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Abstract

In this paper we explore algebraic and geometric structures that arise
on parallelizable manifolds. Given a parallelizable manifold L, there exists
a global trivialization of the tangent bundle, which defines a map ρ

p
: l −→

TpL for each point p ∈ L, where l is some vector space. This allows us
to define a particular class of vector fields, known as fundamental vector
fields, that correspond to each element of l. Furthermore, flows of these
vector fields give rise to a product between elements of l and L, which
in turn induces a local loop structure (i.e. a non-associative analog of
a group). Furthermore, we also define a generalization of a Lie algebra
structure on l. We will describe the properties and examples of these
constructions.
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1 Introduction

The tangent bundle is a fundamental aspect of smooth manifolds, and its global
trivialization, or absolute parallelism, has been a key area of study in differential
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geometry since the field’s emergence in the early 20th century [4, 5]. The study
of parallelizable manifolds, as smooth manifolds with a trivial tangent bundle
are now generally referred to, has been continuing since then in several direc-
tions. One approach, which is more topological in nature, reframed the question
in terms of stably parallelizable manifolds, i.e. manifolds for which the stable
tangent bundle is trivial. Given a real smooth manifold M with tangent bundle
TM , and a trivial rank 1 bundle ε over M (i.e. M × R), the stable tangent
bundle is TM ⊕ ε. The conditions for a manifold to be stably parallelizable
(also known as a π-manifold) in low dimensions can be expressed in terms of
vanishing of certain characteristic classes [7]. It also follows from [2] that in
dimensions 1, 3, and 7, manifolds are parallelizable if and only if they are stably
parallelizable. Another approach, which stems from the origins of Riemannian
geometry, involves the study of flat metric connections on Riemannian manifolds.
Indeed, the existence of a flat metric connection allows to parallel transport a
frame from a single point to the entire manifold, and thus obtain a trivializa-
tion of the tangent bundle. The converse is also trivially true. Generally such
connections will admit torsion and then questions about classification of par-
allelizable manifolds become related to the properties of torsion of flat metric
connections. In [4], Cartan and Schouten have shown initiated this approach by
showing that a Riemannian manifold with a flat metric connection and totally
skew-symmetric torsion is either a compact simple Lie group or the 7-sphere
S7, depending on whether the torsion is parallel or not. A similar classification
in the pseudo-Riemannian case has been obtained by Wolf [16, 17], again under
the assumption of totally skew-symmetric torsion. A more modern treatment
of these approaches has been given in [1]. However, surprisingly, despite signif-
icant efforts from different points of view, there is still no full classification of
parallelizable manifolds and shows that there is still a need to explore properties
of parallelizable manifolds.

This paper builds upon these foundational concepts to explore new algebraic
structures on parallelizable manifold. These structures extend the traditional
notions of Lie algebras and Lie groups, providing a broader perspective on the
geometric and algebraic properties of these manifolds. Indeed, Lie groups form
one of the most well-known classes of parallelizable manifolds and are of course
characterized by a globally defined smooth associative product and a Lie algebra
structure on the tangent space at identity. The associativity property may be
relaxed to consider smooth loops [6]. The 7-sphere from [4] is an example of
a smooth loop, when regarded as the set of unit octonions, and is of course
parallelizable. The smooth product allows to identify any tangent space with
the tangent space at identity, providing a global trivialization of the tangent
bundle. This also allows to define an bracket algebra on the tangent space at
identity, however, this is in general no longer a Lie algebra. As shown in [6],
on a smooth loop we may define a family of brackets, defined for each point of
the loop, leading to a bracket function defined on the loop. The non-constant
nature of this function then leads to a non-trivial right hand side in the Jacobi
identity. On Lie group, the bracket of left- or right-invariant vector fields is
itself left- or right-invariant, respectively, and hence only a unique bracket is
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defined.
In this paper, we expand some of the findings from [6], but for arbitrary

parallelizable manifolds. Indeed, several properties of Lie groups and smooth
loops only depend on the trivialization of the tangent bundle, which is a weaker
property than the existence of a global structure.

In Section 2, our exploration begins with a detailed examination of the global
trivialization of tangent bundles, a defining characteristic of parallelizable man-
ifolds. This global trivialization allows us to define fundamental vector fields,
which are parallel vector fields with respect to the trivial connection. Integral
curves of these vector lead a local loop structure, a non-associative analog of a
group structure. This structure enriches the manifold’s algebraic framework and
opens new avenues for studying its geometric properties. Furthermore, we in-
troduce a generalization of the Lie algebra structure on parallelizable manifolds.
This generalization provides a new perspective on the algebraic underpinnings of
these manifolds and offers new insights into their properties. The interplay be-
tween the geometric and algebraic aspects of parallelizable manifolds, enriched
by these Lie-like structures, is a key focus of this paper. It should be noted that
in the 1960’s, Kikkawa [10, 11] has similarly defined local loop structures based
on geodesics of arbitrary affine connections. However, unlike in the parallelizable
case, such an approach does not allow for a richer algebra structure.

The structure in Section 2 is defined by a parallelizable manifold together
with a fixed trivialization of the tangent bundle. We denote this by the paral-
lelized manifold triple (L, l, ρ), where L is a smooth manifold, l a vector space
which is the model fiber for the tangent bundle, and ρ is a smooth family of
linear isomorphisms from l to each tangent space TpL. We use the trivialization
ρ to define fundamental vector fields on L, for each s ∈ L given by ρs (ξ) for
some ξ ∈ l. These are precisely the parallel vector fields for the flat connection
defined by the trivialization. We also use ρ family of local loop structures ◦s
on l and corresponding bracket algebra structures b(s), together with a family
of trilinear forms a(s) that are defined from differentials of b(s) Theorem 2.24
gives an analogue of the Maurer-Cartan structure equation, while Theorem 2.26
relates the brackets as infinitesimal commutators of the products ◦s. As dis-
cussed above for the case of smooth loops, the bracket function is in general
non-constant on L, and its differential is related to a skew-symmetrization of
infinitesimal associators of the local product on l.

In Section 3 we then define morphisms of parallelized manifolds and study
how the automorphisms of parallelized manifolds interact with the algebraic
operations defined in Section 2. In Theorem 3.8 we prove that the automorphism
group of (L, l, ρ) is a finite-dimensional Lie subgroup of the diffeomorphism
group of L.

As a particular example, in Section 4 we consider explicit trivializations of
products of spheres, as given in [3, 14, 15]. As shown by Kervaire in [9], any
product of spheres that contains an odd-dimensional sphere, is parallelizable.
However, we consider a simpler examples of Sm × S1 and Sm × N , where m
is arbitrary and N is any parallelizable manifold. The parallelizability of these
spaces follows immediately from the fact that any sphere is stably parallelizable.
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We find that in the case of L =Sm × S1, the standard trivialization yields a
family of bracket algebras b(x), for x ∈ Sm, each of which is isomorphic to the
semidirect sum Lie algebra R

n ⊕S R. Moreover, considering the triple product
a(x), the algebraic structure

(

l, a(x)
)

is that of a Lie triple system [8]. We also
explicitly compute the local product ◦s on l in certain special cases and find
that the automorphism group Ψ (L) ∼= SO (n+ 1)× U (1).

In the more general case of L =Sm × N , we compute the brackets and the
Jacobi identity, finding that for instance, in the case of N = Sn × S1, for
some values of s ∈ L, then bracket b(s) does not satisfy the Jacobi identity, so
generally, parallelizable manifolds do indeed induce an algebraic structure that
is more general than a Lie algebra or a Lie triple system.

Overall, we see that the framework presented in this paper allows to asso-
ciate certain algebraic structures to parallelized manifolds. This paves the way
towards using such algebraic invariants to study and classify parallelizable man-
ifolds. Moreover, this approach is also easily adaptable to the broader class of
stably parallelizable manifolds as well, as the example of Sm × S1 shows.
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2 Parallelized manifolds

Suppose L is a connected smooth real n-dimensional manifold, with a trivializ-
able tangent bundle TL ∼= L×R

n. Now given an n-dimensional real vector space
l, the global trivialization of TL induces a diffeomorphism ρ : L × l −→ TL,
such that

L× l ∋ (p, ξ) 7→ ρp (ξ) ∈ TpL, (2.1)

with ρp : l −→ TpL being a linear isomorphism for each p ∈ L.

Definition 2.1 The fundamental vector field for ξ ∈ l of TL is defined to be
the smooth vector field ρ (ξ) ∈ Γ (TL).

In particular, a choice of basis on l induces a global frame of TL, or equiva-
lently a section of the corresponding frame bundle FL. A change of trivialization
is equivalent to a GL (R, n) gauge transformation of FL, while a change of basis
of l corresponds to the right action of GL (R, n) on the principal bundle FL.

More explicitly, suppose {Xi}
n
i=1 is a frame of TL. Then, assuming we have

a basis {ei}
n
i=1 on l, define the corresponding trivialization ρ so that ρ (ei) = Xi

and hence
L× l ∋ (p, ξ) 7→ ξi Xi|p ∈ TpL.

Definition 2.2 The triple (L, l, ρ), as above, will be called a parallelized mani-
fold, i.e. a parallelizable manifold with a fixed trivialization.
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Remark 2.3 The above definition is almost equivalent to the notion of abso-
lute parallelism. Absolute parallelism is defined as a smooth family of linear
isomorphisms φpq : TqL −→ TpL for each pair of points p, q ∈ L. Given an ab-
solute parallelism and fixing one of the tangent spaces as th vector space l gives
the parallelized manifold definition. Conversely, given the linear maps ρp from
(2.1), an absolute parallelism is defined as φpq = ρpρ

−1
q .

