we define a graph called the cartesian product G × H by
V (G × H) = V (G) × V (H), and {(x, y), (x′, y′)} ∈ E(G ×H) if and only if one of
the following holds :

• x = x′ and {y, y′} ∈ E(H),

• {x, x′} ∈ E(G) and y = y′,

for any x, x′ ∈ V (G) and y, y′ ∈ V (H).

(3) For weighted graphs (G,wG) and (H,wH), we define a weighted graph (G×H,wG×H)
by wG×H{(x, y), (x

′, y′)} = wG{x, x
′} + wH{y, y

′} for any {(x, y), (x′, y′)} ∈ E(G ×
H), where G×H is the cartesian product of graphs and we abuse that wG{x, x} =
wH{y, y} = 0.

These products make each category a symmetric monoidal category.

Proposition 2.11. The functors Met −→ QMet −→ wGrphconn −→ Grphconn and their
left adjoints are strong monoidal except for the functor QMet −→ wGrphconn that is lax
monoidal.

Proof. For the functors Met −→ QMet and wGrphconn −→ Grphconn, it is obvious since
they are inclusions. It is also obvious for the functor Grphconn −→ wGrphconn by the
definition. For the functor QMet −→ Met, we define a map KQ(X × Y ) −→ KQX × KQY
by [(x, y)] 7→ ([x], [y]). Then it is obviously natural and is an isometry since we have that
[(x, y)] ∼ [(x′, y′)] if and only if [x] ∼ [x′] and [y] ∼ [y′]. For the functor F : wGrphconn −→
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QMet, the identity on the set F (G×H) = F (G)× F (H) is an isometry since

dwG×H
((x, y), (x′, y′))

= inf ∪n≥0{
n−1∑

i=0

wG×H{(xi, yi), (xi+1, yi+1)} |

((x, y) = (x0, y0), . . . , (xn, yn) = (x′, y′)) is a path on G×H}

= inf ∪n≥0{
n−1∑

i=0

wG{xi, xi+1}+ wH{yi, yi+1} |

((x, y) = (x0, y0), . . . , (xn, yn) = (x′, y′)) is a path on G×H}

= inf ∪n≥0{
n−1∑

i=0

wG{xi, xi+1} | (x = x0, . . . , xn = x′)}

+ inf ∪m≥0{
m−1∑

i=0

wH{yi, yi+1} | (y = y0, . . . , ym = y′)}

= dwG
(x, x′) + dwH

(y, y′)

= dF (G)×F (H)((x, y), (x
′, y′)),

for any x, x′ ∈ V (G) and y, y′ ∈ V (H). It is obviously natural. Finally, for the functor
G : QMet −→ wGrphconn, the identity on the set G(X)×G(Y ) = G(X × Y ) is a weighted
graph homomorphism since it is an inclusion of graphs and preserves weightings. It is
obviously natural. This completes the proof.

Definition 2.12. (1) An extended quasi metric space is a setX equipped with a function
d : X −→ [0,∞] that satisfies the same conditions for quasi metric spaces. Namely,
it is a quasi metric space admitting ∞ as a value of distance. A Lipschitz map
between extended quasi metric spaces is a distance non-increasing map. We denote
the category of extended quasi metric spaces and Lipschitz maps by EQMet. We
similarly define extended metric spaces and we denote the full subcategory of EQMet

that consists of them by EMet.

(2) For extended quasi metric spacesX and Y , we define the L1-product of them similarly
to that of quasi metric spaces. It makes the category EQMet a symmetric monoidal
category.

(3) We define functors EMet −→ EQMet and wGrph −→ Grph by forgetting additional
structures. We also define the functor EQMet −→ wGrph similarly to the functor
QMet −→ wGrphconn except that {x, x′} does not span an edge for x, x′ ∈ X with
d(x, x′) = ∞.

The following is immediate.

Proposition 2.13. (1) The functors EMet −→ EQMet −→ wGrph −→ Grph have left
adjonts. Further, all of these functors are commutative with the inclusions Met −→
EMet, QMet −→ EQMet, wGrphconn −→ wGrph and Grphconn −→ Grph.

(2) The functors of (1) are strong monoidal except for the functor EQMet −→ wGrph

that is lax monoidal.

3 MetX ≃ FibX

In this section, we introduce two notions, the metric action and the metric fibration, and
show the equivalence between them. The notion of metric fibation is originally introduced
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by Leinster ([6]) in the study of magnitude. The other was introduced by the author in
[1], which is the counterpart of lax functors in category theory, while the metric fibration
is a generalization of the Grothendieck fibration. As written in the introduction, we can
consider the Grothendieck (or metric) fibration as the definition of fibrations via ‘the lifting
property’, while the lax functor is the one via ‘the transformation functions’.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a metric space.

(1) A metric action F : X −→ Met consists of metric spaces Fx ∈ Met for any x ∈ X
and isometries Fxx′ : Fx −→ Fx′ for any x, x′ ∈ X satisfying the following for any
x, x′, x′′ ∈ X :

• Fxx = idFx and Fx′x = F−1
xx′ ,

• dFx′′(Fx′x′′Fxx′a, Fxx′′a) ≤ dX(x, x
′) + dX(x

′, x′′)− dX(x, x
′′) for any a ∈ Fx.

(2) A metric transformation θ : F =⇒ G consists of Lipschitz maps θx : Fx −→ Gx
for any x ∈ X satisfying that Gxx′θx = θx′Fxx′ for any x, x′ ∈ X. We can define
the composition of metric transformations θ and θ′ by (θ′θ)x = θ′xθx. We denote the
category of metric actions X −→ Met and metric transformations by MetX .

Definition 3.2. (1) Let π : E −→ X be a Lipschitz map between metric spaces. We
say that π is a metric fibration over X if it satisfies the following : For any ε ∈ E
and x ∈ X, there uniquely exists εx ∈ π−1x such that

• dE(ε, εx) = dX(πε, x),

• dE(ε, ε
′) = dE(ε, εx) + dE(εx, ε

′) for any ε′ ∈ π−1x.

We call the point εx the lift of x along ε.

(2) For metric fibrations π : E −→ X and π′ : E′ −→ X, a morphism ϕ : π −→ π′ is a
Lipschitz map ϕ : E −→ E′ such that π′ϕ = π. We denote the category of metric
fibrations over X and morphisms by FibX .

Example 3.3. For a product of metric spaces E = X × Y , the projection X × Y −→ X
is a metric fibration. We call it a trivial metric fibration.

Lemma 3.4. Let π : E −→ X be a metric fibration, and x, x′ ∈ X. Then the correspon-
dence π−1x ∋ a 7→ ax′ ∈ π−1x′ is an isometry, where we equip the sets π−1x and π−1x′

with the induced metric from E.

Proof. Note that the statement is obviously true if E = ∅. We suppose that E 6=
∅ in the following, and then any fiber π−1x is non-empty. For a ∈ π−1x, we have
dE(ax′ , a) = dE(ax′ , (ax′)x) + dE((ax′)x, a) = dX(x

′, x) + dE((ax′)x, a). We also have
dE(a, ax′) = dX(x, x

′). Hence we obtain that dE((ax′)x, a) = 0, hence (ax′)x = a for any
x, x′ ∈ X. This implies that the correspondence is a bijection. Further, we have

dE(a, bx′) = dE(a, ax′) + dE(ax′ , bx′) = dX(x, x
′) + dE(ax′ , bx′)

and
dE(bx′ , a) = dE(bx′ , b) + dE(b, a) = dX(x

′, x) + dE(b, a)

for any a, b ∈ π−1x. Hence we obtain that dE(a, b) = dE(ax′ , bx′) for any x, x′ ∈ X and
a, b ∈ π−1x, which implies that the correspondence is an isometry. This completes the
proof.

Lemma 3.5. Let ϕ : π −→ π′ be a morphism of metric fibrations. For any x, x′ ∈ X and
a ∈ π−1x, we have (ϕa)x′ = ϕax′ .
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Proof. We have

dE′((ϕa)x′ , ϕax′) = dE′(ϕa,ϕax′)− dX(x, x
′)

≤ dE(a, ax′)− dX(x, x
′)

= 0,

hence we obtain that (ϕa)x′ = ϕax′ . This completes the proof.

