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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
S1 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 Ω•(M) on a manifoldM , is an ubiquitous language for differential
geometry. Its structural identities are the graded commutators of the contraction
operator ι, the exterior derivative d and the Lie derivative L. Namely, for X, Y ∈
X(M), we have:

(1)
[ιX , ιY ]g = 0, [d, d]g = 0, [ιX , d]g = LX ,

[LX , ιY ]g = ι[X,Y ], [LX , LY ]g = L[X,Y ], [d, LX ]g = 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 [12] (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 (1) 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 Υ•(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 2.9. The map ∇ 7→ ∇s gives an isomorphism of Υ2(M,TM)-affine
spaces:{

torsion-free
connections on M

}
∼←→

{
geometric derivations of the algebra

of symmetric forms on M

}
.
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An a priori surprising fact is that ∇s 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]g = 2d ◦ d, whereas in the symmetric case, we have
that the analogous expression of squaring to zero is [∇s,∇s] = 0 for the usual
commutator, which is trivially satisfied.

We give a geometric interpretation of ∇s making use of the correspondence
between a symmetric form φ and a polynomial in velocities φ̃ (an element of a
subspace of C∞(TM), as we explain in Section 2.3), together with the geodesic
spray X∇ ∈ X(TM).

Proposition 2.14. Let ∇ be a connection on M . For every φ ∈ Υr(M) we have

∇̃sφ = X∇φ̃.

The symmetric Lie derivative with respect to a vector field X ∈ X(M) is intro-
duced as Ls

X = [ιX ,∇s] 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 ∇. Finally, the symmetric bracket is derived
from the formula [Ls

X , ιY ] = ι⟨X:Y ⟩s . 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:

[ιX , ιY ] = 0, [∇s,∇s] = 0, [ιX ,∇s] = Ls
X ,

[Ls
X , ιY ] = ι⟨X:Y ⟩s , [Ls

X , L
s
Y ] ̸= Ls

⟨X:Y ⟩s [∇s, Ls
X ] ̸= 0.

Note that the analogues of the last two formulae of (1) are not true. Instead, we
show in Section 3 that

[Ls
X , L

s
Y ] = Ls

[X,Y ] + ιs2(∇∇XY−∇∇Y X−R∇(X,Y )),

[∇s, Ls
X ] = 2∇s

∇X + ιs2 sym ιXR∇+Rs
∇X .

The study of the right-hand side of these expressions leads us to find an unex-
pected link with the Patterson-Walker metric g∇, a metric on T ∗M that is deter-
mined by the choice of a torsion-free connection ∇ on M . On the one hand, by
using a lift ∇̂ of the connection ∇ to T ∗M (Section 5.2), the symmetric derivative
allows us to recast the Patterson-Walker metric as an analogue of the canonical
symplectic form on T ∗M .

Theorem 5.7. For any torsion-free connection ∇ on M , there holds

∇̂sαcan = g∇,

where αcan is 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 Xc ∈ X(T ∗M) of a vector field X, gives a framework in which
the structural identities become much simpler.

Theorem 5.19. Let ∇ be a torsion-free connection on M and X, Y ∈ X(M). All
of the six relations

[ιX , ιY ] = 0, [∇s,∇s] = 0, [ιX ,∇s] = Ls
X ,

[Ls
X , ιY ] = ι⟨X:Y ⟩s , [Ls

X , L
s
Y ] = 0, [∇s, Ls

X ] = 0

are satisfied if and only if Xc and Y c are gradient Killing vector fields for g∇.

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 g∇ are
Hamiltonian ones for the canonical 2-form ωcan, and complete lifts are always
Hamiltonian. This, together with the fact that [Ls

X , L
s
Y ] = 0 = Ls

⟨X:Y ⟩ if X
c and

Y c are gradient Killing, draws a complete analogy between Theorem 5.19 and (1).
The study of the lifts required to prove these last two theorems is recalled in

Appendix B.
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 ∇s 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 theKerr-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 6.14). 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 S1 in terms of symmetric cohomology.

Proposition 6.26. The only connections ∇ on S1 such that H1
∇(S

1) ̸= {0} (and
hence R) are the Levi-Civita connections for any choice of metric on S1.

We present further techniques for symmetric cohomology, namely the Künneth
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 D) 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 Šmolka 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 TM , its cotangent bundle by
T ∗M , its vector fields by X(M) and its differential forms by Ω•(M).

When we consider a connection on M , we mean an affine connection (that is, a
connection on TM), 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
π ∈ Sr on a decomposable element (with αj ∈ V ∗),

π · (α1 ⊗ . . .⊗ αr) := απ1 ⊗ . . .⊗ απr,

is extended linearly to ⊗rV ∗ and gives rise to the symmetric projection symr :
⊗rV ∗ → ⊗rV ∗,

symr(φ) :=
1

r!

∑
π∈Sr

π · φ,

and, more generally, sym := ⊕r∈N symr. Consider the N-graded vector space

Sym• V ∗ :=
⊗•V ∗

ker sym
∼= Im sym .
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The latter isomorphism allows us to realize Sym• V ∗ as a vector subspace of ⊗•V ∗.
Define the symmetric product of φ ∈ Symr V ∗ and ψ ∈ Syml V ∗ by

φ⊙ ψ :=
(r + l)!

r! l!
sym(φ⊗ ψ).

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 ιX , for any X ∈ V , descends from ⊗•V ∗ to Sym• V ∗, where
it becomes a derivation, that is,

(2) ιX(φ⊙ ψ) = ιXφ⊙ ψ + φ⊙ ιXψ,

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

Lemma 2.1. The degree-(−1) derivations of Sym• V ∗ are in bijective correspon-
dence with V via the contraction operator ι.

