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TORSION-FREE CONNECTIONS WITH PRESCRIBED CURVATURE

EFRAIN BASURTO-ARZATE

Abstract. We provide necessary and sufficient conditions for a curvature map S : U −→ K(g)
to arise from the curvature tensor of a torsion-free connection on a sufficiently small U ′

⊂ U

by using a suitable power series approach. This torsion-free connection is uniquely given. The
curvature map S is used to effectively compute the holonomy of this connection.
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1. Introduction

Since its genesis in the middle of the 19th century, the concept of a connection has grown to
become one of the classical objects of study in Differential Geometry. In its most elementary
interpretation, a connection provides us with a way to differentiate sections of a vector bundle.
Formally, a connection on the vector bundle E −→ M is a linear map ∇ : Γ(E) −→ Γ(T ∗M ⊗E)
that satisfies the Leibniz rule:

∇(fs) = df ⊗ s+ f∇s,

for all s ∈ Γ(E), f ∈ C∞(M).
Associated to the connection ∇ is its curvature tensor, which is defined as the unique smooth

tensor field R∇ ∈ Γ(
∧2

T ∗M ⊗ End(E)) given by

R∇(X,Y )s := R∇(X ∧ Y ⊗ s) = ∇X∇Y s−∇Y ∇Xs−∇[X,Y ]s,

for every X,Y ∈ X(M), s ∈ Γ(E).
In the particular case E = TM , a connection naturally defines another important tensor field,

the so-called torsion tensor, which is defined as the tensor field T∇ ∈ Γ(
∧2

T ∗M ⊗ TM) given
by

T∇(X,Y ) := ∇XY −∇Y X − [X,Y ].

The connection is said to be torsion-free if T∇ ≡ 0.
1
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The curvature tensor of a torsion-free connection satisfies the Bianchi identities :

∑

cyc (X,Y,Z)

R∇(X,Y )Z :=R∇(X,Y )Z +R∇(Y, Z)X +R∇(Z,X)Y = 0,(B1)

∑

cyc (X,Y,Z)

(∇XR∇)(Y, Z) =(∇XR∇)(Y, Z) + (∇Y R
∇)(Z,X) + (∇ZR

∇)(X,Y ) = 0(B2)

The Bianchi identities can be algebraically encapsulated. Indeed, given a finite vector space
V , for a Lie subalgebra h ⊂ g := gl(V ) we define the space of algebraic curvature tensors, and
that of algebraic curvature derivatives as the the subspaces

K(h) :=




R ∈
∧2

V ∗ ⊗ h

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

cyc (x,y,z)

R(x, y)z = 0 ∈ V ∀x, y, z ∈ V




,

K1(h) :=



φ ∈ V ∗ ⊗K(h)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

cyc (x,y,z)

φ(x)(y, z) = 0 ∈ h ∀x, y, z ∈ V



.

A consequence of the Ambrose-Singer holonomy Theorem (see Proposition 2.2) is the fact
that for a torsion-free connection ∇ on a smooth, connected manifold M , its curvature tensor
R∇ satisfies, for every x ∈ M :

R∇
x ∈K(holx(∇)),

(∇R∇)x ∈K1(holx(∇)).

These facts esentially are the motivation for the main question tackled in this article:

Under which conditions can it be guaranteed, that a given curvature map S : U ⊂ V −→ K(g)
can be induced by the curvature tensor of a torsion-free connection?

The Main Theorem of the article provides an answer to the previous question:

Theorem 1. Let U ⊂ V a star-shaped around 0 open subset, let S : U −→ K(g) be a real-analytic
map, θ the analytic solution to the singular initial value problem

{
LE (LE − id)θ = S(E , θ)E ,

θ0 = id, dθ0 = 0,

and suppose ω := I(S(E , θ)) satisfies the consistency relation dω + ω ∧ ω = S(θ, θ). Then there
exists a unique torsion-free analytic connection ∇ on a sufficiently small open neighborhood
U ′ ⊂ U of 0 such that for all v ∈ U ′:

(4.0.5) Sv = P1,0 ·R
∇
γv(1)

,

where P1,0 denotes the inverse of the parallel translation map along the radial geodesic γv(t) := tv,
and R∇ denotes the curvature tensor of the connection ∇.

In the statement of Theorem 1, LE denotes the Lie derivative along the the Euler vector field
E , whereas I denotes the integration map on vector-valued forms on U introduced in Section 3
(see (3.2.2)).

As it turns out, Theorem 1 also provides us with a way to effectively compute the holonomy
of torsion-free connections. Indeed, we have the following

Theorem 2. Let S : U −→ K(g), θ ∈ Ω1(U, V ), ω ∈ Ω1(U, g) as in Theorem 1. Let ∇ be the
torsion-free connection on TU ′ which satisfies (4.0.5). It holds:

(5.0.1) hol0(∇) = span {Sv(x, y) | v ∈ U ′, x, y ∈ V }.
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In other words, Theorem 2 states, that to compute the holonomy of torsion-free connections,
it is enough to consider the action of the parallel translation map along radial geodesics, provided
the initial curvature map is amenable enough.

The article is structured as follows: Section 2 presents the required tools for the proper
statement and proof of the results. In 2.1 some elementary properties of the curvature tensor
of torsion-free connections are discussed, and how all of them are to be interpreted with respect
to the invariant counterparts of these objects in the principal bundle setting. In 2.2 some basic
facts and classical results on holonomy theory are collected. 2.3 introduces the notion of an
exponential framing, a particular local trivialization given by parallel translation along radial
geodesics which turns out to be the adequate interpretation in tackling the main problem.

Section 3 provides us with the necessary conditions a curvature map needs to satisfy for it
to arise from the curvature tensor of a torsion-free connection. In 3.1 we look in deeper detail
into the invariant counterparts of torsion-free connections and its curvature tensor and how it
naturally leads to a relevant consistency relation between the curvature form and an appropriate
curvature map (see (3.1.3), (3.1.8)). 3.2 is devoted to show that the tautological form, when
pull-backed by an exponential framing, is a solution to the singular initial value problem stated
in Proposition 3.3.

Section 4 is almost exclusively dedicated to the proof of Theorem 1. It begins by showing
Proposition 4.1, which deals with the existence and uniqueness of analytic solutions for the
singular initial value problem introduced in 3.2. Later in Proposition 4.4 it is showed that this
analytic solution behaves like a pulled-back tautological form, which ultimately ends up being
the case, as proved in Theorem 1.