Example 2.4 Any Lie group can be parallelized via left translation or right
translation. In that case, l corresponds to the Lie algebra, and ρ is either the
left or right translation map.

Example 2.5 Any smooth loop (i.e. a smooth quasigroup with identity and
smooth products and quotients) is parallelizable, in the same way a Lie group
[6]. In that case, l corresponds to the tangent algebra at identity. A specific
example is S7, regarded as the loop of unit octonions.

Example 2.6 Any orientable 3-dimensional manifold is parallelizable. For ex-
ample, S2 × S1 and 3-dimensional lens spaces L (p; q), as well as S3, but this is
of course also a Lie group.

Example 2.7 A 4-manifold is parallelizable if and only if the Stiefel-Whitney
classes w1, w2 vanish, the Euler characteristic vanishes, and the first Pontryagin
class vanishes.

Example 2.8 Products of parallelizable manifolds are parallelizable.

Example 2.9 As shown by Kervaire in [9], a product of spheres, where at least
one of the spheres is odd-dimensional, is parallelizable. Explicit parallelizations
of products of spheres have been demonstrated in [14, 15].

Remark 2.10 In general, parallelizability of a manifold is a property of the
smooth structure, rather than the underlying topological space. Indeed, as shown
by Milnor [12, Corollary 1], one may have two smooth manifolds that are home-
omorphic, but one is parallelizable, while the other one is not. However, in
certain situations, the parallelizability does reduce to topological considerations.
A manifold is known as stably parallelizable if its stable tangent bundle TM⊕ε,
where ε is a trivial rank 1 bundle, is trivial. Such manifolds are also known as
framed manifolds or π-manifolds. Stable parallelizability is in some cases equiv-
alent to the vanishing of certain characteristic classes [7]. As shown in [2], an
n-dimensional stably parallelizable manifold is parallelizable if and only if Sn is
parallelizable. This of course happens for n = 1, 3, 7. Hence in these dimensions,
parallelizability is equivalent to stable parallelizability.

To investigate properties of parallelizable manifolds using approaches from
Riemannian geometry, we may use ρ to define a metric and a connection on L.

Definition 2.11 Given the triple (L, l, ρ) and any inner product 〈〉 on l, define
the metric g on L as the pullback metric with respect to ρ−1, i.e. for s ∈ L, and
Xs, Ys ∈ TsL,

gs (Xs, Ys) =
〈

ρ−1
s (Xp) , ρ

−1
s (Yp)

〉

. (2.2)
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Definition 2.12 Given the triple (L, l, ρ) , define the flat connection ∇ =
(

ρ−1
)∗

d,
so that

∇ = ρ ◦ d ◦ ρ−1. (2.3)

Lemma 2.13 The metric and the flat connection satisfy the following proper-
ties.

1. ∇ is a metric connection with respect to g.

2. Every fundamental vector field has constant norm.

Proof. Both of these properties follow immediately from the definitions.

1. Suppose X and Y are two vector fields, then

g (∇X,Y ) + g (X,∇Y ) = g
(

ρ
(

d
(

ρ−1X
))

, Y
)

+g
(

X, ρ
(

d
(

ρ−1Y
)))

=
〈

d
(

ρ−1X
)

, ρ−1Y
〉

+
〈

ρ−1X, d
(

ρ−1Y
)〉

= d
(〈

ρ−1X, ρ−1Y
〉)

= d (g (X,Y )) ,

hence ∇ is metric.

2. Suppose X = ρ (ξ) is a fundamental vector field, then it is nowhere zero,
and

d
(

‖X‖
2
)

= d (g (ρ (ξ) , ρ (ξ))) = d (〈ξ, ξ〉) = 0,

hence ‖X‖ is constant.

Remark 2.14 Given a vector field X ∈ Γ (TL) and s ∈ L, consider the maximal
integral curve γX,s on L of the vector field X through a point s ∈ L. If L is
compact, then every vector field on L is complete, and hence γX,s (t) is defined
for all t. If L is non-compact, consider the global frame {Xi} on L. Each Xi

is nowhere-vanishing, and given an arbitrary complete Riemannian metric on L

(which always exists if L is connected [13]) we can rescale each of these vector
fields to be of unit norm everywhere. Then, as it is well-known, unit norm vector
fields on a complete Riemannian manifold are complete. Hence, by normalizing
the global frame, we may assume that the fundamental vector fields are complete.
Thus, for non-compact manifolds, without loss of generality, we’ll consider only
complete trivializations, i.e. those for which the fundamental vector fields are
complete. Then, if X is fundamental, then γX,s (t) is defined for all t. We will
assume that L is connected or compact.

6



Let ξ ∈ l and define the flow diffeomorphisms Φξ,t : L −→ L of ξ via

Φξ,t (s) = γρ(ξ),s (t) , (2.4)

with γρ(ξ),s (0) = s. By definition of integral curves, Φξ,t (s) is the solution of
the following initial value problem:

{

dp(t)
dt

= ρ (ξ)|p(t)
p (0) = s

. (2.5)

Since ρ (ξ) is assumed to be complete, the maps Φξ,t are defined for all t,
and in particular, for each a ∈ R, Φaξ,t = Φξ,at, and this motivates the following
definition.

Definition 2.15 The product operation µ on l and L is the map µ : l×L −→ L

defined by
µ (ξ, s) = Φξ,1 (s) , (2.6)

where ξ ∈ l, s ∈ L. In particular, we will denote this product by ξ · s. Define the
left and right product maps:

1. For each ξ ∈ l, Lξ : L −→ L

2. For each s ∈ L, Rs : l −→ L.

Example 2.16 Suppose L is a Lie group and ρ is the right-invariant trivializa-
tion of the tangent bundle. Then, l is just the tangent space at identity, i.e. the
corresponding Lie algebra, and ξ · s = exp (ξ) s, where exp is the standard Lie
algebra exponential map.

Lemma 2.17 Let ξ, η ∈ l. The product operation has the following properties:

1. For t1, t2 ∈ R, (t1ξ) · ((t2ξ) · s) = ((t1 + t2) ξ) · s.

2. For any s ∈ L, 0 · s = s.

3. Lξ is a diffeomorphism with L−1
ξ = L−ξ.

4. dRs|0 = ρs.

5. For each s ∈ L, Rs is a local diffeomorphism, and hence the right quotient
R−1

s is defined in some neighborhood of s.

6. Suppose p (t) is a curve in L with p (0) = p. Assuming that p/s is defined,
we have

d

dt
R−1

tξ·s (p (t))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=
d

dt
p (t) /s

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

−
d

dt
(p/s) ◦s (tξ) .

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

(2.7)
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Proof. The first three properties immediately follow from the definition and
the properties of the flow diffeomorphism Φξ,t. For the fourth item, let ξ ∈ l

and consider the straight line from the origin tξ. Then,

dRs|0 (ξ) =
d

dt
Rs (tξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=
d

dt
Φξ,t (s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

= ρs (ξ) ,

by definition of Rs.
This shows that dRs|0 = ρs, hence is an isomorphism, and thus by the

Inverse Function Theorem is a local diffeomorphism.
Now for sufficiently small t, consider

p (t) =
(

R−1
tξ·s (p (t))

)

· (tξ · s)

Then, differentiating both sides, and noting that R−1
tξ·s (p (t))

∣

∣

∣

t=0
= p/s, we have

d

dt
p (t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=
d

dt

(

R−1
tξ·s (p (t))

)

· (tξ · s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=
d

dt

(

R−1
tξ·s (p (t))

)

· s

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

+
d

dt
((p/s) · (tξ · s))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

Applying ρ−1
s to both sides, and noting that dRs|0 = ρs, we find

d

dt

(

R−1
tξ·s (p (t))

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=
d

dt
p (t) /s

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

−
d

dt
(p/s) ◦s (tξ) .

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

Remark 2.18 Lemma 2.17 shows that for each s ∈ L, we may define a local
loop structure on l. Indeed, suppose ξ, η ∈ l are in a sufficiently small neighbor-
hood of 0 ∈ l. Then, define

η ◦s ξ = (η · (ξ · s)) /s ∈ l. (2.8)

With respect to this product, we see that 0 ∈ l is a two-sided identity element.
The right quotient with respect to ◦s is defined by

ξ/sη = (ξ · s) / (η · s) , (2.9)

while the left quotient is given by

ξ\sη = (ξ\ (η · s)) /s. (2.10)
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Equivalently, we may define a product on a neighborhood of s. Given p, q in a
sufficiently small neighborhood of s ∈ L, define

p ◦s q = (p/s) · q. (2.11)

Note that if p = ξ · s and q = η · s, then p ◦s q = (ξ ◦s η) · s. Similarly, the
quotients are also defined.

Lemma 2.19 The product ◦s is power-associative. In particular, for any ξ ∈ l,
the powers ξn = nξ are defined unambiguously and independently of s.

Proof. Let ξ ∈ l. Firstly, for real numbers t1 and t2 consider

(t1ξ) ◦s (t2ξ) = ((t1ξ) · ((t2ξ) · s)) /s

= (t1 + t2) ξ.

Hence ξ ◦s ξ = 2ξ. Now, for third powers

(ξ ◦s ξ) ◦s ξ = (2ξ) ◦s ξ = 3ξ = ξ ◦s (ξ ◦s ξ) .

By induction we can see that for any integer power n, ξn = nξ.

Theorem 2.20 Suppose L is connected and s ∈ L, then any element p ∈ L can
be written as p = ξ1 · (ξ2 · ... (ξk · s)) , for some finite sequence {ξ1, ..., ξk} in l.

