arXiv:2307.04387v1 [math.AT] 10 Jul 2023

Classification of metric fibrations

Yasuhiko ASAO*

July 11, 2023

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 (J2]) to metric spaces ([I]).
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-Cech 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 77*(X)’ of a metric space X, which is a group object in
metric spaces, such that the conjugation classes of homomorphisms Hom(7{"(X), G)
corresponds to the isomorphism classes of ‘principal G-fibrations’ over X. Namely, it
is classified like topological covering spaces.
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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, oo]-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 ([I]) 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 Ky 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 [I], it is shown that the right
one is the only non-trivial metric fibration over K3 with the fiber K5. Here, ‘trivial’ means
that it is the cartesian product of graphs. On the other hand, any metric fibration over a
four cycle graph Cy, or more generally an even cycle graph, is shown to be trivial in the
same proposition.
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Figure 1: The left is K3 x K3, and the right is isomorphic to K3 3. They both have the
magnitude m.

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-Cech 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 G

Principal G-bundles over X (G-torsors)

[X, BG] = Hom(m(X), G)/conjugation

HY(X, Q)
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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 [I], 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 B.I)). 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 B.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[31, [3.23).

We can define a subcategory Torsg( of Fibx that consists of ‘principal G-fibrations’
(Definition £.7]). We call it a category of G-torsors. On the other hand, we can also define
a subcategory PMetg( of I\/Ietg( that is the counterpart of Torsg( (Definition B.1]). The
category PMet% 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
PMet§, = TorsY.

Here, a group G is not just a group but is a group object of Met, which we call a
metric group (Definition ]). As an example of a metric group, we construct the fun-
damental group ©"(X) of a metric space X (Definition .8). We also define a category
Hom(7{"(X),G) of homomorphisms 7*(X) — G, where a morphism between homomor-
phisms is defined as a conjugation relation (Definition [1.12]). Then we have the following.

Theorem 1.3 (Proposition B.15). We have a category equivalence
Hom(7*(X, x0),G) ~ PMetY..

As a corollary, we reprove Proposition 5.30 of [I] in the following form. We note that
the notion of a metric group is equivalent to that of a ‘normed group’ (Proposition [£.3]).
For a metric group G, we denote the corresponding norm of an element g € G by |g| € Z>o.

Proposition 1.4 (Proposition BI6). Let C,, be an undirected n-cycle graph. Then we
have
Z with |[1] =1 n: odd,

0 n : even.

" (Cn) & {

Hom(Z,G) n: odd,
0 n: even,

implies that there is only a trivial metric fibration over Co, and that there is at most one
non-trivial metric fibration over Copy1.

Hence we have that PMet%n ~ for any metric group G, which

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
PMet3“® ~ coreFibY,

where Fib}/( 1s the full subcategory of Fibx that consists of metric fibrations with the fiber
Y (Definition[6.3), and we denote the core of a category by core (Definition[Z1 (4)).
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Here, we equip the group AutY of isometries on Y with a metric group structure by
dauty (f,9) = supyey dy (fy, gy) (Example [L.3]). However, we should suppose that Y is a
bounded metric space so that da,ty is indeed a distance function. For the case of general
metric fibrations, we should extend our arguments concerning extended metric group that
allows oo 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-Cech cohomology’ H(X,G), which is a category, of a G-torsor
X (Definition [2]). This is an analogy from the Cech 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 [(.9), and conversely we can construct
a G-torsor by pasting copies of G’s along a cocycle (Proposition [T.5). Then we have the
following from this correspondences.

Theorem 1.6 (Corollary [[.T1]). We have a category equivalence

HY(X;G) =~ Tors%.
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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 ’ (XS ObC}dGObD-

(3) We say that F is a category equivalence if there exists a functor G : D — C and
natural isomorpshisms GF 2 idg and FG = idp. 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 1S a category equivalence.



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>¢ satisfying that

o d(z,x) =0,
o d(z,2') =d(2, x),
o d(z,2')+d(2',2") > d(x,2"),

for any x,2', 2" € X.

(2) A Lipschitz map f : X — Y between quasi metric spaces X and Y is a map
satisfying that dy (fxz, f2') < dx(z,2") for any z,2" € 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
e d(xz,2’) =0 if and only if z = 2'.
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) C {e €
2V(G) | #¢ = 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 and H isamap 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 (zg,...,z,) € V(G)"*! for some n > 0 such that
{zi,xiy1} € E(G) for any 0 <i <n —1. A connected graph G is a graph such that
there exists a path (zg,...,x,) with 2o = x and z,, = 2/ for any z,2’ € V(G). We
denote the full subcategory of Grph that consists of connected graphs by Grph g,

(3) A weighted graph (G, wg) is a graph G equipped with a function wg : E(G) — Rx>o.
A weighted graph homomorphism f : G — H between weighted graphs G and H
is a graph homomorphism such that wg(fe) < wg(e) for any e € E(G), where we
abuse that wy(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, w¢) such that the graph G is connected
by wGrph

conn-

Definition 2.7. We define functors Met — QMet and wGrph_,,, — Grph.,,, by for-
getting additional structures. We also define the functor QMet — wGrph,,, that sends
a quasi metric space (X, d) to a weighted graph (X, wx) defined by V(X) = X, E(X) =
{e € 2% | #e =2} and wx{z,2'} = d(z,2").

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.

e We define a functor Grph,,, — wGrph

weighted graph with w = 0.

conn Dy sending a connected graph to a

e We define a functor wGrph.,,, —> QMet by sending a weighted graph (G, w¢g) to a
quasi metric space (V(G),dg) defined by dg(z,2') = inf Upso{ > 75 we{zi, ziv1} |
(x = xg,...,x, = ') is a path on G}.

e We define a functor QMet — Met by sending a quasi metric space (X,d) to a

metric space (KQX,d) defined as follows. We define an equivalence relation ~ on X
by @ ~ 2’ if and only if d(z,2’) = 0. We also define a function KQX := X/ ~— Rx¢

by d([x], [2']) = d(x,2").
O

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 L'-product (X x Y,dxxy) by dxxv((z,v), (@',y")) = dx(z,2') +
dy (y,y') for any x,2’ € X and y,y' €Y.

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

e z=2"and {y,y'} € E(H),
o {z,2'} € E(G) and y =/,

for any z,2’ € V(G) and y,y' € V(H).

(3) For weighted graphs (G, wg) and (H, wpr), we define a weighted graph (G x H, wex )
by wG’XH{(ma y)7 (1'/, y/)} = ’U}G’{I', 1'/} + U)H{y7 y/} for any {(.%', y)7 (.%'/, y/)} € E(G X
H), where G x H is the cartesian product of graphs and we abuse that wg{z,z} =
wu{y,y} =0.

