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SYMMETRIC CARTAN CALCULUS,
THE PATTERSON-WALKER METRIC
AND SYMMETRIC COHOMOLOGY

FILIP MOUCKA AND ROBERTO RUBIO

ABSTRACT. We develop symmetric Cartan calculus, an analogue of classical
Cartan calculus for symmetric differential forms. We first show that the analogue
of the exterior derivative, the symmetric derivative, is not unique and its different
choices are parametrized by torsion-free affine connections. We use a choice of
symmetric derivative to generate the symmetric bracket and the symmetric Lie
derivative, and give geometric interpretations of all of them. By proving the
structural identities and describing the role of affine morphisms, we reveal an
unexpected link of symmetric Cartan calculus with the Patterson-Walker metric,
which we recast as a direct analogue of the canonical symplectic form on the
cotangent bundle. We show that, in the light of the Patterson-Walker metric,
symmetric Cartan calculus becomes a complete analogue of classical Cartan
calculus. As an application of this new framework, we introduce symmetric
cohomology, which involves Killing tensors, or, in the case of the Levi-Civita
connection, Killing vector fields. We characterize the Levi-Civita connections of
S! in terms of symmetric cohomology and develop further techniques.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Classical Cartan calculus, understood as the calculus of vector fields X(M) and
differential forms Q* (M) on a manifold M, is an ubiquitous language for differential
geometry. Its structural identities are the graded commutators of the contraction
operator ¢, the exterior derivative d and the Lie derivative L. Namely, for X,Y €
X(M), we have:

[tx, tv]g = 0, [d,d]g =0, [ex. d]g = Lx,

1
(1) [Lx,tylg = txv], [Lx,Lylg = Lixy, d, Lx]s = 0.

The exterior derivative plays a geometric generating role. Together with the
contraction, which is a linear-algebraic operation (that is, at the level of bundles,
not necessarily sections), it recovers the Lie derivative and also the Lie bracket as
a derived bracket. Furthermore, the exterior derivative gives rise to the de Rham
cohomology.

A very natural question is whether there is an analogous framework for sym-
metric differential forms and what it might be helpful for. This would first mean
finding analogues to the exterior derivative, the Lie derivative and the Lie bracket
satisfying similar properties. Surprisingly, the only precedent we are aware of is
the definition of a symmetric bracket in [I2] (later geometrically interpreted in
[21]), which was used, by mimicking the explicit formulas in the usual setting,
to define a symmetric differential and a symmetric Lie derivative [16]. We have
found no justification that these are the only possible or even reasonable choices,
no exhaustive study of the structural identities analogous to and, beyond the
symmetric bracket [3, 6], neither a full geometric interpretation nor a significant
application.

The aim of the present work is to develop and justify a sound and geometrically
meaningful approach to symmetric Cartan calculus, as well as to show its two-
way interaction with the Patterson-Walker metric, and introduce a symmetric
cohomology theory, which is related to Killing tensors. Key to our strategy is
our starting point: we look for all possible symmetric analogues of the exterior
derivative that can play an equivalent generating role as a geometric derivation
(Definition [2.4).

The first main feature of symmetric Cartan calculus is, precisely, that there is no
canonical symmetric derivative for symmetric differential forms, which we denote
by YT*(M). Such an analogue depends on the choice of a connection, which can
be, without loss of generality, assumed to be torsion free. In fact, we prove:

Proposition The map V — V¢ gives an isomorphism of Y?(M,TM)-affine
spaces:

{ torsion-free } ~ { geometric derivations of the algebra }

connections on M of symmetric forms on M
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An a priori surprising fact is that V* does not square to zero. However, this is
natural, since the symmetric derivative is a usual derivation and derivations are
an algebra for the usual commutator, as opposed to the graded commutator for
graded derivations. Thus, squaring to zero is natural in the context of classical
Cartan calculus since [d,d], = 2d o d, whereas in the symmetric case, we have
that the analogous expression of squaring to zero is [V*,V?®] = 0 for the usual
commutator, which is trivially satisfied.

We give a geometric interpretation of V* making use of the correspondence
between a symmetric form ¢ and a polynomial in velocities ¢ (an element of a
subspace of C*(T'M), as we explain in Section , together with the geodesic
spray Xy € X(T'M).

Proposition [2.14 Let V be a connection on M. For every ¢ € Y"(M) we have

Vep = Xy

The symmetric Lie derivative with respect to a vector field X € X(M) is intro-
duced as Lg = [tx, V¥] and we show in Proposition [2.19] (see also Figure [1)) that
it captures the variation with respect to a combination of the flow of X and the
parallel transport with respect to V. Finally, the symmetric bracket is derived
from the formula [L%,ty] = t(x.vy,. Its geometric interpretation in relation to
geodesically invariant distributions is recalled in Section 2.7 Overall, we have the
following properties for the (ungraded) commutator:

[Lx, Ly] = O, [Vs, VS] = 0, [Lx, Vs] = Li(,
(L, ov] = vxeryss (L, Lyl # Lixoyy, (V2 L] # 0.

Note that the analogues of the last two formulae of are not true. Instead, we
show in Section [3] that

(L%, Ly] = LfX,Y] + LS(VVXY—VVyX—RV(X,Y))v
[vs’ Lg{] - 2VSVX + LgsymLXRv+R%X'

The study of the right-hand side of these expressions leads us to find an unex-
pected link with the Patterson-Walker metric gy, a metric on 7*M that is deter-
mined by the choice of a torsion-free connection V on M. On the one hand, by
using a lift V of the connection V to T*M (Section , the symmetric derivative
allows us to recast the Patterson-Walker metric as an analogue of the canonical
symplectic form on T M.

Theorem For any torsion-free connection V on M, there holds
@Sacan = gv,

where Qeqy 15 the canonical 1-form on T*M.
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On the other hand, the Patterson-Walker metric, together with the notion of
the complete lift X¢ € X(T*M) of a vector field X, gives a framework in which
the structural identities become much simpler.

Theorem [5.19. Let V be a torsion-free connection on M and X,Y € X(M). All

of the siz relations
[Lx, Ly] = 0, [Vs, Vs] = 0, [Lx, Vs] = L;,
[Li(v LY] = UX:Y)ss [ gfv LSY] =0, [vs7 Lg{] =0
are satisfied if and only if X¢ and Y ¢ are gradient Killing vector fields for gv.

This seemingly extra condition on X and Y implicitly appears in the classical
case as well. Indeed, the analogues of gradient Killing vector fields for gy are
Hamiltonian ones for the canonical 2-form we,,, and complete lifts are always
Hamiltonian. This, together with the fact that [L%, Ly] = 0 = Ly, if X¢ and
Y¢ are gradient Killing, draws a complete analogy between Theorem and .

The study of the lifts required to prove these last two theorems is recalled in
Appendix

Finally, just as the exterior derivative plays a generating role in classical Cartan
calculus and is the basis of de Rham cohomology, the question of whether there is
any cohomology theory associated to the symmetric derivative arises naturally.

Closed symmetric forms for the symmetric derivative V*® recover the notion of
Killing tensors. In the case of the Levi-Civita connection of a (pseudo-)Riemannian
metric, Killing tensors are well established. They are related to the separability of
Hamilton-Jacobi equation [4], or the symmetries of the Laplacian [13]. Probably
the most famous Killing tensor is the Carter tensor in the Kerr-Newman spacetime,
the spacetime of a charged rotating black hole [9, 10} 26].

Defining a cohomology theory with an operator that does not square to zero
requires some adjustment, namely, considering the intersection of the image with
the kernel. We do this to define symmetric cohomology, and give a geometric
interpretation in terms of polynomials in velocities (Corollary . We focus
specially on the first symmetric cohomology group. We prove that its dimension
is bounded, and, when dealing with a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric, we can relate
it to Killing vector fields modulo gradient Killing vector fields.

Symmetric cohomology depends, as symmetric Cartan calculus does, on the
choice of a torsion-free connection. Far from being a hindrance, we take advantage
of this fact, to prove our last result, which offers a characterization of Levi-Civita
connections on S! in terms of symmetric cohomology.

Proposition [6.26, The only connections V on S' such that Hg,(SY) # {0} (and
hence R) are the Levi-Civita connections for any choice of metric on St.

We present further techniques for symmetric cohomology, namely the Kiinneth
subalgebra, the Patterson-Walker bound and the study of left-invariant symmet-
ric cohomology. These have proved to be useful tools in obtaining information
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about the symmetric cohomology groups of product manifolds, cotangent bundles
and compact Lie groups. Further applications of symmetric Cartan calculus will
come in forthcoming papers about symmetric Poisson structures and generalized
geometry.

We finish the paper with a table (Appendix @ that summarizes and compares
various aspects of symmetric Cartan calculus with classical Cartan calculus.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank the Weizmann Institute of Sci-
ence for their hospitality in hosting us as visitors, Andrew Lewis for helpful dis-
cussions about the symmetric bracket and Rudolf Smolka for noticing a mistake
in the first version of this text.

Notation and conventions. We work on the smooth category for manifolds
and maps. We denote an arbitrary manifold (of positive dimension) by M, its
smooth functions by C*°(M), its tangent bundle by T'M, its cotangent bundle by
T*M, its vector fields by X(M) and its differential forms by Q°*(M).

When we consider a connection on M, we mean an affine connection (that is, a
connection on T'M), which can determine other connections (for instance, on T* M
by duality). We will denote these connections with the same symbol.

When we consider a vector space V', we mean a finite-dimensional vector space
over R or C. We use the Einstein summation convention throughout the text.

Note that our definition of symmetric cohomology will be unrelated to that of
symmetric group cohomology introduced in [24].

2. SYMMETRIC CARTAN CALCULUS

We first look at the linear-algebraic level before moving to smooth manifolds.

2.1. The symmetric algebra and its derivations. Consider a vector space V,
its dual space V* and the tensor algebra ®*V*. The natural action of a permutation
m € S, on a decomposable element (with o? € V*),

T (@®..®d)=a"®...0a",
is extended linearly to ®"V* and gives rise to the symmetric projection sym, :
®rv* N ®rv*’
1
sym, () = 7 d wee
WGST‘
and, more generally, sym := @,y sym,. Consider the N-graded vector space

.V*
Sym*® V* .= ©

= — = Imsym.
ker sym
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The latter isomorphism allows us to realize Sym® VV* as a vector subspace of @°*V*.
Define the symmetric product of ¢ € Sym” V* and » € Sym' V* by

(r+1)!
rll!
We thus have the symmetric algebra (Sym*® V* +, ®).
At this linear-algebraic level, we can already look at the contraction operator.

The degree-(—1) map tx, for any X € V', descends from ®*V* to Sym® V*, where
it becomes a derivation, that is,

(2) ix(pOY) =1xp O Y+ ©ixy,

as we show in the proof of the next lemma. Note that the sign is always +, that
is, it is not graded.

O = sym(p @ 1).

Lemma 2.1. The degree-(—1) derivations of Sym® V* are in bijective correspon-
dence with V' wia the contraction operator t.

Proof. We first prove that the contraction operator is indeed a derivation of
Sym®V*. Given ¢ € Sym"V* and ¢ € Sym'V*, we denote n := 7 +1 — 1.
We shall use the shorthand notation p(Y') := (Y, ..., Y) for a symmetric r-tensor
@ acting on r copies of a vector Y € V. Then, for all Y € V,

(tx(e @) ,l, D (- (p@u))(Y),
TESK

We can write the symmetric group S, as the disjoint union of the two subsets
S={reS,1er({l,..,rHland S, = {r e S, |l en({r+1,...r+1})}.

Therefore,

(x(p @ UN(Y) = 1 (o x) () 6(Y) + 3 6V) (x)(1)).

TeS!h meS),

Since the cardinal of the sets 8" and 8!, is n!r and n!l, respectively, we arrive at

n! n!

(tx(p © ¥))(Y) = m(bxs@(y) YY)+ m oY) (ex)(Y)
:r—1'l'§bw ,gw )
= (txp O Y+ O xy)(Y).

Identity (2] . ) then follows from polarization, so ¢y is a derivation. As an algebra,
Sym® V*is generated by Sym” V*, that is, the scalars (where degree-(—1) maps act
trivially), and Sym' V* = V*, Whose linear maps are exactly given by (V*)* =V
via the contraction ¢. ]



SYMMETRIC CARTAN, PATTERSON-WALKER METRIC, SYMMETRIC COHOMOLOGY 7
2.2. Geometric derivations. Given a manifold M, we replace V' in Section
by T,,M and consider the rth-symmetric power bundle

Sym" T* M,
whose sections we denote by Y"(M). We define the graded C*(M)-module
(M) =P (M).
reN

Remark 2.2. Note that YY(M) = C®(M) and T (M) = Q' (M), we will use one
notation or the other depending on the context. On the other hand, we have
avoided talking about Sym® T*M since it would be a bundle of infinite rank.

Remark 2.3. It will be convenient to also introduce the notation
T (M,E):=T(Sym"T"M ® E)
for an arbitrary vector bundle E over M and, analogously, T*(M, E).

The symmetric projection, the symmetric product and the contraction of Section
2.1| are easily extended to tensor fields. We thus obtain a graded algebra

(Y*(M),+,©).

The derivations of any graded algebra together with the commutator form a Lie
algebra that is moreover graded. In this case, we denote it by Der(Y*(M)). For
derivations of fixed degree, we will use a subindex, e.g., tx € Der_(Y*(M)).

Since the exterior derivative, together with the contraction, generates the Cartan
calculus for Q°(M), now we look for analogous derivations of Y*(M), which we
call geometric.

Definition 2.4. A geometric derivation D € Der(Y*(M)) is a derivation of
degree 1 satisfying, for all f € C>°(M) and X € X(M),

(DHX) = XT.

Every derivation of T*(M) is a local operator, and since the action on functions
is prescribed, any geometric derivation is uniquely characterized by its action on
1-forms. Namely, it is determined by a linear map D : Y*(M) — YT?(M) such that

(3) D(fa) =df ®a+ fDa

for all f € C*(M) and a € TH(M) = Q'(M). Formula (3)) resembles the defining
property of a connection on the cotangent bundle. In fact, given such a connection
V QY M) — QYM, T*M), we define the linear map V* : TH(M) — T?(M) by

(4) V#:=2symoV,
which satisfies

Vi(fa) =2sym(V(fa)) =2sym(df @ a + fVa) =df © a+ fVa.
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Definition 2.5. Let V be a connection on M. The symmetric derivative
corresponding to V is the geometric derivation V* € Der(Y*(M)), defined by (4).

In fact, these are all the possible geometric derivations.