Proof. Let W ⊂ L be the subset of elements of L that can be represented as a
product of s by some finite sequence of elements of l on the left. We will show
that W is both closed and open, and hence L =W.

First note that since for each p ∈ L, Rp is a local diffeomorphism of a
neighborhood of 0 ∈ l to a neighborhood of p ∈ L, we see that there exists an
open neighborhood Vp of p, where each q ∈ Vp is given by η · p for some η ∈ L.

Now let w ∈ W, then by the above, there exists an open neighborhood Vw

of w, where each q ∈ Vw is given by η · w. In particular, Vw ⊂ W, and hence W
is open.

To show that W is closed, consider a converging sequence pi −→ p with each
pi ∈ W. Then, for N large enough, we will have pN ∈ Vp. In other words, we
will have pN = η · p, for some η ∈ l. This implies that p = (−η) · pN ∈ W, and
thus W is closed.

Remark 2.21 The above result shows that given a fixed s ∈ L, any other ele-
ment of L may be reached in a finite number of “steps”, i.e. left multiplications
by elements of l. Thus, we may define a discrete “distance” function d (p, q) for
points p, q ∈ L given by the minimum number of steps needed to reach q from p.

Given a trivialization ρ and fixing a point s ∈ L, we induce a bracket on l.
Let ξ, η ∈ l. Then,

[ξ, η]
(ρ,s)

= −ρ−1
s ( [ρ (ξ) , ρ (η)]|s) . (2.12)

9



Note that here we have the negative sign to be compatible with [6] and also to
follow the same convention as right-invariant vector fields on Lie groups. As
before, if {Xi}

n
i=1 is a frame of TL, suppose the brackets of the frame elements

are given by
[Xi, Xj ] = ckijXk, (2.13)

where ckij are smooth F-valued functions on M. Then,

[ξ, η]
(ρ,s)

= −ρ−1
s

([

ξiXi, η
jXj

]∣

∣

s

)

. (2.14)

= −ρ−1
s

(

ξiηjckij (s) Xk|s
)

, (2.15)

and therefore
[ξ, η]

(ρ,s)
= −ξiηjckij (s) ek (2.16)

Define the bracket function

b(ρ) : L −→ Λ2l∗ ⊗ l (2.17)

given by

b(ρ) (s) (ξ, η) = [ξ, η](ρ,s)

for any s ∈ L and ξ, η ∈ l. We can also define the ad map:

ad
(ρ,s)
ξ : l −→ l

by

ad
(ρ,s)
ξ (η) = [ξ, η]

(ρ,s)
.

Definition 2.22 Let the Maurer-Cartan form θ(ρ) ∈ Ω1 (L, l) be an l-valued
1-form, defined by

θ(ρ)
∣

∣

∣

s
(X) = ρ−1

s (X) (2.18)

for any X ∈ TsM, where s ∈ M. In particular, for any η ∈ l, given a fundamen-
tal vector field ρ (η) ,

θ(ρ) (ρ (η)) = η. (2.19)

In particular, we can now rewrite (2.12) as

b(ρ)
(

θ(ρ) (X) , θ(ρ) (Y )
)

= −θ(ρ) ([X,Y ]) . (2.20)

Remark 2.23 To simplify notation, we will drop (ρ) from b and θ. We still
need to remember that these objects depend on the trivialization ρ, but once the
trivialization is fixed, it is not necessary to keep writing it.

Theorem 2.24 (Structural Equation) The 1-form θ satisfies the following
relation.

dθ −
1

2
b (θ, θ) = 0, (2.21)

where b (θ, θ) is the bracket of l-valued 1-forms such that for any X,Y ∈ TpL,
1
2 b (θ, θ)|s (X,Y ) = [θ (X) , θ (Y )]

(s)
.
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Proof. It is sufficient to check this for fundamental sections of TL. LetX = ρ (ξ)
and Y = ρ (η) for ξ, η ∈ l. Then from (2.18),

(dθ) (X,Y ) = X (θ (Y ))− Y (θ (X))− θ ([X,Y ])

= X (η)− Y (ξ)− θ ([X,Y ])

= b (θ (X) , θ (Y )) ,

where we have used (2.20) and the fact that η and ξ are constant.
Applying the exterior derivative to the structural equation, we find the gen-

eralization of the Jacobi identity:

Theorem 2.25 (Generalized Jacobi identity) The bracket b and the Maurer-
Cartan form θ satisfy:

b (θ, b (θ, θ)) = (db) (θ, θ) , (2.22)

where exterior derivatives are implied.

Define the skew-associator map a : L −→ Λ2l∗ ⊗ l∗ ⊗ l such that for s ∈ L

and ξ, η, γ ∈ l,
a(s) (ξ, η, γ) = dρ(γ)b (ξ, η)

∣

∣

p
. (2.23)

Suppose ξ, η, γ ∈ l. Then, substituting ρ (ξ) , ρ (η) , ρ (γ) ∈ Γ (TL) into (2.22)
and evaluating at a point s ∈ L gives

[

ξ, [η, γ]
(s)

](s)

+
[

η, [γ, ξ]
(s)

](s)

+
[

γ, [ξ, η]
(s)

](s)

= a(s) (ξ, η, γ) (2.24)

+a(s) (η, γ, ξ)

+a(s) (γ, ξ, η) .

We thus see that the obstruction to satisfying the Jacobi identity is precisely
the cyclic permutation of a or equivalently db. In particular, if b is constant,
then l is a Lie algebra. In this case, the bracket is independent of p, and l has
a unique bracket that satisfies the Jacobi identity.

Both the bracket and the skew-associator maps can be related to the product
◦son l. In particular, as we see below, the bracket is the infinitesimal commutator
of ◦s and a(s) is a skew-symmetrization of the infinitesimal associator of ◦s.

Theorem 2.26 Let ξ, η, γ ∈ l, and s ∈ L, then

[ξ, η](s) =
d2

dt1dt2
((t1ξ) ◦s (t2η)− (t2η) ◦s (t1ξ))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t1=t2=0

(2.25a)

a(s) (ξ, η, γ) = [ξ, η, γ]
(s)

− [η, ξ, γ]
(s)

, (2.25b)

where

[ξ, η, γ]
(s)

=
d3

dt1dt2dt3
((t1ξ) ◦s ((t2η) ◦s (t3γ))− ((t1ξ) ◦s (t2η)) ◦s (t3γ))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t1=t2=t3=0

.
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Proof. By definition (2.12), we have

[ξ, η](s) = −ρ−1
s ( [X,Y ]|s) . (2.26)

where X = ρ (ξ) and Y = ρ (η) are vector fields on L. However, the bracket of
two vector fields X and Y is given by

[X,Y ]s =
d

dt

((

Φ−1
ξ,t

)

∗

(

YΦξ,t(s)

)

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

, (2.27)

where Φξ,t is the flow generated by X, and hence, Φξ,t (s) = (tξ) · s. Therefore

YΦξ,t(s) = ρ(tξ·s) (η) .

Hence
(

Φ−1
ξ,t

)

∗

(

YΦξ,t(s)

)

=
(

L−1
tξ

)

∗
ρ(tξ·s) (η) , (2.28)

and from Lemma 2.17, L−1
tξ = L−tξ. Then, differentiating, we find that

d

dt

(

(L−tξ)∗ ρ(tξ·s) (η)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=
d

dt

(

ρ(tξ·s) (η)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

−
d

dt

(

(Ltξ)∗ ρ(s) (η)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

.

Also from Lemma 2.17, we know that ρ(s) = (Rs)∗|0 . Hence, since for some
parameter t2, t2η is a path in l through 0 with tangent vector η at 0, we can
rewrite

ρ(tξ·s) (η) = (Rtξ·s)∗
∣

∣

0
(η)

=
d

dt2
((t2η) · (tξ · s))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t2=0

=
d

dt2
Rs ((t2η) ◦s (tξ))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t2=0

and similarly,

(Ltξ)∗ ρ(s) (η) = (Ltξ)∗
∣

∣

s
(Rs)∗|0 (η)

=
d

dt2
(tξ) · ((t2η) · s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t2=0

=
d

dt2
Rs ((tξ) ◦s (t2η))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t2=0

Overall,

[X,Y ]|s = (Rs)∗
d2

dt1dt2
((t2η) ◦s (t1ξ)− (t1ξ) ◦s (t2η))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t1=t2=0

,

and therefore, we indeed get (2.25a).
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Now consider

d3

dt1dt2dt3
(t1ξ) ◦(t3γ·s) (t2η)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t1=t2=t3=0

.

Expanding, we get

(t1ξ) ◦(t3γ·s) (t2η) = (Rt3γ·s)
−1

((t1ξ) · ((t2η) · (t3γ · s)))

= (Rt3γ·s)
−1

(((t1ξ) ◦s ((t2η) ◦s (t3γ))) · s) .

Using (2.7) with p (t3) = ((t1ξ) ◦s ((t2η) ◦s (t3γ))) · s, we find

d

dt3
(Rt3γ·s)

−1
(((t1ξ) ◦s ((t2η) ◦s (t3γ))) · s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t3=0

=
d

dt3
(t1ξ) ◦s ((t2η) ◦s (t3γ))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t3=0

−
d

dt3
((t1ξ) ◦s (t2η)) ◦s (t3γ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t3=0

.

Hence,
d3

dt1dt2dt3
(t1ξ) ◦(t3γ·s) (t2η)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t1=t2=t3=0

= [ξ, η, γ](s) .