Section 5 entirely consists of the proof of Theorem 2, as well as of Corollary 5.1.

Acknowledgment

The author wishes to express his gratitude to L. Schwachhöfer for the valuable discussions
during the preparation of the article, as well as for his comments on previous versions of this
paper, which greatly helped to improve the presentation.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The Curvature Tensor of an Affine Connection. Throughout this article, unless oth-
erwise stated, M is a smooth, connected, and simply-connected n-manifold, ∇ a connection on
TM , V = R

n equipped with its standard inner product, G the Lie group GL(V ), whereas its Lie
algebra will be denoted by g.

In this setting, we define the torsion and the curvature of the connection ∇ as the tensor

fields T∇ ∈ Γ
(∧2

T ∗M ⊗ TM
)
, R∇ ∈ Γ

(∧2
T ∗M ⊗ End(TM)

)
defined by

T∇(X,Y ) = ∇XY −∇Y X − [X,Y ],(2.1.1)

R∇(X,Y ) = ∇X∇Y −∇Y ∇X −∇[X,Y ],(2.1.2)

for all vector fields X,Y ∈ X(M).
In the language of principal bundles, let (F (M), π,M ;G) denote the frame bundle of the

manifold M . That is, the G-principal bundle, where each fiber F (M)x consists of the linear
isomorphisms u : V −→ TxM . The connection ∇ uniquely defines a connection form
ω∇ ∈ Ω1(F (M), g). This form is characterized by two conditions:

i) For every g ∈ G, R∗
gω

∇ = Ad(g−1) ◦ω∇, where Rg : F (M) −→ F (M) denotes the action
of G on F (M), that is, Rg(u) = ug := u ◦ g.
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ii) For every X ∈ g, ω∇(X̃) = X , where X̃ denotes the vector field on F (M) given by

X̃u := d
dt

∣∣
0
uetX .

These conditions imply that u −→ kerω∇
u defines a right-invariant distribution on F (M),

which is called the horizontal distribution of ∇. Relevant is the fact that any vector field
X ∈ X(M) admits a unique horizontal lift. That is, a vector field X ∈ Γ(kerω∇) π-related to X .

The tautological form of the connection is defined as the form θ∇ ∈ Ω1(F (M), V ) given by
θ∇u (X) := u−1(dπ(X)), for u ∈ F (M)π(u), X ∈ TuF (M).

In terms of the connection and tautological forms one defines the torsion form Θ∇ ∈ Ω2(F (M), V ),
and the curvature form F∇ ∈ Ω2(F (M), g) by the formulas:

Θ∇ :=dθ∇ + ω∇ ∧ θ∇,(2.1.3)

F∇ :=dω∇ + ω∇ ∧ ω∇.(2.1.4)

The fundamental link between the torsion and curvature forms with their tensor field coun-
terparts is given through Lie differentiation. Concretely, for k ∈ N0, x ∈ M , u ∈ F (M)x,
X1, . . . , Xk, Y, Z ∈ X(M) ([KN63, Chapter III, Theorem 5.1]):

((∇k
X1,...,Xk

T∇)(Y, Z))x =u(LX1
· · · LXk

Θ∇(Y , Z))u,(2.1.5)

((∇k
X1,...,Xk

R∇)(Y, Z))x =u(LX1
· · · LXk

F∇(Y , Z))uu
−1.(2.1.6)

We say that the connection ∇ is torsion-free if its torsion identically vanishes. For the remain-
ing of the work we assume the connection ∇ to be torsion-free. In this situation the curvature
tensor satisfies the first and second Bianchi identities (B1), (B2). That is, for every vector fields
X,Y, Z,

∑

cyc (X,Y,Z)

R∇(X,Y )Z =0,

∑

cyc (X,Y,Z)

(∇XR∇)(Y, Z) =0.

In terms of the connection and tautological forms, the first and second Bianchi identities
respectively read:

F∇ ∧ θ∇ =0,(2.1.8a)

dF∇ + ad(ω∇) ∧ F∇ =0(2.1.8b)

Motivated by the Bianchi identities satisfied by the curvature tensor of the torsion-free con-
nection ∇ we make the following

Definition 2.1. Let h ⊂ g be a Lie subalgebra. We define for m ∈ N0 the space of m-th order

algebraic curvature derivatives as the linear subspace of Symm V ∗ ⊗
∧2

V ∗ ⊗ h defined by

K(m)(h) =ker

{
Symm V ∗ ⊗

∧2
V ∗ ⊗ h −→ Symm V ∗ ⊗

∧3
V ∗ ⊗ V

}

∩ ker

{
Symm V ∗ ⊗

∧2
V ∗ ⊗ h −→ Symm−1 V ∗ ⊗

∧3
V ∗ ⊗ h

}
,

(2.1.9)

where the maps above are given by the composition of the natural maps

Symm V ∗ ⊗
∧2

V ∗ ⊗ h Symm V ∗ ⊗
∧2

V ∗ ⊗ V ∗ ⊗ V Symm V ∗ ⊗
∧3

V ∗ ⊗ V,

and

Symm V ∗ ⊗
∧2

V ∗ ⊗ h Symm−1 V ∗ ⊗ V ∗ ⊗
∧2

V ∗ ⊗ h Symm−1 V ∗ ⊗
∧3

V ∗ ⊗ h.
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For m = 0, 1 one has the explicit descriptions

K(h) := K(0)(h) =

{
R ∈

∧2
V ∗ ⊗ h

∣∣∣∣ R(x, y)z +R(y, z)x+R(z, x)y = 0, x, y, z ∈ V

}
,

K1(h) := K(1)(h) = {φ ∈ V ∗ ⊗K(h) | φ(x)(y, z) + φ(y)(z, x) + φ(z)(x, y) = 0, x, y, z ∈ V }.

We also notice, that for m ∈ N,

K(m)(h) = (Symm V ∗ ⊗K(h)) ∩
(
Symm−1 V ∗ ⊗K1(h)

)
,

where the intersection is to be understood as intersection of subspaces of Symm−1 V ∗⊗V ∗⊗K(h).
Let us now define the tensor bundles

K(M) :=
⊔

x∈M

K(End(TxM)) ⊂
∧2

T ∗M ⊗ End(TM),

K(m)(M) :=
⊔

x∈M

K(m)(End(TxM)) ⊂ Symm T ∗M ⊗K(M).

The Bianchi identities the curvature tensor R of a torsion-free connection satisfies are thus
equivalent to

R ∈ Γ(K(M)),

∇R ∈ Γ(K1(M)).