Lemma 2.6. Fvery geometric deriwation is the symmetric derivative correspond-
ing to some affine connection.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary geometric derivation D and define

1
V= ) (D + d)|Ql(M) )

which is a linear map Q'(M) — QY(M, T*M). Moreover, for all f € C*(M) and
a e QYM),

V(fa) = %(D(fa)m(fa)) - %(df@a+fDoc+df/\a+fda)

= %(df@a—l—oz@df%—df@oa—a@df)+fVoz:df®oz+fVa,
thus V is a connection. Asda € Q?(M), sym(da) =0,s0 V* = 2symoV = D. 0O
To any connection V on M with torsion Ty € Q*(M,TM) we can associate the
torsion-free connection V° given, for X, Y € X(M), by
VOV = VY — %TV(X, Y).
Lemma 2.7. Given two affine connections, their symmetric derivatives are the

same if and only if their associated torsion-free connections are the same.

Proof. Note that the symmetric derivative corresponding to a connection V on M
may be explicitly written as

(Va)(X,Y)=XaY)+Ya(X) —a(VxY + VyX)

for all @ € TY(M) and X,Y € X(M). It follows that two connections V and V'
on M induce the same symmetric derivative if and only if

(5) VY + VyX = ViY + V) X.

On the other hand, the associated torsion-free connection to V is given by
1
(6) VeY = S(VxY + Vy X + X, Y]),

hence VO = V"% if and only if () is satisfied. O

Remark 2.8. Note that, geometrically, having the same torsion-free connection
means that they have the same geodesics. It may be seen easily from that both
the geodesic equation and the associated torsion-free connection depend solely on
the symmetric part of the original affine connection, see @
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Proposition 2.9. The map V — V* gives an isomorphism of Y2(M, T M)-affine
spaces:

{ torsion-free } ~ { geometric derivations of the algebra }

connections on M of symmetric forms on M

Proof. From Lemmas [2.6] and there is a bijective correspondence. The set of
torsion-free connections on M is an affine space modeled on T?(M,TM). On the
other hand, for geometric derivations D’ and D,

(D' = D)(fa)=df @a+ fD'a—df ®a— fDa= f(D' — D)(«a)

for f € C®(M) and a € T'(M), so the difference between D'ly1ppy and Dy py
may be viewed as an element of T?(M,TM). Since every geometric derivation is
uniquely determined by its restriction to 1-forms, they are also a T?(M, T M )-affine
space. The map V — V? is clearly affine and the result follows. O

Thus, without loss of generality, we can and will mostly consider (apart from
some instances in Sections , and Appendix [Bf) connections to be torsion free.

Remark 2.10. We have seen in the introduction that it is not natural for the
replacement of the exterior derivative to square to zero. Actually, no geometric
derivation squares to zero: for any f € C*(M), if D o D = 0, we have

0=D(Df* =DR2fDf)=2Df ®Df +2fD(Df) =2df ® df,

which is an contradiction (as dim M > 0), hence D o D # 0. In Appendix , we
show that the same holds for non-geometric derivations.

The unique extension of the symmetric derivative V* defined by to T*(M)
is given, for ¢ € Y"(M), by

Vip = (r+1)sym(Vy).

Indeed, the endomorphism on the right-hand side is of degree 1, it coincides with
the exterior derivative when ¢ is a function and it reduces to when ¢ is a
I-form. Moreover, it is a derivation (as the covariant derivative with respect to
any vector field is), so it coincides with V*.

Explicitly for ¢ € T"(M) and X; € X(M) we have

r+1

(7) (Vi) (X1, o X1) = > (Vi 0) (X, o, X X)),

J=1

2.3. Geometric interpretation of the symmetric derivative. We use the
relation between symmetric forms on M and a certain class of smooth functions
on T'M to give a geometric interpretation of V?.
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Definition 2.11. We call a smooth function {£ € C*(T'M) a degree-r polyno-
mial in velocities on M if it is a homogeneous function of degree r, that is, for
every A € R and v € T M,

EAu) = A"E(u).

The direct sum of the spaces of degree-r polynomials for » € N is a subalgebra
of C*°(T'M) that is unital and graded. We call its elements polynomials in
velocities on M. The next lemma explains this notation.

Lemma 2.12. Let £ € C*®(TM) be a degree-r polynomial in velocities on M. If
r =0, there is a unique f € C®(M) such that £ = pr*f. Whereas, forr > 0, given
a natural coordinate chart (TU,{x'} U {v'}), there is a unique set of functions

{&,..5,} €C>(U) such that &|p; = (Pr*€j,. ) vt

Proof. Consider a degree-0 polynomial in velocities £ € C®°(T'M). We have £(Au) =
&(u), that is, £ is constant along the fibres of T'M. Denote by 0 € X(M) the null
vector field and define f € C*®°(M) by f := £00. The uniqueness of f follows from
the surjectivity of pr.

Assume now that » > 0. By the choice of a natural coordinate chart on T'M,
a degree-r polynomial in velocities £ € C*°(T'M) restricted to a fibre of TM cor-
responds uniquely to a smooth homogeneous function & : R™ — R of degree r,
where n := dim M. It is now enough to check that &, is a homogeneous polynomial
of degree r. Acting by the partial derivative 8?”. on the relation &(Aul, ..., du™) =
N&o(ut, ..., u™), we obtain )\%()\ul, oAU = X’%(ul, ...,u™), hence gfﬁ :R* —
R is a smooth homogeneous function of degree r— 1. By Fuler’s homogenous func-
tion theorem, every smooth homogenous function n : R® — R of degree r satisfies

1 n 7 1 n
ro(u, ..., u") = w—=—(u,...,u").
oot = 3 G )
Since we have already proven the statement for r = 0, it follows, by induction on
r, that & is a homogeneous polynomial of degree r. Finally, the smoothness of &

gives the existence and smoothness of {&;, ;. } O
The assignment Y (M) — C®(TM) : ¢ — @, where, for u € TM,
o(u) == %gp(u, ey ) for r > 0,
fi=rprf forr =0

gives, by Lemma and polarization, an isomorphism of unital graded algebras
(8) T*(M) «— { polynomials in velocities on M } .

We show that the symmetric derivative is closely related to the geodesic spray
of V, which is the vector field Xy € X(T'M) given, for u € T'M, by

(Xy)y =u" € T,TM.
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The superscript h here stands for the horizontal lift to T M (for more details, see
Appendix [B where the analogous horizontal lift to 7% M is recalled).

Remark 2.13. In natural local coordinates (TU, {z'} U {v7}), we have
(Xv)u = 0" (1) Opi|, — 0" (u)” (u) Ffj(pr(u)) Ok, -

Proposition 2.14. Let V be a connection on M. For every ¢ € Y"(M) we have

Vep = Xvo.
Proof. Since V*® and Xy are derivations of Y*(M) and C*(T M) respectively. It
is enough to check that the equality holds for functions and 1-forms on M. For
f € C®(M), we have
(Xvf)(u) = (Xopr'f)(u) = uf = (df)(w) = V*f (u).
On the other hand, for @ € Q'(M) locally given by af, = a;dz’, we get
s . S 0y
(Xo)(u) = (Xo)u((prax)v®) = v/ (u)o (u) (9 (pr(u)) — e (pr(aw)) T (pr(u)) )

= (V,a)(u) = %(Vsa)(u, u) = Via(u).

t

2.4. The symmetric Lie derivative. Once we have a characterization of the
symmetric analogues of the exterior derivative, we can make the following defini-
tion, drawing inspiration from Cartan’s magic formula and using the fact that the
commutator of derivations is again a derivation.

Definition 2.15. The symmetric Lie derivative L% € Dero(YT*(M)) corre-
sponding to V with respect to X € X(M) is defined by

L% =[x, V] =1x0oV°*=V’oux.
Remark 2.16. Note that L f = X f for any f € C>*(M) and, thanks to (7)), an
explicit formula is given, for ¢ € Y"(M) and X, X; € X(M), by

r

(9) (L%9)(X1,....X,) = (Vxo) (X1, ..., X,) — ng(vij, X1, .0 X5, 0 X0).

Jj=1

The symmetric Lie derivative is related to the covariant and the usual Lie deriva-
tives as follows.

Proposition 2.17. For any connection V on M and X € X(M),

1
(10) V% = 5([& + Lx)

as elements in Der(Y*(M)).
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Proof. Tt is straightforward to check that the covariant and Lie derivatives define
elements in Der(Y*(M)). It is then enough to check the equality for a function
f € C®(M) (which is trivial, as all the terms are X f), and for a 1-form o € T(M),

1

1
2<Lx+L§()a:§(LXOd+dobx+LXOVs—dobx)Oé

= 1x(skew oV" +symoV") a = 1xV'a = Via,
where ‘skew’ denotes the usual skew-symmetric projection analogous to ‘sym’. [

As a consequence, for a torsion-free connection V and ¢ € YT*(M) such that
Vi =0, we have

(11) X =—-Lxe.

This applies, in particular, to a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric ¢ = g and V = 9V
(the Levi-Civita connection of ¢), which allows us to determine the symmetric
derivative corresponding to V in an elegant way.

Proposition 2.18. The symmetric derivative corresponding to the Levi-Civita
connection IV of a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric g is completely determined by

IV = Lg1,9
for any a € TY(M).
Proof. Using the fact that Vg = 0, and hence 7V*g = 0, we find
IVia =9V (1g-109) = —(1g-1a IV =9V 114)g = —Ly-1,9.
It follows from that 9V°a = Lj-1,9. O

2.5. Geometric interpretation of the symmetric Lie derivative. Given a
vector field X € X(M), Lie and covariant derivatives at a point m € M have
infinitesimal formulas in terms, respectively, of the local flow ¥X and the parallel
transport P? along an integral curve v of X starting at m. For a tensor field 7,

. d )

(12) (Lx7)m = lim Z((\Ith)mT\Ilf((m) —Tm) = . (T )T ()
1, al

(13) (V) = - (FloTox m) = Tm) = . ProTwy (m)-

The relation gives us a recipe how to write a similar formula also for a
symmetric Lie derivative.

Proposition 2.19. Let V be a connection on M. For all p € Y*(M), X € X(M),
and m € M, there holds

P;t,o(q’i(t)Egg(m)¢wf(m)a

1 d
S — |5 4 X -
(L) = lm 7 (Bio(V g Puom = 00) = |

t
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where v : I — M 1is an integral curve of the vector field X starting at the point m
and P7 is the V°-parallel transport along 7.

Proof. Starting from the right-hand side, we have

1

l%%(szt,o(qji(t)Egg(m)w\Pf‘(m) ~ Pm)

.1 .
= 11_{% g(P%,o(Wft)wg(m)¢w§(m) - P%,o@wgg(m) + P;t,osﬂwgg(m) — ©Om)
.1 1 .
= 2lim g(P;t,oSOqug(m) — Om) — 1151_1301 ;P;t,o(QOq/;;(m) - (‘I’i(t)q/gg(mﬁ%gf(m))-

t—0

From , the first term is 2 (V% ¥),,. We focus on the second term, by additivity
of the flow it equals

11_{% ;P%,O(W§2t)w§(m)((‘I’i)ms%gg(m) - (‘I’%X)ms%g((m)

| =

. ) 1 . )
- g% Pgﬂo(wi(?t)‘llﬁ(m) (QQ_t((\Ijgi)m@\If%‘t(m) — Pm) — (<\P§()m()0lllf((m) - ‘Pm)) :

That is, by the continuity and since Py = id = (¥{);

WX (m)’

1 *

.1 . .

t—0 2t

Finally, using , we have that the second term is

2<LX90)m - (LXSD)m = (LXSD)m'

Adding the first and second terms and using we get

.1 . s
Lt — (P 0 (W2) () P ) = #m) = 2(V5P)m = (Lx@)m = (LxP)m-

g

We can regard the map Py, jo (UX,)%

w3 (m)
a tensor along an integral curve of a vector field X first forwards from ¥ (m) to
WX (m) via the flow, and after that it takes it backwards to m by the V% parallel
transport, see Figure [I]

as a V*-parallel transport: it moves

Remark 2.20. The interpretation in terms of the V*-parallel transport of Propo-
sition [2.19] makes it possible to define the symmetric Lie derivative for arbitrary
tensor fields. Formula is then satisfied in general.
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X

—» A T ¥ = A T v —

—» A T ¥ = a e v —

it (m)

(%) W3 (m)
—t ﬂlé\;(nl)

— A A ¥ ¥ > A A ¥y —>

— A Ta o ¥F > A T ¥y

F1GURE 1. V?-parallel transport.

2.6. The symmetric bracket. By analogy with the formula ¢xy) = [Lx, tvy,
the corresponding bracket ( : ), in the symmetric setting should be determined by
(14) LX:Y)s = [L;, Ly] = LSX Oly — Ly © Lgf

Since the right-hand side is a derivation of degree (—1) and, by Lemma [2.1] any
such derivation is the interior multiplication by a unique vector field, equation
determines uniquely the symmetric bracket ( :)s. We can find an explicit
expression as, for a € T1(M),

Liiwya—iwLlia=XalY)— (Vxa)(Y)+ a(VyX)
= Oé(VXY + VYX) = L(VXY+VyX)a~

Definition 2.21. The symmetric bracket corresponding to a connection V on
M is given, for X, Y € X(M), by

(15) (X 1Y), =VxY +VyX.

Example 2.22. Let g be a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric. We have the following
formula for the symmetric bracket corresponding to the Levi-Civita connection IV :

(16) (X 1Y) =97 (Lxg(Y) + Lyg(X)) — grad, g(X,Y),
where grad, : C*°(M) — X(M) is the natural map given by grad, := g~' o d.

Remark 2.23. Formula can be reinterpreted, by using 9 := ¢g~!, as a symmetric
bracket on the cotangent bundle: for o, 8 € QY(M),

(17) (a: By = Ly@)B + Lypyor — dd(a, B).
The bracket in can be defined for an arbitrary ¥ € X2,,,(M), possibly degen-

erate. It turns out to be a symmetric analogue of the Lie algebroid bracket on the
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cotangent bundle of a Poisson manifold (M, 7) (see, for instance, [I1]):

[, Blx := Ln(a)B — Lr(gyo — dm(av, B).

Analogues of the usual identities for the Lie bracket, the exterior and Lie deriva-
tives also hold here. On the one hand,

(18) LY = (X : V), = Li X,

which follows by applying LxY = V%Y — VX and (10). On the other hand,
from ([7) and (9), we have, for p € T"(M) and X, X; € X(M),

r4+1
(T Ko) = 3Kl Kr o Ko

r+1
= o((Xi s Xp)e Xy o, Xy, X X))
4,j=1,

i<j

(L) (X1, X)) =X (X1, o, Xi) = ) o((X : Xp)e, Xa, 0, XG0, X).

j=1

2.7. Geometric interpretation of the symmetric bracket. As a consequence
of and Proposition , the symmetric bracket measures the invariance of a
vector field with respect to the V*-parallel transport. A different interpretation,
in terms of a second derivative of commutator of flows, is given in [3, Sec. 3].

We recall now an additional geometric interpretation of the symmetric bracket
[21], which describes the properties of involutive distributions.

For a connection V on M, a smooth distribution A C T'M is V-geodesically
invariant if each V-geodesic v : I — M defined on some open interval I C R
possesses the property that existence of ¢y € I such that (o) € Ay, implies that
J(t) € Ay for all t € I. A submanifold S C M is called totally V-geodesic if
every V-geodesic on M that intersects S is completely contained in S.