Definition 3.6. Let F : X −→ Met be a metric action. We define a metric fibration
πF : E(F ) −→ X as follows :

(1) E(F ) = {(x, a) | a ∈ Fx, x ∈ X},

(2) dE(F )((x, a), (x
′, b)) = dX(x, x

′) + dFx′(Fxx′a, b),

(3) πF (x, a) = x.

We call the above construction the Grothendieck construction.

Proposition 3.7. The Grothendieck construction gives a functor E : MetX −→ FibX .

Proof. Let θ : F =⇒ G be a metric transformation. Then we construct Lipschitz maps
ϕθ : E(F ) −→ E(G) by ϕθ(x, a) = (x, θxa) for any x ∈ X and a ∈ Fx. It is checked that
ϕθ is a Lipschitz map as follows :

dE(G)(ϕθ(x, a), ϕθ(x
′, b)) = dE(G)((x, θxa), (x

′, θx′b))

= dX(x, x
′) + dGx′(Gxx′θxa, θx′b)

= dX(x, x
′) + dGx′(θx′Fxx′a, θx′b)

≤ dX(x, x
′) + dFx′(Fxx′a, b)

= dE(F )((x, a), (x
′, b)).

Next we show that the correspondence θ 7→ ϕθ is functorial, that is, we have ϕidF
= idE(F )

and ϕθ′θ = ϕθ′ϕθ for any metric transformations θ : F =⇒ G and θ′ : G =⇒ H. The
former is obvious and the latter is checked as follows :

ϕθ′θ(x, a) = (x, (θ′θ)xa)

= (x, θ′xθxa)

= ϕθ′ϕθ(x, a).

Finally, ϕθ is obviously a morphism of the metric fibration. This completes the proof.

Proposition 3.8. We have a functor F : FibX −→ MetX .

Proof. Let π : E −→ X be a metric fibration. We define a metric action Fπ : X −→ Met

by Fπx = π−1x and (Fπ)xx′a = ax′ for any x, x′ ∈ X and a ∈ π−1x, where we equip the set
π−1x with the induced metric from E. It follows that (Fπ)xx = idFπx by the uniqueness
of the lifts, and that (Fπ)xx′ defines an isometry Fπx −→ Fπx

′ with (Fπ)
−1
xx′ = (Fπ)x′x by

Lemma 3.4. Further, we have that

dFπx′′((Fπ)x′x′′(Fπ)xx′a, (Fπ)xx′′a) = dFπx′′((ax′)x′′ , ax′′)

= dE(a, (ax′)x′′)− dX(x, x
′′)

≤ dE(a, ax′) + dE(ax′ , (ax′)x′′)− dX(x, x
′′)

= dX(x, x
′) + dX(x

′, x′′)− dX(x, x
′′),
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for any x, x′, x′′ ∈ X and a ∈ Fπx. Hence Fπ certainly defines a metric action X −→
Met. Next, let ϕ : π −→ π′ be a morphism of metric fibrations. We define a metric
transformation θϕ : Fπ =⇒ Fπ′ by (θϕ)xa = ϕa for any x ∈ X and a ∈ Fπx. Then it
satisfies that

(Fπ′)xx′(θϕ)xa = (Fπ′)xx′ϕa

= (ϕa)x′

= ϕax′

= (θϕ)x′(Fπ)xx′ ,

where the third line follows from Lemma 3.5, hence θϕ certainly defines a metric transfor-
mation Fπ =⇒ Fπ′ . Note that we have θidπ = idFπ and (θψϕ)xa = ψϕa = (θψ)x(θϕ)xa for
morphisms ϕ and ψ, which implies the functoriality of F . This completes the proof.

The following is the counterpart of the correspondence between lax functors and the
Grothendieck fibrations (B1 [4]), and enhances Corollary 5.26 of [1].

Proposition 3.9. The Grothendieck construction functor E : MetX −→ FibX is a category
equivalence.

Proof. We show that FE ∼= idMetX
and EF ∼= idFibX . It is immediate to verify FE ∼=

idMetX
by the definition. We show that EFπ ∼= π for a metric fibration π : E −→ X. Note

that EFπ is a metric space consists of points (x, a) with x ∈ X and a ∈ π−1x, and we
have dEFπ((x, a), (x

′, a′)) = dX(x, x
′)+ dπ−1x′(ax′ , a

′). We define a map f : EFπ −→ E by
f(x, a) = a for any x ∈ X and a ∈ π−1x. Then it is obviously an isometry and preserves
fibers, hence an isomorphism of metric fibrations. The naturality of this isomorphism is
obvious. This completes the proof.

Remark 3.10. Note that the trivial metric fibration corresponds to the constant metric
action, that is Fxx′ = id for any x, x′ ∈ X.

4 The fundamental metric group of a metric space

In this section, we give a concise introduction to metric groups. We also give a definition
of metric fundamental group, which plays a role of π1 for metric space in the classification
of metric fibrations.

4.1 Metric groups

Definition 4.1. (1) A metric group is a group object in Met. That is, a metric space G
equipped with Lipschitz maps · : G × G −→ G, (−)−1 : G −→ G and a point e ∈ G
satisfying the suitable conditions of groups.

(2) For metric groups G and H, a homomorphism from G to H is a Lipschitz map G −→ H
that commutes with the group structure.

(3) We denote the category of metric groups and homomorphisms by MGrp.

Lemma 4.2. Let (G, d) be a metric group. Then

(1) we have d(kg, kh) = d(g, h) = d(gk, hk) for any g, h, k ∈ G.

(2) we have d(g, h) = d(g−1, h−1) for any g, h ∈ G.
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Proof. (1) Since the map G −→ G : g −→ kg is a Lipschitz map for any k ∈ G, we
have d(kg, kh) ≤ d(g, h) and d(k−1(kg), k−1(kh)) ≤ d(kg, kh). Hence we obtain that
d(kg, kh) = d(g, h). The other can be proved similarly.

(2) By (1), we have d(g−1, h−1) = d(e, gh−1) = d(h, g) = d(g, h).
This completes the proof.

Example 4.3. Let (X, d) be a metric space, and let AutuX be the set of isometries f on
X such that supx∈X dX(x, fx) <∞. We equip AutuX with a group structure by composi-
tions. We also define a distance function on AutuX by dAutuX(f, g) = supx∈X dX(fx, gx).
Then it is immediate to verify the conditions that (AutuX, dAutuX) is a metric group. Note
that, if the metric space X is bounded, namely we have

sup
x,x′∈X

dX(x, x
′) <∞,

then the group AutuX consists of all isometries on X, by which we denote AutX.

Definition 4.4. (1) A normed group is a group G equipped with a map |−| : G −→ R≥0

satisfying that

• |g| = 0 if and only if g = e,

• |gh| ≤ |g|+ |h| for any g, h ∈ G.

Here we denote the unit of G by e.

(2) A normed group G is called conjugation invariant if it satisfies that |h−1gh| = |g| for
any g, h ∈ G.

(3) A normed group G is called inverse invariant if it satisfies that |g−1| = |g| for any
g ∈ G.

(4) For normed groups G and H, a normed homomorphism from G to H is a group
homomorphism ϕ : G −→ H satisfying that |ϕg| ≤ |g|.

(5) We denote the category of conjugation and inverse invariant normed groups and
normed homomorphisms by NGrp−1

conj.

Proposition 4.5 (E. Roff Chap. 6 [9]). The categories MGrp and NGrp−1
conj are equivalent.

Proof. For a metric group G, we define a conjugation and inverse invariant normed group
NG by

• NG = G as a group,

• |g| = dG(e, g) for any g ∈ NG.

Note that this construction is functorial. Conversely, we define a metric group MG from a
conjugation and inverse invariant normed group G by

• MG = G as a group,

• dMG(g, h) = |h−1g|.

This construction is also functorial. It is straightforward to verify that the compositions
of these functors are naturally isomorphic to the identities. This completes the proof.
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4.2 The fundamental metric group

Definition 4.6. Let X be a metric space and x ∈ X.