These products make each category a symmetric monoidal category.

Proposition 2.11. The functors Met — QMet — wGrph_,,, —> Grph,,, and their
left adjoints are strong monoidal except for the functor QMet — wGrph,, that is laz
monoidal.

Proof. For the functors Met — QMet and wGrph.,,, —> Grphg,,,, it is obvious since
they are inclusions. It is also obvious for the functor Grph.,,, — wGrph.,, by the
definition. For the functor QMet — Met, we define a map KQ(X x Y) — KQX x KQY
by [(x,y)] — ([z], [y]). Then it is obviously natural and is an isometry since we have that
[(z,9)] ~ [(«/,y")] if and only if [z] ~ [2/] and [y] ~ [¢/]. For the functor F' : wGrph y,, —

conn



QMet, the identity on the set F(G x H) = F(G) x F(H) is an isometry since

dweyn ((,9), (2',y"))

n—1
= inf Unzo{ Y wasa{(zi, vi), (@iy1,yi1)} |
i=0
((z,9) = (0,%0), - - -, (Tn,yn) = (2',%9)) is a path on G x H}
n—1
= inf Up>o{ > we{wi w1} +wir{yi, vig1} |
i=0
((z,y) = (0,%0), - - - » (Tn,yn) = (2’,9')) is a path on G x H}
n—1
= inf UnZO{Z wel{zi, riv1} | (@ =z0,..., 2, = )}
i=0
m—1
+ infUmzo{Z wir{yi yis1} | (U =90, ym =)}
i=0

= dug (2,7") + duwy (3, Y)
- dF(G)XF(H)((way)7 (1,/7y/))7

for any x,2’ € V(G) and y,y € V(H). It is obviously natural. Finally, for the functor
G : QMet — wGrph g, the identity on the set G(X) x G(Y) = G(X 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. O

Definition 2.12. (1) An extended quasi metric space is a set X equipped with a function
d: X — [0,00] that satisfies the same conditions for quasi metric spaces. Namely,
it is a quasi metric space admitting oo 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 spaces X and Y, we define the L'-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 — wGrph except that {z,2'} does not span an edge for z,2’ € X with
d(z,z") = oo.

conn

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, wGrph — wGrph and Grph — Grph.

conn conn

(2) The functors of (1) are strong monoidal except for the functor EQMet — wGrph
that is laz monoidal.
3 Mety ~ Fiby

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 laz 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 F'x € Met for any x € X
and isometries F,, : Fox — Fa' for any x,2’ € X satisfying the following for any
x, 2, 2" e X :

o Fyy =idp, and Fy, = F ],

o dpy(Fyppn Frppra, Fppra) < dx(x,2") + dx (2, 2") — dx (z,2") for any a € F.

(2) A metric transformation 0 : F —> G consists of Lipschitz maps 6, : Fx — Gz
for any # € X satisfying that G0, = 0 F,. for any z,2/ € X. We can define
the composition of metric transformations 6 and ¢’ by (6'6), = 0/.0,,. We denote the
category of metric actions X — Met and metric transformations by Metx.

Definition 3.2. (1) Let 7 : E — X be a Lipschitz map between metric spaces. We
say that 7 is a metric fibration over X if it satisfies the following : For any ¢ €
and z € X, there uniquely exists e, € 7'z such that

o dp(e,e,) = dx(me, ),

o dp(e, &) = dp(e,e;) +dp(ey,€') for any ¢’ € n7 1.
We call the point e, the lift of x along e.

(2) For metric fibrations 7 : E — X and 7’ : B/ — X, a morphism ¢ : m — 7’ is a
Lipschitz map ¢ : E — E’ such that 7'¢ = 7. We denote the category of metric
fibrations over X and morphisms by Fiby.

Example 3.3. For a product of metric spaces £ = X X Y, the projection X xY — X
is a metric fibration. We call it a trivial metric fibration.

Lemma 3.4. Let 7 : E — X be a metric fibration, and x,2’" € X. Then the correspon-

dence 77z 3 a — ay € 12’ is an isometry, where we equip the sets T

with the induced metric from E.

x and 712!

Proof. Note that the statement is obviously true if £ = (. We suppose that E #
() in the following, and then any fiber 7—'2 is non-empty. For a € 7!z, we have
dg(ay,a) = dg(ay, (ay)z) + dg((ay)s,a) = dx (2, x) + dp((ay )z, a). We also have
dg(a,a,) = dx(x,2’). Hence we obtain that dg((ay )., a) = 0, hence (a, ), = a for any
x,2’ € X. This implies that the correspondence is a bijection. Further, we have

dE((l, ba:/) = dE(aa aa:/) + dE(ax’a bx’) =dx ('Ia x/) + dE(aa:/a bx/)

and
dE(bJJ’7 a) - dE(bJ3’7 b) + dE(b7 a) - d)((-%'/, .%') + dE(b7 a)

for any a,b € 7~'z. Hence we obtain that dg(a,b) = dg(au,by) for any z,2’ € X and

a,b € 7'z, which implies that the correspondence is an isometry. This completes the
proof. O

Lemma 3.5. Let o : 1 — @ be a morphism of metric fibrations. For any x,2’ € X and
a € 7z, we have (pa)y = pay: .



Proof. We have

dE'((SDa)W’ Soax’) = dE’(Qpa’a Spax’) —dx (x’ x/)
S dE((Z, al") - dX('Ia 'II)

hence we obtain that (¢a),r = pa,s. This completes the proof. O

Definition 3.6. Let ' : X — Met be a metric action. We define a metric fibration
7w E(F) — X as follows :

(1) E(F)={(z,a) | a€ Fz,z € X},
(2) dpr)((z,a), (2,b)) = dx(z,2") + dpy (Fypa, b),
(3) mp(z,a) = =.
We call the above construction the Grothendieck construction.
Proposition 3.7. The Grothendieck construction gives a functor E : Mety — Fiby.

Proof. Let 0 : F' = G be a metric transformation. Then we construct Lipschitz maps
g : E(F) — E(G) by pg(z,a) = (z,0za) for any x € X and a € Fx. It is checked that
g is a Lipschitz map as follows :

dp(a) (po(z,a), wo(z', b)) = d)((,0.a), (2, 0,:D))
=dx(z,7") + dgy (Gpp0ra, 0,:b)
=dx(z,2") + dgw (0p Fypra, 0,b)
<dx(z,2") + dpy (Fyppra,b)
= dp(r)((z,a), (2',D)).