Remark 2.24. Note that if a geodesically invariant distribution is, in addition,
integrable, it corresponds to a foliation by totally geodesic submanifolds.

The geometric interpretation for the symmetric bracket is analogous to Frobe-
nius theorem for integrable distributions.

Theorem 2.25 ([21]). For a connection V on M, a smooth distribution A C T'M
with locally constant rank is V-geodesically invariant if and only if

(L(A) : T(A))s € T(A).

In [6], the role of the bracket in theoretical mechanics is discussed.
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3. COMMUTATION RELATIONS OF SYMMETRIC CARTAN CALCULUS

The classical Cartan calculus on differential forms Q°*(M) is characterized by
the graded-commutation relations between ¢, d and L:
[[/X7LY]g = Oa [dvd}g = 07 [[’X?d]g - LX?
[LX)LY]g - L[X,Y]) [LXaLY}g - L[X,Y]7 [d7LX]g - O
Just as graded derivations are closed under the graded commutator, derivations
are closed under the commutator. Thus, for the symmetric Cartan calculus on
T*(M), we aim to have similar relations between ¢, V® and L° and the usual

commutator.
As YT*(M) is the space of symmetric forms on M we have

[tx,ty] = 0.
The analogue of the second relation
V5, V] =0
is also satisfied trivially because of the skew-symmetry of the commutator. The

analogues of the third and fourth formulas were used to define the symmetric Lie
derivative (Definition [2.17]) and derive the symmetric bracket (14)), that is,

[LX7 Vs] = L;() [L§(7 LY] = UX:Y)s-
For the remaining two identities, we will find that the analogues are more involved.

In the case of [Lx, Ly|y = Lixy), it is clear that [Ly, L] # L{x,,, since the

s

left-hand side is skew-symmetric on X and Y, whereas the right-hand side is
symmetric. Their proof will require the extension of the contraction operator and

the symmetric derivative (Sections and [3.3).

3.1. The symmetric contraction operator. Since this is a linear-algebraic
operator, we first work on a vector space V and then globalize it. Consider
o € Sym"” V* ® V. The symmetric contraction operator

(5 Sym® V* — Sym*® V™
is the unique degree-(k — 1) derivation of Sym® V* determined by its action on
A€ Rand a € V* by
=0, LoQ = LyQ,
where by ¢, we mean, for ¢ € Sym" V*,
(o) ( X1y ooy X)) = p(0( X1, oo, Xi)y Xty ooy Xpgro1)-

We easily see that a generalization of Lemma [2.1] is true. Namely, the map
1° 1 o 1 gives an isomorphism of graded vector spaces:

derivations of Sym® V* that
annihilate scalars Sym" V* =R [~

sym-v*®V<L>{
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Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ € Sym”" V* and 0 € Sym” V* @ V. The symmetric contraction
operator is explicitly given by

5 (r+k—1)!
2 = —————symi, .
A P TTNIEAE

Proof. The endomorphism on the right-hand side is clearly a degree-(k — 1) map
and coincides with ¢ on scalars and 1-forms. Therefore, it is enough to check that
it is a derivation of Sym® V*, which is done analogously to Lemma O

Globally, the symmetric contraction operator by an element of Y*(M,TM) (in
the sense of Remark becomes an element of Dery_1(1T*(M)).

3.2. Commutator of symmetric Lie derivatives. We can now deal with the
analogue of the fifth identity.

Proposition 3.2. Let V be a torsion-free connection on M. For X,Y € X(M),

(19) (L Ly ] = Lixy) + 5(vox Y- Voy X—Ro(X,Y)):

where Ry is the Riemann curvature tensor.

Proof. As all the terms are derivations of Y*(M), it is enough to check the equality
on functions and 1-forms. Functions are annihilated by any symmetric contraction
operator, so the relation is clearly satisfied as L5 f = X f. For an arbitrary 1-form
a € TH(M) we have

([, Ly]a)(Z) — ( fX,Y]a)(Z)
= X(Lya)(Z) = (Lyo)((X : Z)s) = Y (Lxa)(Z) + (Lx ) ((Y = Z)s)
— (X, Y]e(Z) + a(([X, Y] : Z)s)
=X(Ya(2)) = Xa({Y : Z);) =Ya((X : Z)s) + a({Y : (X : Z)s)s)
—Y(Xa(2)) +Ya((X : Z)) + Xa((Y : Z)) — a((X : (Y : Z),)s)
— [X,Y]a(Z) + (X, Y] : Z),)
:O‘(W)’
where W € X(M)isgivenby W := ((X : Z)s : Y)s—(X : (Y : 2))s+{([X, Y] : Z)s.
Explicitly,
W =VyVxZ +VyVzX +Vy,z4v,xY —VxVyZ
—VxVzY = Vy,z4v,vX + Vixy)Z + Vz[X,Y].
Using the definition of the curvature tensor and the torsion-freeness of V, we get
W =—-Ry(X,Y)Z+Rv(Y,2)X + Rvy(Z,X)Y +2(Vy,xY — Vy,vX).
Finally, it follows from the algebraic Bianchi identity that
(L, Ly]a)(Z) — (Lix y1a)(Z) = a(2(Vy,xY = Vy,v X — Ry(X,Y)Z)).
0
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3.3. Extension of the symmetric derivative and the symmetric curva-
ture. Similarly as we generalized the contraction operator, we generalize also the
symmetric derivative.

Definition 3.3. Let V be a connection on M and A € I'(End T'M). We introduce
the A-symmetric derivative of V% € Der(Y*(M)) by the formula

= [, VoL
Remark 3.4. Note that 1j30 = r ¢ for every p € Y"(M). Therefore, V* = V7§, .
The last piece to be introduced is a symmetric analogue of the curvature oper-
ator, whose definition will rely on the concept of second covariant derivative.
This is, for a connection V on M, the linear map V? : X(M) — I'(*T*M @ TM)
defined by

(V2X)(Y, Z) .= (VVX)(Y,Z) = VyVzX — Vy,2X.

Note that the map is not C*°(M)-linear. However, when we take its skew-symmetric
part and the connection is torsion-free, it is and we recover the Riemann curvature
tensor Ry € Q*(M,End TM):

(2skew V2X)(Y, Z) = Vy VX — V,Vy X — Viy.gX = Ru(Y, 2)X.

Definition 3.5. Let V be a connection on M. We introduce the symmetric
curvature operator RS : X(M) — Y?(M,TM) by the formula

(R X)(Y, Z) == (2sym V2X)(Y, Z) = Vy V2 X + V;Vy X — Vv, X.

Remark 3.6. If V is a torsion-free connection on M, we can express the second
covariant derivative in terms of the corresponding Riemannian curvature tensor
and symmetric curvatures operator:

(VAX)(Y, 2) = S (Re (Y, 2)X + (REX)(Y, 2)).

A geometric interpretation of the symmetric curvature operator will be given in

Remark [4.16]

3.4. Commutator of symmetric and symmetric Lie derivatives. We prove
now the remaining identity of symmetric Cartan calculus.

Proposition 3.7. Let V be a torsion-free connection. For X € X(M),
(20) [V*, L] = 2Vyx + LgsymLXRerRSVX'

Proof. Analogously as in Proposition [3.2] it is enough to check the relation on
C>®(M) and Y'(M). The relation (20 restricted on functions says

2dotxod—txoViod = 2yxod.
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The left-hand side acting on f € C*(M) and evaluated on Y € X(M) gives
2Y(X[) = (VVAN)(X,Y) =Y(X[) = X(V ) + (X :Y)of
= (X Y]+ (X Y))f = 2(Vy X)f = 2(oxdf)(Y),
where the second equality follows from torsion-freeness of V. For a € T1(M),
(V% Ly ]a) (V) Y) = 2(Vyxa) (Y, Y)
=(V?Lxa)(Y,Y) = (Lx V) (Y, Y) = 2055 V) (Y, V) + 2(Voigxa)(Y,Y)
=2Y(Lxa)(Y) = (Lxa)((Y : Y)s) = X(V') (Y, Y) + 2(V°e) (X : YV),, Y)
—A(VE)(Vy X, Y) +4Y a(Vy X) — 20(V iy, X)
=2Y(Xa(Y)) —2Ya((X : Y)s) — Xa((Y : Y),) + a({X : (Y : Y),))
—2XY oY)+ Xa((Y:Y)s) +2(X : YV)sa(Y) +2Ya((X : Y)y)
—20(((X :Y)s:Y)s) —4(VyX)a(Y) —4Ya(Vy X) + 4a({(Vy X 1 Y)s)
+4Y a(Vy X) = 20(V y.y), X).
Using the fact that V is torsion-free we get
(IV*, LiJa)(Y,Y) = 2T a)(V; Y) = a(W),
where W € X(M) is given by
W= (XY :Y))s —2((X 1Y), Y)s + {Vy X : V)5 — 2Viyiy), X)
=2VxVyY +2Vy,v X —2Vy,yviv,xY — 2Vy VY
—2VyVy X +4Vy, xY +4VyVy X — 4Vy v X.

It follows from the torsion-freeness of V that W may be rewritten in terms of the
Riemann curvature tensor and the symmetric curvature operator:

W =2Ry(X,Y)Y + (RSX)(Y,Y) = 2symux Ry + RS X)(Y,Y).
Finally, it follows from polarization that
(IV", LiJa)(Y, Z) — 2(Vixa) (Y, Z) = a((2sym xRy + Ry X)(Y, Z).
O

Identities and involve rather complicated terms. We will be able to
say more about them in Section [5.4] once we have described affine morphisms in
Section [4]

3.5. Dependence on the connection. The symmetric contraction operator in-
troduced in Section [3.1] allows us to describe how the symmetric Cartan calculus
varies when we change the connection.

Proposition 3.8. Let V and V' be two torsion-free connections on M, then

1
ViV = VxY — 20(X,Y)
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for a unique o € Y?(M,TM). The corresponding symmetric derivatives, symmet-
ric Lie derivatives and symmetric brackets are related as follows:

VE=Vo+i,  Ly=Ly+iy, (X:Y).=(X:Y), —o(XY)

Proof. The statement for symmetric brackets is trivial. It is enough to check the
other two relations on functions and 1-forms. The equalities on functions follow
from that every symmetric contraction operator annihilate functions, every sym-
metric derivative is geometric and L% f = X f = L% f. The equalities on 1-forms
follow by straightforward calculations provided the relation between symmetric
brackets. Ul

4. AFFINE MANIFOLD MORPHISMS

We study now affine morphisms, which are the natural transformations in pres-
ence of a connection. We will see how they interact with symmetric Cartan calculus
and also their infinitesimal version. Some of the results of this section are stated
for arbitrary connections since they provide stronger versions.

4.1. Definition of affine morphisms. Given two manifolds M and M’, any
diffeomorphism ¢ : M — M’ intertwines their Cartan calculi in the sense that,

[ X, Y] = [0 X, 0.Y], ¢"od=dog" ¢*o Ly x =Lxo¢"

For symmetric Cartan calculus, the notion of affine diffeomorphism will play an
analogous role. In this section, connections are not necessarily torsion-free.

Definition 4.1. Given two manifolds with connection (M,V) and (M',V’), a
smooth map ¢ : M — M’ is an affine morphism if ¢, commutes with the
corresponding parallel transports P and P’, that is,

¢*7(t1) o Pt’g,tl = Pt,(?,iy © ¢*7(t0)7
for any curve v : I — M and ty,t; € [. If, in addition, ¢ is a diffeomorphism, we

call it affine diffeomorphism. We denote the space of affine diffeomorphisms by
Aff(V, V'), and Aff(V)if M = M and V = V',

It is well known that the group of isometries of a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric
is a Lie group of dimension at most %n(n +1), where n := dim M. A similar result
is true also for the group Aff(V).

Theorem 4.2 ([19]). Let V be a connection on M of dimension n € N. The group
Aft(V) is a Lie group of dimension at most n(n + 1).
Example 4.3. In the simplest case, the Euclidean connection V' on R", we have

Aff(VE) 22 Aff(n,R) := GL(n,R) x R", thus attaining the mazimal dimension.

Example 4.4. Fvery isometry between two (pseudo-)Riemannian metrics is an
affine diffeomorphism between the corresponding Levi-Civita connections, see e.g.
[19]. However, the converse is not true in general as it is clear from Ezample[{.3.
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A simpler characterization of affine morphisms will prove useful.
Proposition 4.5. A map ¢ : M — M’ is an affine morphism if and only if
Vog¢*=¢* oV,
where V is seen as a map QY (M) — QY (M, T*M).

Proof. Recall that if P, , is the V-parallel transport from ¢, to ¢, along v, its
algebraic transpose is the parallel transport from ¢; to ¢y along v for the dual
connection on T* M, which we denote by P*Zl,to. Therefore, a map ¢ : M — M’ is
an affine morphism if and only if

(21) P © Ot = Oy © Pl
Consider an arbitrary vector u € TM and a € Q'(M’). We have,

* : 1 * *k *
Vug'a = lm (P 0650 60 — D00 @00);
where v : [ — M is an arbitrary curve such that 4(0) = u. Assume first that ¢ is
an affine morphism. It follows from that
* * : 1 * %O *
w(Vera) = Vud"a = lim (630 Py @) = 630 @00)

1 * *k *
= @0y lim (P 10 @or(0) — Aa(0) = D30) Vi 0u@ = (97 V'a).

Conversely, assume that Vo ¢* = ¢* o V' is true. Consider an arbitrary curve
vy: I — M, ty,t, € [ and ¢ € T* M To prove that ¢ is an affine morphism,

by ., it is enough to show that the I-form o € T'(y*T'M) defined, for ¢t € I, by

Oé(t) = gb’y(t)ﬁ(t)? 5( ) - P/*ﬁ)o’tyga
satisfies Via = 0. This follows from Vy .3 = 0, as
V:YOJ = ny(b*ﬂ = (b*V;*,Yﬁ =0
O

For affine diffeomorphisms, we can reformulate Proposition in terms of the
original connection on T'M.

Proposition 4.6 (e.g., [20]). A diffeomorphism ¢ : M — M’ is an affine diffeo-
morphism if and only if, for all X|Y € X(M),

¢*(VXY) - ;*XQS*Y

Given a diffeomorphism ¢ : M — M’ and a connection V' on M’, the pullback
connection ¢*V' on M is given for X,Y € X(M) by

(V)XY = 67V, y0.Y.
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Corollary 4.7. Let ¢ : M — M’ be a diffeomorphism and V' be a connection on
M'. Then ¢ € Aff(¢*V',V').

Remark 4.8. Since ¢, preserves the Lie bracket of vector fields, we get
T¢*V’ (Xa Y) = ¢*_1TV’(¢*Xa ¢*Y)
Therefore, ¢*V' is torsion-free if and only if V' is torsion-free.