2.2. Holonomy Groups and Holonomy Algebras. By a path we mean a piecewise smooth
curve γ : [0, 1] −→ M . A loop is a closed path.
Pγ : Tγ(0)M −→ Tγ(1)M denotes the parallel translation map with respect to ∇.

For x ∈ M we define its holonomy group based at x as the subgroup

Holx(∇) := {Pγ | γ is a loop based at x} ⊂ GL(TxM)

Since the manifold M is assumed connected, notice that Holx(∇) is independent of the base
point. Indeed, for any two points x, y ∈ M ,

Holy(∇) = Pγ Holx(∇)P−1
γ ,

for any path connecting x with y.
Now, because the manifold M is also assumed simply-connected, it holds [Joy07, Chapter 2,

Proposition 2.2.4], that Holx(∇) is in fact a connected Lie subgroup of GL(TxM).
On the other hand, the parallel translation map concretely determines the horizontal paths

in F (M). Explicitly, it holds that a path γ : [0, 1] −→ F (M) satisfies

(2.2.1) γ′ ∈ kerω∇ if, and only if, γ(t) = P0,t ◦ γ(0),

where P0,t = Pγ|[0,t] , and γ = π ◦ γ.

For u ∈ F (M)x we define the holonomy group of the connection form ω∇ as the subgroup of
G given by

Holu(ω
∇) :=

{
u−1 ◦ Pγ ◦ u | γ is a loop based at x

}
⊂ G.

Because of the fact that for every x ∈ M , u ∈ F (M)x,

Holx(∇) = uHolu(ω
∇)u−1,

both notions of holonomy group are equivalent in this setting. Their respective Lie algebras are
denoted by holx(∇), holu(ω

∇).
The Reduction Theorem [KN63, Chapter 2, Theorem 7.1] implies that for every u ∈ F (M)x,

(P∇(u), π|P∇(u),M) is a principal Holu(ω
∇)-subbundle of F (M), where

P∇(u) := {Pγ ◦ u | γ is a path starting at x}
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and the connection form reduces to P∇(u) in the sense that for every q ∈ P∇(u),

(2.2.2) kerω∇
q ⊂ TqP

∇(u)

The bundle (P∇(u), π|P∇(u),M ; Holu(ω
∇)) is called the holonomy bundle of ∇ through u.

One of the most important properties of the holonomy bundle of a connection is the fact
that it is the smallest posible reduction of a principal bundle, in the sense that any reduction
(Q,ωQ) of (F (M), ω∇) [Bau09, Chapter 4, Satz 4.1] is in turn reducible to the holonomy bundle.
Concretely it holds:

Proposition 2.1. Let Q ⊂ F (M) be an immersed submanifold, let (Q,ωQ) be a reduction of
(F (M), ω∇), and let P∇(u) denote the holonomy bundle of ∇ through u. It holds:

i) For all u ∈ Q, P∇(u) ⊂ Q,

ii) ωQ|TP∇(u) = ω∇|TP∇(u).

Finally, the holonomy bundle allows to determine how big the holonomy group can be.

Proposition 2.2 (Ambrose-Singer holonomy Theorem). [Bau09, Chapter 4, Satz 4.5] Let ω∇

be the associated connection form to the connection ∇.

i) For u ∈ F (M) it holds:

holu(ω
∇) = span

{
F∇
q (X,Y ) | q ∈ P∇(u), X, Y ∈ kerω∇

q

}
⊂ g,

where F∇ ∈ Ω2(F (M), g) denotes the curvature form associated to ω∇.

ii) Let R∇ denote the curvature tensor associated to ∇. For x ∈ M it holds:

holx(∇) = span
{
(P−1

γ ·R∇)(v, w) | v, w ∈ TxM, γ is a path starting at x
}
,

where (P−1
γ ·R∇)(v, w) := P−1

γ ◦R∇(Pγv, Pγw) ◦ Pγ .

An immediate consequence of the Ambrose-Singer Theorem is the fact, that for the torsion-free
connection ∇, its curvature tensor satisfies for every x ∈ M :

R∇
x ∈K(holx(∇)),

(∇R∇)x ∈K1(holx(∇)).

2.3. The Exponential Framing. For p ∈ M let (U , (xi)) be a normal coordinate system
centered at p, that is, there exists an open subset V ⊂ TpM star-shaped around 0 ∈ TpM such
that expp : V −→ U = expp(V) is a diffeomorphism. For v ∈ V we denote by γv : [0, 1] −→ M the
radial geodesic at p, i.e. γv(t) = expp(tv).

Normal coordinates allow us to define a special local frame:

Proposition 2.3. Let ∇ be a connection on TM , and let (U , (xi)) be a normal coordinate system
centered at p ∈ M . Let (∂1, . . . , ∂n) : U −→ F (M) be the associated local frame. Set

σ : U −→F (M)

q 7−→(σ1(q), . . . , σn(q)) := (Pγv
e1, . . . , Pγv

en),

where q = γv(1), ei := ∂i|p, and Pγv
: TpM −→ TqM denotes the parallel translation map. It

holds that σ ∈ ΓU(F (M)).

Proof. Let (f1, . . . , fn) ∈ ΓU(F (M)) be any smooth local section with fi(p) = ei. Denote by Γ̃k
ij

the Christoffel symbols of ∇ associated to this local frame.
Because (U , (xi)) is a normal coordinate system around p, we can write γv(t) = tv for all

v ∈ V , t ∈ [0, 1]. Set σi(v) = aki (v)fk(v).
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Since the curve t 7−→ Pγtv
ei = σi(tv) is γv-parallel, we obtain, the coefficients aki are a solution

for the initial value problem
{

d
dta

k
i (tv) + Γ̃k

jℓ(tv)v
jaℓi(tv) = 0,

aki (0) = δki

With this we observe that the functions ãki (t, v) := aki (tv) are a solution to the initial value
problem {

∂
∂t
ãki (t, v) + Γ̃k

jℓ(tv)v
j ãℓi(t, v) = 0,

ãki (0, v) = δki

which admits a unique smooth solution âki , for every 1 ≤ i, k ≤ n.
One readily observes that for every c > 0, the maps (t, v) 7−→ âki (t/c, cv) are also smooth

solutions for the above initial value problem, which thus implies âki (t/c, cv) = âki (t, v) and so we
obtain aki (v) = âki (1, v), which yields the smoothness of each of the maps σi : U −→ TM . �

Definition 2.2. An exponential framing at p is the local frame σ ∈ ΓU(F (M)) introduced in
Proposition 2.3, where U is the domain of a normal coordinate system centered at p.