Next we show that the correspondence 6 — ¢y is functorial, that is, we have @i, = idgp)
and @99 = g for any metric transformations 6§ : F = G and ' : G = H. The
former is obvious and the latter is checked as follows :

()09/9('%'7 a) = (.%', (610)%‘0’)
= (.%', 0;093@)
= porpg(,a).

Finally, g is obviously a morphism of the metric fibration. This completes the proof. [
Proposition 3.8. We have a functor F : Fibx — Metx.

Proof. Let m: E — X be a metric fibration. We define a metric action F : X — Met
by Frx = 7~z and (Fr)zera = ag for any 2,2’ € X and a € 7'z, where we equip the set
71z with the induced metric from E. It follows that (Fr)ze = idp , by the uniqueness
of the lifts, and that (Fy).,s defines an isometry Frx — Fr2’ with (FW);;, = (Fr)ae by
Lemma 3.4l Further, we have that

A (Fr)arar (Fr)ea @, (Fr)eara) = dpan((ag)er, agr)
=dg(a, (ay)e) — dx(z,2")
< dE(a, aa;/) + dE(ax/, (ax/)x//) — dx(x, x'/)
=dx(z,2') +dx(2',2") — dx(z,2"),



for any z,2',2” € X and a € Frzr. Hence F, certainly defines a metric action X —
Met. Next, let ¢ : 1 — 7 be a morphism of metric fibrations. We define a metric
transformation 6, : Fr = Fy by (6,).a = a for any x € X and a € Frx. Then it
satisfies that

= Pay

= (atp)x’(Fﬂ)xx’a

where the third line follows from Lemma 3.5 hence 6, certainly defines a metric transfor-
mation F = F. Note that we have ;g = idp, and (0y,)za = Ypa = (0y)z(0,)za for
morphisms ¢ and 1, 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 [I].

Proposition 3.9. The Grothendieck construction functor £ : Metx — Fibx s a category
equivalence.

Proof. We show that FIE = idyet, and EF = idfip, . It is immediate to verify F'E =
idmety by the definition. We show that EF; = 7 for a metric fibration 7 : £ — X. Note
that EF, is a metric space consists of points (x,a) with 2 € X and a € 7'z, and we
have dgr, ((z,a), (2',d')) = dx(z,2') + d-1,(ay,a’). We define a map f : EF, — E by
f(x,a) = a for any x € X and a € 7~ '2. 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.

0

Remark 3.10. Note that the trivial metric fibration corresponds to the constant metric
action, that is F,, = id for any z,2’ € 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 m; 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 x 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~t,h™Y) for any g,h € G.

10



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~'(kg), k= (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~", h™") = d(e,gh™") = d(h,g) = d(g, h).
This completes the proof. O

Example 4.3. Let (X, d) be a metric space, and let Aut”X be the set of isometries f on
X such that sup,cy dx(z, fr) < co. We equip Aut"X with a group structure by composi-
tions. We also define a distance function on Aut“X by dayux (f,9) = sup,cx dx(fz, gx).
Then it is immediate to verify the conditions that (Aut” X, dau«x ) is a metric group. Note
that, if the metric space X is bounded, namely we have

sup dx(z,7') < oo,
z,x'eX

then the group Aut"X 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 — Rxq
satisfying that

e |g| =0 if and only if g = e,
o |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~!gh| = |g| for
any g,h € G.

(3) A normed group G is called inverse invariant if it satisfies that |[g~!| = |g| for any

g € Gq.

(4) For normed groups G and H, a normed homomorphism from G to H is a group
homomorphism ¢ : G — H satisfying that |¢g| < |g|.

(5) We denote the category of conjugation and inverse invariant normed groups and
normed homomorphisms by NGrp;}nj.

Proposition 4.5 (E. Roff Chap. 6 [9]). The categories MGrp and NGrp;)lnj are equivalent.

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

NG by
e NG = G as a group,
e |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

e MG = G as a group,
o dua(g,h) ="y

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 P,,(X,x) by

Pu(X,z) = {(z,x1,...,2n,2) € X"T?}.
We also define that P(X,z) :=J,, Pn(X, ).

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

e There is an n > 0 such that v € P,(X,z) and v € Pp41(X, ).

e There is a 0 < j < n such that u; = v; for 1 < i < j and u; = v;41 for
j+1<1i<n, where we have u = (x,uq,...,un,z) and v = (z,v1,..., V41, T).

(3) We equip the graph G(X,z) with a weighted graph structure by defining a function
Wa(x,z) ON edges by

dx (v, vj+1) + dx (vjt1, vjv2) — dx (v, vj42) v # Vi,

0 Uj = Ujit2,

wG’(X,a:){u’v} = {

where we use the notations in (2).

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

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

(1) The metric space " (X, ) has a metric group structure given by the concatenation

defined as
[(zyur, .. up, )] o [(z,v1,. . v, @) = [(2yu1, . ooy Up, U1, .oy U, )]
The unit is given by [(x,x)] € 77(X, z).
(2) For any ' € X, we have an isomorphism =" (X, z) = n7*(X,2") given by

(z,u1,...,un, @) = [(2, 2,01, ..., up, z,2)].

Proof. (1) We first show that the weighted graph G(X, x) is a monoid object in wGrph gy,
by the concatenation. Let (u,v),(u’,v") € G(X,z) x G(X,z), and suppose that
{(u,v), (u',v")} spans an edge. Then we have that u = v’ and v € P,(X,x),v" €
P1(X,z), or v = v and u € P,(X,x),v' € P,11(X,z) for some n. We also
have that we(x z)xc(x,2)1 (W v), (0,0} = wex ) {u,u'} + wexg){v,v'}. Note
that {u e v,u’ v} spans an edge in G(X,x). Further, we have wg(x ,){uev,u’ e
v'} = we(x,p) U U} + wex ey {v, v’} Hence the concatenation map e : G(X,z) x
G(X,zx) — G(X,z) is a weighted graph homomorphism. It is immediate to verify
that the identity is the element (x,z) and that the product is associative. Thus
the weighted graph G(X,x) is a monoid object in wGrph_,,,, and by Proposition
2111 #7*(X,x) is a monoid object in Met. Now we show that it is a group object,

namely, any element [(z,xg,..., 2y, )] has the inverse [(x, zy,...,zo,z)]. It reduces
to show that do(x 4) (%, Tn, ..., 20, Z0, ..., Tnx), (r,2)) = 0. However, it is obvious
that the elements (x,zy,...,zo,zg,...,z,x) and (z,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.
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(2) It is straightforward.
U

Definition 4.8. Let X be a metric space and x € X. We call the metric group n{*(X, z)
the fundamental metric group of X with the base point z. We sometimes omit the base
point and denote it by 77" (X).