4.2. Relation to symmetric Cartan calculus. In case of torsion-free connec-
tions, we can rephrase Proposition |4.5( using the symmetric derivatives.

Corollary 4.9. Let V and V' be torsion-free connections on M and M’ respec-
tively. A smooth map ¢ : M — M’ is an affine morphism if and only if

VSOQZ)* — ¢* OV’S,
Remark 4.10. Note that if V and V’ are not torsion-free, we can only claim that
if : M — M’ is an affine morphism, then V® o ¢* = ¢* o V'*.

The fact that the pullback of a smooth map intertwines two symmetric deriva-
tives has a very clear geometrical interpretation.

Proposition 4.11. Let V and V' be connections on M and M’ respectively. A
smooth map ¢ : M — M’ satisfies V® o ¢* = ¢* o V'® if and only if ¢ is geodesic
preserving, that is, 7 being a V-geodesic implies that ¢ o v is a V'-geodesic.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary curve v : I — M and denote the curve ¢ oy on M’
by /. By a straightforward calculation, for every a € T1(M’) and t € I, one finds

(22) (V¢ a)((2),4(t)) — (¢"V"a)(4(2),¥(t)) = 2((¢" ) (V57) — (V5 4)(1).
If the pullback ¢* intertwines the symmetric derivatives, we get
(6"0)(V54) = (V4 7).

Clearly, v being a V-geodesic implies that 7' = ¢ o v is a V'-geodesic.

Conversely, given an arbitrary u € TM, there is a V-geodesic v such that
4(0) = w. It follows from and the fact that 4/ is, by assumption, a V’-geodesic,
that

(VP a)(u,u) = (¢"V"a)(u, u).

Since symmetric derivatives are geometric derivations of Y*(M), we obtain, by
polarization, that V* o ¢* = ¢* o V. O

The relation between affine diffeomorphisms, geodesic preserving diffeomor-
phisms, and symmetric Cartan calculus is described by the following result.

Proposition 4.12. Let V and V' be connections on M and M’ and denote the
associated torsion-free connections by V° and V'° respectively. Then the following
statements about a diffeomorphism ¢ : M — M’ are equivalent:

(1) ¢ € AfF(VO, V"),
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(2) ¢ is geodesic preserving;
(3) Vs o (b* — ¢* o V/s,'
(4) Ly 06" = ¢ 0 Ly x for all X € X(M);
(5) 0 (X 1Y), = (X : 0.Y), for all X, Y € X(M).
Proof. The equivalence of (1), (2) and (3) is given by Corollary 1.9 and Proposition
. We see that (3) implies (4) by using the identity ¢x o ¢* = ¢* 0 14, x:
¢ oLy x=¢"0tpx 0V —¢ 0V 0y x =i1x0V0d" =V oix0¢"
= L% oo™
To see that (/) implies (5), simply consider (4) for any a € T!'(M’), that is,
0 =(¢"Lg, x)(Y) = (Lx ") (Y) = ¢"((Lg.x)(6.Y)) — (Lx ¢ a)(Y)
= 9" (9 X)a(¢.Y)) = ¢*(a(¢: X : 0.Y)()) = X(¢"a)(Y) + (") ((X : Y),)
=" (a((9: X 1 .Y), — 0.(X 1 Y),)).
The equivalence of (5) and (1) follows from Proposition [4.6| and the identities

BTRY = (60X V), + BX.V]),

V0¥ = (6. 6.V, +[6.X,6.7)).
U

4.3. Affine vector fields. The infinitesimal version of an affine diffeomorphism
from the manifold to itself is a vector field whose flow is a local 1-parameter
subgroup of affine diffeomorphisms. We call such vector field an affine vector
field. There is a useful equivalent characterization of affine vector fields.

Proposition 4.13 ([19]). Let V be a connection on M. A vector field X € X(M)
is affine if and only if, for allY,Z € X(M),

(23) [Lx,Vy|Z = VixnZ.

Example 4.14. Consider a (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold (M,g). A Killing
vector field of g is a vector field on M whose flow is a local 1-parameter subgroup
of isometries. Equivalently, X € X(M) is a Killing vector field if Lxg = 0. In
particular, every Killing vector field is an affine vector field for the corresponding
Levi-Civita connection. However, the converse is not true in general. For instance,
the vector field X = x'0,: € X(R"™) is not a Killing vector field for the Euclidean

metric g*° as

LXgEuC — 2gEuC ?é 07
but it is an affine vector field for the Fuclidean connection.
If the connection is torsion-free, there are three more equivalent formulae char-

acterizing affine vector fields that are closely related to symmetric Cartan calculus
and will also be relevant in Section 5.4l
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Proposition 4.15. Let V be a torsion-free connection on M. A wvector field
X € X(M) is an affine vector field if and only if one of the following equivalent
statements 1s true

(1) 2symix Ry + REX =0,
(2) [ X : (Y :2) | =(X,Y]: 2)s + (Y : [ X, Z])s for all Y, Z € X(M).
(3) [V*, Lx] = 0.

Proof. Using the fact that V is torsion-free, we can rewrite the relation as
VxVyZ =Vy, 72X =VyVxZ 4+ VyVzX =VixyZ.

Taking all the terms on the left-hand side yields Ry (X,Y)Z + (V2X)(Y, Z) = 0.
This is thanks to Remark [3.6] equivalent to

2Rv(X,Y)Z + Re(Y, 2)X + (REX)(Y, Z) = 0.
Finally, using the algebraic Bianchi identity yields
Rv(X,Y)Z + Ry(X, 2)Y + (RLX)(Y, Z) = 0.

On the other hand, by Proposition 2.17 see also Remark [2.20] we can replace
all the covariant derivatives in (23) with the Lie and symmetric Lie derivatives.
Therefore, is satisfied if and only if

[Lx, Ly|Z + [Lx, Ly|Z = Lixy)\Z + Lix ) Z.
Using the Jacobi identity for the Lie bracket of vector fields yields
[Lx, L;’]Z = LFX,Y]Z7
which can be expressed in terms of the Lie and symmetric bracket as
(X, (Y :2),| = (Y :[X, Z])s = (X,Y]: Z)s.
Clearly [V*, Lx||co(ary = [d, Lx]gleoo(py = 0. Moreover, for the commutator re-
stricted on 1-forms, we have
ty © [stLXHTl(M)
=twyoV?oLx —tyoLxoV?
:LSYOLx+szLyOLx+L[X7y]OVS—LXOLYOVS
:LSYOLX_LXOL§/+L'[SX71/'}_'_VSOL[X’Y]+VSOLYOLX_LXOVSOLY.
Since V? is geometric, we can replace it with the exterior derivative d. Using the
identities [d, Lx]; = 0 and [Lx, ty]gs = t[x,y] yields
(ty o[V, LX])|T1(M) = Lixy) — [Lx, Ly .
By a straightforward calculation one finds
(", LxJa) (Y, 2) = a([X, (V5 Z),] — (V 1 [X, Z]), — ([X, V] : 2),).
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Remark 4.16. If, in particular, V is flat and torsion-free, X € X(M) is an affine
vector field if and only if RGX = 0, which gives a geometric interpretation to
symmetric curvature operator.

Note that the expression on the left-hand side of (1) in Proposition already
appeared in Proposition [3.7 Therefore, we have the following.

Corollary 4.17. Let V be a torsion-free connection on M, we have that X €
X(M) is an affine vector field if and only if

V%, L] = 2Viy.

5. THE PATTERSON-WALKER METRIC

The complicated relations obtained in Section [3| conceal a link of symmetric
Cartan calculus with the so-called Patterson-Walker metric (originally called the
Riemannian extension in [22]). We first reintroduce this metric from the viewpoint
of connections, then express it in terms of symmetric Cartan calculus and finally
spell out the link to the relations of Section Although the statements of the
main results are neat, the proofs require some heavy lifting.

5.1. Definition of the Patterson-Walker metric. For an arbitrary connection
V on M, the induced connection on the cotangent bundle pr : T*M — M gives
the decomposition

T(T*"M)=Hev®V Zpr'TM & pr*T*"M = pr*(TM & T*"M)
and the C*°(M)-module morphism ¢y : I'(TM & T*M) — X(T*M).
Remark 5.1. The structure of C*>°(M)-module on X(7™* M) is given, for f € C*(M)
and X € X(T*M), by f-X := (pr*f) X. The morphism ¢y is given by pullback:
for (e T*M and a e I'(TM & T*M),
(0va)(C) := alpr(C)).

Explicitly, ¢v| x(v) 18 the horizontal lift, which we will denote X" := ¢v X, and
O () 18 the vertical lift, which we will denote o := ¢va. More details about

lifts to the cotangent bundle are found in Appendix [B]
The bundle T'M & T*M comes equipped with a canonical symmetric pairing

(24) (X +a,Y+08); =aY) + B(X).

Since pullback sections locally generate the entire space of sections, the image of
¢y generates X(T*M) locally. Therefore, we can bring ( , ), to T*M:

Definition 5.2. Let V be a connection on M. The Patterson-Walker metric
gy is the split-signature metric on 7% M determined by

gv<¢va7 ¢Vb) = pr* <CL, b>+
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Different connections can induce different Patterson-Walker metrics. Let us
show when the Patterson-Walker metrics of two different connections coincide.
First, we need to prove two lemmas.

Lemma 5.3. Given two connections on M that differ by 7 € T(Q*T*M @ TM),
their corresponding horizontal lifts ( )* and ()¥ are related as follows:

X" = X"+ (1x7)",
where v denotes the vertical lift of sections of End T M (see Appendiz @
Proof. By Lemma [B.7] we have
XYY = (ViY)' = (VxY +7(X,Y))" = (X" + (1x7)")Y"
for any Y € X(M). Therefore, by Proposition XY = XP 4 (1x7)V. OJ
Lemma 5.4. Let V be a connection on M. For A € I'(EndTM), we have
gv (A%, ") =0, gv(A”, X") = (AX)".

Proof. The first identity follows easily from the fact that vertical subbundle is
isotropic. For the second one, in natural coordinates (T*U, {z'} U {p,}), we have

Al = A;dxj ® Oi, A’ |y = piAé-apj = pi(tazi A)".
Therefore, gy (AY, X")|,., = pidz’(AX) = (AX)

T*U" m

Proposition 5.5. Given two connections on M, their Patterson-Walker metrics
coincide if and only if the associated torsion-free connections are the same.

Proof. Let V and V' be two connections on M related to each other by the dif-
ference tensor field 7 € T'(@*T*M @ TM). Clearly, gvlg 2y = 0 = gv|gpm2y-
Thanks to Lemma [5.3| and that V is isotropic, we find

gv (XY, BY) = go(X" + (tx7)", BY) = pr'B(X) = gv (X", 5Y).

Taking into account the fact that also the horizontal subbundle is isotropic,

gv (XM YY) = go (XD 4 (ex)?, Y2+ (iy7)?) = g (X, (ty7)Y) + go((ex ), YD),

It follows from Lemma [5.4] that

g (XY YY) = (7(Y, X) + 7(X, Y))?,
which vanishes (i.e., it is equal to gy (X", Y™)) if and only if 7 € Q*(M,TM).
Equivalently, V° = V° because
1 1
VY = V&Y = S((X V)L~ (X Y).) = S (7(X,Y) + 7(Y, X))

O

Thanks to Proposition [5.5, we can, without loss of generality, consider only
torsion-free connections, as we do for symmetric Cartan calculus.
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Remark 5.6. In natural local coordinates (T*U, {27} U {p,;}) on T*M, Definition
5.2| gives that the Patterson-Walker metric takes the form

(25) 99l ey = dpi © da’ — pk(Pf*Ffj’) dz' © da’,

where {T'};} are the Christoffel symbols of V in the chart (U,{z7}). This recovers
the original definition in [22].

5.2. Reformulation using the symmetric Cartan calculus. We use a natural
lift of the connection V from M: the connection V on the manifold 7*M that is
uniquely determined by

VY= (VxY)P, Ve X =0,
Vyna' = (Vxa), Vo 8¥ 1= 0.
With the lift V we can prove the following.

(26)

Theorem 5.7. For any connection V on M, there holds
(27) @Sacan = gv,
where Queqp s the canonical 1-form on T*M.

Proof. We use the properties of the lifts that are proved in Appendix[B] By Lemmas
and [B.7, we find

X" ean(Y") = X"YY = (VxY)" = aean((VxY)"),
B Gean(X*) = B X" = pr B(X).
Using these together with the fact that ae,, annihilates V, we get
(@sacan)(Xha Yh) = Qean((X Y>2 - <Xh 5 Yh)@ﬁ)a
(Veaean) (", 8) = —acan({@” 1 )¢.),
(Vo) (X", ) = priB(X) — acan (X" : 5Y)5.),

where ( : )¢, stands for the symmetric bracket corresponding to V. The terms
with oy, on the right—hand sides of the above equations vanish by the definition
of the connection V and the result follows. O

Note that the connection V defined by is not the unique connection on
T*M satisfying . To start with, we can take any other connection on 7™M
with the same associated torsion-free affine connection. However, there is actually
much more freedom.

Lemma 5.8. A connection D on T*M satisfies if and only if
(28) (XM 4+’ Y4 B8 — (X YV eT(V),

where ( : )ps stands for the symmetric bracket corresponding to D.
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Proof. If we follow the same approach as in the proof of Theorem [5.7], we find that
the claim is true because the kernel of o, is precisely the vertical subbundle. [J

As both gy and V are naturally associated to the connection V on M, it is
reasonable to wonder what the relation between V and the Levi-Civita connection
of gy is. We first compute the torsion of the connection V.

Lemma 5.9. Let V be a connection on M. For the corresponding connection v
on T*M, we have that Vgy = 0, T%HVAV =0, Tgly,,, =0 and
T@(Xh7Yh> = TV<X7 Y>h - RV(X, Y)U

Proof. The claim for the torsion follows directly from Lemma [B.8]
For Vgy = 0, we use the shorthand notation a,b,c € I'(T'M & T*M) and

(29) VE" (Y + ) 1= VyY + VB,

The superscript ‘gen’ will be explained in Section [5.3] We also use pr; and pr, for
the projections to T'M and T M, respectively.
With this notation, we have the following for V&

(prla’) <bu C>+ o <V§en b7 C>+ - <b7 vien C>+ =0.
Therefore, it follows from that
(Vgv)(dva, pvb, dyc)

= (pva)gv (dvb, dve) — gv(Vogadvh, dve) — gu(dvb, Vogadyo)

= ((prya)" + (prya)")pr(b, c) 4 — gv(dv VE" b, ¢ve) — gy (dub, oy VE™ ¢),
By Lemma

(@gv)(gbvaa ¢Vb7 (ﬁvC) - pr*((prla) <b7 C>+ - <vcgten b? C>+ - <b7 v%en C)-‘r) =0.
O

We can now slightly modify V to recover the Levi-Civita connection of gy .
Recall that we can restrict to the torsion-free case without loss of generality.