Proof. We first prove that the contraction operator is indeed a derivation of
Sym• V ∗. Given φ ∈ Symr V ∗ and ψ ∈ Syml V ∗, we denote n := r + l − 1.
We shall use the shorthand notation φ(Y ) := φ(Y, ..., Y ) for a symmetric r-tensor
φ acting on r copies of a vector Y ∈ V . Then, for all Y ∈ V ,

(ιX(φ⊙ ψ))(Y ) =
1

r!l!

∑
π∈Sn

ιX(π · (φ⊗ ψ))(Y ).

We can write the symmetric group Sn as the disjoint union of the two subsets
Sr
n := {π ∈ Sn | 1 ∈ π({1, ..., r})} and S l

n := {π ∈ Sn | 1 ∈ π({r + 1, ..., r + l})}.
Therefore,

(ιX(φ⊙ ψ))(Y ) =
1

r!l!

( ∑
π∈Sr

n

(ιXφ)(Y )ψ(Y ) +
∑
π∈Sl

n

φ(Y ) (ιXψ)(Y )
)
.

Since the cardinal of the sets Sr
n and S l

n is n! r and n! l, respectively, we arrive at

(ιX(φ ⊙ ψ))(Y ) =
n!

(r − 1)!l!
(ιXφ)(Y )ψ(Y ) +

n!

r!(l − 1)!
φ(Y ) (ιXψ)(Y )

=
1

(r − 1)!l!

∑
π∈Sn

(ιXφ)(Y )ψ(Y ) +
1

r!(l − 1)!

∑
π∈Sn

φ(Y ) (ιXψ)(Y )

= (ιXφ⊙ ψ + φ⊙ ιXψ)(Y ).

Identity (2) then follows from polarization, so ιX is a derivation. As an algebra,
Sym• V ∗ is generated by Sym0 V ∗, that is, the scalars (where degree-(−1) maps act
trivially), and Sym1 V ∗ = V ∗, whose linear maps are exactly given by (V ∗)∗ ∼= V
via the contraction ι. □
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2.2. Geometric derivations. Given a manifold M , we replace V in Section 2.1
by TmM and consider the rth-symmetric power bundle

Symr T ∗M,

whose sections we denote by Υr(M). We define the graded C∞(M)-module

Υ•(M) :=
⊕
r∈N

Υr(M).

Remark 2.2. Note that Υ0(M) = C∞(M) and Υ1(M) = Ω1(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

Υr(M,E) := Γ(Symr T ∗M ⊗ E)
for an arbitrary vector bundle E over M and, analogously, Υ•(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

(Υ•(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(Υ•(M)). For
derivations of fixed degree, we will use a subindex, e.g., ιX ∈ Der−1(Υ

•(M)).
Since the exterior derivative, together with the contraction, generates the Cartan

calculus for Ω•(M), now we look for analogous derivations of Υ•(M), which we
call geometric.

Definition 2.4. A geometric derivation D ∈ Der(Υ•(M)) is a derivation of
degree 1 satisfying, for all f ∈ C∞(M) and X ∈ X(M),

(Df)(X) = Xf.

Every derivation of Υ•(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 : Υ1(M)→ Υ2(M) such that

(3) D(fα) = df ⊙ α + fDα

for all f ∈ C∞(M) and α ∈ Υ1(M) = Ω1(M). Formula (3) resembles the defining
property of a connection on the cotangent bundle. In fact, given such a connection
∇ : Ω1(M)→ Ω1(M,T ∗M), we define the linear map ∇s : Υ1(M)→ Υ2(M) by

(4) ∇s := 2 sym ◦∇,
which satisfies

∇s(fα) = 2 sym(∇(fα)) = 2 sym(df ⊗ α + f∇α) = df ⊙ α + f∇sα.
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Definition 2.5. Let ∇ be a connection on M . The symmetric derivative
corresponding to ∇ is the geometric derivation ∇s ∈ Der(Υ•(M)), defined by (4).

In fact, these are all the possible geometric derivations.

Lemma 2.6. Every geometric derivation is the symmetric derivative correspond-
ing to some affine connection.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary geometric derivation D and define

∇ :=
1

2
(D + d)|Ω1(M) ,

which is a linear map Ω1(M) → Ω1(M,T ∗M). Moreover, for all f ∈ C∞(M) and
α ∈ Ω1(M),

∇(fα) = 1

2
(D(fα) + d(fα)) =

1

2
(df ⊙ α + fDα + df ∧ α + fdα)

=
1

2
(df ⊗ α + α⊗ df + df ⊗ α− α⊗ df) + f∇α = df ⊗ α + f∇α,

thus∇ is a connection. As dα ∈ Ω2(M), sym(dα) = 0, so∇s = 2 sym ◦∇ = D. □

To any connection ∇ on M with torsion T∇ ∈ Ω2(M,TM) we can associate the
torsion-free connection ∇0 given, for X, Y ∈ X(M), by

∇0
XY := ∇XY −

1

2
T∇(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 ∇ on M
may be explicitly written as

(∇sα)(X, Y ) = Xα(Y ) + Y α(X)− α(∇XY +∇YX)

for all α ∈ Υ1(M) and X, Y ∈ X(M). It follows that two connections ∇ and ∇′

on M induce the same symmetric derivative if and only if

(5) ∇XY +∇YX = ∇′
XY +∇′

YX.

On the other hand, the associated torsion-free connection to ∇ is given by

(6) ∇0
XY =

1

2
(∇XY +∇YX + [X, Y ]),

hence ∇0 = ∇′0 if and only if (5) is satisfied. □

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 (6).
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Proposition 2.9. The map ∇ 7→ ∇s gives an isomorphism of Υ2(M,TM)-affine
spaces:{

torsion-free
connections on M

}
∼←→

{
geometric derivations of the algebra

of symmetric forms on M

}
.