In terms of the connection form ω∇ ∈ Ω1(F (M), g) induced by the connection ∇, the expo-
nential framing σ takes the form

(2.3.1) σ(γv(t)) = Pγtv
◦ u0 =: γu0

(t),

where u0 ∈ F (M)p denotes the frame which maps the i-th standard basis vector of V to the basis
vector ei of TpM . In other words, for all v ∈ V , t ∈ [0, 1], σ(γv(t)) lies in P∇(u0), the holonomy
bundle of ∇ through u0, and because of the fact that expp : V −→ U is a diffeomorphism, we
obtain in sum:

(2.3.2) σ(U) ⊂ P∇(u0).

We finish up by making a final observation derived from the fact that the exponential framing
takes values in the holonomy bundle of the connection. Let E denote the Euler vector field of
the manifold. That is, the vector field associated to the flow φt : V −→ V , with φt(v) = etv.
Notice that for any q = γv(1) ∈ U ,

(2.3.3) ω̂(Eq) := σ∗ω∇(Eq) = 0.

Indeed, from (2.3.1) we obtain

ω̂(Eq) = ω∇(dqσEq) = ω∇(dσ(γ′
v(1))) = ω∇(γ′

u0
(1))

(2.2.1)
= 0.

3. Necessary Conditions for the Existence of Torsion-free Connections

In this section we analyze in some depth a variety of the properties enjoyed by the curvature
tensor of a torsion-free connection.

3.1. The Principal Bundle Picture. For m ∈ N0, let ρm : G −→ GL(
⊗m

V ∗ ⊗ g) denote the
representation given by

(3.1.1) ρm(T )(α1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ αm ⊗X) := α1 ◦ T
−1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ αm ◦ T−1 ⊗Ad(T )X.

It is easy to see that for m ∈ N0, ρm+2 restricts to a representation of the space K(m)(g).
This representation allows us to establish the vector bundle isomorphism

K(m)(M) ≃ F (M)×ρm+2 K
(m)(g) m ∈ N0,
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where the right-hand side denotes the associated vector bundle of F (M) with typical fiber
K(m)(g). That is, the vector bundle with total space F (M) × K(m)(g)/ ∼, and the equiva-
lence relation ∼ is given by (v, φ) ∼ (v ◦ T, ρm(T−1)φ), for all T ∈ G, v ∈ F (M), φ ∈ K(m)(g).
This isomorphism thus enables us to establish the one-to-one correspondence

(3.1.2) Γ(K(m)(M)) =
∧

C∞(F (M),K(m)(g))G,

the set of smooth G-equivariant maps of type ρm+2 from F (M) to K(m)(g).
Similarly, the standard and adjoint representations of G = GL(V ) induce the vector bundle

isomorphisms

TM ≃ F (M)×ρ V,

End(TM) ≃ F (M)×Ad g =: Ad(F (M)).

In terms of the curvature tensor, notice that the curvature form F∇ satisfies the identity:

(3.1.3) F∇ = R(θ∇, θ∇),

where R ∈ C∞(F (M),K(g))G denotes the unique G-equivariant map associated to the curvature
tensor R∇ given by the correspondence (3.1.2).

Given the fact the results in this work are local, we can restrict ourselves, without loss of
generality, to the case in which M = U , where U denotes an open subset of V , which is also
star-shaped around 0 such that the exponential map exp0 : U ⊂ V ∼= T0U −→ U associated to
a (non-trivial) torsion-free connection ∇ on TU = U × V is the identity. By choosing a normal
coordinate system around a fixed p on the manifold M we can always reduce to this case. In
this setting notice the vector bundle isomorphisms

F (U) ≃ U ×G,

K(m)(U) ≃ U ×K(m)(g).

The vector bundle isomorphism F (U)×ρm+2 K
(m)(g) ≃ K(m)(U) is then explicitly given by

F (U)×ρm+2 K
(m)(g) −→ K(m)(U),

[(v, g), φ] 7−→ (v, ρm+2(g)φ)

By means of this isomorphism we plainly write K(m)(U) = F (U)×ρm+2 K
(m)(g).

The standard trivialization of the frame bundle is given by the local section

ε : U −→ U ×G,

v 7−→ (v, idV )

We also notice that for any section φ ∈ Γ(K(m)(U)) there exists a unique smooth map
Φ: U −→ K(m)(g) such that

φ(v) = [ε(v),Φ(v)].

Because of Proposition 2.3, we obtain the smooth map h : U −→ G given by h(v) = Pγv
. In

this case the exponential framing σ takes the form

σ(v) = (v, h(v)).

From the fact that σ(v) = ε(v) · h(v) we thus obtain

φ(v) = [σ(v), ρm+2(h(v)
−1)Φ(v)] =: [σ(v),

(
ρm+2(h

−1)Φ
)
(v)].
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Furthermore, σ = ε · h implies the standard change of gauge relations

ω̂ = Ad(h−1) ◦ ε∗ω∇ + h∗µG =: Ad(h−1) ◦ Γ + h∗µG,(3.1.4)

F̂ := σ∗F = Ad(h−1) ◦ ε∗F =: Ad(h−1) ◦ F ,(3.1.5)

θ̂ := σ∗θ = h−1ε∗θ =: h−1θ,(3.1.6)

where µG denotes the left-invariant Maurer-Cartan form of G.
We observe that for v ∈ U , w ∈ V = TvU ,

θv(w) = w.

In other words, it holds

θ = dv,

where v denotes the generic point in U . That is, v : U −→ U is the identity map.
Now, by pulling back dθ + ω ∧ θ = 0 we obtain Γ ∧ dv = 0. Which amounts to the fact that

Γ actually takes values in Sym2 V ∗ ⊗ V .
Moreover, by pulling back the first Bianchi identity we also obtain

F ∧ dv = 0,

which thus implies that F takes values in K(g).
Thus, in this context we obtain that the relation (3.1.3) in these trivializations reads:

F =R∇,(3.1.7)

F̂ =ρ2(h
−1)R(θ̂, θ̂) =: R̂(θ̂, θ̂)(3.1.8)

Notice as well that along the standard trivialization ε : U −→ U ×G given by ε(q) = (q, idV ),
we readily obtain the relation

(3.1.9) ∇R∇ = dR∇ + (ρ2)∗(Γ) ∧R∇.