Proposition 5.10. Let 'V be a torsion-free connection on M. Then the connection
V on T*M given by

Vooadyvb = vaa(ﬁvb — (Ry(pryb, )(pria)).
is the Leuvi-Civita connection of the Patterson- Walker metric gv .

Proof. 1t follows directly from Lemma [5.9 that 75|y, .y =0, Ty |y, = 0 and
To(X",Y") = To(X,Y)" = Ry(X,Y)" = (Ry(Y, )X)" + (Rv(X, )Y)",
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which vanishes by the torsion-freeness of V and the algebraic Bianchi identity.
Using Vgy = 0, see Lemma , and that V is isotropic, we find

(Vgv)(dva, pvb, dve)
= gv((Rv(prid, )(pria))”, (prlc)h) + gv((prlb)h, (Rv(pric, )(pria))”).
Finally, using Lemma [5.4], we find
(Vgv)(dva, pub, dve) = (Ry(pr;b, pric)pria + Ry(pryc, prib)pria)’ = 0.
O
A subtle point here is that the connection V = 9V V is not the associated torsion-
free connection to V. But it clearly satisfies condition in Lemma , SO
?S&Can = gv.

Remark 5.11. Another reformulation of the Patterson-Walker metric using the
symmetric bracket can be directly deduced from [27, §17], but it involves the
notions of vertical lift XV € C*(T*M) and complete lift X¢ € X(T*M) of a vector
field X € X(M). They can be defined by X"(¢) := {(Xpw()) for ¢ € T*M and
X¢ = —Ham X" (see Appendix [B for more details). With these notions, one has
that gy is determined (thanks to Proposition by

(30) gv (XY = —(X: 1Y)l
Note the striking similarity between the Patterson-Walker metric and the canon-
ical 2-form wean:
U — dpi A dxi’ dacan = Wean Wcan(Xca YC) - —[X, Y]v
This analogy is explained by the fact that w.,, may be alternatively defined by
wcan(gbvaa ¢Vb) = pI'* <a) b)—v
where (, )_ is the canonical skew-symmetric pairing on TM & T*M:
(31) (X+a,Y+8)_ =aY) - p(X).

Unlike the Patterson-Walker metric, the canonical 2-form is independent of the
choice of torsion-free connection on M. However, considering connections with
non-vanishing torsion gives rise to different non-degenerate 2-forms on 7% M, which
are closed if and only if the connection is torsion-free.

Wcan

5.3. Relation to generalized geometry. We briefly hint the relation to gener-
alized geometry (in the sense of [I7, [14]), which will be explored in forthcoming
works. This section can be skipped on a first reading.

To start with, the bundle T'M &7 M and the canonical symmetric pairing is
the starting point of generalized geometry, sometimes referred to as the generalized
tangent bundle. The skew-symmetric pairing is equally canonical, although
its role has remained largely unexplored (we will actually explore it in future work).
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Using the language of generalized geometry, we can justify the naturality of the
connection V defined by . The key concept is that of a generalized connection
(see, e.g., [15], although this concept goes back to the unpublished notes [2]). For
E :=TM & T*M, a generalized connection is a linear operator

D:T(E) - I(E*®E)
such that, with the notation a,b € I'(E) and f € C*(M),
D(fa)sza—l—df@m d<a7b>+:<Da7b>++<a7Db>+‘

For any connection V on M, the connection V&" defined by in the proof of
Lemma is a natural generalized connection (and hence the superscript ‘gen’)
associated to the connection V.

With this language, V is then fully determined by the natural formula

(32) Vigatvb = dv(VE" D).

Remark 5.12. Note that this construction can be easily generalized by replacing
V& with an arbitrary generalized connection, which would lead, through Theorem
b.7 to a generalization of the Patterson-Walker metric.

5.4. Killing vector fields for the Patterson-Walker metric. As we have
seen, symmetric Cartan calculus and the Patterson-Walker metrics are closely in-
tertwined. Therefore, given a torsion-free connection, we expect that the symme-
tries of the Patterson-Walker metric also become symmetries of the corresponding
symmetric Cartan calculus. To explore this, we will use the various lifts to the
cotangent bundle that we have introduced (again, we refer to Appendix Bffor more
details).

Definition 5.13. Let g be a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric on M. A vector field
X € X(M) is called a gradient Killing vector field of g if there is f € C*(M)
such that X = grad, f and, moreover, it is a Killing vector field for g.

Lemma 5.14. Let V be a connection on M and denote by grady the gradient map
of gv. The vector field gradg £ is vertical for a function & € C*°(T*M) if and only

if € =pr*f for some f € C*(M).

Proof. Given a function & € C®(T*M), the vector field grady & is vertical if and
only if, for any o, 0 = gv(grady &, ") = a¥¢, which is equivalent to that & does
not depend on fibre coordinates, hence £ = pr*f for some f € C*(M). O

Proposition 5.15. Let V be a connection on M. The vertical lift of a 1-form
a € TYM) is a Killing vector field for gv if and only if Via = 0. It is, in
addition, a gradient Killing vector field if and only if o is exact.

Proof. A 1-form o € Q'(M) induces a Killing vector field for gy through the
vertical lift if and only if all the components (Lavgv)lsym2os (Lavgv)lpgey and
(Lav99)lgym2y» vanish. The latter vanishes simply because the vertical subbundle
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is isotropic and its space of sections is an ideal for the Lie bracket of vector fields.
The mixed component vanishes for the same reason and by Lemma [B.6] However,
for the horizontal component we find

(Lavge) (X" Y") = a"go (X" Y") = go(la”, X)), Y") — go (X", [a¥,Y])).
Since the horizontal subbundle is isotropic and [X! '] = (Vxa)', we get
(Lavge) (X" Y") = pr'((Vxa)(Y) + (Vya)(X)) = pr((V'a)(X,Y)).
Hence, " is a Killing vector field for gy if and only if V%« = 0. It follows from
Lemma that the vertical lift of a 1-form is a gradient vector field if and only
if it is equal to gradg pr* f for some f € C*°(M). By Lemma for X € X(M),
gv(gradg pr' f, X") = X'pr" f = pr"X f = pr*(df)(X),
hence grady pr* f = (df)". So, a” is equal to a gradient if and only if « is exact. O

Remark 5.16. The condition Vi« = 0 means that o € Q'(M) is a Killing 1-tensor
in the sense of Definition [6.1] below.

Proposition 5.17. Let V be a torsion-free connection on M. The horizontal lift of
a vector field X € X(M) is a Killing vector field for gv if and only if sym xRy = 0
and X is parallel. When this happens, it is always gradient Killing vector field.

Proof. Similarly as in Proposition m, X" is a Killing vector field for gy for some
X € X(M) if and only if all of the three components of Lxngy vanish. Let us start
with the horizontal one,

(LthV)<Yh7 Zh) = thV(Yhu Zh) - gV([Xha Yh]a Zh) - gV(Yh7 [th Zh])
As the horizontal subbundle is isotropic and [X® Y] = [X,Y]" + Ry(X, Y)Y,
(Lxnge)(Y", Z") = =(Re(X,Y)Z + Ry(X, 2)Y)" = —((symex Re)(Y, 2))",

which, by the continuity, vanishes if and only if sym:x Ry = 0. For the mixed
component, we have

(Lxnge)(Y™ %) = XPgo (YR, 0¥) — go([X", Y], ) — go (Y™, [X, a"])
= X"pr*a(Y) — pra([X,Y]) — pr*(Vxa)(Y)
=pria(VyX).

Therefore, the mixed component vanishes if and only if VX = 0, that is, X is
parallel. Finally, the vertical component vanishes because the vertical subbundle
is isotropic and its space of sections is an ideal for the Lie bracket of vector fields.
By Lemma [B.7] we find that

gv(gradg X*, Y™ = Y2 X" = (Vy X)", gv(gradg XV, a") = o' X" = prra(X),
that is, gradg X = X" + (VX)? and the result follows. O
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Lemma 5.18. Let V be a torsion-free connection on M. The complete lift of a
vector field X € X(M) is a Killing vector field for gv if and only if X is an affine
vector field. It is a gradient Killing vector field if and only if symix Ry = 0 and
X is parallel.

Proof. Given X € X(M), by Proposition [B.3| we have that X¢ € X(T*M) is a
Killing vector field for gy if and only if (Lxcgv)(Y, Z¢) =0 for all Y, Z € X(M).
Using and the properties of the complete lift, see Appendix Bl we find

(Lxegw)(Y*, Z2°) = Xgo(Y*, Z°) — go([X° Y], 2°) — go(Y*, [X*, Z27)
==X Z)0 = go([X, Y], Z) — go (Y, [X, Z]°)
= (=X, Y 2) ]+ (X, Y]: 2), + (VY : [X, Z]),)",
which, by the continuity, vanishes if and only if
(X, (Y Z)] = (X, Y]: Z)s +(V - [X, Z])s.

This is, thanks to Proposition [4.15] equivalent to X being an affine vector field.
Using the fact that X¢ = X" —(VX)" (see Lemma[B.6) yields that X¢ is a gradient
if and only if there is a function £ € C>°(T*M) such that

QV(Xh) = df’r(v) ’ gv(—=(VX)") = dﬂr(Hv)'
Equivalently, by Lemmas and for any o € QY(M) and Y € X(M),
¥ (X" —§€) =0, YHX"+€) =0,

It follows from the first equation that £ = XV 4 pr*f for some f € C®(M).
Employing this to the second equation, we obtain

2(Vy X)) +pr*(Yf)=0

As the first term depends on the fibre coordinates and the second one does not,
necessarily both of them vanish, that is, X is parallel and f is constant. Since X
being parallel implies RS X = 0, the result follows. U

We can now prove the final result of this section.

Theorem 5.19. Let V be a torsion-free connection on M and X,Y € X(M). All
of the siz relations

[tx,ty] =0, [V, V°] =0, [tx,V°] = L%,
(L o] = uxoyy., [L, Ly] =0, [V*, L] =0
are satisfied if and only if X and Y are gradient Killing vector fields for gv.
Proof. Note that the four commutators
[tx,ty] =0, [V, V] =0, [tx,V?] = L%, (L ty] = tixayy, -
are true for any vector fields. From Proposition [3.7] we know that, in general,

s 1871 s s
(V3 L] = 2Vyx + Losymix Ry+RL X -
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We clearly have that [V*, L]|co () = 0 if and only if (V$x)|ee(ay) = 0, which is
equivalent to X being parallel. For a parallel vector field X (hence, also RL X = 0),
we have that [V* L]||yi(,) = 0 if and only if symexRy = 0. Altogether, by
Lemma [5.18] gives that
9, L] = 0
if and only if X is a gradient Killing vector field for gy .
We know from Proposition [3.2] that, in general,

(L% Ly ] = Lixy] + 539 ox Y- Voy X—Ro (X,Y)-
If X and Y are parallel, the identity
[L§(7 Li/] = LfX,Y]

is satisfied if and only if Ry(X,Y) = 0. Using the algebraic Bianchi identity, this
is equivalent to Ry (Y, )X + Ry( ,X)Y = 0, but this is clearly satisfied as X and
Y are parallel. U

Remark 5.20. Note that if X and Y are parallel, then, (X : Y), = 0. Moreover, by
the torsion-freeness of V, also [X, Y] = 0. Hence, 0 = [L%, L}] = Lix y; = L{x .-

The commutation relations of symmetric Cartan calculus in Theorem [5.19| are
completely analogous to those of classical Cartan calculus, but they require an
extra condition on the vector fields X, Y. At first glance, this may seem as
an asymmetry between the two theories. However, having in mind the analogy
between gv and we.,, the condition of the ‘complete lift being gradient Killing’
translates into the ‘complete lift being Hamiltonian’, which, by in Appendix
[B], is trivially satisfied.

Remark 5.21. Note that the analogy between gradient Killing and Hamiltonian is
complete. In the same way that, for a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric g, any gradient
Killing vector field is automatically Killing (Lxg = 0), for a symplectic form w,
any Hamiltonian vector field is symplectic (Lxw = 0).

6. SYMMETRIC COHOMOLOGY

Just as the exterior derivative gives rise to de Rham cohomology, we introduce
here the analogue for the symmetric derivative V?.

6.1. Killing tensors. Symmetric tensors that are V*-closed have been considered
before under the name of Killing tensors. We give some examples and recall their
geometric significance.

Definition 6.1. Given a connection V on M, a Killing tensor for V is a sym-
metric form K € T*(M) such that

VK = 0.
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We denote the Killing tensors of homogeneous degree r by Killg (M). They are
a vector subspace, but not a C°°(M)-submodule, of the space of symmetric forms
Y7 (M). Together with the symmetric product, they form a graded subalgebra

Killy, (M) = @ Kill, (M) € T*(M),
reN
which we call the Killing tensor algebra of V.
Example 6.2 (Killing O-tensors). As the symmetric derivative is geometric (Def-

mition , the space of Killing O-tensors for any connection V is the space of
locally constant functions.

Example 6.3. For the Levi-Civita connection of a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric
g, by Proposition [2.18, g~ identifies Killyg(M) with the Killing vector fields for
g (see Example . Moreover, g € Kill3g(M).

Let us recall that the geometric significance of Killing tensors is that they induce
conserved quantities along geodesics. For this, we use an equivalent definition of
the geodesic spray Xv € X(T'M), which was introduced in Section

Lemma 6.4. Let V be a connection on M. The geodesic spray is the unique
vector field whose integral curve starting at w € TM is a curve v : I — TM,
where v = I — M is a V-geodesic satisfying ¥(0) = w. In particular, for any
V-geodesic v on M and & € C(TM) there holds

d
X y = — y).
(Xvg)og = T (§07)
Proof. Consider a curve V : [ — T'M. In natural coordinates (TU, {z'} U {v7}),
(XV)V(t) = Vi(t) i V() — Vi(t)vj@) FZ (’Y(t)) 81;’9’\/@) )

where Vi := 9" oV and 7 := pro V. Using the notation v* := 2% o ~y, the equation
for the integral curve of Xy starting at uw € T'M is locally given by

(1) = V() Vi(t) = =VI)VI (1) T (4(1), V(0) = u.
Using the first equation on the second one, we recover the geodesic equation
0= Vsl =5°) + 7' ()7 () T (4(1)), 7(0) = u.
The converse follows simply from the fact that every vector field is uniquely char-
acterized by its integral curves. U

Proposition 6.5. Let V be a connection on M. The assignment K — K gives
an isomorphism of unital graded algebras

16 ~ polynomials in velocities on M
Killy (M) { constant along V-geodesics '
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Proof. By the correspondence and Proposition | we have K € Killy, (M) if
and only if X¢ K = 0. In particular, we have (XVK ) o7 = 0 for every V-geodesic y
if K € Killy, (M), which, by Lemmaﬂ means that K o+ is constant. Conversely,
assume that K is constant along V-geodesics, hence (XVK ) o4 = 0. Since there
is a V-geodesic 7 such that 4(0) = u for every u € TM, we get XgK = 0. O

We can also describe Killing tensors that are in the image of V*, which we will
call V*-exact tensors.