Proof. From Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7, there is a bijective correspondence. The set of
torsion-free connections on M is an affine space modeled on Υ2(M,TM). On the
other hand, for geometric derivations D′ and D,

(D′ −D)(fα) = df ⊙ α + fD′α− df ⊙ α− fDα = f(D′ −D)(α)

for f ∈ C∞(M) and α ∈ Υ1(M), so the difference between D′|Υ1(M) and D|Υ1(M)

may be viewed as an element of Υ2(M,TM). Since every geometric derivation is
uniquely determined by its restriction to 1-forms, they are also a Υ2(M,TM)-affine
space. The map ∇ 7→ ∇s is clearly affine and the result follows. □

Thus, without loss of generality, we can and will mostly consider (apart from
some instances in Sections 4, 5 and Appendix B) 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 ◦D = 0, we have

0 = D(Df 2) = D(2fDf) = 2Df ⊙Df + 2fD(Df) = 2df ⊙ df,

which is an contradiction (as dimM > 0), hence D ◦D ̸= 0. In Appendix A, we
show that the same holds for non-geometric derivations.

The unique extension of the symmetric derivative ∇s defined by (4) to Υ•(M)
is given, for φ ∈ Υr(M), by

∇sφ = (r + 1) sym(∇φ).

Indeed, the endomorphism on the right-hand side is of degree 1, it coincides with
the exterior derivative when φ is a function and it reduces to (4) when φ is a
1-form. Moreover, it is a derivation (as the covariant derivative with respect to
any vector field is), so it coincides with ∇s.

Explicitly for φ ∈ Υr(M) and Xj ∈ X(M) we have

(7) (∇sφ)(X1, ..., Xr+1) =
r+1∑
j=1

(∇Xj
φ)(X1, ..., X̂j, ..., Xr+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 TM to give a geometric interpretation of ∇s.
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Definition 2.11. We call a smooth function ξ ∈ C∞(TM) a degree-r polyno-
mial in velocities on M if it is a homogeneous function of degree r, that is, for
every λ ∈ R and u ∈ TM ,

ξ(λu) = λrξ(u).

The direct sum of the spaces of degree-r polynomials for r ∈ N is a subalgebra
of C∞(TM) that is unital and graded. We call its elements polynomials in
velocities on M . The next lemma explains this notation.

Lemma 2.12. Let ξ ∈ C∞(TM) be a degree-r polynomial in velocities on M . If
r = 0, there is a unique f ∈ C∞(M) such that ξ = pr∗f . Whereas, for r > 0, given
a natural coordinate chart (TU, {xi} ∪ {vj}), there is a unique set of functions
{ξj1...jr} ⊆ C∞(U) such that ξ|TU = (pr∗ξj1...jr) v

j1 . . . vjr .

Proof. Consider a degree-0 polynomial in velocities ξ ∈ C∞(TM). We have ξ(λu) =
ξ(u), that is, ξ is constant along the fibres of TM . Denote by 0 ∈ X(M) the null
vector field and define f ∈ C∞(M) by f := ξ ◦ 0. The uniqueness of f follows from
the surjectivity of pr.

Assume now that r > 0. By the choice of a natural coordinate chart on TM ,
a degree-r polynomial in velocities ξ ∈ C∞(TM) restricted to a fibre of TM cor-
responds uniquely to a smooth homogeneous function ξ0 : Rn → R of degree r,
where n := dimM . It is now enough to check that ξ0 is a homogeneous polynomial
of degree r. Acting by the partial derivative ∂

∂ui on the relation ξ0(λu
1, ..., λun) =

λrξ0(u
1, ..., un), we obtain λ∂ξ0

∂ui (λu
1, ..., λun) = λr ∂ξ0

∂ui (u
1, ..., un), hence ∂ξ0

∂ui : Rn →
R is a smooth homogeneous function of degree r−1. By Euler’s homogenous func-
tion theorem, every smooth homogenous function η : Rn → R of degree r satisfies

r η(u1, ..., un) =
n∑

i=1

ui
∂η

∂ui
(u1, ..., un).

Since we have already proven the statement for r = 0, it follows, by induction on
r, that ξ0 is a homogeneous polynomial of degree r. Finally, the smoothness of ξ
gives the existence and smoothness of {ξj1...jr} □

The assignment Υr(M)→ C∞(TM) : φ 7→ φ̃, where, for u ∈ TM ,

φ̃(u) :=
1

r!
φ(u, ..., u) for r > 0,

f̃ := pr∗f for r = 0

gives, by Lemma 2.12 and polarization, an isomorphism of unital graded algebras

(8) Υ•(M)
∼←→

{
polynomials in velocities on M

}
.

We show that the symmetric derivative is closely related to the geodesic spray
of ∇, which is the vector field X∇ ∈ X(TM) given, for u ∈ TM , by

(X∇)u = uh ∈ TuTM.
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The superscript h here stands for the horizontal lift to TM (for more details, see
Appendix B, where the analogous horizontal lift to T ∗M is recalled).

Remark 2.13. In natural local coordinates (TU, {xi} ∪ {vj}), we have

(X∇)u = vi(u) ∂xi |u − v
i(u)vj(u) Γk

ij(pr(u)) ∂vk |u .

Proposition 2.14. Let ∇ be a connection on M . For every φ ∈ Υr(M) we have

∇̃sφ = X∇φ̃.

Proof. Since ∇s and X∇ are derivations of Υ•(M) and C∞(TM) respectively. It
is enough to check that the equality holds for functions and 1-forms on M . For
f ∈ C∞(M), we have

(X∇f̃)(u) = (X∇pr
∗f)(u) = uf = (df)(u) = ∇̃sf(u).

On the other hand, for α ∈ Ω1(M) locally given by α|U = αidx
i, we get

(X∇α̃)(u) = (X∇)u((pr
∗αk)v

k) = vi(u)vj(u)
(∂αj

∂xi
(pr(u))− αk(pr(u)) Γ

k
ij(pr(u))

)
= (∇uα)(u) =

1

2
(∇sα)(u, u) = ∇̃sα(u).

□

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 Ls
X ∈ Der0(Υ

•(M)) corre-
sponding to ∇ with respect to X ∈ X(M) is defined by

Ls
X := [ιX ,∇s] = ιX ◦ ∇s −∇s ◦ ιX .