A relevant observation is the fact that under general gauges, a similar structural equation is
satisfied:

Proposition 3.1. Let U ⊂ V be an open set containing 0, let g : U −→ G be a smooth map,
and denote by s the associated local section s : U −→ F (U) = U × G given by s(q) := (q, g(q)).
Then R := ρ2(g

−1)R∇, ω := s∗ω∇ satisfy the structure equation

(3.1.10) (dR+ (ρ2)∗(ω) ∧R)(g) = ρ3(g
−1)∇R∇,

where R∇ denotes the curvature tensor of the torsion-free connection ∇, and ω∇ ∈ Ω1(F (U), g)
denotes its associated connection form. In particular, the map (dR+(ρ2)∗(ω)∧R)(g) takes values
in K1(g).

The proof of Proposition 3.1 relies on the following elementary

Lemma 3.1. Let H be a Lie group, V a vector space, and ρ : H −→ GL(V ) a representation.
Let U be a manifold, X a vector field on U , and h : U −→ H, f : U −→ V smooth functions. It
holds that

d
(
ρ(h−1)f

)
(X) = ρ(h−1)(df(X)− ρ∗(Adh(h

∗µH(X)))f),

where µH ∈ Ω1(H, h) denotes the left-invariant Maurer-Cartan form of the group H.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By making use of Lemma 3.1 we obtain for every x ∈ V :

dR(x) = ρ2(g
−1)dR∇(x) − ρ2(g

−1)(ρ2)∗(Ad g(g
∗µG(x)))R

∇
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Because of the identity ∇R∇ = dR∇ + (ρ2)∗(Γ) ∧R∇, we then get

dR(x) = ρ2(g
−1)∇xR

∇ − ρ2(g
−1)(ρ2)∗(Γ(x))R

∇ − ρ2(g
−1)(ρ2)∗(Ad g(g

∗µG(x)))R
∇

=ρ2(g
−1)∇xR

∇ − ρ2(g
−1)(ρ2)∗(Ad g(Ad g

−1Γ + g∗µG)(x))R
∇

=ρ2(g
−1)∇xR

∇ − ρ2(g
−1)(ρ2)∗(Ad g ◦ ω(x))R

∇

A direct computation also shows:

ρ2(g
−1)(ρ2)∗(Ad g ◦ ω(x))R

∇ = (ρ2)∗(ω(x))R = ((ρ2)∗(ω) ∧R)(x).

It thus holds, by the mere definition of the representation ρm in (3.1.1),

(dR + (ρ2)∗(ω) ∧R)(g · x) = ρ2(g
−1)∇g·xR

∇ = (ρ3(g
−1)∇R∇)(x)

�

3.2. An Initial Value Problem. The goal of this part is to expose how the results of the
previous sections come together and provide us with conditions a curvature map must satisfy in
order to have a chance of arising from the curvature tensor of a torsion-free connection.

Firstly let W denote a real vector space (for the purposes of this work, it is enough to consider
the case W ⊂

⊗m
V ∗ ⊗ g, for some m ∈ N0), and LE : Ω•(U,W ) −→ Ω•(U,W ) denote the Lie

derivative along the Euler vector field E . In terms of the flow φ : R×V −→ V of E , it holds that

d

dt
φ∗
t η = φ∗

tLE η.

On the other hand, since φ∗
0 = idΩ•(U,W ) and limt→−∞ φt = 0, we obtain

(3.2.1) η =

ˆ 0

−∞

d

dt
φ∗
t η dt.

For k ∈ N0, let I : Ω
k(U,W ) −→ Ωk(U,W ) be the integration map defined by

Iη :=

{
´ 0

−∞ φ∗
t η dt k ≥ 1,

´ 0

−∞ φ∗
t (η − η0) dt k = 0,

where η0 ∈ C∞(U,W ) denotes the constant map η0 ≡ η(0).
After a change of variable, we obtain that for x ∈ U ,

(3.2.2) (Iη)x =

{
´ 1

0 tk−1ηtx dt k ≥ 1,
´ 1

0
ηtx−η0

t
dt k = 0.

The integration map I is easily seen to commute with both the exterior and interior derivatives
d: Ωk(U,W ) −→ Ωk+1(U,W ), ιE : Ωk(U,W ) −→ Ωk−1(U,W ).

By using the fact the LE = ιE d + dιE we obtain for η ∈ Ωk(U,W ) = C∞(U,
∧k

V ∗ ⊗W ):

(3.2.3) LE η = kη + η′(E ),

where η′ denotes the differential of η considered as a
∧k V ∗ ⊗W -valued 0-Form.

For η ∈ Ωk(U, g) we define the form η · E ∈ Ωk(U, V ) as

(3.2.4) (η · E )(v1, . . . , vk) := η(v1, . . . , vk)E

By virtue of (3.2.1), we obtain for η ∈ Ωk(U,W ), k ∈ N0 the relations

(3.2.5) ILE η = LE Iη =

{
η k ≥ 1,

η − η0 k = 0.
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Writing the formal power series of η ∈ Ωk(U,W )

η ≈
∑

m≥0

η(m),

where η(m) ∈ Symm V ∗ ⊗
∧k

V ∗ ⊗W , we readily obtain the formal power series expansion

(3.2.6) Iη ≈

{∑
m≥0

1
m+k

η(m) k ≥ 1,∑
m≥1

1
m
η(m) k = 0.

The Lie derivative along the Euler vector field E and its associated map I can be used to

characterize the pull-backed forms θ̂, ω̂:

Proposition 3.2. With the above notation, it holds:

i) θ̂ = dv+I(ω̂ ·E ). In other words, for the map h−1 : U −→ G it holds: h−1 = id+I(ω̂ ·E ),
where h−1 denotes the smooth map induced by parallel translation along radial geodesics
given in (3.1.6)

ii) ω̂ = I(ιE F̂ ) = I(R̂(E , θ̂)).

Proof. To i): Notice that, from the fact h−1(q)q = q for all q ∈ U , we obtain at once θ̂(E ) = E .

Thus, together with the fact that dθ̂ + ω̂ ∧ θ̂ = 0 it follows that:

LE θ̂ = dιE θ̂ + ιE dθ̂ = dv − ιE (ω̂ ∧ θ̂) = dv − ιE (ω̂ ∧ dv) = dv + ω̂ · E ,

where the last equality follows from the fact that ιE ω̂ = 0.

Since θ̂ ∈ Ω1(U, V ), the map I is in fact the inverse of LE . The claim follows now from the
linearity of I and the fact that I(dv) = dv.