Consider now
dρ(γ)b (ξ, η)

∣

∣

s
= a(s) (ξ, η, γ) ,

where we use the definition of a(s) (2.23). However, from (2.25a),

dρ(γ)b (ξ, η)
∣

∣

s
=

d

dt3
[ξ, η]t3γ·s

∣

∣

∣

∣

t3=0

=
d3

dt1dt2dt3

(

(t1ξ) ◦(t3γ·s) (t2η)− (t2η) ◦(t3γ·s) (t2ξ)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t1=t2=t3=0

= [ξ, η, γ]
(s)

− [η, ξ, γ]
(s)

.

So indeed,

a(s) (ξ, η, γ) = [ξ, η, γ](s) − [η, ξ, γ](s) .

Consider now the connection ∇ from (2.3). Its torsion T (X,Y ) for vector
fields X and Y is given by

T (X,Y ) = ∇XY −∇Y X − [X,Y ] ,

so in particular for X = ρ (ξ) and Y = ρ (η) , for ξ, η ∈ l, we have

T (ρ (ξ) , ρ (η)) = − [ρ (ξ) , ρ (η)] .

Hence, using (2.12), we find that at a point s ∈ L, we have

T (ρ (ξ) , ρ (η))s = ρs

(

[ξ, η]
(ρ,s)

)

. (2.29)
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Now let Z = ρ (γ) for γ ∈ l, hence

gs (T (ρ (ξ) , ρ (η))s , ρs (γ)) =
〈

[ξ, η]
(ρ,s)

, γ
〉

. (2.30)

Recall that a torsion of a metric connection is said to be totally skew-symmetric
if for any vector fields X,Y, Z,

g (T (X,Y ) , Z) = −g (Y, T (X,Z)) . (2.31)

From (2.30), we see that the torsion of the flat connection ∇ is totally skew-
symmetric if and only if for any s ∈ L,

〈

[ξ, η]
(ρ,s)

, γ
〉

= −
〈

η, [ξ, γ]
(ρ,s)

〉

. (2.32)

Equivalently, for any ξ ∈ l and any s ∈ L, the map ad
(ρ,s)
ξ is skew-adjoint with

respect to the inner product on l.
Moreover, consider ∇T. Then,

(

∇ρ(γ)T
)

(ρ (ξ) , ρ (η)) = ∇ρ(γ) (T (ρ (ξ) , ρ (η)))

= ∇ρ(γ) (ρ (b (ξ, η)))

= ρ
(

dρ(γ) (b (ξ, η))
)

= ρ (a (ξ, η, γ)) .

A classical theorem by Cartan and Schouten [4] (and [1] for a more modern
treatment) states the following.

Theorem 2.27 ([4]) Let (M, g) be a simply-connected, complete irreducible
Riemannian manifold with a flat metric connection ∇ with a non-zero totally
skew-symmetric torsion T. Then

1. If ∇T = 0, then M is isometric to a compact simple Lie groups.

2. If ∇T 6= 0, then M is isometric to S7.

In our formulation, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.28 Suppose (L, l, ρ) is a parallelized manifold. If for s ∈ L, there

exists a smooth family of inner products 〈·, ·〉s on l such that the bracket [·, ·]
(ρ,s)

is skew-adjoint with respect to it, then there exists a parallelization ρ̃ of L and
an inner product 〈·, ·〉 on l, such that the Riemannian manifold (L, g) with g =
〈

ρ̃−1, ρ̃−1
〉

is isometric to a product of compact simple Lie groups and copies of
S7.

Proof. Suppose for each s ∈ L, 〈·, ·〉s is such that for any ξ, η, γ ∈ l,

〈

[ξ, η]
(ρ,s)

, γ
〉

s
= −

〈

η, [ξ, γ]
(ρ,s)

〉

s
.
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Then, choosing any inner product 〈·, ·〉 on l, we can write 〈ξ, η〉s =
〈

Q−1
s ξ,Q−1

s η
〉

,
for some map Qs ∈ GL (l) . Since the family of inner products is smooth, we
obtain a smooth family of maps Qs. Now define a new parallelization of L given
by ρ̃s = ρs ◦Qs. Then,

g (X,Y )|s =
〈

ρ̃−1
s X, ρ̃−1

s Y
〉

=
〈

Q−1
s ρ−1

s X,Q−1
s ρ−1

s Y
〉

=
〈

ρ−1
s X, ρ−1

s Y
〉

s
.

In particular, note that by definition (2.12)

[ξ, η]
(ρ̃,s)

= −ρ̃−1
s ( [ρ̃ (ξ) , ρ̃ (η)]|s)

= −Q−1
s ρ−1

s ( [ρ (Q (ξ)) , ρ (Q (η))]|s)

= Q−1
s [Qs (ξ) , Qs (η)]

(ρ,s)

and hence
〈

[ξ, η]
(ρ̃,s)

, γ
〉

=
〈

Q−1
s [Qs (ξ) , Qs (η)]

(ρ,s)
, γ

〉

=
〈

[Qs (ξ) , Qs (η)]
(ρ,s) , Qs (γ)

〉

= −
〈

Qs (η) , [Qs (ξ) , Qs (γ)]
(ρ,s)

〉

= −
〈

η, [ξ, γ]
(ρ̃,s)

〉

.

In particular, we now see that with g and ∇ defined using ρ̃, the torsion of ∇
satisfies (2.31), and hence by Theorem 2.27, (L, g) is isometric to a product of
compact simple Lie groups and copies of S7.

3 Automorphisms

Definition 3.1 The category of (complete, connected) parallelized manifolds is
defined in the following way. An object in this category is the triple (L, l, ρ) ,
where L is an n-dimensional parallelizable connected manifold, l is an n-dimensional
vector space, and ρ is the trivialization map, such that the fundamental vector
fields are complete.

Suppose (L1, l1, ρ1) and (L2, l2, ρ2) are two parallelized manifolds, then a
morphism between them is a smooth map h : L1 −→ L2 for which there exists a
linear map h′ : l1 −→ l2 such that the following diagram commutes

TpL1 Th(p)L2

l1 l2

h∗|p

(ρ1)p

h′

(ρ2)h(p)
(3.1)

We will refer to (h, h′) as a compatible pair.
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Remark 3.2 the notation h′ is appropriate since this map is closely related to
the derivative of h. Any smooth h will induce an invertible linear map h′

p =

ρ−1
f(p) ◦ h∗|p ◦ρp : l1 −→ l2, however in general it will depend on p. The key point

of the above definition is that for a morphism of parallelized manifolds, h′
p is

independent of p. A morphism between parallelized manifolds is a special case of
a vector bundle morphism. Indeed, consider the tangent bundles TL1 and TL2.
Then, the bundle map

(

h, ρ2 ◦ h
′ ◦ ρ−1

1

)

: TL1 −→ TL2 covers h : L1 −→ L2

and induces a linear map of each fiber.

Example 3.3 Suppose we have a parallelized manifold (L, l, ρ1), then any lin-
ear isomorphism of the vector space l induces an isomorphism of parallelized
manifolds. Indeed, suppose h′ : l −→ l is an invertible linear map. Then, the
compatible pair (id, h′), where id is the identity map on L, give an isomorphism

from (L, l, ρ1) to (L, l, ρ2) , where ρ2 = ρ1 ◦ (h′)−1 . This just corresponds to a
GL (n) transformation of the global frame on TL.

Lemma 3.4 Suppose (L1, l1, ρ1) and (L2, l2, ρ2) are two parallelized manifolds.
A pair (h, h′) of a smooth map h : L1 −→ L2 and a linear map h′ : l1 −→ l2
satisfy the definition of a morphism of parallelized manifolds if and only if for
any s ∈ L1 and ξ ∈ l1,

h (ξ · s) = h′ (ξ) · h (s) . (3.2)

Proof. Let ξ ∈ l1, and let s ∈ L. Recall that ξ · s = γρ1(ξ),s
(1) is the solution

x (1) at t = 1 of the initial value problem
{

dx(t)
dt

= ρ1 (ξ)x(t)
x (0) = s

.

Then, applying h∗ to the equation, we get

h∗|x(t)

(

dx (t)

dt

)

=
d (h (x (t)))

dt
(3.3)

= h∗|x(t)

(

ρ1 (ξ)x(t)

)

Suppose now the pair (h, h′) satisfies the definition of a morphism of paral-
lelized manifolds. Using the property of h′ from (3.1), we have

h∗|x(t)

(

ρ1 (ξ)x(t)

)

= ρ2 (h
′ (ξ))h(x(t)) .

Therefore, we see that y = h (x (t)) satisfies the equation
{

dy(t)
dt

= ρ2 (h
′ (ξ))y(t)

y (0) = h (s)
(3.4)

and overall we see that y (t) = γρ2(ξ),h(s)
(t) For t = 1, we hence have

h (ξ · s) = h′ (ξ) · h (s) .
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Conversely, suppose (3.2) holds for any s ∈ L1 and ξ ∈ l1. Then, we have

h (tξ · s) = (th′ (ξ)) · h (s) . (3.5)

Differentiating both sides, we find

h∗|x(t)

(

ρ1 (ξ)x(t)

)

= ρ2 (h
′ (ξ))y(t) ,

where x (t) = tξ · s and y (t) = (th′ (ξ)) · h (s) = h (x (t)). Setting t = 0, we find
that the pair (h, h′) indeed satisfies the definition of a morphism of parallelizable
manifolds.

Example 3.5 In the case of Lie groups, the definition of a morphism of paral-
lelized manifolds is equivalent to taking the pair of a Lie group homomorphism
and its differential at identity.