(1) For each n ≥ 0, we define a set Pn(X,x) by

Pn(X,x) := {(x, x1, . . . , xn, x) ∈ Xn+2}.

We also define that P (X,x) :=
⋃
n Pn(X,x).

(2) We define a connected graph G(X,x) with the vertex set P (X,x) as follows. For
u, v ∈ P (X,x), an unordered pair {u, v} spans an edge if and only if it satisfies both
of the following :

• There is an n ≥ 0 such that u ∈ Pn(X,x) and v ∈ Pn+1(X,x).

• There is a 0 ≤ j ≤ n such that ui = vi for 1 ≤ i ≤ j and ui = vi+1 for
j +1 ≤ i ≤ n, where we have u = (x, u1, . . . , un, x) and v = (x, v1, . . . , vn+1, x).

(3) We equip the graph G(X,x) with a weighted graph structure by defining a function
wG(X,x) on edges by

wG(X,x){u, v} =

{
dX(vj , vj+1) + dX(vj+1, vj+2)− dX(vj, vj+2) vj 6= vj+2,

0 vj = vj+2,

where we use the notations in (2).

(4) We denote the quasi-metric space obtained from the weighted graph G(X,x) by
Q(X,x). We also denote the Kolmogorov quotient of Q(X,x) by πm1 (X,x).

Lemma 4.7. Let X be a metric space and x ∈ X.

(1) The metric space πm1 (X,x) has a metric group structure given by the concatenation
defined as

[(x, u1, . . . , un, x)] • [(x, v1, . . . , vk, x)] = [(x, u1, . . . , un, v1, . . . , vk, x)].

The unit is given by [(x, x)] ∈ πm1 (X,x).

(2) For any x′ ∈ X, we have an isomorphism πm1 (X,x) ∼= πm1 (X,x′) given by

[(x, u1, . . . , un, x)] 7→ [(x′, x, u1, . . . , un, x, x
′)].

Proof. (1) We first show that the weighted graph G(X,x) is a monoid object in wGrphconn
by the concatenation. Let (u, v), (u′, v′) ∈ G(X,x) × G(X,x), and suppose that
{(u, v), (u′, v′)} spans an edge. Then we have that u = u′ and v ∈ Pn(X,x), v

′ ∈
Pn+1(X,x), or v = v′ and u ∈ Pn(X,x), u

′ ∈ Pn+1(X,x) for some n. We also
have that wG(X,x)×G(X,x){(u, v), (u

′, v′)} = wG(X,x){u, u
′} + wG(X,x){v, v

′}. Note
that {u • v, u′ • v′} spans an edge in G(X,x). Further, we have wG(X,x){u • v, u′ •
v′} = wG(X,x){u, u

′} + wG(X,x){v, v
′}. Hence the concatenation map • : G(X,x) ×

G(X,x) −→ G(X,x) is a weighted graph homomorphism. It is immediate to verify
that the identity is the element (x, x) and that the product is associative. Thus
the weighted graph G(X,x) is a monoid object in wGrphconn, and by Proposition
2.11, πm1 (X,x) is a monoid object in Met. Now we show that it is a group object,
namely, any element [(x, x0, . . . , xn, x)] has the inverse [(x, xn, . . . , x0, x)]. It reduces
to show that dQ(X,x)((x, xn, . . . , x0, x0, . . . , xnx), (x, x)) = 0. However, it is obvious
that the elements (x, xn, . . . , x0, x0, . . . , xnx) and (x, x) can be connected by a path
that consists of edges with weight 0 in G(X,x), that implies the desired equality.
This completes the proof.

12



(2) It is straightforward.

Definition 4.8. Let X be a metric space and x ∈ X. We call the metric group πm1 (X,x)
the fundamental metric group of X with the base point x. We sometimes omit the base
point and denote it by πm1 (X).

Remark 4.9. As just a group, πm1 (X) is obtained as the fundamental group of a simplicial
complex SX whose n-simplices are subsets {x0, . . . , xn} ⊂ X such that any distinct 3 points
xi, xj , xk satisfy that |∆(xi, xj , xk)| = 0 (see Definition 7.1).

Remark 4.10. Note that our fundamental group πm1 (X) is not functorial with respect to
Lipschitz maps. However, it is functorial with respect to Lipschitz maps that preserve
coline’ness ( |∆(xi, xj , xk)| = 0 ), in particular embedding of metric spaces.

5 PMet
G
X ≃ Tors

G
X ≃ Hom(πm1 (X, x0),G)

In this section, we introduce the notion of ‘principal G-bundles’ for metric spaces. We define
it from two different view points, namely as a metric action and as a metric fibration, which
turn out to be equivalent. As a metric action, we call it a G-metric action, and as a metric
fibration, we call it a G-torsor. Then we show that they are classified by the conjugation
classes of homomorphisms πm1 (X,x0) −→ G.

5.1 PMet
G
X ≃ Tors

G
X

Definition 5.1. Let X be a metric space and G be a metric group.

(1) A G-metric action F : X −→ Met is a metric action satisfying the following :

• Fx = G for any x ∈ X.

• Fxx′ is a left multiplication by some fxx′ ∈ G for any x, x′ ∈ X.

(2) Let F,G : X −→ Met be G-metric actions. A G-metric transformation θ : F =⇒ G
is a metric transformation such that each component θx : Fx −→ Gx is a left
multiplication by an element θx ∈ G. We denote the category of G-metric actions
X −→ Met and G-metric transformations by PMetGX .

Remark 5.2. Apparently, PMetGX is a subcategory of MetX and is also a groupoid.

Definition 5.3. Let G be a group and X be a metric space. We say that X is a right
G-torsor if G acts on X from the right and satisfies the following :

• It is free and transitive.

• g : X −→ X is an isometry for any g ∈ G.

• we have dX(x, xg) = dX(x
′, x′g) for any x, x′ ∈ X and g ∈ G.

Lemma 5.4. Let (X, dX) be a metric space and G be a group. Suppose that X is a right
G-torsor. Then there exist a distance function dG on G and a metric group structure ·x
on X for each x ∈ X such that the map

G −→ X; g 7→ xg

gives an isomorphism of metric groups (G, dG) ∼= (X, ·x). Furthermore, the unit of the
metric group (X, ·x) is x.

13



Proof. Fix a point x ∈ X. We define a map dG : G×G −→ R≥0 by dG(f, g) = dX(xf, xg),
which is independent from the choice of x ∈ X. It is immediate to check that (G, dG) is a
metric space. Further, we have

dG(ff
′, gg′) = dX(xff

′, xgg′)

≤ dX(xff
′, xgf ′) + dX(xgf

′, xgg′)

≤ dX(xf, xg) + dX(xf
′, xg′)

= dG(f, g) + dG(f
′, g′),

and

dG(f
−1, g−1) = dX(xf

−1, xg−1)

= dX(x, xg
−1f)

= dX(xg, (xg)g
−1f)

= dX(xg, xf)

= dX(xf, xg)

= dG(f, g),

for any f, f ′, g, g′ ∈ G. Hence (G, dG) is a metric group. Now we define a map G −→ X
by g 7→ xg. Then this map is an isometry by the definition. Hence we can transfer the
metric group structure on G to X by this map. With respect to this group structure ·x on
X, we have x ·x x

′ = eg′ = x′ and x′ ·x x = g′e = x′, where we put x′ = xg′. Hence x ∈ X
is the unit of the group (X, ·x). This completes the proof.

Definition 5.5. Let G be a group. A metric fibration π : E −→ X is a G-torsor over X
if it satisfies the following :

• G acts isometrically on E from the right, and preserves each fiber of π.

• each fiber of π is a right G-torsor with respect to the above action.

Lemma 5.6. Let π : E −→ X be a G-torsor, and x, x′ ∈ X. Then the metric group
structures on G induced from the fibers π−1x and π−1x′ are identical.