To ii): From the fact that F̂ = dω̂ + ω̂ ∧ ω̂ = R̂(θ̂, θ̂) and because ιE ω̂ = 0, it thus holds:

ιE F̂ = R̂(θ̂(E ), θ̂) = R̂(E , θ̂) = ιE dω̂ = LE ω̂,

from which the claim immediately follows. �

We finish this section by stating a simple corollary of Proposition 3.2, which turns out to be
a key ingredient for the formulation of the main result.

Proposition 3.3. The pulled-back form θ̂ is a solution to the singular initial value problem
{
LE (LE − id)θ = R̂(E , θ)E ,

θ0 = id, dθ0 = 0.

Proof. From i) in Proposition 3.2 we obtain:

θ̂0 =id + I(ω̂ · E )0 = id + (ω̂ · E )0 = id,

dθ̂0 =dI(ω̂ · E )0 = I(d(ω̂ · E ))0 =

ˆ 1

0

t d(ω̂ · E )0 dt =
1

2
d(ω̂ · E )0 = 0,

where the last equation follows from the fact that

d(ω̂ · E ) = (dω̂) · E − ω̂ ∧ dv,

and, because of ii) in Proposition 3.2, ω̂0 = 0.
It further holds:

L2
E θ̂ =LE (dv + ω̂ · E )

=dv + ω̂ · E + (LE ω̂) · E

=LE θ̂ + R̂(E , θ̂)E ,
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from which the claim immediately follows. �

4. Main Result

In this section we prove our main result, Theorem 1, which basically states that solutions to
the initial value problem introduced in Proposition 3.3 turn out to be essential for the existence
of torsion-free connections. Throughout this section U is going to denote an open, star-shaped
around 0 ∈ V subset.

Before stating the proof of Theorem 1, we need a couple of preliminary results.

Proposition 4.1. Let S : U −→ K(g) a real analytic map. Then, the singular initial value
problem

(4.0.1)

{
LE (LE − id)θ = S(E , θ)E ,

θ0 = id, dθ0 = 0

admits a unique real analytic solution.

This result can be proved by means of the Theorem of Cauchy-Kovalevskaya in the singular
setting. However, because of the nature of this particular initial value problem, one can prove the
existence and uniqueness of the analytic solution to (4.0.1) by purely elementary considerations.
We follow this path, but in order to do so, some auxiliary results are needed.

Firstly we recall the following criterion for real-analyticity of a function.

Proposition 4.2. [KP92, Chapter 2, Proposition 2.2.10] Let U ⊂ R
m be an open neighborhood

of 0. A smooth map F : U −→ R
ℓ is real-analytic if, and only if, for every x0 ∈ U there exists an

open neighborhood U0 of x0, and positive constants C, r such that for every multi-index µ ∈ N
m
0 ,

x ∈ U0: ∥∥∥∥
1

µ!
DµF (x)

∥∥∥∥ ≤
C

r|µ|
,

where ‖·‖ denotes the Euclidean norm of Rℓ, and for µ = (µ1, . . . , µm), µ! = µ1! · · ·µm!, |µ| =∑m
i=1 µi.

Before we state the following auxiliary result we notice that the symmetric powers Symk V
can be endowed with an inner product coming from the one in V . Explicitly we define
〈·, ·〉 : Symk V × Symk V −→ R as the bilinear map that on monomials is given by

〈v1 · · · vk, w1 · · ·wk〉 :=
1

k!
perm(〈vi, wj〉)1≤i,j≤k :=

1

k!

∑

σ∈Sk

k∏

i=1

〈vi, wσ(i)〉.

The induced norm by this normalized inner product satisfies that, for any v ∈ V , it holds∥∥vk
∥∥ = ‖v‖

k
.

Proposition 4.2 allows to establish the following

Proposition 4.3. Let V , (W, ‖·‖W ) be finite-dimensional vector spaces, say dimV = n. If the
function F : V −→ W is analytic near the origin, then

f(t) :=
∑

m≥0

∥∥∥F (m)
∥∥∥tm

defines an analytic function near 0 ∈ R, where F (m) ∈ Symm V ∗ ⊗ W denotes the unique
polynomial that satisfies

F (m)(vm) =
∑

|µ|=m

1

µ!
DµF (0)vµ,
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and ‖·‖ denotes the norm on Symm V ∗ ⊗W given by

‖Q‖ := max
‖v‖=1

‖Q(vm)‖W .

Proof. Because of Proposition 4.2, there exists positive constants C, r such that for every x in a
sufficiently small open ball around 0, and every multi-index µ ∈ N

n
0 ,∥∥∥∥

1

µ!
DµF (x)

∥∥∥∥
W

≤
C

r|µ|
.

For every unitary v ∈ V it thus hold:
∥∥∥F (m)(vm)

∥∥∥
W

≤
∑

|µ|=m

∥∥∥∥
1

µ!
DµF (0)

∥∥∥∥
W

‖vµ‖
‖vµ‖=‖v‖|µ|

=
∑

|µ|=m

∥∥∥∥
1

µ!
DµF (0)

∥∥∥∥
W

≤
∑

|µ|=m

C

rm

=
C

rm
dim(Symm V ) =

C

rm

(
n+m− 1

m

)

≤
C

rm
(m+ 1)n−1

and so we conclude, that for every m ∈ N0,
∥∥∥F (m)

∥∥∥ ≤
C

rm
(m+ 1)n−1.

Now, because for |t| < r, k ∈ N0, it holds that

∑

m≥0

(m+ 1)k
(
t

r

)m

=

(
t
d

dt
+ id

)k
r

r − t
,

we thus obtain
∑

m≥0

∣∣∣
∥∥∥F (m)

∥∥∥tm
∣∣∣ ≤ C

∑

m≥0

(m+ 1)n−1

(
|t|

r

)m

< ∞,

which then implies, that for every ε > 0,
∑

m≥0

∥∥F (m)
∥∥tm uniformly converges on [−r+ε, r−ε],

thus yielding f ∈ Cω((−r, r)). �

We now have all the necessary tools to prove Proposition 4.1

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let θ =
∑

m≥0 θ
(m) be a formal solution to (4.0.1). From the initial

data we obtain:

θ(0) = id, θ(1) = 0.

In light of (3.2.6) it holds:

LE (LE − id)θ = LE

∑

m≥1

mθ(m) =
∑

m≥1

m(m+ 1)θ(m) =
∑

m≥0

(m+ 1)(m+ 2)θ(m+1).