Remark 2.16. Note that Ls
Xf = Xf for any f ∈ C∞(M) and, thanks to (7), an

explicit formula is given, for φ ∈ Υr(M) and X,Xj ∈ X(M), by

(9) (Ls
Xφ)(X1, ..., Xr) = (∇Xφ)(X1, ..., Xr)−

r∑
j=1

φ(∇Xj
X,X1, ..., X̂j, ..., Xr).

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

Proposition 2.17. For any connection ∇ on M and X ∈ X(M),

(10) ∇0
X =

1

2
(Ls

X + LX)

as elements in Der(Υ•(M)).
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Proof. It is straightforward to check that the covariant and Lie derivatives define
elements in Der(Υ•(M)). It is then enough to check the equality for a function
f ∈ C∞(M) (which is trivial, as all the terms areXf), and for a 1-form α ∈ Υ1(M),

1

2
(LX + Ls

X)α =
1

2
(ιX ◦ d + d ◦ ιX + ιX ◦ ∇s − d ◦ ιX)α

= ιX(skew ◦∇0 + sym ◦∇0)α = ιX∇0α = ∇0
Xα,

where ‘skew’ denotes the usual skew-symmetric projection analogous to ‘sym’. □

As a consequence, for a torsion-free connection ∇ and φ ∈ Υ•(M) such that
∇φ = 0, we have

(11) Ls
Xφ = −LXφ.

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

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

g∇sα = Lg−1α g

for any α ∈ Υ1(M).

Proof. Using the fact that g∇g = 0, and hence g∇sg = 0, we find

g∇sα = g∇s(ιg−1αg) = −(ιg−1α
g∇s − g∇sιg−1α)g = −Ls

g−1αg.

It follows from (11) that g∇sα = Lg−1αg. □

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 ΨX and the parallel
transport P γ along an integral curve γ of X starting at m. For a tensor field τ ,

(LXτ)m = lim
t→0

1

t
((ΨX

t )
∗
mτΨX

t (m) − τm) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(ΨX
t )

∗
mτΨX

t (m)(12)

(∇Xτ)m = lim
t→0

1

t
(P γ

t,0τΨX
t (m) − τm) =

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

P γ
t,0τΨX

t (m).(13)

The relation (10) gives us a recipe how to write a similar formula also for a
symmetric Lie derivative.

Proposition 2.19. Let ∇ be a connection on M . For all φ ∈ Υ•(M), X ∈ X(M),
and m ∈M , there holds

(Ls
Xφ)m = lim

t→0

1

t
(P γ

2t,0(Ψ
X
−t)

∗
ΨX

2t(m)φΨX
t (m) − φm) =

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

P γ
2t,0(Ψ

X
−t)

∗
ΨX

2t(m)φΨX
t (m),
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where γ : I →M is an integral curve of the vector field X starting at the point m
and P γ is the ∇0-parallel transport along γ.

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

lim
t→0

1

t
(P γ

2t,0(Ψ
X
−t)

∗
ΨX

2t(m)φΨX
t (m) − φm)

= lim
t→0

1

t
(P γ

2t,0(Ψ
X
−t)

∗
ΨX

2t(m)φΨX
t (m) − P

γ
2t,0φΨX

2t(m) + P γ
2t,0φΨX

2t(m) − φm)

= 2 lim
t→0

1

2t
(P γ

2t,0φΨX
2t(m) − φm)− lim

t→0

1

t
P γ
2t,0(φΨX

2t(m) − (ΨX
−t)

∗
ΨX

2t(m)φΨX
t (m)).

From (13), the first term is 2 (∇0
Xφ)m. We focus on the second term, by additivity

of the flow it equals

lim
t→0

1

t
P γ
2t,0(Ψ

X
−2t)

∗
ΨX

2t(m)((Ψ
X
2t)

∗
mφΨX

2t(m) − (ΨX
t )

∗
mφΨX

t (m))

= lim
t→0

P γ
2t,0(Ψ

X
−2t)

∗
ΨX

2t(m)

(
2
1

2t
((ΨX

2t)
∗
mφΨX

2t(m) − φm)−
1

t
((ΨX

t )
∗
mφΨX

t (m) − φm)

)
.

That is, by the continuity and since P γ
0,0 = id = (ΨX

0 )
∗
ΨX

0 (m)
,

2 lim
t→0

1

2t
((ΨX

2t)
∗
mφΨX

2t(m) − φm)− lim
t→0

1

t
((ΨX

t )
∗
mφΨX

t (m) − φm).

Finally, using (12), we have that the second term is

2(LXφ)m − (LXφ)m = (LXφ)m.

Adding the first and second terms and using (10) we get

lim
t→0

1

t
(P γ

2t,0(Ψ
X
−t)

∗
ΨX

2t(m)φΨX
t (m) − φm) = 2(∇0

Xφ)m − (LXφ)m = (Ls
Xφ)m.

□

We can regard the map P γ
2t,0◦(ΨX

−t)
∗
ΨX

2t(m)
as a ∇s-parallel transport: it moves

a tensor along an integral curve of a vector field X first forwards from ΨX
t (m) to

ΨX
2t(m) via the flow, and after that it takes it backwards to m by the ∇0-parallel

transport, see Figure 1.

Remark 2.20. The interpretation in terms of the ∇s-parallel transport of Propo-
sition 2.19 makes it possible to define the symmetric Lie derivative for arbitrary
tensor fields. Formula (10) is then satisfied in general.



SYMMETRIC CARTAN, PATTERSON-WALKER METRIC, SYMMETRIC COHOMOLOGY 14

Figure 1. ∇s-parallel transport.

2.6. The symmetric bracket. By analogy with the formula ι[X,Y ] = [LX , ιY ]g,
the corresponding bracket ⟨ : ⟩s in the symmetric setting should be determined by

(14) ι⟨X:Y ⟩s = [Ls
X , ιY ] = Ls

X ◦ ιY − ιY ◦ Ls
X .