Proof. Note that, for any ε ∈ π−1x and f ∈ G, we have

dE((εf)x′ , εx′f) = dE(εf, εx′f)− dE(εf, (εf)x′)

= dE(ε, εx′)− dE(εf, (εf)x′)

= dX(x, x
′)− dX(x, x

′)

= 0,

hence we obtain that (εf)x′ = εx′f . Let dx and dx′ be the distance function on G induced
from the fibers π−1x and π−1x′ respectively. Namely, for ε ∈ π−1x and f, g ∈ G, we have
dx(f, g) = dE(εf, εg) and dx′(f, g) = dE(εx′f, εx′g). Therefore we obtain that dx′(f, g) =
dE(εx′f, εx′g) = dE((εf)x′ , (εg)x′) = dE(εf, εg) = dx(f, g) by Lemma 3.4. This completes
the proof.

For a G-torsor π : E −→ X, we can consider the group G as a metric group that is
isometric to a fiber of π by Lemma 5.4. Further, such a metric structure is independent
from the choice of the fiber by Lemma 5.6. Hence, in the following, we write ‘G-torsors’
by ‘G-torsors’, where G is the metric group that is the group G equipped with the above
metric structure.
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Definition 5.7. Let π : E −→ X and π′ : E′ −→ X be G-torsors. A G-morphism
ϕ : π −→ π′ is a G-equivariant map E −→ E′ that is also a morphism of metric fibrations.
We denote the category of G-torsors over X and G-morphisms by TorsGX .

Remark 5.8. Note that the category TorsGX is a subcategory of FibX . Further, we can show
that any G-morphism is an isomorphism as follows : Note that for any ε ∈ E, x ∈ X and
g ∈ G, we have dE(ε, εxg) = dX(πε, x) + |g| by the definitions. Then the G-equivariance of
ϕ and Lemma 3.5 implies that

dE′(ϕε, ϕ(εxg)) = dE′(ϕε, (ϕε)xg)

= dX(π
′ϕε, x) + |g|

= dX(πε, x) + |g|

= dE(ε, εxg),

which implies that ϕ preserves distances. The invertibility of ϕ is immediate from the
G-equivariance.

Now we show the equivalence of G-metric actions and G-torsors in the following.

Proposition 5.9. The Grothendieck construction functor E : MetX −→ FibX of Proposi-
tion 3.7 restricts to a functor PMetGX −→ TorsGX .

Proof. Let F : X −→ Met be a G-metric action. Let E(F ) be the metric fibration given
by the Grothendieck construction. Note that we have dE(F )((x, g), (x

′, g′)) = dX(x, x
′) +

dG(gxx′g, g
′). We define a G action on E(F ) by (x, g)h = (x, gh) for any g, h ∈ G and

x ∈ X. Then it is obviously compatible with the projection, and also free and transitive
on each fiber. We also have that

dE(F )((x, g)h, (x
′, g′)h) = dE(F )((x, gh), (x

′ , g′h))

= dX(x, x
′) + dG(gxx′gh, g

′h)

= dX(x, x
′) + dG(gxx′g, g

′)

= dE(F )((x, g), (x
′, g′)),

hence it acts isometrically. Further, we have that

dE(F )((x, g), (x, g)h) = dE(F )((x, g), (x, gh))

= dG(g, gh)

= dG(e, h),

hence each fiber is a right G-torsor. Therefore, we obtain that E(F ) is a G-torsor. Let
θ : F =⇒ F ′ be a G-metric transformation. The Grothendieck construction gives a map
ϕθ : E(F ) −→ E(F ′) by ϕθ(x, g) = (x, θxg), which is a morphism of metric fibrations. It
is checked that ϕθ is G-equivariant as follows :

(ϕθ(x, g))h = (x, θxgh) = ϕθ(x, gh).

Hence it is a G-morphism. This completes the proof.

Proposition 5.10. The functor F : FibX −→ MetX of Proposition 3.8 restricts to a
functor TorsGX −→ PMetGX .

Proof. Let π : E −→ X be a G-torsor. We fix points x0 ∈ X and ε ∈ π−1x0. For any
x ∈ X, we equip each set π−1x with a metric group structure isomorphic to G with the
unit εx by Lemma 5.4. Hence we can identify each fiber with G by the map g 7→ εxg for
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any x ∈ X. Now we put (εx)x′ = εx′gxx′ ∈ π−1x′ for x, x′ ∈ X and gxx′ ∈ G. Then, for
any h ∈ G, we have

dX(x, x
′) = dE(εxh, (εxh)x′)

= dE(εx, (εxh)x′h
−1)

= dE(εx, εx′gxx′) + dE(εx′gxx′ , (εxh)x′h
−1)

= dX(x, x
′) + dE(εx′gxx′ , (εxh)x′h

−1),

hence we obtain that (εxh)x′ = εx′gxx′h. This implies that the map π−1x −→ π−1x′ given
by lifts εxh 7→ (εxh)x′ is the left multiplication by gxx′ when we identify each fiber with
G as above. Hence the functor F gives a G-metric action. Next, let ϕ : π −→ π′ be a
G-morphism between G-torsors π : E −→ X and π′ : E′ −→ X. It induces a Lipschitz
map ϕx : π−1x −→ π′−1x. Since fibers π−1x and π′−1x are idetified with G and ϕx is
G-equivariant, we can identify ϕx with the left multiplication by ϕxεx. This implies that
the functor F sends the G-morphism ϕ to a G-metric transformation between Fπ and Fπ′ .
This completes the proof.

Proposition 5.11. The Grothendieck construction functor PMetGX −→ TorsGX is a category
equivalence.

Proof. By Proposition 3.9, we have natural isomorphisms EF ∼= idFibX and FE ∼= idMetX
.

We should show that these isomorphisms are obtained in TorsGX and PMetGX when restricted
to them, which is immediate. This completes the proof.

5.2 PMet
G
X ≃ Hom(πm1 (X, x0),G)

First we define the category of homomorphisms of metric groups G −→ G′.

Definition 5.12. Let G and G′ be metric groups, and let Hom(G,G′) be the set of all
homomorphisms G −→ G′. We equip Hom(G,G′) with a groupoid structure by defining
Hom(G,G′)(ϕ,ψ) = {h ∈ G′ | ϕ = h−1ψh} for any homomorphisms ϕ,ψ : G −→ G′.
The identity on ϕ ∈ Hom(G,G′) is the unit e ∈ G′, and the composition of morphisms
h ∈ Hom(G,G′)(ϕ,ψ) and h′ ∈ Hom(G,G′)(ψ, ξ) is defined by h′ ◦ h = h′h.

Lemma 5.13. Let X be a metric space and G be a metric group. For each x0 ∈ X, we
have a functor A : Hom(πm1 (X,x0),G) −→ PMetGX .

Proof. Let ϕ : πm1 (X,x0) −→ G be a homomorphism. We define a G-metric action Fϕ :
X −→ Met by Fϕx = G and (Fϕ)xx′ = ϕ[(x0, x

′, x, x0)]· : G −→ G, where we denote the
left multiplication by (−)·. It is verified that this certainly defines a G-metric action as
follows. For any x, x′ ∈ X, we have (Fϕ)xx = ϕ[(x0, x, x, x0)]· = e· = idG , and (Fϕ)x′x =
ϕ[(x0, x, x

′, x0)]· = (ϕ[(x0, x
′, x, x0)])

−1· = (Fϕ)
−1
xx′ . Further, we have

dG((Fϕ)x′x′′(Fϕ)xx′g, (Fϕ)xx′′g) = dG(ϕ[(x0, x
′′, x′, x0)]ϕ[(x0, x

′, x, x0)], ϕ[(x0, x
′′, x, x0)])

= dG(ϕ[(x0, x
′′, x′, x, x0)], ϕ[(x0, x

′′, x, x0)])

= dG((ϕ[(x0, x
′′, x, x0)])

−1ϕ[(x0, x
′′, x′, x, x0)], e)

= dG(ϕ[(x0, x, x
′′, x′, x, x0)], e)

≤ dπm
1
(X,x0)([(x0, x, x

′′, x′, x, x0)], [x0, x0])

≤ dX(x, x
′) + dX(x

′, x′′)− dX(x, x
′′),

for any x, x′, x′′ ∈ X and g ∈ G. Let h : ϕ −→ ψ be a morphism in Hom(πm1 (X,x0),G),
namely we have ϕ = h−1ψh with h ∈ G. Then we can construct a G-metric transformation
θ : Fϕ =⇒ Fψ by θx = h· : G −→ G. It satisfies that (Fψ)xx′θx = θx′(Fϕ)xx′ since we have
ψ[(x0, x

′, x, x0)]h = hϕ[(x0, x
′, x, x0)]. This completes the proof.
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Lemma 5.14. Let X be a metric space and G be a metric group. For each x0 ∈ X, we
have a functor B : PMetGX −→ Hom(πm1 (X,x0),G).