Because for every q ∈ U , Sq =
∑

m≥0 S
(m)(qm), we conclude that the formal power series of

the map S(E , θ)E satisfies

(S(E , θ)E )q =
∑

m≥0

∑

k+ℓ=m−2

S(k)(qk)(q, θ(ℓ)(qℓ))q ∈ V ∗ ⊗ V.
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With this we thus obtain, that for every q ∈ U , m ∈ N0,

θ(0) = id,(4.0.2)

(m+ 1)θ(m+1)(qm+1) =
1

m+ 2

∑

k+ℓ=m−1

S(k)(qk)(q, θ(ℓ)(qℓ))q(4.0.3)

For any q ∈ U with ‖q‖ ≤ 1, and by endowing
∧2

V ⊗ V with the natural norm induced by
the inner product in V , we obtain for every m ∈ N0

(m+ 1)
∥∥∥θ(m+1)(qm+1)

∥∥∥ ≤
1

m+ 2

∑

k+ℓ=m−1

∥∥∥S(k)(qk)
∥∥∥
∥∥∥θ(ℓ)(qℓ)

∥∥∥‖q‖2

≤
∑

k+ℓ=m−1

∥∥∥S(k)
∥∥∥
∥∥∥θ(ℓ)

∥∥∥

≤
∑

k+ℓ=m

∥∥∥S(k)
∥∥∥
∥∥∥θ(ℓ)

∥∥∥,

implying thus for every m ∈ N0

(4.0.4) (m+ 1)
∥∥∥θ(m+1)

∥∥∥ ≤
∑

k+ℓ=m

∥∥∥S(k)
∥∥∥
∥∥∥θ(ℓ)

∥∥∥.

Now, since S ∈ Cω(U,K(g)), the map s(t) :=
∑

m≥0

∥∥S(m)
∥∥tm is analytic near 0, according

to Proposition 4.3. Notice also that ϑ(t) :=
∑

m≥0

∥∥θ(m)
∥∥tm is absolutely convergent near 0,

since from (4.0.4) we obtain that for t > 0,

ϑ′(t) ≤ s(t)ϑ(t),

and so, by Grönwall’s lemma we obtain

ϑ(t) ≤ ϑ(0)e
´

t

0
s(u) du = e

´

t

0
s(u) du,

which due to the analyticity of t 7−→ e
´

t

0
s(u) du near 0, implies the absolute convergence of ϑ

close to 0.
Thus, for x ∈ Bρ(0), for sufficiently small ρ, we have proved the absolute convergence of

∑

m≥0

θ(m)(xm),

as well as its uniform convergence on compact subsets of Bρ(0). This implies together with the
recursion (4.0.3), the analytic solution θ is uniquely given, yielding thus the claim. �

The analytic solution to the above initial value problem admits a concrete characterization in
terms of a special g-valued 1-form:

Proposition 4.4. Let S : U −→ K(g) be a real analytic map, let θ be the real analytic solution
to the singular initial value problem (4.0.1). Set ω = I(S(E , θ)). It then holds:

i) θ = dv + I(ω · E ),

ii) LE (dθ + ω ∧ θ) = (dω + ω ∧ ω − S(θ, θ)) · E .

Before stating the proof of the Proposition, we make the following observation:

Lemma 4.1. Let U ⊂ V a star-shaped around 0 open subset, W a vector space. Then
η ∈ Ω1(U,W ) satisfies LE η = η if, and only if, η ≡ η(0).
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Proof. That the constant form η(0) satisfies the claim is easily seen from the definition. Suppose
now LE η = η. Because of (3.2.3), this implies, η′(E ) = 0. This is equivalent to the fact that
ei∂iη ≡ 0. From this we thus conclude, that for all j, ∂jη = −ei∂ijη, and so we obtain in
particular, ∂jη(0) = 0.

Now, for q ∈ U and t > 0 we notice that the smooth map t −→ η(tq) is constant, since

d

dt
η(tq) = qj∂jη(tq) =

1

t
(ej∂jη)tq = 0.

In fact, this map is everywhere constant, since,

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
0

η(tq) = qj∂jη(0) = 0.

This readily yields the claim. �

Proof of Proposition 4.4. To i): Set θ̃ := dv + I(ω · E ). It thus holds:

L2
E θ̃ =LE (dv + ω · E )

=dv + ω · E + (LEω) · E

=LE θ̃ + S(E , θ)E ,

from which we obtain:

LE (LE − id)θ̃ = S(E , θ)E = LE (LE − id)θ.

That is, it holds:

(LE − id)θ̃ = (LE − id)θ,

or equivalently,

LE (θ̃ − θ) = θ̃ − θ,

which by Lemma 4.1 implies,

θ̃ − θ ≡ (θ̃ − θ)(0) = 0.

To ii): In light of i) it holds:

LE (dθ + ω ∧ θ) =dLE θ + LEω ∧ θ + ω ∧ LE θ

=d(ω · E ) + S(E , θ) ∧ θ + ω ∧ dv + ω ∧ (ω · E )

=(dω) · E − ω ∧ dv + S(E , θ) ∧ θ + ω ∧ dv + (ω ∧ ω) · E

=(dω + ω ∧ ω) · E + S(E , θ) ∧ θ

=(dω + ω ∧ ω − S(θ, θ)) · E ,

where the last equality follows from the fact that S takes values in K(g), and so it holds:
S(E , θ) ∧ θ = −S(θ, θ) · E . �

We now have all the ingredients to prove Theorem 1:

Theorem 1. Let U ⊂ V a star-shaped around 0 open subset, let S : U −→ K(g) be a real-analytic
map, θ the analytic solution to the singular initial value problem

{
LE (LE − id)θ = S(E , θ)E ,

θ0 = id, dθ0 = 0,

and suppose ω := I(S(E , θ)) satisfies the consistency relation dω + ω ∧ ω = S(θ, θ). Then there
exists a unique torsion-free analytic connection ∇ on a sufficiently small open neighborhood
U ′ ⊂ U of 0 such that for all v ∈ U ′:

(4.0.5) Sv = P1,0 · R
∇
γv(1)

,
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where P1,0 denotes the inverse of the parallel translation map along the radial geodesic γv(t) := tv,
and R∇ denotes the curvature tensor of the connection ∇.

Proof. Let U ′ be the open neighborhood of 0 in which θ is real-analytic. Let g : U ′ −→ G be the
map g := id + I(ω · E ). Set Γ ∈ Ω1(U ′, g) as

Γ := Ad(g−1) ◦ ω + g∗µG = Ad(g−1) ◦ ω + g−1dg.