Definition 3.6 Suppose (L, l, ρ) is a parallelized manifold. Then, an automor-
phism of (L, l, ρ) is a diffeomorphism h : L −→ L for which there exists an
invertible linear map h′ : l −→ l, such that the following diagram commutes

TpL Th(p)L

l l

h∗|p

(ρ)p

h′

(ρ)h(p)
(3.6)

Remark 3.7 Given a trivialization ρ, we may define the trivial connection ∇
on TL via

∇ = ρ ◦ d ◦ ρ−1, (3.7)

where ρ is interpreted now as a map ρ : C∞ (L, l) −→ Γ (TL) . Given a diffeo-
morphism h of L, the pullback connection h∗∇ is defined via

h∗∇ = h−1
∗ ◦ ∇ ◦ h∗ (3.8)

= h−1
∗ ◦ ρ ◦ d ◦ ρ−1 ◦ h∗.

Setting h′ = ρ−1 ◦ h∗ ◦ ρ, we get

h∗∇ = ρ−1 ◦ (h′)
−1

◦ d ◦ h ◦ ρ.

Hence we see that h∗∇ = ∇ if and only if h′ is constant and equivalently h
is an automorphism of (L, l, ρ) . In other words, h is a connection-preserving
diffeomorphism, or as it is also known as, an affine diffeomorphism for the
trivial connection ∇.

The set of automorphisms of (L, l, ρ) is clearly non-empty, since the identity
map is always an automorphism, and it’s clearly a Lie group, with the Lie group
structure induced from Diff (L). Let us denote it by Ψ (L, l, ρ) , or just Ψ if there
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is no ambiguity. Each h ∈ Ψ(L, l, ρ) defines a corresponding linear isomorphism
h′ of l, so denote this subgroup of GL (l) by Ψ′ (L, l, ρ) , or just Ψ′ if there is no
ambiguity. Under an automorphism, a fundamental vector field ρ (ξ) is pushed
forward to ρ (h′ (ξ)) . The map h 7→ h′ is a Lie group homomorphism, so Ψ′ is a
Lie group of dimension at most n2 where n = dimL.

Let π : Ψ −→ Ψ′ be the homomorphism that takes h to h′. Let p and p′ be the
Lie algebras of Ψ and Ψ′, respectively, then at least for small t, π

(

expp (tη)
)

=
expp′ (tπ∗η) for η ∈ p.

Theorem 3.8 Suppose L is a connected parallelizable manifold of dimension n.
The automorphism group Ψ = Ψ(L, l, ρ) of (L, l, ρ) is a finite-dimensional Lie
group of dimension at most n2 + n.

Proof. The Lie group structure of Ψ is clearly induced from Diff (L) , so it is
sufficient to show that Ψ is a finite-dimensional manifold. Fix any s ∈ L, and
define the smooth map Ψ −→ Ψ′ × L given for any h ∈ Ψ by

h 7→ (h′, h (s)) (3.9)

where h′ ∈ GL (l) is the corresponding element of Ψ′. We will show that this
map is injective. Indeed, suppose h̃ ∈ Ψ also maps to (h′, h (s)) . Then, consider
k = h−1h̃ 7→ (id, s) . Recall from Theorem 2.20 that any element p ∈ L can be
written as a finite product p = ξ1 · (ξ2 · ... (ξm · s)) for ξi ∈ l. Then, applying k
to p using Lemma 3.4 gives

k (p) = k′ (ξ1) · (k
′ (ξ2) · ... (k

′ (ξm) · k (s))) = p,

since k′ = id and k (s) = s. Hence, k = id, and hence (3.9) is an injective map.
Suppose ht ∈ Ψ ⊂ Diff (L) , is a smooth 1-parameter family with h0 = id .

Then, for a fixed s ∈ L, ht (s) is a smooth curve on L, with us =
d
dt
ht (s)

∣

∣

t=0
∈

TsL. The vector field u ∈ Γ (TL) is then the tangent vector to the curve ht ∈ Ψ
at t = 0.

Recall from Theorem 2.20 that any element p ∈ L can be written as a finite
product p = ξ1 · (ξ2 · ... (ξm · s)) for ξi ∈ l, then

up =
d

dt
ht (p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=
d

dt
ht (ξ1 · (ξ2 · ... (ξm · s)))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=
d

dt
h′
t (ξ1) · (h

′
t (ξ2) · ... (h

′
t (ξm) · ht (s)))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=
d

dt
h′
t (ξ1) · (ξ2 · ... (ξm · s))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

+ ... (3.10)

+
d

dt
ξ1 · (ξ2 · ... (h

′
t (ξm) · s))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

+
d

dt
ξ1 · (ξ2 · ... (ξm · (ht (s) /s · s)))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0
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In particular, consider the linear map

u 7→

(

d

dt
h′
t

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

,
d

dt
ht (s) /s

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

∈ p′ × l. (3.11)

This is the differential of the map (3.9) at identity. From (3.10) we see that
if d

dt
h′
t

∣

∣

t=0
= 0 and d

dt
ht (s) /s

∣

∣

t=0
= 0, then u = 0. Thus, we see that the

map (3.11) is injective. Similarly, by translation, the differential of (3.9) will be
injective at any h ∈ Ψ. Therefore, (3.9) is an injective smooth immersion, and
thus a smooth embedding. Hence, Ψ is smoothly embedded in Ψ′ ×L, which is
at most

(

n2 + n
)

-dimensional.
Suppose s ∈ L is fixed, then recall from (2.8) that the product ◦son l is

defined by η ◦s ξ = (η · (ξ · s)) /s for sufficiently small η, ξ ∈ l. Now for h ∈ Ψ
and the corresponding h′ ∈ Ψ′, consider

h′ (η ◦s ξ) = h (η · (ξ · s)) /h (s)

= h′ (η) · (h′ (ξ) · h (s)) /h (s)

= h′ (η) ◦h(s) h
′ (ξ) . (3.12)

Equivalently, we can write

h′ (η ◦s ξ) · h (s) = h′ (η) · (h′ (ξ) · h (s)) , (3.13)

or
h′ (η ◦s ξ) ◦s (h (s) /s) = h′ (η) ◦s (h

′ (ξ) ◦s (h (s) /s)) , (3.14)

Remark 3.9 In the theory of loops and quasigroups, a map h′ that satisfies the
property h′ (xy)A = h′ (x) (h′ (y)A) is known as a pseudoautomorphism with
companion A. Using this language, we can say that h′ has companion h (s) /s
with respect to s. The group Aut (l, ◦s) of automorphisms of ◦s is then defined
as the subset of elements of Ψ′ which have companion 0. This then corresponds
to the stabilizer StabΨ (s) of s.

The group Ψ also acts on the bracket [·, ·]
(s)

. As we noted above, on Lie
groups, the map h′ is the differential of h at identity, and we know this is a
Lie algebra isomorphism. However, in the more general case, the map h′ is an

algebra isomorphism from
(

l, [·, ·]
(s)

)

to
(

l, [·, ·]
(h(s))

)

.

Theorem 3.10 Suppose s ∈ L and h ∈ Ψ, then for any ξ, η ∈ l,

h′
(

[ξ, η]
(s)

)

= [h′ (ξ) , h′ (η)]
(h(s))

. (3.15)

Proof. Indeed, from Theorem 2.26 and using (3.12), we obtain

h′
(

[ξ, η]
(s)

)

=
d2

dt1dt2
(h′ ((t1ξ) ◦s (t2η))− h′ ((t2η) ◦s (t1ξ)))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t1=t2=0

=
d2

dt1dt2

(

(t1h
′ (ξ)) ◦h(s) (t2h

′ (η))−
(

(t2h
′ (η)) ◦h(s) (t1h

′ (ξ))
))

∣

∣

∣

∣

t1=t2=0

= [h′ (ξ) , h′ (η)]
h(s)

.
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4 Products of spheres

As mentioned in Example 2.9, a large family of parallelizable manifolds that
are not Lie groups or Moufang loops is given by products of spheres where one
factor is an odd-dimensional sphere. As it is well-known, the only parallelizable
spheres are S1, S3, S7, which correspond to unit norm sets of complex numbers,
quaternions, and octonions. In particular, S1 and S3 are both Lie groups, while
S7 is the Moufang loop of unit octonions. In [3, 14, 15] explicit parallelizations
on products of spheres have been computed and this will serve as an important
example of the framework developed in this paper.

In particular, let us consider in detail the case of Sm×S1 from [14]. Consider
Sm as embedded in R

m+1 in a standard way

Sm =
{

(x1, ..., xm+1) ∈ R
m+1 : |x|2 = x2

1 + ...+ x2
m+1 = 1

}

. (4.1)

Consider the standard coordinate frame {∂xi
} on R

m+1. Then, the orthogonal
projections {Mi} of these vector fields onto Sm are given by

Mi = ∂xi
− xiM, (4.2)

where M =
∑m+1

i=1 xi∂xi
is the normal vector field to Sm ⊂ R

m+1. Also consider
φ as a coordinate on S1 with the associated vector field ∂φ. Then, a paralleliza-
tion of Sm × S1 is given by the following.