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
(14) determines uniquely the symmetric bracket ⟨ : ⟩s. We can find an explicit
expression as, for α ∈ Υ1(M),

Ls
XιY α− ιYLs

Xα = Xα(Y )− (∇Xα)(Y ) + α(∇YX)

= α(∇XY +∇YX) = ι(∇XY+∇Y X)α.

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

(15) ⟨X : Y ⟩s = ∇XY +∇YX.

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 g∇:

(16) ⟨X : Y ⟩s = g−1(LXg(Y ) + LY g(X))− gradg g(X, Y ),

where gradg : C∞(M)→ X(M) is the natural map given by gradg := g−1 ◦ d.

Remark 2.23. Formula (16) can be reinterpreted, by using ϑ := g−1, as a symmetric
bracket on the cotangent bundle: for α, β ∈ Ω1(M),

(17) ⟨α : β⟩ϑ := Lϑ(α)β + Lϑ(β)α− dϑ(α, β).

The bracket in (17) can be defined for an arbitrary ϑ ∈ X2
sym(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,π) (see, for instance, [11]):

[α, β]π := Lπ(α)β − Lπ(β)α− dπ(α, β).

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

(18) Ls
XY = ⟨X : Y ⟩s = Ls

YX,

which follows by applying LXY = ∇0
XY − ∇0

YX and (10). On the other hand,
from (7) and (9), we have, for φ ∈ Υr(M) and X,Xj ∈ X(M),

(∇sφ)(X1, ..., Xr+1) =
r+1∑
j=1

Xj φ(X1, ..., X̂j, ..., Xr+1)

−
r+1∑
i,j=1,
i<j

φ(⟨Xi : Xj⟩s, X1, ..., X̂i, ..., X̂j, ..., Xr+1),

(Ls
Xφ)(X1, ..., Xr) =X φ(X1, ..., Xk)−

r∑
j=1

φ(⟨X : Xj⟩s, X1, ..., X̂j, ..., Xr).

2.7. Geometric interpretation of the symmetric bracket. As a consequence
of (18) and Proposition 2.19, the symmetric bracket measures the invariance of a
vector field with respect to the ∇s-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 ∇ on M , a smooth distribution ∆ ⊆ TM is ∇-geodesically
invariant if each ∇-geodesic γ : I → M defined on some open interval I ⊆ R
possesses the property that existence of t0 ∈ I such that γ̇(t0) ∈ ∆γ(t0) implies that
γ̇(t) ∈ ∆γ(t) for all t ∈ I. A submanifold S ⊆ M is called totally ∇-geodesic if
every ∇-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 ∇ on M , a smooth distribution ∆ ⊆ TM
with locally constant rank is ∇-geodesically invariant if and only if

⟨Γ(∆) : Γ(∆)⟩s ⊆ Γ(∆).

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 Ω•(M) is characterized by
the graded-commutation relations between ι, d and L:

[ιX , ιY ]g = 0, [d, d]g = 0, [ιX , d]g = LX ,

[LX , ιY ]g = ι[X,Y ], [LX , LY ]g = L[X,Y ], [d, LX ]g = 0.

Just as graded derivations are closed under the graded commutator, derivations
are closed under the commutator. Thus, for the symmetric Cartan calculus on
Υ•(M), we aim to have similar relations between ι, ∇s and Ls and the usual
commutator.

As Υ•(M) is the space of symmetric forms on M we have

[ιX , ιY ] = 0.

The analogue of the second relation

[∇s,∇s] = 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 2.15) and derive the symmetric bracket (14), that is,

[ιX ,∇s] = Ls
X , [Ls

X , ιY ] = ι⟨X:Y ⟩s .

For the remaining two identities, we will find that the analogues are more involved.
In the case of [LX , LY ]g = L[X,Y ], it is clear that [Ls

X , L
s
Y ] ̸= Ls

⟨X:Y ⟩s since the
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 3.1 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
σ ∈ Symk V ∗ ⊗ V . The symmetric contraction operator

ιsσ : Sym• V ∗ → Sym• V ∗

is the unique degree-(k − 1) derivation of Sym• V ∗ determined by its action on
λ ∈ R and α ∈ V ∗ by

ιsσλ := 0, ιsσα := ισα,

where by ισ we mean, for φ ∈ Symr V ∗,

(ισφ)(X1, ..., Xr+k−1) := φ(σ(X1, ..., Xk), Xk+1, ..., Xr+k−1).

We easily see that a generalization of Lemma 2.1 is true. Namely, the map
ιs : σ 7→ ιsσ gives an isomorphism of graded vector spaces:

Sym• V ∗ ⊗ V ∼←→
{

derivations of Sym• V ∗ that
annihilate scalars Sym0 V ∗ = R

}
.
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Lemma 3.1. Let φ ∈ Symr V ∗ and σ ∈ Symk V ∗⊗V . The symmetric contraction
operator is explicitly given by

ιsσφ =
(r + k − 1)!

(r − 1)!k!
sym ισφ.

Proof. The endomorphism on the right-hand side is clearly a degree-(k − 1) map
and coincides with ιsσ 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 2.1. □

Globally, the symmetric contraction operator by an element of Υk(M,TM) (in
the sense of Remark 2.3) becomes an element of Derk−1(Υ

•(M)).

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

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

(19) [Ls
X , L

s
Y ] = Ls

[X,Y ] + ιs2(∇∇XY−∇∇Y X−R∇(X,Y )),

where R∇ is the Riemann curvature tensor.