Remark 4.9. As just a group, 77*(X) is obtained as the fundamental group of a simplicial
complex Sx whose n-simplices are subsets {xy, ..., x,} C X such that any distinct 3 points
xi, xj, oy, satisfy that |A(z;, zj, z1)| = 0 (see Definition [1)).

Remark 4.10. Note that our fundamental group 77*(X) is not functorial with respect to
Lipschitz maps. However, it is functorial with respect to Lipschitz maps that preserve
coline’ness ( |A(z;, zj,zx)| = 0 ), in particular embedding of metric spaces.

5 PMet$ ~ Tors§ ~ Hom (" (X, x¢),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 71"(X, z9) — G.

5.1 PMet$ ~ Torsy,

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 :

e F,=¢ for any z € X.
e [, is a left multiplication by some f,,» € G for any z,2’ € X.

(2) Let F,G : X — Met be G-metric actions. A G-metric transformation 0 : F — G
is a metric transformation such that each component 0, : Fx — Gz is a left
multiplication by an element 6, € G. We denote the category of G-metric actions
X — Met and G-metric transformations by PMet%

Remark 5.2. Apparently, PMetg( 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 :

e [t is free and transitive.
e ¢g: X — X is an isometry for any g € G.
e we have dx (z,zg) = dx(2',2'g) for any z,2’ € 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 -,
on X for each x € X such that the map

G— X;9—zg
gives an isomorphism of metric groups (G,dg) = (X,-z). Furthermore, the unit of the

metric group (X, ;) is x.

13



Proof. Fix a point x € X. We define a map dg : G x G — R by dg(f,9) = dx(zf, zg),
which is independent from the choice of z € X. It is immediate to check that (G,dq) is a
metric space. Further, we have

dG(ffla ggl)

x(zff' zgq)

(xff' zgf") +dx(zgf xg9")
(xf,xg) +dx(xf', xg')
(

a(f,9) +da(f' d"),

VARVAN

d
dx
dx
d

and

for any f, f', 9,9 € G. Hence (G,dg) is a metric group. Now we define a map G — X
by g — 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 -, on
X, we have v -, 2’ = eg’ =2’ and 2’ -, v = g'e = 2/, where we put 2’ = x¢g’. Hence z € X
is the unit of the group (X, -;). This completes the proof. O

Definition 5.5. Let G be a group. A metric fibration 7 : £ — X is a G-torsor over X
if it satisfies the following :

e (G acts isometrically on E from the right, and preserves each fiber of .
e each fiber of 7 is a right G-torsor with respect to the above action.

Lemma 5.6. Let 1 : E — X be a G-torsor, and z,x’ € X. Then the metric group

structures on G induced from the fibers 7 'x and 72’ are identical.

Proof. Note that, for any ¢ € 7'z and f € G, we have

dE((gf)x’aem’f) = dE'(efa 6J:’f) - dE'(efa (6f)x’)
= dE(eaear’) - dE(efa (Qf)x’)
=dx(z,2') — dx(z,2)
=0,

hence we obtain that (ef),s = e,/ f. Let d, and d,s be the distance function on G induced
from the fibers 77!z and 712’ respectively. Namely, for ¢ € 7'z and f,¢g € G, we have
d.(f,9) = dg(ef,eg) and dy (f,9) = dr(ew f,e27g). Therefore we obtain that d,/(f,g) =
dp(eo frexrg) = dp((ef)ar; (€9)e) = dr(ef,e9) = do(f, g) by Lemma 3.4l This completes
the proof. O

For a G-torsor w : E — X, we can consider the group GG as a metric group that is
isometric to a fiber of 7 by Lemma 5.4l Further, such a metric structure is independent
from the choice of the fiber by Lemma 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 7 : F — X and 7’ : &/ — X be G-torsors. A G-morphism
¢ :m™ — 7 is a G-equivariant map F — E’ that is also a morphism of metric fibrations.
We denote the category of G-torsors over X and G-morphisms by Tors(j}.

Remark 5.8. Note that the category Torsg( is a subcategory of Fibx. Further, we can show
that any G-morphism is an isomorphism as follows : Note that for any ¢ € F,z € X and
g € G, we have dg(e,e,9) = dx(me, ) 4 |g| by the definitions. Then the G-equivariance of
¢ and Lemma implies that

which implies that ¢ preserves distances. The invertibility of ¢ 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 [37 restricts to a functor PMet‘j} — Torsg(.

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 dg(r)((z,g), (2',9')) = dx(z,2") +
dg(gzeg,9'). We define a G action on E(F) by (z,9)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)((x7 g)h, (95,7 g')h) = dE(F)((xa gh), (35/7 g'h))
= dx(z,2") + dg(gzar gh, g'h)
= dx(z,2") + dg(9s29: 9')
= dpr)((z,9), (2", 9")),

hence it acts isometrically. Further, we have that

dE(F)((xa g)’ (xa 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
0 : I = F’ be a G-metric transformation. The Grothendieck construction gives a map
vp : E(F) — E(F") by @g(z,9) = (x,0,g), which is a morphism of metric fibrations. It
is checked that g is G-equivariant as follows :

(po(,9))h = (x,0.9h) = va(z, gh).

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

Proposition 5.10. The functor F : Fibx — Metx of Proposition restricts to a
functor Torsg( — PMet‘j}.

Proof. Let m : E — X be a G-torsor. We fix points z9 € X and € € 7 'xy. For any
x € X, we equip each set n 1
unit €, by Lemma [5.4l Hence we can identify each fiber with G by the map g — €,¢ for

x with a metric group structure isomorphic to G with the
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any © € X. Now we put (£;)p = €4/ gper € 7 ' for x,2" € X and g,,r € G. Then, for
any h € G, we have

E\&z, Em/gmm/) + dE (Em/gmmH (Emh)m/h_l)
= X(xy x/) + dE(ex’gxx’a (6mh)m’h71)a

hence we obtain that (e,h), = €4/gyerh. This implies that the map 7 te — 712/ given
by lifts e,h — (e4h),r is the left multiplication by g,,» when we identify each fiber with
G as above. Hence the functor F gives a G-metric action. Next, let ¢ : 1 — 7/ be a
G-morphism between G-torsors m : B — X and n’ : B/ — X. It induces a Lipschitz
map ¢, : 7 'z — 7' lx. Since fibers 77!z and 7'~'x are idetified with G and ¢, is
G-equivariant, we can identify ¢, with the left multiplication by ¢,e,. This implies that
the functor F' sends the G-morphism ¢ to a G-metric transformation between F;. and F..

This completes the proof. O

Proposition 5.11. The Grothendieck construction functor PMet‘j} — Torsg( s a category
equivalence.