Proof. Let F : X −→ Met be a G-metric action. Then we can define a homomorphism
ϕF : πm1 (X,x0) −→ G by

ϕF [(x0, x1, . . . , xn, x0)] = Fx1x0Fx2x1 . . . Fxnxn−1
Fx0xn ,

for any [(x0, x1, . . . , xn, x0)] ∈ πm1 (X,x0). It is immediate to check the well-defined’ness.
Let F,F ′ : X −→ Met be G-metric actions and θ : F =⇒ F ′ be a G-metric transformation.
Then we have

θ−1
x0
ϕF ′ [(x0, x1, . . . , xn, x0)]θx0 = θ−1

x0
F ′
x1x0

F ′
x2x1

. . . F ′
xnxn−1

F ′
x0xn

θx0

= Fx1x0Fx2x1 . . . Fxnxn−1
Fx0xn

= ϕF [(x0, x1, . . . , xn, x0)],

for any [(x0, x1, . . . , xn, x0)] ∈ πm1 (X,x0). Hence θx0 ∈ G gives a morphism θx0 : ϕF −→
ϕF ′ . This correspondence is obviously functorial. This completes the proof.

Proposition 5.15. The functor A : Hom(πm1 (X,x0),G) −→ PMetGX of Lemma 5.13 is a
category equivalence.

Proof. We show the natural isomorphisms BA ∼= idHom(πm
1
(X,x0),G) and AB ∼= id

PMet
G
X

. For
a homomorphism ϕ : πm1 (X,x0) −→ G, we have

ϕFϕ [(x0, x1, . . . , xn, x0)] = (Fϕ)x1x0(Fϕ)x2x1 . . . (Fϕ)x0xn

= ϕ[(x0, x0, x1, x0)]ϕ[(x0, x1, x2, x0)] . . . ϕ[(x0, xn, x0, x0)]

= ϕ[(x0, x0, x1, x1, . . . xn, xn, x0, x0)]

= ϕ[(x0, x1, . . . xn, x0)],

for any [(x0, x1, . . . , xn, x0)] ∈ πm1 (X,x0). Hence we obtain an isomorphism BAϕ = ϕ
that is obviously natural. Conversely, let F : X −→ Met be a G-metric action. Then
we have (FϕF

)x = G and (FϕF
)xx′ = ϕF [(x0, x

′, x, x0)] = Fx′x0Fxx′Fx0x. Now we define
a G-metric transformation θ : FϕF

=⇒ F by θx = Fx0x. It is obvious that we have
Fxx′θx = θx′(FϕF

)xx′ , hence it is well-defined and obviously an isomorphism. For a G-
metric transformation τ : F =⇒ F ′, we have (ABτ)x = τx0 · : (FϕF

)x −→ (F ′
ϕF ′

)x by
the construction. Hence the condition τxFx0x = F ′

x0x
τx0 of the G-metric transformation

implies the naturality of this isomorphism. This completes the proof.

5.3 Example

We give the following example of fundamental metric group.

Proposition 5.16. Let Cn be an undirected n-cycle graph. Then we have

πm1 (Cn) ∼=

{
Z with |1| = 1 n : odd,

0 n : even.

Hence we have that PMetGCn
≃

{
Hom(Z,G) n : odd,

0 n : even,
for any metric group G, which

implies that there is only a trivial metric fibration over C2n and that there is at most one
non-trivial metric fibration over C2n+1.
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Proof. Let V (Cn) = {v1, . . . , vn} be the vertex set whose numbering is anti-clockwise. For
C2n, it reduces to show that [(v1, v2, . . . , v2n, v1)] = [(v1, v1)]. Since we have dC2n

(vi, vj) =
dC2n

(vi, vk) + dC2n
(vk, vj) for any i ≤ k ≤ j with j − i ≤ n, we obtain that

[(v1, v2, . . . , v2n, v1)] = [(v1, . . . , vn+1, . . . , v2n, v1)]

= [(v1, vn+1, v1)]

= [(v1, v1)].

For C2n+1, the possible non-trivial element of πm1 (C2n+1) is a concatenation or its inverse of
the element [(v1, . . . , v2n+1, v1)]. Now we have [(v1, . . . , v2n+1, v1)] = [(v1, vn+1, vn+2, v1)],
by the same argument as above, and

dQ(C2n+1,v1)((v1, vn+1, vn+2, v1), (v1, vn+1, v1))

= dC2n+1
(vn+1, vn+2) + dC2n+1

(vn+2, v1)− dC2n+1
(vn+1, v1)

= dC2n+1
(vn+1, vn+2)

= 1.

Hence we obtain that |[(v1, . . . , v2n+1, v1)]| = 1. This completes the proof.

Remark 5.17. Note that the cycle graph Cn is a metric group Z/nZ with |1| = 1. Hence
the examples in Figure 1 are Z/2Z-torsors, which are classified by Hom(Z,Z/2Z) ∼= Z/2Z.

6 Classification of metric fibrations

In this section, we classify general metric fibrations by fixing the base and the fiber. It is
analogous to that of topological fiber bundles, namely it reduces to classifying principal
bundles whose fiber is the structure group of the concerned fibration. We divide it into
two cases, whether the fiber is bounded or not, since we need to consider expanded metric
spaces for the unbounded case, which are essentially same although.

6.1 The functor (̂−)
x0

Before we show the classification, we introduce a technical functor that will be used later.

Definition 6.1. For any metric action F : X −→ Met and a point x0 ∈ X, we define
a metric action F̂ x0 : X −→ Met as follows. We define that F̂ x0x = Fx0 and F̂ x0xx′ =
Fx′x0Fxx′Fx0x : Fx0 −→ Fx0 for any x, x′ ∈ X. Then it is verified that this defines a
metric action as follows : We have F̂ x0xx = Fxx0FxxFx0x = idFx0 = id

F̂x0x
. We also have

(F̂ x0x′x)
−1 = (Fxx0Fx′xFx0x′)

−1 = Fx′x0Fxx′Fx0x = F̂ x0xx′ and

d
F̂x0x′′

(F̂ x0x′x′′F̂
x0
xx′a, F̂

x0
xx′′a) = dFx0(Fx′′x0Fx′x′′Fx0x′Fx′x0Fxx′Fx0xa, Fx′′x0Fxx′′Fx0xa)

= dFx′′(Fx′x′′Fxx′Fx0xa, Fxx′′Fx0xa)

≤ dX(x, x
′) + dX(x

′, x′′)− dX(x, x
′′),

for any x, x′, x′′ ∈ X and a ∈ F̂ x0x.

Lemma 6.2. The correspondence F 7→ F̂ x0 defines a fully faithful functor (̂−)
x0

: MetX −→
MetX . Further, it is restricted to a fully faithful functor PMetGX −→ PMetGX for any metric
group G.
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Proof. Let θ : F =⇒ G be a metric transformation. We define a metric transformation
θ̂x0 : F̂ x0 =⇒ Ĝx0 by θ̂x0x = θx0 : F̂

x0x −→ Ĝx0x; a 7→ θx0a. Then we have

Ĝx0xx′ θ̂
x0
x = Gx′x0Gxx′Gx0xθx0

= Gx′x0Gxx′θxFx0x

= Gx′x0θx′Fxx′Fx0x

= θx0Fx′x0Fxx′Fx0x

= θ̂x0x F̂
x0
xx′ ,

hence this certainly defines a metric transformation. It is obvious that îdF
x0

= id
F̂x0

and
(θ̂′θ)x0 = θ̂′x0 θ̂x0. It is a faithful functor because Gxx0θx = θx0Fxx0 implies that θx = θ′x
for any x ∈ X if two metric transformation θ, θ′ satisfies θx0 = θ′x0 . By the definition, it is
restricted to a faithful functor PMetGX −→ PMetGX for any metric group G. Next we show the
fullness. Let η : F̂ x0 =⇒ Ĝx0 be a metric transformation. Then we have Ĝx0x0xηx0 = ηxF̂

x0
x0x

and F̂ x0x0x = idFx0
, Ĝx0x0x = idGx0

. Hence we obtain that ηx0 = ηx for any x ∈ X. Now we
define a metric transformation η̃ : F =⇒ G by η̃x = Gx0xηx0Fxx0 : Fx −→ Gx. Then we
have

Gxx′ η̃x = Gxx′Gx0xηx0Fxx0

= Gx0x′Ĝ
x0
xx′ηxFxx0

= Gx0x′ηx′F̂
x0
xx′Fxx0

= Gx0x′ηx′Fx′x0Fxx′Fx0xFxx0

= Gx0x′ηx0Fx′x0Fxx′

= η̃x′Fxx′ ,

hence this certainly defines a metric transformation. We obviously have (̂η̃)
x0

= η, which
implies that the functor (̂−)

x0
is full. The restriction to PMetGX −→ PMetGX is immediate.