Theorem 4.1 Consider Sm ⊂ R
m+1 and for i = 1, ..., n+ 1, define

fi = Mi + xi∂φ. (4.3)

Then, the set {fi} is global frame on Sm × S1. In particular, it is orthonormal
with respect to the product metric and satisfies

[fi, fj ] = xifj − xjfi. (4.4)

Now let L = Sm × S1, so that each s ∈ L is given by s = (x, φ) for x ∈
Sm ⊂ R

m+1 and φ ∈ S1. Also suppose l is an (m+ 1)-dimensional real vector
space with an inner product 〈·, ·〉 and an orthonormal basis {ei} . Then, for each
s = (x, φ) ∈ L, define

ρs : l −→ TsL

ei 7→ fi|s
. (4.5)

In particular, if ξ = ξiei ∈ l, then ρ (ξ) = ξifi.
Consider the derivatives of the coordinate functions in the directions of the

basis vectors {fi} . We have

fi (xj) = (∂xi
− xiM)xj

= δij − xixj

fi (φ) = xi
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In particular, define cij = fi (xj) = δij − xixj .
The bracket on l is defined from (4.4) via (2.12). In particular, for the basis

{ei} on l and s = (x, φ) ∈ L, we have

b
(s)
ij =: [ei, ej ]

(s)
= eixj − ejxi. (4.6)

Equivalently, given any ξ, η ∈ l, we have

[ξ, η](s) = ξ 〈η, x〉 − η 〈ξ, x〉 . (4.7)

In particular, note that if both ξ and η are orthogonal to x, then [ξ, η]
(s)

= 0

and for any ξ ∈ l, [ξ, x]
(s)

= ξ.

Lemma 4.2 For each fixed s, l with the bracket [·, ·]
(s)

defines a Lie algebra
that is isomorphic to a semidirect sum R

n ⊕S R, with bracket [(ξ, λ) , (η, µ)] =
[µξ − λη, 0] .

Proof. First let us show that [·, ·]
(s)

, as given by (4.7) defines a Lie algebra on
l. We just need to check the Jacobi identity. Indeed, for γ, ξ, η ∈ l,

[

γ, [ξ, η]
(s)

](s)

= [γ, ξ]
(s)

〈η, x〉 − [γ, η]
(s)

〈ξ, x〉

= γ 〈ξ, x〉 〈η, x〉 − ξ 〈γ, x〉 〈η, x〉

−γ 〈η, x〉 〈ξ, x〉+ η 〈γ, x〉 〈ξ, x〉

= η 〈γ, x〉 〈ξ, x〉 − ξ 〈γ, x〉 〈η, x〉
[

ξ, [η, γ]
(s)

](s)

= γ 〈ξ, x〉 〈η, x〉 − η 〈ξ, x〉 〈γ, x〉

[

η, [γ, ξ]
(s)

](s)

= ξ 〈η, x〉 〈γ, x〉 − γ 〈η, x〉 〈ξ, x〉

Adding these terms together shows that indeed the Jacobi identity is satisfied.
Now consider the linear map F : l −→ R

n ⊕ R, given by

F (ξ) = (ξ − 〈ξ, x〉x, 〈ξ, x〉) .

This is clearly a linear isomorphism. Then,

F
(

[ξ, η]
(s)

)

= F (ξ) 〈η, x〉 − F (η) 〈ξ, x〉

= (ξ − 〈ξ, x〉x, 〈ξ, x〉) 〈η, x〉

− (η − 〈η, x〉 x, 〈η, x〉) 〈ξ, x〉

= (ξ 〈η, x〉 − η 〈ξ, x〉 , 0)

= [(ξ − 〈ξ, x〉x, 〈ξ, x〉) , (η − 〈η, x〉 x, 〈η, x〉)]

= [F (ξ) , F (η)] .

Hence, this is a Lie algebra homomorphism, and thus the Lie algebra
(

l, [·, ·](s)
)

is isomorphic to R
n ⊕S R.
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Taking the derivative of the bracket in the direction of fi gives us

dfi

(

[ξ, η]
(s)

)

= ξηjcij − ηξjcij

= ξηi − ηξi − xi [ξ, η]
(s)

In particular, this shows that

dfib
(s)
jk =: a

(s)
ijk = ekδij − ejδik − xib

(s)
jk . (4.8)

Hence, for ξ, η, γ ∈ l,

a(s) (ξ, η, γ) = γ (〈ξ, η〉+ 〈x, ξ〉 〈x, η〉)− η (〈ξ, γ〉+ 〈x, ξ〉 〈x, γ〉) . (4.9)

Recall the notion of a Lie triple system [8]: this is a vector space equipped
with a skew-symmetric triple product [·, ·, ·], that is skew-symmetric in two
entries, has a vanishing sum of cyclic permutations(i.e. satisfies the Jacobi
identity), and also that the linear map defined by fixing two of the entries of
[·, ·, ·] is a derivation of the triple product. Consider now l equipped with the
triple product a(s). We know that a(s) is skew-symmetric in the last two entries.
From (2.24), we also see that a(s) satisfies the Jacobi identity if and only if
(

l, b(s)
)

is a Lie algebra. Therefore, in this case, it just suffices to check the

derivation property to figure out if
(

l, a(s)
)

is a Lie triple system.

Theorem 4.3 For each s ∈ L, the vector space l equipped with the triple product
a(s) forms a Lie triple system.

Proof. Since b(s) satisfies the Jacobi identity, from (2.24) we know that

a(s) (ξ, η, γ) + a(s) (η, γ, ξ) + a(s) (γ, ξ, η) = 0.

To show that
(

l, a(s)
)

forms a Lie triple system, we just need to show that for

any ξ, η ∈ l, the map a
(s)
ξ,η : l −→ l given by a

(s)
ξ,η (γ) = a(s) (γ, ξ, η) is a derivation

for a(s). That is, for any ξ, η, γ, u, v ∈ l, we need to show that

a
(s)
ξ,η

(

a(s) (u, v, γ)
)

= a(s)
(

a(s) (u, ξ, η) , v, γ
)

(4.10)

+a(s)
(

u, a(s) (v, ξ, η) , γ
)

+a(s)
(

u, v, a(s) (γ, ξ, η)
)

.

This is a straightforward, but tedious calculation, which we show in Appendix
A.

To define products on l and L, we need to consider integral curves of fun-
damental vector fields. In (2.5) suppose the curve p (t) ∈ L has coordinates
(x (t) , φ (t)) . Suppose ξ 6= 0, and let us rewrite ρ (ξ) in terms of the coordinate
basis:

ρ (ξ) = ξifi

= ξi∂xi
− ξixi

m+1
∑

i=1

xj∂xj
+ ξixi∂φ.
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Setting ξ̂ = ξixi, we can thus rewrite the flow equation (2.5) as

{

dx(t)
dt

= ξ − ξ̂x
dφ(t)
dt

= ξ̂
, (4.11)

with initial conditions (x0, φ0). Without loss of generality, assume |ξ| = 1.

Lemma 4.4 The solution of (4.11) exists for all t ∈ R and, if ξ = ±x0, the
solutions are given by

x (t) = x0 (4.12a)

φ (t) = φ0 ± t. (4.12b)

If ξ 6= x0, then the solution is given by

x (t) = ξ tanh (σ + t) + x̃0 sech (σ + t) (4.13a)

φ (t) = φ0 + ln

(

cosh (t+ σ)

coshσ

)

, (4.13b)

where x̃0 = x0 coshσ − ξ sinhσ and σ is such that ξ̂ (0) = tanhσ.

Proof. From (4.11), we see x (t) is constant if and only if ξ = ±x0.In that case,

ξ̂ (t) = ±1, and thus φ (t) = φ0 ± t.
More generally, taking the inner product of the first equation in (4.11) with

ξ, we obtain an equation for ξ̂ (t) :

dξ̂

dt
= 1− ξ̂

2
. (4.14)

Since ξ̂
2
= 1 if and only if ξ = ±x0, suppose ξ̂ (t) = tanhσ (t) , for some function

σ (t) . Then, (4.14) immediately gives σ (t) = t + σ, where σ = σ (0) , that is,

ξ̂ (0) = tanhσ.

Let us integrate ξ̂, because this will be needed as an integrating factor for
the first equation in (4.11) and also to solve for φ (t) in the second equation in
(4.11):

∫ t

ξ̂ (τ ) dτ = ln (cosh (σ + t)) . (4.15)

Hence, we can write the integrating factor as

M (t) = cosh (σ + t)

and the general solution is

x (t) = ξ tanh (σ + t) + x̃0 sech (σ + t) , (4.16)

where
x̃0 = x0 coshσ − ξ sinhσ.
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We also obtain φ (t) (4.13b) by directly integrating the second equation of (4.11):

φ (t) = φ0 + ln

(

cosh (t+ σ)

coshσ

)

As expected on a compact manifold, the integral curve exists for all values of t.

Overall, we see the geometric picture of how the integral curve evolves. For
the non-trivial case, suppose ξ 6= ±x0, then from (4.16), we see that x (t) always
lies in the plane spanned by x0 and ξ, so the curve is along the great circle of
Sm given by the plane spanned by x0 and ξ. If α (t) is the angle between x (t)

and ξ, then ξ̂ (t) = cosα (t). In particular, then

cosα (t) = tanh (σ + t)

sinα (t) = sech (σ + t) .

In particular, we see that cosα (t) is a monotonic function, with cosα (t) −→ +1
as t −→ +∞ and cosα (t) −→ −1 as t −→ −∞. Moreover, sinα (t) is always
positive. Therefore, α (t) ∈ (0, π), with α (t) −→ 0 as t −→ +∞ and α (t) −→ π
as t −→ −∞. The equation (4.13a) can be rewritten as

x (t) = ξ cosα (t) + x̃0 sinα (t) . (4.17)

This shows that in the adapted ξ-x̃0 plane, x (t) stays in the upper half-plane,
moving clockwise as t increases. In particular, as t −→ ±∞, x (t) −→ ±ξ.