Proof. By Proposition [3.9] we have natural isomorphisms EFF = idfi,, and FE = idpet,, -
We should show that these isomorphisms are obtained in Tors();( and PMet% when restricted
to them, which is immediate. This completes the proof. [l

5.2 PMet$ ~ Hom(7"(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")(p,%) = {h € G' | ¢ = h~1h} for any homomorphisms p,v : G — G'.
The identity on ¢ € Hom(G,G’) is the unit e € G’, and the composition of morphisms
h € Hom(G,G")(¢,v) and b’ € Hom(G,G')(¢,§) is defined by h' o h = h'h.

Lemma 5.13. Let X be a metric space and G be a metric group. For each xo € X, we
have a functor A : Hom(n{"(X, z0),G) — PMet‘j}.

Proof. Let ¢ : 7" (X,29) — G be a homomorphism. We define a G-metric action F,
X — Met by Fox = G and (Fy)z0r = @[(@0,2',2,20)]- : § — G, where we denote the
left multiplication by (—)-. It is verified that this certainly defines a G-metric action as
follows. For any z,z’ € X, we have (Fy)ze = ¢[(20,x, z,20)]- = e- = idg, and (F)y, =
ol(zo, z, 2", 30)]- = (@[(0, ", 2, 20)]) "L+ = (F,),}. Further, we have

dg((Fp)wra (Fp)zar 9, (Fp)aarg) = dg(#[(z0, 2", 2", 20)] (20, 2", 2, 0)], ¢[(0, 2", 2, 20)])
= dg(¢[(z0, 2", 2", 2, 20)], p[(z0, 2", 2, 70)])
= dg((pl(z0, 2", @, 20)]) '@l (x0, 2", 2, 2, 20)], €)
= dg(p[(zo, z, 2", 2, x,20)], €)
< dﬂqn(x,xo)([(mo,x,x”,x’,x,xo)], [z0, z0])
<dx(x,2") +dx (2, 2") — dx(x,2"),
for any z,2',2" € X and g € G. Let h : ¢ — 1 be a morphism in Hom(77" (X, x¢),G),
namely we have ¢ = h_1¢h with h € G. Then we can construct a G-metric transformation

§:F,= Fy, by 0, =h:G— G. It satisfies that (Fy),./0; = 0,/ (F,)z, since we have
Y[(xo, 2, 2, 20)|h = ho|(x0, 2, x, x)]. This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 5.14. Let X be a metric space and G be a metric group. For each xo € X, we
have a functor B : PMet$ — Hom(7*(X, z0), G).

Proof. Let F : X — Met be a G-metric action. Then we can define a homomorphism
op (X, o) — G by

<PF[(9607 T1yeeny Ty, $0)] = FarlazoFxgarl cee Fa:nxnleJ:oxn7

for any [(xo,21,...,2n,20)] € 77" (X,x0). It is immediate to check the well-defined’ness.
Let F,F' : X — Met be G-metric actions and 6 : ' = F’ be a G-metric transformation.
Then we have

H;OISDFI [('IO’ ,Il, M ,ﬂjn, xO)]Hﬂio = H;QIF:llilmoF";'Q:Bl ttt F{;'nl'n_lellio"L'nelEO
= F:vlmoF:vz:vl ce an:vn—lFmo:vn
— @F[(x(]a Tly.evy T, 'IO)]’
for any [(zo,z1,...,%n,0)] € 77"(X,z0). Hence 0,, € G gives a morphism 0., : o —
wpr. This correspondence is obviously functorial. This completes the proof. [l

Proposition 5.15. The functor A : Hom(7*(X, zg),G) — PMet{. of Lemma[5I3 is a
category equivalence.

Proof. We show the natural isomorphisms BA = IdHom (a7 (X,20),6) and AB = idPMet%}' For
a homomorphism ¢ : 77"(X, z9) — G, we have

QDF¢[(CUO, T, ..., Ty, To)] = (Fgo):vlmo(Fgo):vzm s (Ftp)momn
= SD[(‘TOa o, X1, xO)]gp[(xO? x1,T2, ‘TO)] cee SD[(‘TO? T, XO, 'IO)]
= ﬂP[(UCO,HUo,xl,xl, cee xn,$n79607960)]
= QO[(.%'O, Tlyew- Ty, 1’0)],
for any [(zo,21,...,Zn,x0)] € 7" (X, 20). Hence we obtain an isomorphism BAy = ¢

that is obviously natural. Conversely, let F' : X — Met be a G-metric action. Then
we have (F,,)s = G and (Fy,)ew = @r[(®0, 2, 2,20)] = FypryoFra Froe. Now we define
a G-metric transformation 0 : F,., = F by 0, = F,,,. It is obvious that we have
Fppby = 0p(F,p)zar, hence it is well-defined and obviously an isomorphism. For a G-
metric transformation 7 : F' = F’, we have (ABT)y = 7o'+ (Fpp)o —> (F;,)x by
the construction. Hence the condition 7,Fy,, = F} s, of the G-metric transformation
implies the naturality of this isomorphism. This completes the proof. O

5.3 Example
We give the following example of fundamental metric group.

Proposition 5.16. Let C), be an undirected n-cycle graph. Then we have

Z with |1| =1 : odd
() { with |1] n : odd,

0 n : even.
Hom(Z,G) n: odd,

0 n: even,
implies that there is only a trivial metric fibration over Coy, and that there is at most one
non-trivial metric fibration over Cop1.

Hence we have that PMetgn o~ for any metric group G, which
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Proof. Let V(Cy) = {v1,...,v,} be the vertex set whose numbering is anti-clockwise. For
Con, it reduces to show that [(vi,v,...,von,v1)] = [(v1,v1)]. Since we have dc,, (vi,v;) =
dcy, (Vi,vg) + dey,, (Vg, v;) for any @ < k < j with j — 4 < n, we obtain that

[(UI,UQ? .. ,’U2n,U1)] - [(vly ey Ungly .. av2navl)]
= [(v1, vn41,v1)]

= [(v1,v1)].

For Cp41, the possible non-trivial element of 77" (Ca,,41) is a concatenation or its inverse of
the element [(vy,...,v2,41,v1)]. Now we have [(v1,...,v2041,01)] = [(V1, Unt1, Unt2,v1)],
by the same argument as above, and

dQ(Cansr,00) (V15 Va1, Vny2,v1), (V1, Vg1, v1))
= dC2n+1 (Un+17 Un+2) + dC2n+1 (Un-i-?v Ul) - dC2n+1 (Un+17 Ul)

= dC2n+1 (Un-i-h Un+2)
=1.

Hence we obtain that |[(vy,...,v2,4+1,v1)]| = 1. This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.17. Note that the cycle graph C,, 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/27Z.