This completes the proof.

Lemma 6.3. The functor (̂−)
x0

: MetX −→ MetX is split essentially surjective. Its
restriction PMetGX −→ PMetGX is also split essentially surjective for any metric group G.

Proof. Let F : X −→ Met be a metric action. We define a metric transformation θ :
F̂ x0 =⇒ F by θx = Fx0x : F̂ x0x −→ Fx; a 7→ Fx0xa. It certainly satisfies that

Fxx′θx = Fxx′Fx0x

= Fx0x′Fx′x0Fxx′Fx0x

= θx′F̂
x0
xx′ .

Further, we define a metric transformation θ−1 : F =⇒ F̂ x0 by θ−1
x = Fxx0 : Fx −→

F̂ x0x for any x ∈ X. Then we have F̂ x0xx′θ
−1
x = θ−1

x Fxx′ similarly to the above, hence it
certainly defines a metric transformation. It is obviously an isomorphism. The restriction
to PMetGX −→ PMetGX is immediate. This completes the proof.

Corollary 6.4. The functor (̂−)
x0

: MetX −→ MetX and its restriction PMetGX −→
PMetGX for any metric group G are category equivalences.

Definition 6.5. (1) We denote the image of the functor (̂−)
x0

: MetX −→ MetX by
M̂et

x0

X .

(2) We denote the full subcategory of MetX that consists of metric actions F : X −→ Met

such that Fx ∼= Y for any x ∈ X and a metric space Y by MetYX .
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(3) We denote the image of (̂−)
x0

restricted to MetYX and PMetGX by M̂et
Y,x0

X and P̂Met
G,x0

X

respectively.

(4) We denote the full subcategory of FibX that consists of metric fibrations π : E −→ X
such that π−1x ∼= Y for any x ∈ X and a metric space Y by FibYX .

Lemma 6.6. (1) We have category equivalences MetYX −→ M̂et
Y,x0

X and PMetGX −→

P̂Met
G,x0

X .

(2) The Grothendieck construction functor E : MetX −→ FibX is restricted to the cate-
gory equivalence MetYX −→ FibYX .

Proof. (1) follows from Corollary 6.4, and (2) follows from the proof of Proposition 3.9.

6.2 Classification for the case of bounded fibers

In this subsection, we suppose that X and Y are metric spaces and Y is bounded. Note
that we have a metric group AutY (Example 4.3).

Lemma 6.7. We have a faithful functor

− y Y : PMetAutYX −→ MetYX .

Proof. Let F ∈ PMetAutYX . We define a metric action F y Y : X −→ Met by (F y Y )x =
Y and (F y Y )xx′ = Fxx′ : Y −→ Y . It is immediate to verify that this certainly defines
a metric action. For an AutY -metric transformation θ : F =⇒ G, we define a metric
transformation θ y Y : F y Y =⇒ G y Y by (θ y Y )x = θx : Y −→ Y ; y 7→ θxy. Then
it is also immediate to verify that it is a metric transformation. Further, this obviously
defines a faithful functor. This completes the proof.

Lemma 6.8. The functor − y Y : PMetAutYX −→ MetYX is split essentially surjective.

Proof. Let F ∈ MetYX and fix isometries ϕx : Y −→ Fx by the axiom of choice. We define
an AutY -metric action AutF by (AutF )x = AutY and (AutF )xx′ = ϕ−1

x′ Fxx′ϕx· that is a
left multiplication. Then we can verify that it is an AutY -metric action as follows. Note
that we have (AutF )xx = ϕ−1

x Fxxϕx· = idAutY and (AutF )−1
xx′ = ϕ−1

x Fx′xϕx′ · = (AutF )x′x.
We also have that

dAutY ((AutF )x′x′′(AutF )xx′ , (AutF )xx′′)

= dAutY (ϕ
−1
x′′ Fx′x′′ϕx′ϕ

−1
x′ Fxx′ϕx, ϕ

−1
x′′ Fxx′′ϕx)

= dAutY (ϕ
−1
x′′ Fx′x′′Fxx′ϕx, ϕ

−1
x′′ Fxx′′ϕx)

= sup
a∈Y

dY (ϕ
−1
x′′ Fx′x′′Fxx′ϕxa, ϕ

−1
x′′ Fxx′′ϕxa)

= sup
a∈Fx

dFx′′(Fx′x′′Fxx′a, Fxx′′a)

≤ dX(x, x
′) + dX(x

′, x′′)− dX(x, x
′′).

Now we define a metric transformation ϕ : AutF y Y =⇒ F by ϕx : (AutF y Y )x =
Y −→ Fx. Then it certainly satisfies that Fxx′ϕx = ϕx′(AutF y Y )xx′ and is an isomor-
phism by the definition. This completes the proof.

Since the category PMetAutYX is a groupoid, the image of the functor − y Y is in
coreMetYX , where we denote the subcategory that consists of all isomorphisms by core

(Definition 2.1 (4)).

Lemma 6.9. The functor −̂ y Y
x0

: PMetAutYX −→ coreM̂et
Y,x0

X is full.
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Proof. Note that we have −̂ y Y
x0

= (̂−)
x0

y Y by the definitions. Since the functor
(̂−)

x0
: PMetAutYX −→ PMetAutYX is full by Lemma 6.2, we show that the restriction − y

Y : P̂Met
AutY,x0

X −→ coreM̂et
Y,x0

X is full. Let θ : F̂ x0 y Y =⇒ Ĝx0 y Y be an isomorphism

in M̂et
Y,x0

X , where F,G ∈ PMetAutYX . Then we have an isometry θx : Y −→ Y such that
Gx′x0Gxx′Gx0xθx = θx′Fx′x0Fxx′Fx0x for any x, x′ ∈ X. Since we have θx ∈ AutY , we

obtain a morphism θ′ : F̂ x0 =⇒ Ĝx0 ∈ P̂Met
AutY,x0

X defined by θ′x = θx. It is obvious that
we have θ′ y Y = θ. This completes the proof.

Corollary 6.10. The functor −̂ y Y
x0

: PMetAutYX −→ coreM̂et
Y,x0

X is a category equiva-
lence.

Corollary 6.11. The categories PMetAutYX and coreFibYX are equivalent.

Proof. It follows from Corollary 6.10 with coreFibYX ≃ coreMetYX ≃ coreM̂et
Y,x0

X by Lemma
6.6.

6.3 Classification for the case of unbounded fibers

To classify general metric fibrations, we generalize the discussions so far to extended metric
groups.

Definition 6.12. (1) An extended metric group is a group object in EMet.

(2) For extended metric groups G and H, a homomorphism from G to H is a Lipschitz
map G −→ H that commutes with the group structure.

(3) We denote the category of extended metric groups and homomorphisms by EMGrp.
Note that the category MGrp is a full subcategory of EMGrp.