Corollary 6.6. Given K € Killg(M)NIm V* forr # 0, there exists p € Y™ 1(M)
such that for every V-geodesic v, we have, for some constant \ € R,

P((t)) = K(3(t))t + A.

6.2. Killing 1-tensors. Recall that the maximum number of linearly independent

Killing vector fields on a connected (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold of dimension

n is sn(n + 1). In this section, we prove an analogous result concerning Killing

1-tensors.
Lemma 6.7. Let V be a torsion-free connection on M. For a € Killg(M),
Va e Q*(M), and VVa = 1, Ry.

Proof. The first part is easy to see as being a Killing 1-tensor literally means that
the symmetric part of Va vanishes. By a straightforward calculation we find, for
all X,Y,Z € X(M), that

(VVa)(X,Y, Z) — (VVa)(Y, X, Z) = —a(Rv(X,Y)2).

Taking the skew-symmetric projection of this relation and using the algebraic
Bianchi identity together with that Vo € Q%(M) yields

(VVa)(X,Y, Z) = a(Re(Y, 2)X) = Re(a, X, Y, Z) = (1a Rv)(X, Y, 2).
O

Using Lemma we find that every Killing 1-tensor is fully determined by
linear algebraic data at a point.

Lemma 6.8. Let M be connected and m € M be an arbitrary point. FEvery
a € Killg (M) is fully determined by the following data

am € T M, (Va),, € N*T M.
Proof. We show that having o € Killg (M) such that a,, and (Va),, vanish at

some point m € M already implies that « vanishes as a 1-form. The result then
follows from the linearity. By hypothesis, the set

N(a) :={m e M|a,, =0 and (Va),, = 0}
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is non-empty. It is also closed, since it can be seen as a~1(0) N (Va)~1(0), where 0
denotes the image of the zero section. We will prove that it is also open. Consider
the vector bundle connection V¥ on TM @& A*T*M given by

Vi(& + B) = (VXOé — LxB) + (VxB — beaRv).

It follows from Lemmathat the section a+Va € T'(T*M & A?*T*M) is parallel
with respect to VZ for every a € Killg(M). Take an arbitrary point m’ € N(a)
and an open connected neighbourhood U C M. Any m” € U is connected to m/
by a smooth curve. Since o + Vo is V-parallel along this curve, it is necessary
that ay,,» = 0 and (Va),,» = 0, that is, m” € N(«), which proves that N(«) is
open, hence N(a) = M, and finally, o = 0. O

Proposition 6.9. Let M be connected. The maximum number of linearly inde-
pendent Killing 1-tensors on (M, V) is equal to sn(n + 1), where n := dim M.

Proof. By Lemma , there is an injective linear morphism from Killg (M) to
TiM @& ATy M for any m € M. Since dim(T;M & A?T; M) = in(n + 1), the
result follows. O

6.3. Definition of symmetric cohomology. We have looked at Killing tensors
as analogues of closed forms. Since the symmetric derivative does not square to
zero, we need to adjust the definition of cohomology groups: we take as V*-exact
tensors the Killing tensors in the image of V. We can then consider the quotient.

Definition 6.10. The rth-symmetric cohomology group of (M, V) is given by
Kill%, (M)

33 HL(M) = .
(33) v(M) Killg (M) N Im Vs

As the symmetric derivative is geometric, that is VS|T0( My = d|C°°(M)7 we can
be more specific for r =0 and r = 1.

Proposition 6.11. Forr = 0, the symmetric cohomology group HS(M) coincides
with the de Rham cohomology group HO5(M), that is, locally constant functions.

Proposition 6.12. Forr =1, we have

HY (M) i

that is, HY describes Killing 1-tensors modulo exact 1-forms. Moreover, for M
connected with n := dim M, we have

B Killg, (M)
O Killy (M) N QL

exact

(34) dim HS (M) < =n(n+1).

N | —

Proof. The first claim is direct, the second follows from the bound on the dimension
of the space of Killing 1-tensors given by Proposition [6.9] ]



SYMMETRIC CARTAN, PATTERSON-WALKER METRIC, SYMMETRIC COHOMOLOGY 37

If V is the Levi-Civita connection for some (pseudo-)Riemannian metric, we can
rephrase Hy (M) in terms of vector fields.

Proposition 6.13. Let g be a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric on M.
{Killing vector fields for g}
{gradient Killing vector fields for g}

Hig (M) =

Proof. The space Killyg (M) is identified by g~' with the space of Killing vector
fields for g, see Example . On the other hand, since by definition grad, := g tod,
exact 1-forms on M are identified by ¢! with gradient Killing vector fields. [

Rephrasing the symmetric cohomology in terms of polynomials in velocities on
M and the geodesic spray gives a geometric interpretation for arbitrary r.

Corollary 6.14. The assignment [K| — [K]| gives an isomorphism of vector spaces

degree-r polynomials in velocities
HG(M) +— on M constant along V-geodesics
modulo Im Xv

Proof. 1t follows directly from Proposition and Proposition [6.5] U

Given two manifolds with connections (M, V), (M’, V'), and ¢ € Aff(V,V'). It
follows easily from Remark that

K eKilly,(M') & ¢'K eKily(M), and K e€IlmV"” & ¢*K €ImV>.
As an immediate consequence we get the next proposition.
Proposition 6.15. If (M, V) and (M', V') are affine diffeomorphic, then

¢*  HG/(M') — HG (M)
(K] - [6°K].

is a vector space isomorphism. Consequently, dim HS (M) = dim HS, (M').

The space of connections on a manifold M, which we denote by € (M), is en-
dowed with the natural equivalence relation defined by

Ve~V & AF(V, V') #£0.

Equivalently, V ~ V' if there exists ¢ € Diff(M) such that V = ¢*V’. We can
thus talk about the space of connections modulo diffeomorphisms. Proposition
6.15[ states that the symmetric cohomology groups are invariants in the quotient
(or moduli) space.

Remark 6.16. Note that, as invariants, they are actually more suitable for torsion-
free connections, since they cannot see the difference between a connection with
torsion V and its associated torsion-free connection V°, whereas it follows easily

from Remark 4.8 that [V] # [V°] in € (M)/Diff (M).
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As the space of Killing tensors forms an algebra with the symmetric product,
we get a symmetric cup product of cohomology classes, which endows the direct
sum of the cohomology groups with a commutative algebra structure.

6.4. The cartesian space R". Consider R" with the Euclidean connection V¥u¢,
The condition for a := a;dz’ € TH(R™) to be a Killing tensor reads as

80@ (9061'

-+ -
oxt  Ox7
It is easy to see that all coordinate 1-forms dz’ are solutions, and moreover, all

1-forms of the form z'da? — 27dz’ solves the equation (37]). Since all of these
solutions are linearly independent and there are in(n + 1) of them, Lemma

2
implies that

(35) = 0.

KilllvEuc (R™) = span({dz'}", U {z'd2’ — xjdxi}iq-).

As dz® are clearly exact and z'da’ — a2/da’ are not, we conclude
. . . . n(n—1)
Hepw (R") 2 span{z'da’ — 2/dz'},o; X R 2 2
Remark 6.17. The identification of Proposition [6.13] can be understood as
Hip..(R™) being, infinitesimally, symmetries modulo translational symmetries
(spanned by {dz;}",), which results in rotational symmetries, spanned by {z'dz’ —
x/dx'};<;. Thus, symmetric cohomology can be understood as a generalization of
this picture.

For n = 1, we can easily calculate the symmetric cohomology for a generic
connection V on R. Because of the dimension of the manifold we have T'(R) =
QL(R) (closed 1-forms). It follows from Poincaré lemma that every 1-form on R

is exact. In conclusion,
Killg, (R) Killg, (R)
Hy(R) = ——— = — = {0}.
Killg(R)nTHR)  Killg(R)

For n = 2, the situation is much more complicated. A generic torsion-free
connection V is determined by 6 smooth functions f; € C>(R?) as follows:

1
Vazax = flaa: + f28y7 Vazay = §(f381 + f4ay)7 Vayay = f5ax + f6ay'

A 1-form a = apdz 4+ asdy is Killing if and only if
8041

0= e aifi — aafo,
x
O O
(36) 0= a—yl + a—; — o f3 — o fa,
0
0= o ayfs — as fe.

dy
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Note that V¥ corresponds to the distinguished choice f; = 0. Unlike the case
n = 1, the symmetric cohomology of a generic connection is pretty wild. In
particular, the first symmetric cohomology group can be of any dimension up to
the upper bound ([34)). The computations supporting Examples[6.18] [6.20] and [6.21]
can be found in Appendix [C]

Example 6.18 (Trivial cohomology group). Consider a connection V on R? de-
termined by the choice

f3(x7y) =Y, f4(x,y) =Y

and f; = 0 otherwise. One finds that the system of PDE’s has only the trivial
solutions oty = 0 = an. Therefore,

Killg, (R?) = {0}, HE(R?) = {0}.

Example 6.19 (1-dimensional cohomology group). As we have shown above, for
the FEuclidean connection, we have HéEuc (R?) < R.

Example 6.20 (2-dimensional cohomology group). Given an arbitrary nonzero
constants A\, \a € R. We consider a connection ¥V on R? given by

f3(x7y) = >\17 f4<x7y) = )\2
and f; = 0 otherwise. One finds that

1 1
Killg, (R?) = span {eklydx, e dy, )\—dx - )\—dy} , HE(R?) = R?.
1 2

Example 6.21 (3-dimensional cohomology group). Finally, let us have a connec-
tion V on R? defined by

fa(z,y) = —2x<1 + 2 )

= —2 (1
fs(z,y) y(1+ T2

)
1+ 2y2/7
and f; = 0 otherwise. Solving yields

KIllL (B) = spand o, gy Y ge T g
VAR P T 02 T 02 T 22 112277

hence Hg(R?) = R3.

Following the discussion at the end of Section [6.3], we immediately see that the
connections from Examples to define four different classes in the moduli
space ¢ (R?)/Diff (R?).
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6.5. The n-sphere S™. Consider the n-sphere S™ equipped with the round metric
g°. We compute its first symmetric cohomology group using Proposition [6.13]

It is a well-known fact (see, for instance [23]) that there are in(n + 1) linearly
independent Killing vector fields for g°. We review an important fact concerning
gradient Killing vector fields on a compact oriented Riemannian manifold (see,

e.g., [25]).

Proposition 6.22. The only gradient Killing vector field on a compact orientable
Riemannian manifold is the zero vector field.

Proof. Let f be a smooth function on a compact oriented Riemannian manifold
(M, g) such that X := grad, f is a Killing vector field for g. It means that

0=9Vedf = 29Vdf & 0=9VX =  0=div, X,

where div, := tro?V : X(M) — C*(M) is the divergence operator of ¢ and
tr: I'(End TM) — C*>(M) is the trace operator. Therefore,

divy(grad, f%) = divy(2fX) = 2X f + 2 divy X = 2|| X|[2.
For Y € X(M), we have (div,Y") vol, = Ly vol, = duy vol,. By Stokes’ theorem,

O:/ digraa 2 volg:/ (divggradgfz)volg:Q/ || X ]2 voly.
M ! M M

As M is compact, we have [|X||2 = 0, hence X = 0 because g is positive definite.
U

As (S™,¢°) is a compact orientable Riemannian manifold, we find

. 1Killing vector fields for the round metric} R
{0} '
Remark 6.23. The interpretation of the symmetric cohomology from Remark

fits nicely with the case of the round sphere (S™, V°), where we have %n(n +1)
rotational symmetries but no translational ones.

HEo(S™)

For n = 1, every connection is fully determined by a function f € C*(S!),
V1,00 == f0p,

where 9y is the standard unit (with respect to the round metric) vector field on S'.
The round connection corresponds to the distinguished choice f = 0. A 1-form
a = apdf (with df the dual 1-form to 0dp) is a Killing 1-tensor if and only if

(37) Opay = fou.
This is only possible when [y, fd = 0, in which case oy = e’ for A € R an
arbitrary constant and F(0) := foa fdé. Therefore,

R when [g, fdf =0,

(38) KillL, (S1) = {{0} when [ 70 2.0
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The 1-form Xe’'df is never exact since [ edf # 0. In conclusion, there are no
exact Killing 1-tensors for any connection on S, and hence

(39) Hy s (SY) = Killg, (SY).

Let us now show that the condition fsl fdf = 0 for the connection V/ has a
very clear geometric meaning.

Lemma 6.24. Let f € C>®(S!), the connection YV is the Levi-Civita connection
for some metric on S' if and only if [y, fd6 = 0.

Proof. Since all connections on a 1-dimensional manifold are torsion-free, the con-
nection V/ is Levi-Civita for some metric ¢ if and only if V/¢g = 0. This is equiva-
lent, by writing g = ¢;df ® df for g; € C>*(S'), to the equation dyg; = 2fg;.
As we saw above, this admits a nowhere vanishing solution ¢; if and only if
Jer fdO = 0. O

Remark 6.25. Note that an analogous proof to that of Lemma gives that all
connections on R! are Levi-Civita for some metric.

By (39), and Lemma [6.24] we can distinguish Levi-Civita connections on S*
from all other connections by using Killing tensors or just symmetric cohomology.

Proposition 6.26. The only connections V on S' such that Hg(SY) # {0} (and
hence R) are the Levi-Civita connections for any choice of metric on S.

Since we have seen in Section [6.4] that H{(R') = {0} for any connection V,
we have that symmetric cohomology distinguishes between R! and S!, just as de
Rham cohomology also does.

We would like to find more powerful applications of symmetric cohomology in
the future. On the one hand, we can study the ’symmetric cohomology spectrum’
(symmetric cohomology groups of all possible connections) to distinguish between
two smooth manifolds, as we did in the case of R! and S'. Note that even partial
information about the spectrum may serve this purpose. On the other hand,
the dimension of a symmetric cohomology group is invariant under the action of
diffeomorphisms on the space of connections on a manifold. Therefore, it may be
used to show that two connections represent different classes in the moduli space.

7. FURTHER TECHNIQUES FOR SYMMETRIC COHOMOLOGY

We explore now products, on which we define the Kiinneth subalgebra, the
relation with the Patterson-Walker, which allows us to prove the Patterson-Walker
bound, and left-invariant connections, which reveal the relation to Lie-admissible
algebras.
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7.1. The Kiinneth subalgebra. Given two manifolds with connection (M;, V')
and (M,, V?), there is a natural notion of the product connection V on the
manifold M; X Ms:

(4()) vpr’{Xlerr;Xz (pI'TYi + pI‘;Yé) = privﬁ(lyrl + pr§v§(21/27

where pr; : My x My — M; are the natural projections and X, Y; € X(Mj;). Since
the tangent bundle T'(M; x M,) is canonically isomorphic to priTM; @ priT M,
the space of vector fields X(M; x M) is locally generated by pullbacks of vector
fields on M; and Ms, hence formula completely determines a connection.