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.

o

6.1 The functor (/—\)

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 29 € X, we define
a metric action F® : X —3 Met as follows. We define that F®0z = Fzxy and F:E0 =
FyrwoFrar Frow + Frg — Fxg for any x,2’ € X. Then it is verified that this deﬁnes a
metric action as follows : We have F20 = Fp FrppFryz = idpg, = id
(F;/Om)il = (Faza:oFx’:vaom/)il = Fx’moFII/FxOx = F;J(:)’ and

Fooge We also have

d Fro  po a, Fxo,,a

Fx()a:”( z'x! " xx! )

deo (Fm”moF ’:v”F:v m’Fm’on :B’Fazoaraa Fm”onmm”Fxoxa)
- dF:v”( T x”me/Fazoxa F:m:” J:oxa)
< dx(.%',.%')—i-dx(x y L )—dx(l',l' )7

for any z,2’,2” € X and a € F*°z.

Lemma 6.2. The correspondence F — Fo defines a fully faithful functor (/—\)mO : Mety —
Metx . Further, it is restricted to a fully faithful functor PMetg( — PMetg( for any metric

group G.

18



Proof. Let 0 : F' = G be a metric transformation. We define a metric transformation
fro : Fro —s G0 by 9“”0 = Oz, CFrop —s Gogia 0z,a. Then we have

ATO NTO _

Gxxla Gm/mo Gmm/Gxomaa:o
= Gm/mo Gmm/evaxom
= Gm/moam/me/Fmox
= amoFm’moanz’Fxom

o B0
= Hﬂﬂ Fa:a:”

hence this certainly defines a metric transformation. It is obvious that ﬁ;m =id and

F=o
(0'9)*0 = §'*op™0, Tt is a faithful functor because G o0z = 0z Frz, implies that 6, = 6.,
for any x € X if two metric transformation 6,6’ satisfies 6., = 0, . By the definition, it is

restricted to a faithful functor PMetg( — PMetg( for any metric group G. Next we show the

fullness. Let 7 : %0 —> G be a metric transformation. Then we have @igxnmo Ff(?x
and F;0, = idp, , G39, = idg, . Hence we obtain that 7, = 7, for any x € X. Now we

define a metric transformation 1 : F = G by 1y = Gaoazg Faz, : F©x —> Gx. Then we
have

G:v:v’ﬁa: = Gy Gmmemo
~
= G:vozv’ Ggox/n$F$$()
~
- Gxox’nx’F;;g/Fxxo
= G:vozv’n:v’F:v’:vo me/FmoxF:v:vo
= Gxox’n:voFx’a:oFmJ:/
= ﬁx’Fxx’,

—~x
hence this certainly defines a metric transformation. We obviously have (7) * = 1, which

implies that the functor (/—\)gc0 is full. The restriction to PMet‘j} — PMet‘j} is immediate.
This completes the proof. O

—x
Lemma 6.3. The functor (—) ’ Metx — Metx is split essentially surjective. Its
restriction PMetg( — PMetg( 1s also split essentially surjective for any metric group G.

Proof. Let FF : X — Met be a metric action. We define a metric transformation 6 :
F* — F by 0, = Fpp : F*°2 — Fx;a — Fyza. It certainly satisfies that

me/am = mm/F:vom
= Fxox’Fx’onmm/Fxom
~zo
= Hx/F:m:’

Further we define a metric transformation =1 : F = F@o by 6, 1 — = Fppy + Fx —
Frog for any x € X. Then we have F:'“d0 0,1 = 0 LF,. similarly to the above, hence it
certainly defines a metric transformatlon It is obviously an isomorphism. The restriction
to PMetg( — PMetg( is immediate. This completes the proof. O

x

Corollary 6.4. The functor (/—\) ° Metx — Metx and its restriction PMetg( —
PMet‘j} for any metric group G are category equivalences.

T

Definition 6.5. (1) We denote the image of the functor (/—\) . Metx —> Mety by

——

Met y .

(2) We denote the full subcategory of Metx that consists of metric actions F' : X — Met
such that Fx 2Y for any x € X and a metric space Y by Met§.
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X

— /\Y'7 — g7
(3) We denote the image of (—) * restricted to Metk and PMet{, by MetXI0 and PMetXmO
respectively.

(4) We denote the full subcategory of Fibx that consists of metric fibrations 7 : E — X
such that 77z 2 Y for any 2 € X and a metric space Y by Fib§.

Y,
Lemma 6.6. (1) We have category equivalences Mety —s MetXI0 and PMet% —
_— G,
PMet
(2) The Grothendieck construction functor E : Metx — Fibx is restricted to the cate-
gory equivalence Met}/( — Fib}/(,

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

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 [£13]).

Lemma 6.7. We have a faithful functor
— A Y : PMeth*?Y — Met.

Proof. Let F' € PMety"®Y. We define a metric action £ ~ Y : X — Met by (F A YY)z =
Yand (F Y )y = Fpw 0 Y — Y. It is immediate to verify that this certainly defines
a metric action. For an AutY-metric transformation 6 : F = G, we define a metric
transformation 0 VY : FAY =G Y by (0 ~Y),=0,:Y — Y;y+— 0,y. Then
it is also immediate to verify that it is a metric transformation. Further, this obviously
defines a faithful functor. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.8. The functor — ~Y : PMeté(”tY — Met}/( 1s split essentially surjective.

Proof. Let F € Met}/( and fix isometries ¢, : Y — Fz by the axiom of choice. We define
an AutY-metric action AutF by (AutF)z = AutY and (AutF),, = <p;,1Fm/cpx- that is a
left multiplication. Then we can verify that it is an AutY-metric action as follows. Note
that we have (AutF)., = ;' Frp@e = idagy and (AutF);l}, = 0 o = (AUtF) gy
We also have that

dAuty((AutF)J;/x//(AutF)xx/, (AutF)mu)
= dAutY(@;ﬁl Fyrgn me/@;llme/SDxa SD;HIme” me)
= dAutY(QD;//l Forgn Frg Pz, SD;HIF:B:B” me)

= Sug dY(QD;//lF:v’:v” me/@xaa SD;HIme” mea)
ac

= sup sz// (F$/x// F$$/a,’ me”a)
acFx

<dx(z,2') +dx(z',2") — dx(z,2").