Proof. As all the terms are derivations of Υ•(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 Ls

Xf = Xf . For an arbitrary 1-form
α ∈ Υ1(M) we have

([Ls
X , L

s
Y ]α)(Z)− (Ls

[X,Y ]α)(Z)

=X(Ls
Y α)(Z)− (Ls

Y α)(⟨X : Z⟩s)− Y (Ls
Xα)(Z) + (Ls

Xα)(⟨Y : Z⟩s)
− [X, Y ]α(Z) + α(⟨[X, Y ] : Z⟩s)

=X(Y α(Z))−Xα(⟨Y : Z⟩s)− Y α(⟨X : Z⟩s) + α(⟨Y : ⟨X : Z⟩s⟩s)
− Y (Xα(Z)) + Y α(⟨X : Z⟩s) +Xα(⟨Y : Z⟩s)− α(⟨X : ⟨Y : Z⟩s⟩s)
− [X, Y ]α(Z) + α(⟨[X, Y ] : Z⟩s)

=α(W ),

whereW ∈ X(M) is given byW := ⟨⟨X : Z⟩s : Y ⟩s−⟨X : ⟨Y : Z⟩s⟩s+⟨[X, Y ] : Z⟩s.
Explicitly,

W =∇Y∇XZ +∇Y∇ZX +∇∇XZ+∇ZXY −∇X∇YZ

−∇X∇ZY −∇∇Y Z+∇ZYX +∇[X,Y ]Z +∇Z [X, Y ].

Using the definition of the curvature tensor and the torsion-freeness of ∇, we get

W = −R∇(X, Y )Z +R∇(Y, Z)X +R∇(Z,X)Y + 2(∇∇ZXY −∇∇ZYX).

Finally, it follows from the algebraic Bianchi identity that

([Ls
X , L

s
Y ]α)(Z)− (Ls

[X,Y ]α)(Z) = α(2(∇∇ZXY −∇∇ZYX −R∇(X, Y )Z)).

□
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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 ∇ be a connection onM and A ∈ Γ(EndTM). We introduce
the A-symmetric derivative of ∇s

A ∈ Der1(Υ
•(M)) by the formula

∇s
A := [ιsA,∇s].

Remark 3.4. Note that ιsidφ = r φ for every φ ∈ Υr(M). Therefore, ∇s = ∇s
idTM

.

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 ∇ on M , the linear map ∇2 : X(M)→ Γ(⊗2T ∗M ⊗TM)
defined by

(∇2X)(Y, Z) := (∇∇X)(Y, Z) = ∇Y∇ZX −∇∇Y ZX.

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 R∇ ∈ Ω2(M,EndTM):

(2 skew∇2X)(Y, Z) = ∇Y∇ZX −∇Z∇YX −∇[Y,Z]X = R∇(Y, Z)X.

Definition 3.5. Let ∇ be a connection on M . We introduce the symmetric
curvature operator Rs

∇ : X(M)→ Υ2(M,TM) by the formula

(Rs
∇X)(Y, Z) := (2 sym∇2X)(Y, Z) = ∇Y∇ZX +∇Z∇YX −∇⟨Y :Z⟩sX.

Remark 3.6. If ∇ 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:

(∇2X)(Y, Z) =
1

2
(R∇(Y, Z)X + (Rs

∇X)(Y, Z)).

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 ∇ be a torsion-free connection. For X ∈ X(M),

(20) [∇s, Ls
X ] = 2∇s

∇X + ιs2 sym ιXR∇+Rs
∇X .

Proof. Analogously as in Proposition 3.2, it is enough to check the relation on
C∞(M) and Υ1(M). The relation (20) restricted on functions says

2d ◦ ιX ◦ d− ιX ◦ ∇s ◦ d = 2ι∇X ◦ d.
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The left-hand side acting on f ∈ C∞(M) and evaluated on Y ∈ X(M) gives

2Y (Xf)− (∇sdf)(X, Y ) = Y (Xf)−X(Y f) + ⟨X : Y ⟩sf
= ([X, Y ] + ⟨X : Y ⟩s)f = 2(∇YX)f = 2(ι∇Xdf)(Y ),

where the second equality follows from torsion-freeness of ∇. For α ∈ Υ1(M),

([∇s, Ls
X ]α)(Y, Y )− 2(∇s

∇Xα)(Y, Y )

= (∇sLs
Xα)(Y, Y )− (Ls

X∇sα)(Y, Y )− 2(ιs∇X∇sα)(Y, Y ) + 2(∇sι∇Xα)(Y, Y )

= 2Y (Ls
Xα)(Y )− (Ls

Xα)(⟨Y : Y ⟩s)−X(∇sα)(Y, Y ) + 2(∇sα)(⟨X : Y ⟩s, Y )

− 4(∇sα)(∇YX, Y ) + 4Y α(∇YX)− 2α(∇⟨Y :Y ⟩sX)

= 2Y (Xα(Y ))− 2Y α(⟨X : Y ⟩s)−Xα(⟨Y : Y ⟩s) + α(⟨X : ⟨Y : Y ⟩s⟩)
− 2X(Y α(Y )) +Xα(⟨Y : Y ⟩s) + 2⟨X : Y ⟩sα(Y ) + 2Y α(⟨X : Y ⟩s)
− 2α(⟨⟨X : Y ⟩s : Y ⟩s)− 4(∇YX)α(Y )− 4Y α(∇YX) + 4α(⟨∇YX : Y ⟩s)
+ 4Y α(∇YX)− 2α(∇⟨Y :Y ⟩sX).

Using the fact that ∇ is torsion-free we get

([∇s, Ls
X ]α)(Y, Y )− 2(∇s

∇Xα)(Y, Y ) = α(W ),

where W ∈ X(M) is given by

W = ⟨X : ⟨Y : Y ⟩s⟩s − 2⟨⟨X : Y ⟩s, Y ⟩s + 4⟨∇YX : Y ⟩s − 2∇⟨Y :Y ⟩sX)

= 2∇X∇Y Y + 2∇∇Y YX − 2∇∇XY+∇Y XY − 2∇Y∇XY

− 2∇Y∇YX + 4∇∇Y XY + 4∇Y∇YX − 4∇∇Y YX.