Example 4.5 Since a(s) in this case is non-trivial (4.9), from Theorem 2.26
we see that ◦s is necessarily non-associative. To illustrate this product ◦s on l

(2.8) more explicitly, let s = (x, φ) and consider elements unit length ξ, η ∈ l,
such that they are orthogonal to each other and to x. The more general case
is computationally a bit more involved. Consider first (x1 (t) , φ1 (t)) = (tξ) · s.
From (4.13), noting that ξ · x = 0 implies σ = 0, we have

x1 (t) = ξ tanh t+ x sech t (4.18)

φ1 (t) = φ0 + ln (cosh t) . (4.19)

Next, consider (x2 (τ ) , φ2 (τ )) = (τη)·((tξ) · s) . By assumption, the initial value
x2 (0) = ξ tanh t+ x sech t is orthogonal to η, so σ is again 0. Thus,

x2 (τ ) = η tanh τ + ξ tanh t sech τ + x sech t sech τ

φ2 (τ ) = φ0 + ln (cosh t cosh τ ) .

To find (τη) ◦s (tξ) = (τη) · ((tξ) · s) /s, we need to find a positive t2 ∈ R and
γ ∈ l of unit length, such that

x2 (τ ) = γ tanh (σ2 + t2) + (x coshσ2 − γ sinhσ2) sech (σ2 + t2)

φ2 (τ ) = φ0 + ln

(

cosh (t2 + σ2)

coshσ2

)

+ 2πk,
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where tanhσ2 = γ ·x and k is an integer. The freedom to add an integer multiple
of 2πk stems from the fact that φ is a coordinate on the circle. We know that γ
is a linear combination of ξ, η, x, so let

γ = aξ + bη + (tanhσ2)x. (4.20)

Then, taking inner products of x2 with ξ, η, x, and also comparing φ2, we find
the following equations

tanh t sech τ = a (tanh (t2 + σ2)− sinhσ2 sech (t2 + σ2)) (4.21a)

tanh τ = b (tanh (t2 + σ2)− sinhσ2 sech (t2 + σ2)) (4.21b)

sech t sech τ = tanhσ2 tanh (t2 + σ2) (4.21c)

+ sechσ2 sech (t2 + σ2)

e2πk cosh t cosh τ =
cosh (t2 + σ2)

coshσ2
(4.21d)

1 = a2 + b2 + tanh2 σ2. (4.21e)

The last equation comes from the fact that γ is unit length. However if we require
that t2 −→ 0 as t, τ −→ 0, which makes sense in order for the product ◦sto be
defined in the neighborhood of 0, (4.21d) shows that k = 0. From (4.21c) and
(4.21d) with k = 0, we find

tanhσ2 tanh (t2 + σ2) + (sechσ2 − coshσ2) sech (t2 + σ2) = 0

and thus
tanhσ2 (sinh (t2 + σ2)− sinhσ2) = 0.

Since t2 > 0, we find that tanhσ2 = 0, and hence σ2 = 0. This immediately
gives us

cosh t2 = cosh t cosh τ

a =
tanh t sech τ

tanh t2

b =
tanh τ

tanh t2
.

Thus, we conclude that for an orthogonal triple η, ξ, x, we get

(τη) ◦s (tξ) = t2 (aξ + bη) ,

with t2, a, and b as given above.

Let us now consider the isomorphisms of L. Suppose h ∈ Ψ(L) and h′ ∈
Ψ′ (L) is the map of l. Recall from Lemma 3.4 that for ξ ∈ l and s ∈ L, h (ξ · s) =
h′ (ξ) · h (s) .

Given s = (x, φ) ∈ L, let the corresponding components of h (s) be h (s)x
and h (s)φ. From Theorem 3.10, we then know that for any ξ, η ∈ l and s =
(x, φ) ∈ L

h′
(

[ξ, η]
(s)

)

= [h′ (ξ) , h′ (η)]
h(s)

.
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However, from (4.7),

h′
(

[ξ, η]
(s)

)

= h′ (ξ) 〈η, x〉 − h′ (η) 〈ξ, x〉 (4.22)

and

[h′ (ξ) , h′ (η)]
h(s)

= h′ (ξ) 〈h′ (η) , h (s)x〉 − h′ (η) 〈h′ (ξ) , h (s)x〉 . (4.23)

Hence, in particular, for any η ∈ l and x ∈ Sn,

〈η, x〉 = 〈h′ (η) , h (s)x〉 . (4.24)

Suppose now ξ is a unit vector in l. Noting that h (tξ · s) = (th′ (ξ)) · h (s),
from (4.11) we see h (s (t)) = h (tξ · s) satisfies the following equations

{

dh(s(t))
x

dt
= h′ (ξ)− ξ̂h (s (t))x
dh(s(t))

φ

dt
= ξ̂

. (4.25)

From (4.24), we see that 〈th′ (ξ) , h (s (t))x〉 = 〈tξ, x (t)〉, and hence ξ̂ is un-
changed from (4.11). Taking inner product of the first equation of (4.25) with
h′ (ξ) yields

dξ̂

dt
= |h′ (ξ)|

2
− ξ̂

2
.

However, comparing with (4.14), we see that |h′ (ξ)| = 1. Therefore, h′ ∈
SO (n+ 1), and hence from (4.24) we see that h (s (t))x = h′ (x (t)) .

We now need to understand how h transforms the φ component of s. From
(4.12) and (4.13), for ξ ∈ l, let us denote the x and φ components of ξ · s by
ξ · x and φ + φξ, respectively. Define h̃x (φ) = h (s)φ to be the transformation

of the φ component, so that h (s) = h (x, φ) =
(

h′ (x) , h̃x (φ)
)

. In particular,

h (ξ · s) = h
(

ξ · x, φ+ φξ

)

=
(

h′ (ξ · x) , h̃ξ·x

(

φ+ φξ

)

)

.

On the other hand, from the definition of h,

h (ξ · s) = h′ (ξ) · h (s)

= h′ (ξ) ·
(

h′ (x) , h̃x (φ)
)

=
(

h′ (ξ) · h′ (x) , h̃x (φ) + φh′(ξ)

)

.

We already know that h′ (ξ · x) = h′ (ξ) · h′ (x) , and moreover, since 〈ξ, x〉 =
〈h′ (ξ) , h′ (x)〉, φh′(ξ) = φξ. Thus we see that

h̃ξ·x

(

φ+ φξ

)

= h̃x (φ) + φξ. (4.26)
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Now from (4.12), we see that taking ξ = x, (tx)·s = (x, φ+ t), so h ((tx) · s) =
(

h′ (x) , h̃x (φ+ t)
)

. However, from the definition of h,

h ((tx) · s) = th′ (x) · h (s)

=
(

h′ (x) , h̃x (φ) + t
)

.

Hence, we see that for any x, ξ, and t, h̃x (φ+ t) = h̃x (φ) + t. This shows that
h̃x (φ) = φ+ c (x) . From (4.26), we then see that

φ+ φξ + c (ξ · x) = φ+ c (x) + φξ,

which shows that c (x) is independent of x. Hence, the transformation of φ is
just a transformation of S1 by an action of U (1). Overall, we then see that
Ψ (L) ∼= SO (n+ 1)× U (1) and Ψ′ (L) ∼= SO (n+ 1) .

Consider now more generally, L =Sm × N where N is any n-dimensional
parallelizable manifold. Suppose {T1, ..., Tn} is a frame of vector fields on N
that satisfy the following Lie bracket relations:

[TA, TB] = D C
AB TC , (4.27)

where the D C
AB for A,B,C = 1, ..., n are functions on N . The idea is to take a

non-trivial vector field T on N and add the trivial rank 1 bundle generated by
it to TSm. The resulting rank (m+ 1)-bundle then be trivialized in the same
way as in the previous example of Sm × S1 [3]. Without loss of generality, let
T = T1. As before, consider S

m ⊂ R
m+1 and for i = 1, ..., n+ 1, define

fi = Mi + xiT, (4.28)

where Mi is given by (4.2). More explicitly, the fi are given by

fi = ∂xi
− xi

m+1
∑

j=1

xj∂xj
+ xiT, (4.29)

Then, the set {f1, ..., fn+1, T2, ..., Tn} is global frame on Sm × N. From (4.28),
we see that

T = xifi. (4.30)

The basis elements {f1, ..., fn+1} satisfy the following bracket relation

[fi, fj ] = xifj − xjfi. (4.31)

Also, for A,B = 2, ..., n,

[fi, TA] = [xiT1, TA] = xiD
1

1AT1 + xiD
B

1A TB

Now let l be a (m+ n)-dimensional real vector space, with an inner product
〈·, ·〉 and an orthonormal basis {ei, e

′
A}, where i = 1, ...,m+ 1 and A = 2, ..., n.