Now we define a metric transformation ¢ : AutFF Y = F by ¢, : (AutF ~ Y)z =
Y — Fx. Then it certainly satisfies that F. ¢, = @ (AutF ~ YY), and is an isomor-
phism by the definition. This completes the proof. O

Since the category PI\/Iet)A(“tY is a groupoid, the image of the functor — ~ Y is in

coreMet§, where we denote the subcategory that consists of all isomorphisms by core

(Definition 211 (4)).
3% Auty Mo %0
Lemma 6.9. The functor — ~Y : PMety"™" — coreMety ~ is full.
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Proof. Note that we have TAYT = (/—\)gc0 " Y by the definitions. Since the functor

g
(—) ’ PMeth*®Y — PMeth*tY is full by Lemma 6.2, we show that the restriction — ~
— AutY,zo

—Y, X ~ ~ . 3
Y : PMety — coreMetXx0 is full. Let 8 : F"* Y = G™ ~ Y be an isomorphism
Y, .
in MetXmO, where F,G € PMetA""Y. Then we have an isometry 6, : ¥ — Y such that
GorwoGra Guoalds = 0p FyrygFra Fryr for any z,2' € X. Since we have 6, € AutY, we
~ A ——Aut, ) '
obtain a morphism ¢’ : F*° = G* € PMet Xu " defined by 6. = 6,. It is obvious that
we have 0/ ~ Y = 6. This completes the proof. O

—Y.x

Corollary 6.10. The functor A PMeté(“tY — coreMety/ *isa category equiva-
lence.

Corollary 6.11. The categories PMety'® and coreFibY are equivalent.

_——Y,
Proof. Tt follows from Corollary BI0] with coreFib ~ coreMet}. ~ coreMet Xmo by Lemma
6.6l O

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 dawx(f,9) = sup,cx dx(fz,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
dauex (idx, f) < oo, is exactly Aut*X (Example [43]). Note that, if the metric space X has
finite diameter, then we have AutX = Aut“X 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')(p,v) = {h € G' | ¢ = h=14ph} for any homomorphisms
oG — G

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

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 +— Fx = G and F,,» € G such that

_ _ 1
L :B:B_B,Fxl‘/_Fx/ma

i dg(FJ:’a:”Fxx’7 Fxx”) <dx (.%', .%'/) +dx (x/a 1'//) - d)((.%', .%'//).

For extended G-metric actions F' and G, an extended G-metric transformation 0 : F = G
is a family of elements {6, € G},cx such that G0, = 0,/ F,,,. We denote the category
of extended G-metric actions and extended G-metric transformations by EPMetg(.
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The following is obtained from the same arguments in subsection 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
EPMet{. and Hom (77" (X, x0),G) are equivalent.

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

Proposition 6.18. For any metric spaces X andY , the categories EPMeté(“tY and coreFib}/(

are equivalent. Hence metric fibrations with fiber Y are classified by Hom(w7" (X, z¢), G).

7 Cohomological interpretation

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

Definition 7.1. Let X be a metric space, and x1,x9,23 € X. We denote the subset
{z1,29,23} C X by A(z1, 22, 23) and call it a triangle. We define the degeneracy degree of
the triangle A(x1,x9,x3) by

|A(z1, 22, 23)| = min {dx (z;,z;) + dx(zj,zx) — dx(zi, zx) | {,7,k} = {1,2,3}}.

Note that it is enough to consider i, 7, k’s running in the cyclic order to obtain the above
minimum.

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

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

3
ObH'(X;G) = {(aijk) € G | aijrarje = aije, |aijrajpiari;| < \A(ﬂﬁi,wj,xk)!},

and
HY(X;9)((aijr), (bijr)) = {(fij) eg” | aiirfik = fijbz'jk}7

where we denote the conjugation invariant norm on G by | —|. We call an object of
HY(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 (a;i) € HY(X;G), the condition QijkOkje = Qi
implies that a;;; = e and a;;, = a,;jli for any i,j,k € I. Further, for a morphism (f;;), we
have f;; = fj; from the condition a;jx fjr = fijbijx and a;j; = bij; = e.

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

Proof. Let (aix), (biji), (cijr) € ObHY(X;G), and (fi;) : (aiyr) — (bijr) and (fl’]) :
(bijr,) — (cijx) be morphisms. Then (f’o f)i; := fi;f{; defines a morphism ((f' o f)i;) :
(aijr) — (cijk) since we have

aijkfinfix = fisbijefin = fijfiicijn-

It obviously satisfies the associativity. The identity on a;;; is apparently defined by e;; = e,
where e denotes the unit of G. Further, (flgl) defines a morphism (f;;1) : b — aii

)

that is the inverse of (f;;). This completes the proof. O
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Proposition 7.5. We have a faithful functor §: H'(X;G) — Tors%.

Proof. For (a;j;) € ObH(X;G), we define a G-torsor B(a;;x) as follows. Let U = . j)er Gijs
where G;; = g;f 11 g;f =G]]G. We write an element of GJ as g and we denote the iden-
tification G = G4 by the map G — G'; g — go’, where @ € {i,j} for any i # j € . We
define an equivalence relation ~ on U generated by

g7 ~ (gaik)}-

Note that we have g;'.j ~ ggl for any 7,7 € I. We denote the quotient set U/ ~ by B(a;jx)

in the following. Then we have a surjective map 7 : f(a;jx) — X defined by W[g?j

] = ,Ij.
J
For this map 7, we have the following.

Lemma 7.6. For any i,j € I, the map G — 7 1aj;9 — [g;J] is a bijection.

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

[h;.j] for g,h € G. That is, we have elements ayjk,, @k, jkos - - - Ay _1jky € G such that
9Okgjky - - - Aky_1jky = B and kg = ky = ¢. Then the condition a;jraxje = a;j¢ implies that
gaij; = h, hence g = h. This completes the proof. O

Note that Lemma implies that [g;-j | = [h;k] implies that h = ga;j;. Now we can
define a distance function dﬁ(aijk) on fB(a;jk) as follows. Let'e'si e 7 lz; and €j € W*Ixj.
Then there uniquely exist g, h € G such that [g;] = &; and [hY] = ; by Lemma[ZG Then
we define that

AB(as;0) (Eir€5) = dx (i, 25) + dg(g, h).
The non-degeneracy is clear. The symmetry follows from that [gfj | = [gzﬂ] The triangle
inequality is verified as follows. Let g; € 7~ a;, gj € 7T_1$j and e), € 7'z, Suppose that
we have [g] = & = [g/*], [h;]] =€ = [h;jk], and [mik] = ¢x = [m}*]. Then we have
g = g ag;j, M = ha;;, and m = m/a;;;, hence we obtain that

dﬁ(aijk)(€i7 gj) + dﬁ(aijk)(€j7 Ek)
= dx (24, 7j) +dg(g, h) + dx (zj,zx) + dg(h',m)

= dﬁ(aijk)(ei’ €k)-

Now a map 7 : B(a;jr) — X is obviously a 1-Lipschitz map. Further, we verify that it
is a metric fibration as follows. Let z;,z; € X and ¢; € 7 lx;. Suppose that we have
ei = [g97] for g € G. Then ¢; := [g]] € n 1 1
that dg(q,,,)(€i.€5) = dx(zi,z;). Also, for €} = (W] € 71z, we have dp(a;) (€is€5) =
dx (zi,xj)+dg(g, h) = dga,,,,)(€i:€5) +dp(a,,,) (€5, ;). Finally, we equip the metric fibration
7 : B(aijr) — X with a right action by G as [g91h = [(h1g)¥] for any i,j € I and
e € {i,5}. This is well-defined since we have that

[(gaijk);:k]h = [(h*lgal-jk);’“] — [(h""9)?] = [g¥]h.