Example 6.13. Let (X, d) be a metric space, and let AutX be the group of isometries
on X. We define a distance function on AutX by dAutX(f, g) = supx∈X dX(fx, gx).
Then it is immediate to verify the conditions that (AutX, dAutX) is an extended metric
group. We note that the ‘unit component’ of AutX, that is a set of isometries f such that
dAutX(idX , f) <∞, is exactly AutuX (Example 4.3). Note that, if the metric space X has
finite diameter, then we have AutX = AutuX that is a metric group.

Definition 6.14. Let G and G′ be extended metric groups, and let Hom(G,G′) be the set
of homomorphisms. We equip Hom(G,G′) with a groupoid structure similarly to the metric
group case by defining Hom(G,G′)(ϕ,ψ) = {h ∈ G′ | ϕ = h−1ψh} for any homomorphisms
ϕ,ψ : G −→ G′.

Remark 6.15. We note that the same statement as Lemma 4.2 holds for extended metric
groups. Further, the relationship between extended metric spaces and normed groups
similar to Proposition 4.2 holds if we replace the codomain of norms by [0,∞].

Definition 6.16. Let G be an extended metric group and X be a metric space. An
extended G-metric action F is a correspondence X ∋ x 7→ Fx = G and Fxx′ ∈ G such that

• Fxx = e, Fxx′ = F−1
x′x,

• dG(Fx′x′′Fxx′ , Fxx′′) ≤ dX(x, x
′) + dX(x

′, x′′)− dX(x, x
′′).

For extended G-metric actions F and G, an extended G-metric transformation θ : F =⇒ G
is a family of elements {θx ∈ G}x∈X such that Gxx′θx = θx′Fxx′ . We denote the category
of extended G-metric actions and extended G-metric transformations by EPMetGX .
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The following is obtained from the same arguments in subsection 5.2 by replacing the
‘metric group’ by ‘extended metric group’.

Proposition 6.17. For an extended metric group G and a metric space X, the categories
EPMetGX and Hom(πm1 (X,x0),G) are equivalent.

Further, the arguments in subsection 6.2 can be applied for extended case, and we
obtain the following.

Proposition 6.18. For any metric spaces X and Y , the categories EPMetAutYX and coreFibYX
are equivalent. Hence metric fibrations with fiber Y are classified by Hom(πm1 (X,x0),G).

7 Cohomological interpretation

In this section, we give a cohomological classification of G-torsors. It is an analogy of the
1-Čech cohomology. Before giving the definition, we introduce the following technical term.

Definition 7.1. Let X be a metric space, and x1, x2, x3 ∈ X. We denote the subset
{x1, x2, x3} ⊂ X by ∆(x1, x2, x3) and call it a triangle. We define the degeneracy degree of
the triangle ∆(x1, x2, x3) by

|∆(x1, x2, x3)| := min {dX(xi, xj) + dX(xj , xk)− dX(xi, xk) | {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}} .

Note that it is enough to consider i, j, k’s running in the cyclic order to obtain the above
minimum.

The following is the definition of our ‘1-Čech chomology’.

Definition 7.2. Let X be a metric space and suppose that points of X are indexed as
X = {xi}i∈I . For a metric group G, we define the 1-cohomology of X with the coefficient
in G as the category H1(X;G) by

ObH1(X;G) =
{
(aijk) ∈ GI

3

| aijkakjℓ = aijℓ, |aijkajkiakij| ≤ |∆(xi, xj , xk)|
}
,

and
H1(X;G)((aijk), (bijk)) =

{
(fij) ∈ GI

2

| aijkfjk = fijbijk

}
,

where we denote the conjugation invariant norm on G by | − |. We call an object of
H1(X;G) a cocycle. Apparently, the above constructions are independent from the choice
of the index I.

Remark 7.3. Note that, for a cocycle (aijk) ∈ H1(X;G), the condition aijkakjℓ = aijℓ
implies that aiji = e and aijk = a−1

kji for any i, j, k ∈ I. Further, for a morphism (fij), we
have fij = fji from the condition aijkfjk = fijbijk and aiji = biji = e.

Lemma 7.4. The 1-cohomology of X with the coefficient in G is well-defined, that is,
H1(X;G) is indeed a category, in particular a groupoid.

Proof. Let (aijk), (bijk), (cijk) ∈ ObH1(X;G), and (fij) : (aijk) −→ (bijk) and (f ′ij) :
(bijk) −→ (cijk) be morphisms. Then (f ′ ◦ f)ij := fijf

′
ij defines a morphism ((f ′ ◦ f)ij) :

(aijk) −→ (cijk) since we have

aijkfjkf
′
jk = fijbijkf

′
jk = fijf

′
ijcijk.

It obviously satisfies the associativity. The identity on aijk is apparently defined by eij = e,
where e denotes the unit of G. Further, (f−1

ij ) defines a morphism (f−1
ij ) : bijk −→ aijk

that is the inverse of (fij). This completes the proof.
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Proposition 7.5. We have a faithful functor β : H1(X;G) −→ TorsGX .

Proof. For (aijk) ∈ ObH1(X;G), we define a G-torsor β(aijk) as follows. Let U =
∐

(i,j)∈I2 Gij ,

where Gij = Giji
∐

Gijj = G
∐

G. We write an element of Gij• as gij• and we denote the iden-

tification G = Gij• by the map G −→ Gij• ; g 7→ gij• , where • ∈ {i, j} for any i 6= j ∈ I. We
define an equivalence relation ∼ on U generated by

gijj ∼ (gaijk)
jk
j .

Note that we have gijj ∼ gjij for any i, j ∈ I. We denote the quotient set U/ ∼ by β(aijk)

in the following. Then we have a surjective map π : β(aijk) −→ X defined by π[gijj ] = xj.
For this map π, we have the following.

Lemma 7.6. For any i, j ∈ I, the map G −→ π−1xj; g 7→ [gijj ] is a bijection.

Proof. The surjectivity is clear. We show the injectivity. Suppose that we have [gijj ] =

[hijj ] for g, h ∈ G. That is, we have elements ak0jk1 , ak1jk2 , . . . , akN−1jkN ∈ G such that
gak0jk1 . . . akN−1jkN = h and k0 = kN = i. Then the condition aijkakjℓ = aijℓ implies that
gaiji = h, hence g = h. This completes the proof.

Note that Lemma 7.6 implies that [gijj ] = [hjkj ] implies that h = gaijk. Now we can
define a distance function dβ(aijk) on β(aijk) as follows. Let εi ∈ π−1xi and εj ∈ π−1xj.

Then there uniquely exist g, h ∈ G such that [giji ] = εi and [hijj ] = εj by Lemma 7.6. Then
we define that

dβ(aijk)(εi, εj) = dX(xi, xj) + dG(g, h).

The non-degeneracy is clear. The symmetry follows from that [giji ] = [gjii ]. The triangle
inequality is verified as follows. Let εi ∈ π−1xi, εj ∈ π−1xj and εk ∈ π−1xk. Suppose that
we have [giji ] = εi = [g′iki ], [hijj ] = εj = [h′jkj ], and [mjk

k ] = εk = [m′ik
k ]. Then we have

g = g′akij, h′ = haijk and m = m′aikj, hence we obtain that

dβ(aijk)(εi, εj) + dβ(aijk)(εj , εk)

= dX(xi, xj) + dG(g, h) + dX(xj , xk) + dG(h
′,m)

= dX(xi, xj) + dX(xj , xk) + dG(g
′akij, h) + dG(haijk,m

′aikj)

= dX(xi, xj) + dX(xj , xk) + dG(g
′akij, h) + dG(haijkajkiakij,m

′akij)

+ dG(h, haijkajkiakij)− dG(h, haijkajkiakij)

≥ dX(xi, xj) + dX(xj , xk) + dG(g
′akij,m

′akij)− |aijkajkiakij|

≥ dX(xi, xj) + dX(xj , xk) + dG(g
′,m′)− |∆(xi, xj, xk)|

≥ dX(xi, xk) + dG(g
′,m′)

= dβ(aijk)(εi, εk).