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

W = 2R∇(X, Y )Y + (Rs
∇X)(Y, Y ) = (2 sym ιXR∇ +Rs

∇X)(Y, Y ).

Finally, it follows from polarization that

([∇s, Ls
X ]α)(Y, Z)− 2(∇s

∇Xα)(Y, Z) = α((2 sym ιXR∇ +Rs
∇X)(Y, Z)).

□

Identities (19) and (20) 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 ∇ and ∇′ be two torsion-free connections on M , then

∇′
XY = ∇XY −

1

2
σ(X, Y )
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for a unique σ ∈ Υ2(M,TM). The corresponding symmetric derivatives, symmet-
ric Lie derivatives and symmetric brackets are related as follows:

∇′s = ∇s + ιsσ, L′s
X = Ls

X + ιsσ(X, ), ⟨X : Y ⟩′s = ⟨X : Y ⟩s − σ(X, Y ).

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 Ls

Xf = Xf = L′s
Xf . The equalities on 1-forms

follow by straightforward calculations provided the relation between symmetric
brackets. □

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 ϕ :M →M ′ intertwines their Cartan calculi in the sense that,

ϕ∗[X, Y ] = [ϕ∗X,ϕ∗Y ], ϕ∗ ◦ d = d ◦ ϕ∗, ϕ∗ ◦ Lϕ∗X = LX ◦ ϕ∗.

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,∇) and (M ′,∇′), a
smooth map ϕ : M → M ′ is an affine morphism if ϕ∗ commutes with the
corresponding parallel transports P and P ′, that is,

ϕ∗γ(t1) ◦ P
γ
t0,t1 = P ′ϕ◦γ

t0,t1 ◦ ϕ∗γ(t0),

for any curve γ : I → M and t0, t1 ∈ I. If, in addition, ϕ is a diffeomorphism, we
call it affine diffeomorphism. We denote the space of affine diffeomorphisms by
Aff(∇,∇′), and Aff(∇) if M =M ′ and ∇ = ∇′.

It is well known that the group of isometries of a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric
is a Lie group of dimension at most 1

2
n(n+1), where n := dimM . A similar result

is true also for the group Aff(∇).

Theorem 4.2 ([19]). Let ∇ be a connection on M of dimension n ∈ N. The group
Aff(∇) is a Lie group of dimension at most n(n+ 1).

Example 4.3. In the simplest case, the Euclidean connection ∇Euc on Rn, we have
Aff(∇Euc) ∼= Aff(n,R) := GL(n,R)⋉Rn, thus attaining the maximal dimension.

Example 4.4. Every 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 Example 4.3.
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A simpler characterization of affine morphisms will prove useful.

Proposition 4.5. A map ϕ :M →M ′ is an affine morphism if and only if

∇ ◦ ϕ∗ = ϕ∗ ◦ ∇′,

where ∇ is seen as a map Ω1(M)→ Ω1(M,T ∗M).

Proof. Recall that if P γ
t0,t1 is the ∇-parallel transport from t0 to t1 along γ, its

algebraic transpose is the parallel transport from t1 to t0 along γ for the dual
connection on T ∗M , which we denote by P ∗γ

t1,t0 . Therefore, a map ϕ :M →M ′ is
an affine morphism if and only if

(21) P ∗γ
t0,t1
◦ ϕ∗

γ(t0)
= ϕ∗

γ(t1)
◦ P ′∗ϕ◦γ

t0,t1
.

Consider an arbitrary vector u ∈ TM and α ∈ Ω1(M ′). We have,

∇uϕ
∗α = lim

t→0

1

t
(P ∗γ

t,0ϕ
∗
γ(t)αϕ(γ(t)) − ϕ∗

γ(0)αϕ(γ(0))),

where γ : I →M is an arbitrary curve such that γ̇(0) = u. Assume first that ϕ is
an affine morphism. It follows from (21) that

ιu(∇ϕ∗α) = ∇uϕ
∗α = lim

t→0

1

t
(ϕ∗

γ(0)P
′∗ϕ◦γ
t,0 αϕ(γ(t)) − ϕ∗

γ(0)αϕ(γ(0)))

= ϕ∗
γ(0) lim

t→0

1

t
(P ′∗ϕ◦γ

t,0 αϕ(γ(t)) − αϕ(γ(0))) = ϕ∗
γ(0)∇′

ϕ∗γ(0)u
α = ιu(ϕ

∗∇′α).

Conversely, assume that ∇ ◦ ϕ∗ = ϕ∗ ◦ ∇′ is true. Consider an arbitrary curve
γ : I → M , t0, t1 ∈ I and ζ ∈ T ∗

ϕ(γ(t0))
M ′. To prove that ϕ is an affine morphism,

by (21), it is enough to show that the 1-form α ∈ Γ(γ∗TM) defined, for t ∈ I, by

α(t) := ϕ∗
γ(t)β(t), β(t) := P ′∗ϕ◦γ

t0,t
ζ,

satisfies ∇γ̇α = 0. This follows from ∇′
ϕ∗γ̇
β = 0, as

∇γ̇α = ∇γ̇ϕ
∗β = ϕ∗∇′

ϕ∗γ̇β = 0.

□

For affine diffeomorphisms, we can reformulate Proposition 4.5 in terms of the
original connection on TM .

Proposition 4.6 (e.g., [20]). A diffeomorphism ϕ : M → M ′ is an affine diffeo-
morphism if and only if, for all X, Y ∈ X(M),

ϕ∗(∇XY ) = ∇′
ϕ∗Xϕ∗Y

Given a diffeomorphism ϕ :M →M ′ and a connection ∇′ on M ′, the pullback
connection ϕ∗∇′ on M is given for X, Y ∈ X(M) by

(ϕ∗∇′)XY := ϕ−1
∗ ∇′

ϕ∗Xϕ∗Y.
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Corollary 4.7. Let ϕ : M → M ′ be a diffeomorphism and ∇′ be a connection on
M ′. Then ϕ ∈ Aff(ϕ∗∇′,∇′).