Lemma 7.1. Let M, and M,y be manifolds equipped with connections V' and V?
respectively, and denote the product connection on My X My by V. Then

(41) V*® o pri = pri oV’
Proof. As both sides of relation (41 are geometric derivations of Y*(M;), it is
enough to check the relation on 1-forms. For X; € X(M;) and o € T'(M;),
%(Vspr;a)(prin + pryXo, priXi + proXs)
= (priX1 + pr3Xo)((prje) (priXy + pr3 X)) — (prja)(priVi, Xi + pr3Vi, Xo)
= pri(Xa(X,) — b} @V, X,)) = 5o ((V7a)(X;, X;)

1 *TT7S * * * *
= §(prjv a)(pri Xy + praXo, pri Xy + pryXs).

The result follows by polarization. U

We use Lemma [7.I, and the idea behind the Kiinneth formula, to show the
existence of a subspace in the symmetric cohomology of a product.

Proposition 7.2. Let (M, V') and (M, V?) be two manifolds with connection
and denote by V the product connection. The vector space

(42) P Ho: (M) @ HL,(My).
i
is isomorphic to a subspace of HG(My x My), which we call the Kinneth subspace.
Proof. Tt follows immediately from Lemma that
pr’; (Killg,; (M;)) < Killg (M x My), and pr’(Im V7") < Im V*.
Moreover, by Lemma[7.1] for ¢ € T*(M;) and ¢, € YI(My), we have
V3 (prigr © pryps) = V°prips © prags + prig: © Voprips
= priV7p1 @ priws + prigr © pryVeips.
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Therefore, we clearly have prip; © pryp € Killd (M, x My) if ¢, € KillL, (M)
and ¢y € Killl,(M). Assume now that we have ¢; € Killg: (M;) N Im V'® and
po € Killjvg(Mg) NIm V2. By a straightforward calculation one finds

* * 1 s * * * *
prig; © pryyws = §V (priy © praws + prig; © prathe),

where 11 € Y1 (M;) and 1y € Y/~ (My) satisfy ¢; = V7%¢;. The result is an
immediate consequence of the surjectivity of pr;. U

In particular, for connected manifolds M; and M, we have that the vector space
HE (My) & Heo(Ms) determines the Kiinneth subspace of Hg (M x Ms).

Example 7.3 (The Euclidean plane). Consider two Fuclidean lines (RY, V),
it is mot hard to see that the Euclidean plan (R?, VE') can be seen as the product
manifold equipped with the product connection. Recall the result of Section [6.4),

Heewo (RY) = {0} and Hepu (R?) = R
So, the Kinneth subspace and HS(My x Ms) are not isomorphic in general.

Example 7.4 (The flat cylinder). The flat cylinder can be seen as the product
manifold S* xR equipped with the product connection V¥ of the round connection
V° on S' and the Euclidean connection V' on RY. It follows from the results of

Sections and Lemma[7.1] that
span{df, dr} < Killgs. (S x RY).

We check if there are other Killing 1-tensors. A 1-form o € TY(S! xRY) is uniquely
characterized by smooth functions ag, a, € C®(S'xRY) such that o = apdf+a,dz.
It is a Killing 1-tensor if and only if

0 = Opag, 0 = 0,0, 0 = 0,09 + Ogry.

The first two equations are equivalent to oy = pry, f and o, = prih for some
f € C(RY) and h € C*>(S'). Using this in the last equation, we have that dph is
a constant function on S, which is possible if and only if Oyh vanishes, hence

Killgaa: (S' x R') = span{df, d=} and Hona (S x RY) @ R
Therefore, the Kiinneth subspace and Hy (M x Msy) are isomorphic in this case.

Note that the direct sum of Kiinneth subspaces forms a subalgebra with respect
to the symmetric cup product mentioned at the end of Section We call this
subalgebra the Kiinneth subalgebra.
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7.2. The Patterson-Walker bound. By Proposition [5.10, every connection V
on M determines a connection V on T*M, which is the Levi-Civita connection
of the corresponding Patterson-Walker metric. It is natural to ask whether the
symmetric cohomology groups of these connections are related. By Proposition
[6.13]
HL (T M) = {Kﬂling v'ector fields for gv} ‘

{gradient Killing vector fields for g¢}

Using the relation between the vertical lift of Killing 1-tensors on M and the
Killing vector fields for the Patterson-Walker metric (Proposition and the
analogous result for the complete lift of affine vector fields on M (Lemma ,
we obtain an immediate consequence.

Proposition 7.5. Let V be a torsion-free connection on M and V be the Levi-
Cwita connection of gv. The vector space

{affine vector fields on (M,V)} @ Killg, (M)
1s isomorphic to a subspace of Killl@(T*M), and moreover, the vector space

{affine vector fields on (M,V)}
{X € X(M)| X is parallel and symtx Ry = 0}

(43) @ Hg (M)

is isomorphic to a subspace of Hé(T*M).

This proposition gives a bound on the dimension of H%(T*M ), which we refer
to as the Patterson-Walker bound.

Example 7.6 (The Euclidean plane). Consider the Euclidean plane (R?, V),
By a straightforward calculation, one finds
{affine vector fields on (R?, V*')} = span{0,, 0, 20,, yOu, 20, y0,} = RO,
{parallel vector fields on (R?, V**)} = span{9,, d,} = R?,
Killgg. (R?) = span{dz, dy, vdy — ydx} = R?,
Killgea (R?) N QL .. (R?) = span{dz, dy} = R".

exact

By Proposition we get dim H%Euc (T*R?) > 5. Indeed, by the canonical identi-
fication (T*R?, VF¢) = (R VF®) and Sectz’on we have Hip, (R*) = RE.

In some cases, the Patterson-Walker bound will be attained and Proposition
m will allow us to compute HE(T*M). The next example shows this for T*R",
where the computations for a large class of connections are significantly simplified:
instead of a system of PDEs, only a system of ODEs needs to be solved.

Example 7.7 (The cartesian line). Consider an arbitrary connection on R'. It is
fully determined by f € C*(R') via Vf;z('?x = f0,.
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A wvector field hd, € X(RY), where h € C*(RY), is affine if and only if
1
0= §(R€’vfh8x)(8m,0x) = (" 4+ (fh)")0,,

see Proposition (note that Rys = 0 because R is 1-dimensional). Function
h solves the ODE

O — h// + (fh)/
if and only if there is a constant A € R such that A = h' + fh. This is a first-order
non-homogeneous linear ODE with variable coefficients. Its general solution, see
e.g. [9], is

h(z) = pe F@ 4 /\e_F(I)/ @ dz,
0

where F(x) := fox f(z)dz and i € R is an arbitrary constant. Moreover, the vector

field ho,, is parallel if and only if
0=V} (hd,) = (W + 1 f)ds,
which is satisfied if and only if
h(z) = pe ",

where p € R s an arbitrary constant.
On the other hand, one easily finds that

KillL ; (R!) 2 span{e”®dz},
hence
{affine vector fields on (R, V/)} @ Killy; (R') = R?.
By combining Proposition with the bound on Killing 1-tensors on R? given by
Propositz’on we have H%f (T*RY) 2 R, Finally, by the canonical identification
T*R' = R? and Proposition[5.10, we have proved that

HY, (R?) = R!
for the torsion-free connections V' on R? given by
Viu0r = [(2)0: +y 2 (x) = f' ()0, V)0, =—f(2)d,, V] 0,=0.
Remark 7.8. Note that there is an analogue of the Patterson-Walker bound for de
Rham cohomology. It is well known that for any symplectic manifold (N, w)

~ {symplectic vector fields on (N,w)}
~ {Hamiltonian vector fields on (N, w)}’
In particular, this applies for (T*M,wean). For a € QY(M), we have that the

vertical lift oV € X(T*M) is symplectic if and only if « is closed and, moreover, it
is Hamiltonian if and only if « is exact. Therefore,

dim Hg (T*M) > dim Hz (M).

(44) Hag (N)
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Since the complete lift of a vector field is always Hamiltonian, there is no contri-
bution from vector fields as opposed to the case of symmetric cohomology, where
the bound is finer because of the left term of (43)).

7.3. Symmetric cohomology of left-invariant connections. In this section
we focus on Lie groups. Consider a Lie group G, a connection V on G is called
left-invariant if, for every g € G and X,Y € X(G),

L. VxY = Vi, xL,.Y,

where L, € Diff(G) is given by L,h = gh for every h € G.
Left-invariant connections on a Lie group that are torsion-free are closely related
to the notion of a Lie-admissible algebra [I], that is, an algebra (V,-) such that

[u,v] =u-v—v-u.
makes (V,[, |) a Lie algebra. Equivalently, it is an algebra (V -) satisfying
skew assoc = 0,
where assoc : @3V — V is the associator of (V,-). Explicitly, for u,v,w € V,
assoc(u,v,w) :=u-(v-w)— (u-v) - w.

Example 7.9. Every algebra up to dimension 2 is necessarily Lie-admissible.
Moreover, any associative algebra, abelian algebra or Lie algebra is Lie-admaissible.
Another class of Lie-admissible algebras is called left-symmetric algebras [§],
that is, an algebra (V,-) satisfying

assoc(u, v, w) = assoc(v, u, w).
We recall the proof of a known result (see, e.g., [I8, [7] for the flat case) that will

play an important role.

Proposition 7.10. Let G be a connected Lie group and (g, [ , |4) be its Lie algebra.
There is the canonical one-to-one correspondence:

left-invariant torsion-free ~ Lie-admissible algebras (g, -)
. — .
connections on G such that u-v —v - u = [u,v],

Moreover, a Lie-admissible algebra is, in addition, left-symmetric if and only if the
corresponding left-invariant torsion-free connection is flat.

Proof. Let us start with a left-invariant torsion-free connection V on G. We define
an algebra structure - on g by

u-v = VUL/UL’e,

where u* € X(G) is the left-invariant vector field corresponding tou € g and e € G
is the unit element. As V is torsion-free, we get

w-v—v-u= (Vo' — VvLuL)|e = [UL,ULHe = [u, vlg.
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Conversely, if - is a Lie-admissible algebra structure on g, whose skew-symmetric

projection gives the Lie algebra structure, we define a map on the left-invariant
vector fields V : X1,(G) — End(X.(G)) by

VxY = (X, Yo"

Since left-invariant vector fields are global generators for X(G), the map V de-
termines a connection on GG. For the same reason, it is enough to check the left-
invariance and torsion-freeness of V only on left-invariant vector fields, but this is
clearly satisfied. The result follows because the two constructions are inverse to
each other. The statement about flatness follows from that, for X, Y, Z € X (G),
we have

Ry(X,Y)Z = (X - (Yo Z))' = (Yo (Xe- Ze))* = ([Xe, Yelg - 2)"
=(Xe- (Yo Zo) = Yo (Xe Z) = (X - Yo = Yo Xo) - 2)F
= assoc(X,, Ye, Z,.) — assoc(Ye, X, Z,).
O

Given a Lie algebra (g, [ , |g), there is always an underlying Lie-admissible alge-
bra. To show this, consider an arbitrary linear Riemannian metric ( , ) on g and
define the algebra structure - by

<u ) va> = §(<[u,v]g,w> - <[U’w]97u> - <[u’w]g7v>)'

On the level of torsion-free left-invariant connections on a Lie group, this corre-
sponds to the fact that there is always a left-invariant Riemannian metric on a Lie
group and its Levi-Civita connection is also left-invariant.

For every Lie-admissible algebra (V,-), we define a canonical derivation d* €
Der; (Sym® V*) completely determined by its action on the elements of V*:

(45) (d*Q)(u,v) = =C(u-v+v-u).
It vanishes on scalars, as all derivations of Sym® V* do, and one can check by a
straightforward calculation that, for ( € Sym” V* and r > 0, it is given by

r+1
(dSC)<U1, ...,Ur+1) = — Z C(Ul . Uj —|—Uj c Uy Uy, ...,ﬁ,i, ...,ﬁj, ...,UT+1).

t,j=1,
i<J

We can then define its associated cohomology.

Definition 7.11. Let (V,-) be a Lie admissible algebra, we define the rth-Lie-
admissible symmetric cohomology group:

ker d* -
HT(‘/, ) : |Sym \%4

- s s :
ker d |Symr Vo ﬂ Im d ‘Symr—l V*
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As d° vanishes on scalars, we have that, for any real Lie-admissible algebra (V-),

H(V,) =R, HY(V,.) = ker d°

V*

Example 7.12. On every real finite-dimensional vector space V', there is always
the trivial Lie-admissible algebra structure:

U triv UV =0

for every u,v € V. Then d° = 0 and H"(V, -uiv) = Sym" V*.  Clearly, the
mazximum possible dimension of H"(V,-) is attained in this case.

Example 7.13. Consider a 1-dimensional real vector space V. Besides the trivial
Lie-admissible algebra structure, there is (up to an isomorphism) only one more
algebra structure on V. It can be represented, for some nonzero u € V, by

Uu-u::=1u.

It is straightforward to check that Im ds|SymT Ve = Sym" ™ V* forr >0, hence

1 _
H(V,) = {]R forr =0,
{0} forr>0.

Let us now translate the Lie-admissible symmetric cohomology to the language
of left-invariant torsion-free connections. We say that a symmetric form ¢ €
T*(G) is left-invariant if L}¢ = ¢ and denote the space of such forms by T} (G).
Analogously, the symbol Killj ¢(G) denotes the space of left-invariant Killing -
tensors. If V is a left-invariant connection on G, we have, by Remark [£.10] that
Vi (T1(G)) € T3 (G). Therefore, we define the rth-left-invariant symmetric
cohomology group of (G, V) by

) Killf ¢(G)
Lv(G) = Killp o(G) N Im Vo]yrogy

Let G be a connected Lie group integrating a Lie algebra g. For ¢ € T} (G),
the assignment ¢ — ¢, gives an isomorphism of unital graded algebras

11 (G) = Sym®g*.
The inverse, for ¢ € Sym® g*, is given by ¢ — ¢", where ¢} = Li ¢ for g € G.

Lemma 7.14. Let (G,V) be a connected Lie group with a left-invariant torsion-
free connection and (g,-) be the corresponding Lie-admissible algebra. Then

Hy o(G) = H'(g,").

Proof. 1t is enough to check that the isomorphism between Y} (G) and Sym® g*
intertwines the operators V*® and d°. For every ¢ € T](G),
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r+1

(d®pe)(ur, ..oy tpyr) = — Z Ge (Wi - Wi 4 Wj - Uiy Uy ey Uy ooy Uy ooy Upg1)

1,5=1,
1<J

r+1

=— Z o((wi -y +uj - w)" ul, L ar, ...,ﬂ?, ...,uI;H)

3,J=1,
i<j

r+1
=— Z o({ul u?}s,u%, 0y ...,ﬁ?, e Upyq)

i,j=1,
i<J

= (Vo)(ur, - ) = (VP)e(un, s ).