It thus holds:

Γ ∧ dv =g−1(ωg + dg) ∧ dv

=g−1(ω ∧ gdv + dg ∧ dv)

=g−1(ω ∧ θ + dθ)

=0,

where the last equality follows from the fact that dω + ω ∧ ω = S(θ, θ) and Proposition 4.4.
From this we thus conclude, that the analytic map Γ: U ′ −→ V ∗ ⊗ g actually takes values in

Sym2 V ∗ ⊗ V , and so it uniquely defines a torsion-free connection ∇ by the formula:

∇Xs := ds(X) + Γ(X)s,

for every smooth sections X, s : U ′ −→ V .
The curvature of ∇ is then given by the formula

R∇ = dΓ + Γ ∧ Γ.

A direct computation shows

dΓ = Ad(g−1)dω −Ad(g−1)ω ∧ g∗µG − g∗µG ∧ Ad(g−1)ω

and so it holds

R∇ = Ad(g−1)(dω + ω ∧ ω) + g∗
=0︷ ︸︸ ︷

(dµG + µG ∧ µG) = Ad(g−1)(dω + ω ∧ ω).

Since it also holds that dω + ω ∧ ω = S(θ, θ) = S(g, g), it follows from (3.1.1):

R∇ = Ad(g−1)S(g, g) = ρ2(g
−1)S,

which at once shows that R∇ indeed takes values in K(g) and,

S = ρ2(g)R
∇.

Finally, that for the analytic map g−1 : U ′ −→ G, holds g(v)−1 = Pγv
follows from the mere

definition of ∇.
In sum it thus holds for every v ∈ U ′:

Sv = ρ2(P
−1
γv

)R∇
v = P1,0 · R

∇
γv(1)

.

�

In the context of Theorem 1, we obtain the following:

Corollary 4.1. Let S, θ = gdv, ω, and U ′ be as in Theorem 1. It thus holds, the map

(dS + (ρ2)∗(ω) ∧ S)(g−1) : U ′ −→ V ∗ ⊗K(g),

takes values in the subspace K1(g).
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Proof. From Theorem 1, it immediately follows that ω = σ∗ω∇, where ω∇ is the connection form
associated to the torsion-free connection ∇ from the Theorem, and σ = (idU ′ , g−1) denotes its
associated exponential framing.

From Proposition 3.1, and the fact that S = ρ2(g)R
∇ it thus follows that

(dS + (ρ2)∗(ω) ∧ S)(g−1) = ρ3(g)∇R∇,

from which the result follows, since R∇ satisfies the second Bianchi identity, which amounts to
the fact that ∇R∇ takes values in K1(g). �

5. Holonomy of Torsion-free Connections

We are now concerning ourselves with some relevant consequences of Theorem 1 in the direc-
tion of Holonomy Theory. In particular, the holonomy of the torsion-free connection induced by
the analytic map S in Theorem 1 can conveniently be characterized by it. Concretely, one has
the following:

Theorem 2. Let S : U −→ K(g), θ ∈ Ω1(U, V ), ω ∈ Ω1(U, g) as in Theorem 1. Let ∇ be the
torsion-free connection on TU ′ which satisfies (4.0.5). It holds:

(5.0.1) hol0(∇) = span {Sv(x, y) | v ∈ U ′, x, y ∈ V }.

Proof. We denote the right-hand side of (5.0.1) by h. Because of (4.0.5) and the Ambrose-Singer
Theorem 2.2, we immediately obtain h ⊂ hol0(∇).

Let H be the connected Lie subgroup of G which has h as its Lie algebra, and set

FH :=
⊔

v∈U ′

{σ(v)g | v ∈ U ′, g ∈ H},

where σ : U ′ −→ U ′ ×G denotes the exponential framing associated to ∇. That is,
σ(v) = (v, h(v)) := (v, Pγv

). Notice that FH −→ U ′ naturally admits the structure of an H-
principal bundle, and as such, it is isomorphic to the H-bundle U ′ ×H −→ U ′.

Let γ : [0, 1] −→ FH , and set γ(0) = σ(v)g. Thus there exists curves γ1 : [0, 1] −→ U ′ with
γ1(0) = v, γ2 : [0, 1] −→ H with γ2(0) = g such that γ(t) = σ(γ1(t))γ2(t).

From this we thus get:

ω∇
σ(v)g(γ

′(0)) =Ad(g−1) ◦ ω∇
σ(v)(dRg−1γ′(0))

=Ad(g−1) ◦ ω∇
σ(v)

(
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
0

σ(γ1(t))γ2(t)g
−1

)

=Ad(g−1) ◦ ω∇
σ(v)

(
(γ′

1(0), h(v)γ
′
2(0)g

−1 + dvh(γ
′
1(0)))

)

=Ad(g−1)(γ′
2(0)g

−1 + ωv(γ
′
1(0)))

=g−1γ′
2(0) + Ad(g−1)ωv(γ

′
1(0))

=dLg−1(γ′
2(0)) + Ad(g−1)ωv(γ

′
1(0)).

Now, because of the fact that ω = I(S(E , θ)) is analytic on U ′, with power series given by
(3.2.6), we then conclude that ω takes in fact values in h, which in turn implies

ω∇
σ(v)g(γ

′(0)) = dLg−1(γ′
2(0)) + Ad(g−1)ωv(γ

′
1(0)) ∈ h.

In other words, we have just proved that the restricted connection form ω∇|TFH
takes values in

h, whichs amounts to the fact that (F (U ′), ω∇) is reducible to (FH , ω∇|TFH
) [Bau09, Chapter 4,

Satz 4.2], and so, by Proposition 2.1 we conclude in particular, that for every u ∈ FH ,

P∇(u) ⊂ FH = U ′ ×H.
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By setting u0 := σ(0) = (0, id) ∈ FH , we obtain:

P∇(u0) = U ′ ×Holu0(ω
∇) = U ′ ×Hol0(∇) ⊂ U ′ ×H.

That is, Hol0(∇) ⊂ H , which together with the observation that h ⊂ hol0(∇) yields

h = hol0(∇).

�

In light of Theorem 2 we obtain at once the following useful

Corollary 5.1. In the situation of Theorem 1. The holonomy algebra of the torsion-free con-
nection induced by the analytic map S is contained in the Lie subalgebra h ⊂ g if, and only if,
the map S takes values in the subspace K(h).
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