It is straightforward to verify that this is a G-torsor.

x; is the unique element in 7 x; such
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Next we show the functoriality. Let (fi;) : (aijr) — (bij) € HY(X;G). We construct

amap f. : Blayr) — Bbyx) by (98] = [(9f:)¢] for any i,j € I and e € {i,j}. It is
well-defined since we have that

[(gaijr)}"] = [(gaijkfir)}) = [(9fiibijr)}] = [(9fi)7]-
The map f, obviously preserves fibers, and is an isometry since we have that

Aoy, (Felg?’ ) Felh]) = dago, ((9:9)7 ) (R fig)T])
= dX(xl’xj) + dg(gfl_]’ hfl_])
= dx (xi,z;) + dg(g, h)
= dg(a,,) (197) [17]).

Further, it is G-equivariant since we have that

(Fulg7 Dm = [(9:9)1m = [(m~ 9 f)]] = £.((g7 1m).
The faithfullness is obvious from the construction. This completes the proof. O
Proposition 7.7. The functor B : HY(X;G) — Torsg( is full.

Proof. Let (aijk), (bijr,) € ObH!(X;G) be cocycles, and suppose that we have a morphism
¢ : Blaijr) — B(bijr) in Tors();(. We denote the projections 3(a;jr) — X and B(bsji) —
X by 7, and m, respectively in the following. For any 4,j € I, we have bijections A;; :
G — m,lxjand Byj : G — 7rb_1xj given by g — [g;]] by Lemma Then we define a
map @;j = Bi;1¢Aij : G — G, namely we have gp[gjj] = [(gpl-jg);j]. Now the G-equivariance
of ¢ implies that

plg?] = ¢l(ge)?] = (ple? g™ = [(wije) 197" = [(gi5€) 7],

which implies that ¢;;9 = gy;je by Lemma From this, we obtain that
gk _ kjy _ kjy _ kj
el(gaie)i’] = el(gaijr);’] = [(ri(9aiin));’] = [(gaijrerie);’].

Since we have [g;J] = [(gaijk)gk], we obtain that a;jrprje = (pije)bir by Lemma
Further, since the lift of x; along [gfj | is [gjj | and ¢ preserves the lift, the conditions
(p[g;ﬂ] = [(@ijg)}j] and ¢lg]'] = [(pjig)!’] implies that ¢;; = ¢j;. Hence we obtain a
morphism (gp;j€) : (ajx) — (bijr) in HY(X;G), which satisfies that 3(p;je) = ¢ by the
construction. This completes the proof. O

Definition 7.8. Let 7 : E — X be a G-torsor. For z;,x; € X, we define a local section
of 7 over a pair (x;,x;) as a pair of points (61,6J) € E? such that me; = z;,me; = z; and

g; is the lift of z; along &;. We say that ((¢} ]))(m)ep is a local section of m if each

R
(6?,63»]) is a local section of 7 over a pair (z;,2;) and satisfies that 6 6]2

Proposition 7.9. Let 7 : E — X be a G-torsor. For a local section s = ((aﬁj, 5;j))(i,j)el2
of T, we can construct a cocycle asm € ObHY(X;G). Further, for any two local sections

s,s of w, the corresponding cocycles agm and agm are isomorphic.

Proof. We define a;j;, € G as the unique element such that s;.] aijk = 6§»k. Then (aijx)
satisfies that a;jrax;e = a;j¢ since we have

ij _ _jk _kj e

€j Aijk0kj0 = 6]’ Q40 = €j Q40 = €j .
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Now note that we have €,9 = (eg), for any ¢ € E,x € X and g € G. Hence we have that
ij _ _jk
€ QijkAjkiQkij = €5 AjkiOkij

ik
= (ei )xj Qi Okij

Hence we obtain that

\aijrajriani;| = dp(e? J, ]Jaijkaj]ﬂ'akij)
= dE(ej > ((5?)%):@)
= —dg(e ?7 ) + dp(ey ((E?)xk)xj)

< —dp(ef &)+ dp(e}, (6 )a) + d((e e (€] )a)ay)
= —dx(m'j, i)—i—dx(.%'i,xk)-i-dx(.%’k,xj).

Since the norm | —| on G is conjugation invariant, the value |a;;,a;kiar;;| is invariant under
the cyclic permutation on {4, j, k}, hence we obtain that |a;jrajkiari;| < |A(xs, x5, x)|
Thus we obtain a cocycle asm = (ajjr) € Ole(X G). Suppose that we have local

4, ;‘))(m)ep and s’ = ((uZ ,MJ ))(i.jyer2- Then there exists an element

(fij) € G!* such that (e ijij,eéjfij) = (,ui ,,uj 7). Let asm = (a;;) and agm = (bij5). Then
we obtain that

sections s = ((e

, - " - .

6Z’jaijkfjkbijk 6] kabz]k j bzyk Iu’}j’
which implies that f;; = a”kf]kbwk Hence (fi;) defines a morphism (fi;) : (aijr) — (biji)
in H'(X;G). Since H'(X;G) is a groupoid, this is an isomorphism. This completes the
proof. O

Proposition 7.10. The functor 3 : H'(X;G) — Torsg( is split essentially surjective.

Proof. Let m: E — X be a G-torsor. Fix a local section s = ((6?, ”))(”)612 of m. Let
QT = (aijk) be the cocycle constructed in Proposition [[91 We show that the G-torsors
B(aijr) and 7 are isomorphic. We define a map ¢ : f(a;j,) — E by [g9] s e¥g. Tt is
well-defined since we have that

L
[(gaijn)l"] = elfa gt =g

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

dp(elg?), o)) = dp(ei’ g™ e )

7

= dE(glja Uh g)

7

— dp(Y,&9) + dp(e¥, e h1g)
= dx(a, xj>+dg< L
— dy(any (9], [0).

Further, it is immediately verified that ¢ is G-equivariant. Hence the map ¢ gives an
isomorphsim in TorsY %- This completes the proof. [l

Corollary 7.11. The functor B : HY(X;G) — Torsg( is a category equivalence.
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