Then, for each s = (x, y) ∈ L, define

ρs : l −→ TsL

ei 7→ fi|s
e′A 7→ TA|s

, (4.32)
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Since T1 = xifi, we see that ρ−1
s (T1) = xiei. Hence define e′1 = xiei. As before,

using (2.12) and (4.31), we define the bracket on l between basis elements ei
and ej as:

[ei, ej]
(s)

= −ρ−1
s

(

[fi, fj ]|s
)

= eixj − ejxi. (4.33)

Similarly, for A = 2, ..., n, and using (4.27), we see that

[ei, e
′
A]

(s)
= −ρ−1

s ( [bi, TA]|s)

= −xiρ
−1
s ([T1, TA])

= −xiD
C̃

1A fC̃ (4.34)

for C̃ = 1, ..., n. Moreover,

[ei, e
′
1]

(s)
= xj [ei, ej ]

(s)

= ei − xie
′
1 (4.35)

[e′1, e
′
A]

(s)
= xi [ei, e

′
A]

(s)

= −D C̃
1A e′

C̃
(4.36)

Now, for B = 2, ..., n,

[e′A, e
′
B]

(s)
= −ρ−1

s ( [TA, TB]|s)

= −D C̃
AB e′

C̃
. (4.37)

For Ã, B̃, C̃ = 1, .., n, we can then summarize

[

e′
Ã
, e′

B̃

](s)
= −D C̃

ÃB̃
e′
C̃
. (4.38)

Overall, we see that for [ei, ej ]
(s) we obtain the same structure constants as in

the case of Sm × S1, for
[

e′
Ã
, e′

B̃

](s)

, the structure constants are defined by the

structure constants on the parallelizable space N , and only the mixed brackets
(4.34) and (4.35) are new. We can combine these both in a single expression for
Ã, C̃ = 1, ..., n as

[

ei, e
′
Ã

](s)
= −xiD

C̃
1Ã

e′
C̃
+ δ1Ã (ei − xie

′
1) . (4.39)

If we consider now the Jacobi identity for [·, ·]
(s)

, we find from Lemma 4.2,
that the Jacobi identity is satisfied for ei, ej , ek. Similarly, for e′

Ã
, e′

B̃
, e′

C̃
, the
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Jacobi identity is given by (2.24). Now consider a mix of ei and e′A:

[

ei, [ej , e
′
A]

(s)
](s)

= −
[

ei, xjD
C̃

1A e′
C̃

](s)

= xixjD
C̃

1A D B̃
1C̃

e′
B̃
+ xixje

′
1D

1
1A ei − xjD

1
1A ei

[

ej , [e
′
A, ei]

(s)
](s)

= −
[

ej, [ei, e
′
A]

(s)
](s)

= −xixjD
C̃

1A D B̃
1C̃

e′
B̃
− xixje

′
1D

1
1A ei + xiD

1
1A ej

[

e′A, [ei, ej]
(s)

](s)

= [e′A, eixj − ejxi]
(s)

= −xixjD
C̃

1A e′
C̃
+ xixjD

C̃
1A e′

C̃
= 0

Hence,

[

ei, [ej , e
′
A]

(s)
](s)

+
[

ej , [e
′
A, ei]

(s)
](s)

+
[

e′A, [ei, ej ]
(s)

](s)

= D 1
1A (xiej − xjei)

= −D 1
1A [ei, ej]

(s)

We see that whenever D 1
1A 6= 0, the Jacobi identity is not satisfied, and the

bracket [·, ·]
(s)

does not define a Lie algebra. In particular, even if on N , the
bracket algebra at y ∈ N is a Lie algebra, if for some A, D 1

1A (y) 6= 0, then the
bracket algebra at s ∈ L is not a Lie algebra, and from (2.24),

(

l, a(s)
)

is not a
Lie triple system.

As a particular example, consider Sm×Sn×S1.We know Sn×S1 is paralleliz-
able, and using the same parallelization on Sn×S1 as we did earlier on Sm×S1,
but labelling the basis elements on T

(

Sm × S1
)

as TA for A = 1, ..., n+1, from
(4.6), we find that in this case, for s = (x, y, φ), with x being the coordinates in
R

m+1 ⊃ Sm, y being the coordinates in R
n+1 ⊃ Sn, and φ being the coordinate

on φ,
[TA, TB]|y = yATB − yBTA.

in this case, for A 6= 1,
D 1

1A (y) = −yA.

Thus, as long as y 6= (1, 0, ..., 0) , this will be non-zero for some A, and the

algebra of [·, ·]
(s)

for s = (x, y) will not satisfy the Jacobi identity.

A Appendix

Proof of Theorem 4.3. To complete the proof of Theorem 4.3, we need to
show that given

a(s) (ξ, η, γ) = γ (〈ξ, η〉+ 〈x, ξ〉 〈x, η〉)− η (〈ξ, γ〉+ 〈x, ξ〉 〈x, γ〉) , (A.1)
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for any ξ, η, γ, u, v ∈ l,

a
(s)
ξ,η

(

a(s) (u, v, γ)
)

= a(s)
(

a(s) (u, ξ, η) , v, γ
)

(A.2)

+a(s)
(

u, a(s) (v, ξ, η) , γ
)

+a(s)
(

u, v, a(s) (γ, ξ, η)
)

.

Now, let

A = a(s) (u, v, γ) = γ (〈u, v〉+ 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉)− v (〈u, γ〉+ 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉)

,
a(s) (A, ξ, η) = η (〈A, ξ〉+ 〈x,A〉 〈x, ξ〉)− ξ (〈A, η〉+ 〈x,A〉 〈x, η〉) ,

but

〈A, ξ〉 = 〈γ, ξ〉 〈u, v〉+ 〈γ, ξ〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉 − 〈v, ξ〉 〈u, γ〉 − 〈v, ξ〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉

〈A, η〉 = 〈γ, η〉 〈u, v〉+ 〈γ, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉 − 〈v, η〉 〈u, γ〉 − 〈v, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉

〈A, x〉 = 〈γ, x〉 〈u, v〉+ 〈γ, x〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉 − 〈v, x〉 〈u, γ〉 − 〈v, x〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉

= 〈γ, x〉 〈u, v〉 − 〈v, x〉 〈u, γ〉 .

Thus,

a(s)
(

a(s) (u, v, γ) , ξ, η
)

= η (〈γ, ξ〉 〈u, v〉+ 〈γ, ξ〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉 − 〈v, ξ〉 〈u, γ〉 − 〈v, ξ〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉)

−ξ (〈γ, η〉 〈u, v〉+ 〈γ, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉 − 〈v, η〉 〈u, γ〉 − 〈v, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉)

+ (η 〈x, ξ〉 − ξ 〈x, η〉) (〈γ, x〉 〈u, v〉 − 〈v, x〉 〈u, γ〉)

Similarly,

a(s)
(

a(s) (u, ξ, η) , v, γ
)

= γ (〈η, v〉 〈u, ξ〉+ 〈η, v〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, ξ〉 − 〈v, ξ〉 〈u, η〉 − 〈v, ξ〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, η〉)

−v (〈γ, η〉 〈u, ξ〉+ 〈γ, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, ξ〉 − 〈ξ, γ〉 〈u, η〉 − 〈ξ, γ〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, η〉)

+ (γ 〈x, v〉 − v 〈x, γ〉) (〈η, x〉 〈u, ξ〉 − 〈ξ, x〉 〈u, η〉)

Now let

B = a(s) (v, ξ, η) = η (〈v, ξ〉+ 〈x, v〉 〈x, ξ〉)− ξ (〈v, η〉+ 〈x, v〉 〈x, η〉)

〈B, u〉 = 〈η, u〉 〈v, ξ〉+ 〈η, u〉 〈x, v〉 〈x, ξ〉 − 〈ξ, u〉 〈v, η〉 − 〈ξ, u〉 〈x, v〉 〈x, η〉

〈B, x〉 = 〈η, x〉 〈v, ξ〉 − 〈ξ, x〉 〈v, η〉

and

a(s)
(

u, a(s) (v, ξ, η) , γ
)

= γ (〈u,B〉+ 〈x, u〉 〈x,B〉)−B (〈u, γ〉+ 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉)

= γ (〈η, u〉 〈v, ξ〉+ 〈η, u〉 〈x, v〉 〈x, ξ〉 − 〈ξ, u〉 〈v, η〉 − 〈ξ, u〉 〈x, v〉 〈x, η〉)

+γ 〈x, u〉 (〈η, x〉 〈v, ξ〉 − 〈ξ, x〉 〈v, η〉)

−η (〈v, ξ〉+ 〈x, v〉 〈x, ξ〉) (〈u, γ〉+ 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉)

+ξ (〈v, η〉+ 〈x, v〉 〈x, η〉) (〈u, γ〉+ 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉)
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Similarly,

a(s)
(

u, v, a(s) (γ, ξ, η)
)

= −a(s)
(

u, a(s) (γ, ξ, η) , v
)

= −v (〈η, u〉 〈γ, ξ〉+ 〈η, u〉 〈x, γ〉 〈x, ξ〉 − 〈ξ, u〉 〈γ, η〉 − 〈ξ, u〉 〈x, γ〉 〈x, η〉)

−v 〈x, u〉 (〈η, x〉 〈γ, ξ〉 − 〈ξ, x〉 〈γ, η〉)

+η (〈γ, ξ〉+ 〈x, γ〉 〈x, ξ〉) (〈u, v〉+ 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉)

−ξ (〈γ, η〉+ 〈x, γ〉 〈x, η〉) (〈u, v〉+ 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉)

Adding together the terms a(s)
(

a(s) (u, ξ, η) , v, γ
)

, a(s)
(

u, a(s) (v, ξ, η) , γ
)

,

a(s)
(

u, v, a(s) (γ, ξ, η)
)

, we see that the contributions that are proportional to v
and γ vanish. Consider the contributions of ξ :

(〈v, η〉+ 〈x, v〉 〈x, η〉) (〈u, γ〉+ 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉)− (〈γ, η〉+ 〈x, γ〉 〈x, η〉) (〈u, v〉+ 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉)

= 〈v, η〉 〈u, γ〉+ 〈v, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉+ 〈x, v〉 〈x, η〉 〈u, γ〉+ 〈x, v〉 〈x, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉

− 〈γ, η〉 〈u, v〉 − 〈γ, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉 − 〈x, γ〉 〈x, η〉 〈u, v〉 − 〈x, γ〉 〈x, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉

= 〈v, η〉 〈u, γ〉 − 〈γ, η〉 〈u, v〉+ 〈v, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, γ〉+ 〈x, v〉 〈x, η〉 〈u, γ〉

− 〈γ, η〉 〈x, u〉 〈x, v〉 − 〈x, γ〉 〈x, η〉 〈u, v〉

This is precisely the coefficient of ξ in a(s)
(

a(s) (u, v, γ) , ξ, η
)

. The expression
is skew-symmetric in ξ and η, so the same conclusion follows.
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