Now a map π : β(aijk) −→ X is obviously a 1-Lipschitz map. Further, we verify that it
is a metric fibration as follows. Let xi, xj ∈ X and εi ∈ π−1xi. Suppose that we have
εi = [giji ] for g ∈ G. Then εj := [gijj ] ∈ π−1xj is the unique element in π−1xj such

that dβ(aijk)(εi, εj) = dX(xi, xj). Also, for ε′j := [hijj ] ∈ π−1xj, we have dβ(aijk)(εi, ε
′
j) =

dX(xi, xj)+dG(g, h) = dβ(aijk)(εi, εj)+dβ(aijk)(εj , ε
′
j). Finally, we equip the metric fibration

π : β(aijk) −→ X with a right action by G as [gij• ]h = [(h−1g)ij• ] for any i, j ∈ I and
• ∈ {i, j}. This is well-defined since we have that

[(gaijk)
jk
j ]h = [(h−1gaijk)

jk
j ] = [(h−1g)ijj ] = [gijj ]h.

It is straightforward to verify that this is a G-torsor.
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Next we show the functoriality. Let (fij) : (aijk) −→ (bijk) ∈ H1(X;G). We construct
a map f∗ : β(aijk) −→ β(bijk) by [gij• ] 7→ [(gfij)

ij
• ] for any i, j ∈ I and • ∈ {i, j}. It is

well-defined since we have that

[(gaijk)
jk
j ] 7→ [(gaijkfjk)

jk
j ] = [(gfijbijk)

jk
j ] = [(gfij)

ij
j ].

The map f∗ obviously preserves fibers, and is an isometry since we have that

dβ(bijk)(f∗[g
ij
i ], f∗[h

ij
j ]) = dβ(bijk)([(gfij)

ij
i ], [(hfij)

ij
j ])

= dX(xi, xj) + dG(gfij , hfij)

= dX(xi, xj) + dG(g, h)

= dβ(aijk)([g
ij
i ], [h

ij
j ]).

Further, it is G-equivariant since we have that

(f∗[g
ij
j ])m = [(gfij)

ij
j ]m = [(m−1gfij)

ij
j ] = f∗([g

ij
j ]m).

The faithfullness is obvious from the construction. This completes the proof.

Proposition 7.7. The functor β : H1(X;G) −→ TorsGX is full.

Proof. Let (aijk), (bijk) ∈ ObH1(X;G) be cocycles, and suppose that we have a morphism
ϕ : β(aijk) −→ β(bijk) in TorsGX . We denote the projections β(aijk) −→ X and β(bijk) −→
X by πa and πb respectively in the following. For any i, j ∈ I, we have bijections Aij :

G −→ π−1
a xj and Bij : G −→ π−1

b xj given by g 7→ [gijj ] by Lemma 7.6. Then we define a

map ϕij = B−1
ij ϕAij : G −→ G, namely we have ϕ[gijj ] = [(ϕijg)

ij
j ]. Now the G-equivariance

of ϕ implies that

ϕ[gijj ] = ϕ[(ge)ijj ] = (ϕ[eijj ])g
−1 = [(ϕije)

ij
j ]g

−1 = [(gϕije)
ij
j ],

which implies that ϕijg = gϕije by Lemma 7.6. From this, we obtain that

ϕ[(gaijk)
jk
j ] = ϕ[(gaijk)

kj
j ] = [(ϕkj(gaijk))

kj
j ] = [(gaijkϕkje)

kj
j ].

Since we have [gijj ] = [(gaijk)
jk
j ], we obtain that aijkϕkje = (ϕije)bijk by Lemma 7.6.

Further, since the lift of xj along [giji ] is [gijj ] and ϕ preserves the lift, the conditions

ϕ[gijj ] = [(ϕijg)
ij
j ] and ϕ[gjii ] = [(ϕjig)

ji
i ] implies that ϕij = ϕji. Hence we obtain a

morphism (ϕije) : (aijk) −→ (bijk) in H1(X;G), which satisfies that β(ϕije) = ϕ by the
construction. This completes the proof.

Definition 7.8. Let π : E −→ X be a G-torsor. For xi, xj ∈ X, we define a local section
of π over a pair (xi, xj) as a pair of points (εi, εj) ∈ E2 such that πεi = xi, πεj = xj and
εj is the lift of xj along εi. We say that ((εiji , ε

ij
j ))(i,j)∈I2 is a local section of π if each

(εiji , ε
ij
j ) is a local section of π over a pair (xi, xj) and satisfies that εiji = εjii .

Proposition 7.9. Let π : E −→ X be a G-torsor. For a local section s = ((εiji , ε
ij
j ))(i,j)∈I2

of π, we can construct a cocycle αsπ ∈ ObH1(X;G). Further, for any two local sections
s, s′ of π, the corresponding cocycles αsπ and αs′π are isomorphic.

Proof. We define aijk ∈ G as the unique element such that εijj aijk = εjkj . Then (aijk)
satisfies that aijkakjℓ = aijℓ since we have

εijj aijkakjℓ = εjkj akjℓ = εkjj akjℓ = εjℓj .
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Now note that we have εxg = (εg)x for any ε ∈ E, x ∈ X and g ∈ G. Hence we have that

εijj aijkajkiakij = εjkj ajkiakij

= (εjkk )xjajkiakij

= (εjkk ajki)xjakij

= (εkik )xjakij

= ((εkii )xkakij)xj

= ((εkii akij)xk)xj

= ((εiji )xk)xj .

Hence we obtain that

|aijkajkiakij| = dE(ε
ij
j , ε

ij
j aijkajkiakij)

= dE(ε
ij
j , ((ε

ij
i )xk)xj )

= −dE(ε
ij
j , ε

ij
i ) + dE(ε

ij
i , ((ε

ij
i )xk)xj)

≤ −dE(ε
ij
j , ε

ij
i ) + dE(ε

ij
i , (ε

ij
i )xk) + dE((ε

ij
i )xk , ((ε

ij
i )xk)xj )

= −dX(xj , xi) + dX(xi, xk) + dX(xk, xj).

Since the norm |− | on G is conjugation invariant, the value |aijkajkiakij| is invariant under
the cyclic permutation on {i, j, k}, hence we obtain that |aijkajkiakij| ≤ |∆(xi, xj , xk)|.
Thus we obtain a cocycle αsπ := (aijk) ∈ ObH1(X;G). Suppose that we have local
sections s = ((εiji , ε

ij
j ))(i,j)∈I2 and s′ = ((µiji , µ

ij
j ))(i,j)∈I2 . Then there exists an element

(fij) ∈ GI
2

such that (εiji fij, ε
ij
j fij) = (µiji , µ

ij
j ). Let αsπ = (aijk) and αs′π = (bijk). Then

we obtain that
εijj aijkfjkb

−1
ijk = εjkj fjkb

−1
ijk = µjkj b

−1
ijk = µijj ,

which implies that fij = aijkfjkb
−1
ijk. Hence (fij) defines a morphism (fij) : (aijk) −→ (bijk)

in H1(X;G). Since H1(X;G) is a groupoid, this is an isomorphism. This completes the
proof.

Proposition 7.10. The functor β : H1(X;G) −→ TorsGX is split essentially surjective.

Proof. Let π : E −→ X be a G-torsor. Fix a local section s = ((εiji , ε
ij
j ))(i,j)∈I2 of π. Let

αsπ = (aijk) be the cocycle constructed in Proposition 7.9. We show that the G-torsors
β(aijk) and π are isomorphic. We define a map ϕ : β(aijk) −→ E by [gij• ] 7→ εij• g

−1. It is
well-defined since we have that

[(gaijk)
jk
j ] 7→ εjkj a

−1
ijkg

−1 = εijj g
−1.

It obviously preserves fibers and is a bijection. Also, it is an isometry since we have that

dE(ϕ[g
ij
i ], ϕ[h

ij
j ]) = dE(ε

ij
i g

−1, εijj h
−1)

= dE(ε
ij
i , ε

ij
j h

−1g)

= dE(ε
ij
i , ε

ij
j ) + dE(ε

ij
j , ε

ij
j h

−1g)

= dX(xi, xj) + dG(g
−1, h−1)

= dβ(aijk)([g
ij
i ], [h

ij
j ]).

Further, it is immediately verified that ϕ is G-equivariant. Hence the map ϕ gives an
isomorphsim in TorsGX . This completes the proof.

Corollary 7.11. The functor β : H1(X;G) −→ TorsGX is a category equivalence.
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