Both R! and S! are connected Lie groups integrating the 1-dimensional abelian
Lie algebra. Left-invariant connections on R! and S! are determined by the choice
of a real constant A € R:

ng&c = )\31, Vgeag = /\89
In particular, for A = 0, we have the Euclidean connection V¥ on R' and the
round connection V° on S'. By Lemma and Examples 7.13], we get
Lyee(R) = Hf oo (S") = R,

. - L JRY forr=0,
Ly () = L’W(Sl) N {{0} forr >0

Comparing these with the results of Sections and [6.5], we see that, for r = 1,
the left-invariant symmetric cohomology group is isomorphic to the symmetric
cohomology group for S!, whereas for R! this is not the case.

The following result is a general statement about the compact case.

(for A # 0)

Theorem 7.15. Let (G, V) be a connected compact Lie group with a left-invariant
torsion-free connection and (g, -) be the corresponding Lie-admissible algebra. Then
we have an injective vector space morphism

H'(g,) — H(G).

Proof. By Lemma , the inclusion map i : Sym® g* = T} (G) — T*(G) inter-
twines d* and V?*, hence it descends to the map i : H"(g,-) — HL(G). We show
that this map is an injective vector space morphism by finding a left-inverse to it.
We introduce the map £ : T*(G) — Sym*® g*, for every ¢ € T"(G) and u; € g, by

(46) (L) (ury ...y uy) 1= /G(L;gp)e(ul, couy Uy ) VOl
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where volg € det(G) is the normalized left-invariant Haar measure. Note that the
map £ is well defined because of the compactness of G. Using the left-invariance
of V, for every u € g, yields

(Vo) (u, ..., u)

—/(L;ngo)e(u,..,u)volg = /(VSLZgo)e(u,...,u)volG
@ G

r(r+1 .
= (r+ 1)/G(uL<p(uL))(g) volg — ( 5 )/G(ngo)((uL sy, ut) L ub) () volg,
where we used the shorthand notation (u") := (u", ..., u"). On the other hand,
it follows from the correspondence of Proposition that

r(r+1)

(d°Lo)(u,...,u) = — 5 /G(L;go)e(2u U, U, ... u)VOlg

1
— _T(T;— ) /((LZQO)(<UL sy, ut, L ut)) (e) volg.
G
To prove that £ intertwines d° and V?°, it remains to show that the integral
Jo(ut@(u"))vole vanishes. We have L,.volg = 0 for the Lie derivative because
both volg and u" are left-invariant. Therefore,

(up(u"))volg = (Lyrp(u"))volg = L (p(u") volg) = di,(¢(u®) volg),

hence, by Stokes’s theorem, the integral [,,(u"p(u"))vols vanishes. It means that
the map descends to a map £: H"(G) — H"(g,-) and the result follows from
Lo =id. U

As we have seen above (for the 1st-symmetric cohomology group of the circle
with a left-invariant connection), we may have an isomorphism between H" (g, -) =
and H"(G). Let us show that this is not always the case but that we will generally

obtain a lower bound in the dimension.

Example 7.16 (The round 3-sphere). The 3-sphere S® is isomorphic to SU(2),
it is thus a connected compact 3-dimensional Lie group. The round metric is
left-invariant, hence its Levi-Civita connection is also left-invariant. Recall from
Section that Ho(S?) = RS.  However, by Ezample the dimension of
H'(su(2),-) is bounded from above by dimsu(2) = 3. Therefore, H'(su(2),-) and
HY.(S?) are not isomorphic in this case.

Example 7.17 (The flat n-torus). The n-torus T", for n > 1, is a connected
compact Lie group whose Lie algebra g is abelian. The trivial Lie-admaissible algebra
structure on g corresponds to the choice of the flat connection Vi on T", that is,
the product connection of the round connections on St. By Theorem we get

1
dim Hlp (T") > dim H' (g, -iy) = (” r )

r
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APPENDIX A. NON-GEOMETRIC DERIVATIONS

We have taken the symmetric derivative V? to be the starting point of symmet-
ric Cartan calculus. Although we have explained why it is natural that V* does
not square to zero, this resulted in an extra adjustment to define symmetric coho-
mology. A natural question is whether there are derivations of Y*(M) of degree 1,
not necessarily geometric, that square to zero.

The derivations of Y*(M) were classified in [16]. In particular, derivations of
degree 1 are parametrized by pairs (A, o) consisting of A € I'(EndTM) and o €
Y2(M,TM). Explicitly, any D € Der;(Y*(M)) is of the form

D =[5, V] +15=Vi+ty
for some auxiliary symmetric derivative V*. The geometric derivations are pre-
cisely those with A = idr,,, see Remark and Proposition [3.8]

Proposition A.1. The only degree-1 derivation of Y*(M) that squares to zero is
the trivial one, D = 0.

Proof. Consider a derivation D € Der;(T*(M)) described by a pair (A, o) as above.
Assume that D o D = 0. We then have

0=D(Df* =D2fDf)=2Df® Df,
hence D|coe(pyy = 0. In terms of the corresponding (A, o), it means (AX)f = 0
for all X € X(M) and f € C*(M). Therefore, A =0 and D = .%. In addition,
0= (D(Da))(X, X, X)=3(la)(c(X,X),X) =3a(c(c(X, X), X))
for all € TY(M), so o(o(X, X), X) = 0. Finally, for every C € T?(M),
0=(D(DC))(X, X, X, X)=3N(:C)(co(X,X), X, X)
=12C(o(0(X, X), X),X) +6C(0(X,X),0(X, X)).
Since D o D|yi(,y = 0, we get C(o(X, X),0(X, X)) = 0. If we choose C' to be a

Riemannian metric, this yields o(X, X) = 0. By polarization, we get ¢ = 0 and
thus D = 0. O

This proposition reinforces the claim that the symmetric derivative is indeed the
natural analogue of the exterior derivative.

APPENDIX B. VARIOUS LIFTS TO THE COTANGENT BUNDLE

In this section, we recall several lifts from the base manifold to the total space
of the cotangent bundle pr : 7*M — M that are used in Section [o]
The vertical subbundle V = kerpr, C T(7T*M) is a subbundle of rank dim M
canonically isomorphic to pr*T*M. The vertical lift of a 1-form is defined as
QY M) = T(V) C X(T*M)

v o.__ *
a— o’ =pra,
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where pr*a € I'(pr*T* M) denotes the pullback section.

A connection V on M induces, through the dual connection, the horizontal
subbundle Hy < T(T*M), of rank dim M and satisfying T(T*M) = Hy ® V. It
is canonically isomorphic to pr*T'M, which gives the horizontal lift

X(M)—=T(Hy) CX(T"M)
X — X" = prrX.
Remark B.1. In natural local coordinates (T*U, {z'} U {p,}) on T*M, we have
al, = a;da?, a’

Xy =X'0,, Xxh

T™U — (pl“*Oéj)apj,
T*U - (pr*‘)(l)(aﬂcI +pk(pr*F§z>apg)a
where {I'};} is the set of Christoffel symbols of V corresponding to (U, {z7}).

We recall now three more lifts and their properties from [27]. The vertical lift
of a vector field is a map ()" : X(M) — C=(T*M). It is defined by the formula

Xv(<) = C(Xpr(g)>
for all ¢ € T*M. The importance of the vertical lift of a vector field can be seen

through the following proposition.

Proposition B.2 ([27]). A vector field on T*M is fully determined by its action
on vertical lifts of all vector fields on M.

This proposition allows us to give an elegant definition to the vertical lift of a
field of endomorphisms, which is the map ( )V : I'(End TM) — X(T*M) fully
determined by the relation

A'X"Y = (AX)".
In addition to the vertical and horizontal lifts, one can consider also the com-
plete lift. It is the map ( )¢ : X(M) — X(T*M) determined by the relation

XY? = [X, Y]
Alternatively, the complete lift of X € X(M) can be defined (up to sign) as the
Hamiltonian vector field of the vertical lift of X:
(47) X¢ = —w,(dX") = — Ham X".

Let us recall two important properties of the complete lift.

Proposition B.3 ([27]). A tensor field that is a section of @ T*M & TM or
R T*M s fully determined by its values on complete lifts of vector fields on M.

In particular, every element of Y*(M) and Y*(M,TM) is fully determined by
its values on complete lifts.

Proposition B.4 ([27]). For every X,Y € X(M), we have [X¢, Y] = [X,Y]".
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Remark B.5. In natural local coordinates, for X € X(M) and A € I'(End T M),
X\, = X0, X

U — pl-(pr*Xi),
U — (Pr*Xi)awi —Di (pr

U — pi<Pr*A§'>apj'

XC
Aly = Alda? ® 0y, AV

*aXi> »

D

Finally, we can state the lemmas that allow us to prove the results of Section [5]

Lemma B.6. Let V be a connection on M. For X € X(M), a € QY (M) and
fec=(M),
Qen(XM) = X", X =X"—(VX)", X"(pr*f)=pr*(Xf), a'(pr"f)=0.

Proof. 1t follows by a straightforward calculation in natural coordinates on T*M.

i

Taking into account Proposition [B.2] we can write explicit formulas that fully
determine the horizontal lift of a vector field and the vertical lift of a 1-form.

Lemma B.7. Let V be a connection on M. For X,Y € X(M) and o € Q*(M),
XY = (VxY)Y, Q'Y = prra(Y).
Proof. In natural coordinates, using Lemma [B.6], we have
(X"YY) |y = X (u(pr"Y")) = pi(pr* (X (V")) + (pr"X7) (pr*Y7) (pr'T,))
= (VXY)U T+U 3
where X|,; = X'd,:. On the other hand,
(@"Y") gy = (pr"a) 0y, (ni(pr"Y")) = (prey)(pr'Y?) = pria(Y)|p. .

where o, = a;dz?. Thus, also globally, X"Y" = (VxY)" and a*Y"? = pra(Y).
U

We finish by describing the Lie brackets between lifts.
Lemma B.8. Let V be a connection on M. For X, Y € X(M) and a, 8 € Q' (M),
X" YN = (X, Y]"+ Ry(X,Y)", [X"a']=(Vxa), [o,B]=0.

Proof. 1t follows from Lemmas and [B.7] for Z € X(M), that

X% YYZ7 = (ViVy Z = Vy VaZ) = (Vi Z + Ro(X.Y)Z)"

— ((X,Y] + Re(X,Y)) 2"
(X" a¥]Z" = X prra(Z) — prra(Vx Z) = pr*(Vxa)(Z) = (Vxa)' 2"
(", 8%]2" = a"pr*B(Z) — B'pria(Z) = 0.

The claim then follows from Proposition [B.2] U
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APPENDIX C. COMPUTATIONS FOR H4 (R?)

In this section, we enclose the computations supporting our claims in Examples
6.18] 16.20] and [6.21} In all of them, the system of PDEs reduces to
. (9061 80&2 . 8062

8@1
= —, =— 4+ — — fza; — fyan, 0=—>.
Oz oy Oz faar — faa oy
From the first and the third equation, a; and as can be seen as smooth functions
of, respectively, the single variable y and x. The second equation then becomes

0 0

(48) 0= 0i(y) + ay(x) — fa(z,y)aa(y) — falz, y)as(x).
Example 6.18, If f3(z,y) = zy and fy(z,y) = y, equation (48) reads as
(49) 0=} (y) + oy(x) — zy au(y) — y as(z).
This has to be satisfied for all z,y € R. In particular, we get

0=a)(y) + a5(0) — yay(0) for x = 0,

0= o} (0) + () for y = 0.
We can easily solve these ODEs as

2
a1 (y) :042(0)% —ay(0)y + Ap, as(z) = —aj(0) x + A

for arbitrary constants A, Ay € R. Replacing these expressions back in ,
3

T
0 = 5(0) y — a3(0) — }(0) — a2(0) =~ + a5(0) 2y” = Aoy + 0 (0) zy — o

Therefore, a2(0) = a4(0) = Ay = 4 (0) = Ay = 0, which means a; =0 = as.

In the case of Examples and [6.21] we have that f3 and f; depends only on
y and x respectively. So, (48]) is equivalently rewritten as
ay(y) = fs(y)a(y) = —ay(@) + fa(z)as(z).
This is satisfied if and only if there is a constant C' € R such that
a1 (y) = fs(y)aa(y) = C, ay(z) = fa(z)as(z) = =C.

These are first-order non-homogeneous linear ODEs with variable coefficients. It
is well-known how to solve such differential equations in general, see e.g. [3].
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APPENDIX D. COMPARISON WITH CLASSICAL CARTAN CALCULUS

We show in this table a comparison between classical and symmetric Cartan calculus.

Classical Cartan calculus

Symmetric Cartan calculus

algebraic features

graded-commutative algebra (Q°(M), A)
graded derivations gDer(Q2*(M))

graded commutator |, |g

[l’Xa LY]g == O

commutative algebra (Y*(M), ®)
derivations Der(T*(M))

commutator [ , ]

[LX, Ly] =0

differentials

exterior derivative d
canonical
(df)(X) = X[

d € gDer, (2°(M))

[d,d), =2dod=0

(non-trivial condition)

symmetric derivative V*
depending on the choice of V
(VX)) = X[

V# € Dery(T*(M))

[V, V] =0
(trivially satisfied)

Lie derivatives

Lie derivative Ly := [tx,d],
d X\ *
(Lx®)m = E (V7 ) mPwx m)
t=0

symmetric Lie derivative L% := [tx, V?]
S d 0% X \*
(Lx®)m = & o PZt,O(‘Ith)\llgft(m)SO\Ilff(m)

brackets

Lie bracket [X,Y] .= X oY —Y o X

foliations

symmetric bracket (X :Y); :=VxY + Vy X
vxyy, = Ly v, (X 1Y), =LY

geodesically invariant distributions

(graded-)commutation relations

[Lx,Lylg = Lixy

d, Lx]g =0

(L, Ly ] = L[SX,Y] + L;(VVXY_VVYX_RV(XvY))

S S — S S
[V, L] = 2Vyx + L2 sym iy Ry+R$ X
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Classical Cartan calculus Symmetric Cartan calculus

isomorphisms

diffeomorphisms affine diffeomorphisms

induced geometry on the cotangent bundle

symplectic geometry geometry of split signature metrics
canonical 2-form wean Patterson-Walker metric gv
Wean| ey = dpj A da’ 9V |y = dp; © da? — kafdei ® da?

Wean = dacan gv = ﬁsacan
Wean (X4, Y ) = —[X, Y] gv(XYe) = —(X: Y)Y
Wean (v a, ¢vb) = pr*(a, b) - gv(¢va, pvb) = pr*(a, b),

simplified (graded-)commutation relations

[Lx,Lylg = Lixy), [, Lx]g =0 [Lx: Ly] = 0(= Lixayy,): [V L] =0
~ ~
X¢ Y€ are Hamiltonian for we,, X Y€ are gradient Killing for gv
(trivially satisfied) (non-trivial condition)
cohomology
de Rham cohomology symmetric cohomology
kerd = Q% (M) (closed forms) ker V* = Killy, (M) (Killing tensors)
Imd = Q2. (M) (exact forms) Im V* N Killg, (M) (VP-exact tensors)
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