Remark 4.8. Since ϕ∗ preserves the Lie bracket of vector fields, we get

Tϕ∗∇′(X, Y ) = ϕ−1
∗ T∇′(ϕ∗X,ϕ∗Y ).

Therefore, ϕ∗∇′ is torsion-free if and only if ∇′ 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 ∇ and ∇′ be torsion-free connections on M and M ′ respec-
tively. A smooth map ϕ :M →M ′ is an affine morphism if and only if

∇s ◦ ϕ∗ = ϕ∗ ◦ ∇′s.

Remark 4.10. Note that if ∇ and ∇′ are not torsion-free, we can only claim that
if ϕ :M →M ′ is an affine morphism, then ∇s ◦ ϕ∗ = ϕ∗ ◦ ∇′s.

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

Proposition 4.11. Let ∇ and ∇′ be connections on M and M ′ respectively. A
smooth map ϕ : M → M ′ satisfies ∇s ◦ ϕ∗ = ϕ∗ ◦ ∇′s if and only if ϕ is geodesic
preserving, that is, γ being a ∇-geodesic implies that ϕ ◦ γ is a ∇′-geodesic.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary curve γ : I → M and denote the curve ϕ ◦ γ on M ′

by γ′. By a straightforward calculation, for every α ∈ Υ1(M ′) and t ∈ I, one finds
(22) (∇sϕ∗α)(γ̇(t), γ̇(t))− (ϕ∗∇′sα)(γ̇(t), γ̇(t)) = 2((ϕ∗α)(∇γ̇ γ̇)− α(∇′

γ̇′ γ̇′))(t).

If the pullback ϕ∗ intertwines the symmetric derivatives, we get

(ϕ∗α)(∇γ̇ γ̇) = α(∇′
γ̇′ γ̇′).

Clearly, γ being a ∇-geodesic implies that γ′ = ϕ ◦ γ is a ∇′-geodesic.
Conversely, given an arbitrary u ∈ TM , there is a ∇-geodesic γ such that

γ̇(0) = u. It follows from (22) and the fact that γ′ is, by assumption, a∇′-geodesic,
that

(∇sϕ∗α)(u, u) = (ϕ∗∇′sα)(u, u).

Since symmetric derivatives are geometric derivations of Υ•(M), we obtain, by
polarization, that ∇s ◦ ϕ∗ = ϕ∗ ◦ ∇′s. □

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

Proposition 4.12. Let ∇ and ∇′ be connections on M and M ′ and denote the
associated torsion-free connections by ∇0 and ∇′0 respectively. Then the following
statements about a diffeomorphism ϕ :M →M ′ are equivalent:

(1) ϕ ∈ Aff(∇0,∇′0);
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(2) ϕ is geodesic preserving;
(3) ∇s ◦ ϕ∗ = ϕ∗ ◦ ∇′s;
(4) Ls

X ◦ ϕ∗ = ϕ∗ ◦ L′s
ϕ∗X

for all X ∈ X(M);
(5) ϕ∗⟨X : Y ⟩s = ⟨ϕ∗X : ϕ∗Y ⟩′s for all X, Y ∈ X(M).

Proof. The equivalence of (1), (2) and (3) is given by Corollary 4.9 and Proposition
4.11. We see that (3) implies (4) by using the identity ιX ◦ ϕ∗ = ϕ∗ ◦ ιϕ∗X :

ϕ∗ ◦ L′s
ϕ∗X = ϕ∗ ◦ ιϕ∗X ◦ ∇′s − ϕ∗ ◦ ∇′s ◦ ιϕ∗X = ιX ◦ ∇s ◦ ϕ∗ −∇s ◦ ιX ◦ ϕ∗

= Ls
X ◦ ϕ∗.

To see that (4) implies (5), simply consider (4) for any α ∈ Υ1(M ′), that is,

0 = (ϕ∗L′s
ϕ∗Xα)(Y )− (Ls

Xϕ
∗α)(Y ) = ϕ∗((L′s

ϕ∗Xα)(ϕ∗Y ))− (Ls
Xϕ

∗α)(Y )

=ϕ∗((ϕ∗X)α(ϕ∗Y ))− ϕ∗(α(⟨ϕ∗X : ϕ∗Y ⟩′s))−X(ϕ∗α)(Y ) + (ϕ∗α)(⟨X : Y ⟩s)
=ϕ∗(α(⟨ϕ∗X : ϕ∗Y ⟩′s − ϕ∗⟨X : Y ⟩s)).

The equivalence of (5) and (1) follows from Proposition 4.6 and the identities

ϕ∗∇0
XY =

1

2
(ϕ∗⟨X : Y ⟩s + ϕ∗[X, Y ]),

∇′0
ϕ∗Xϕ∗Y =

1

2
(⟨ϕ∗X : ϕ∗Y ⟩′s + [ϕ∗X,ϕ∗Y ]).

□

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 ∇ be a connection on M . A vector field X ∈ X(M)
is affine if and only if, for all Y, Z ∈ X(M),

(23) [LX ,∇Y ]Z = ∇[X,Y ]Z.

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 := xi∂xi ∈ X(Rn) is not a Killing vector field for the Euclidean
metric gEuc as

LXg
Euc = 2gEuc ̸= 0,

but it is an affine vector field for the Euclidean 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 5.4.



SYMMETRIC CARTAN, PATTERSON-WALKER METRIC, SYMMETRIC COHOMOLOGY 24

Proposition 4.15. Let ∇ be a torsion-free connection on M . A vector field
X ∈ X(M) is an affine vector field if and only if one of the following equivalent
statements is true

(1) 2 sym ιXR∇ +Rs
∇X = 0,

(2) [X : ⟨Y : Z⟩s] = ⟨[X, Y ] : Z⟩s + ⟨Y : [X,Z]⟩s for all Y, Z ∈ X(M).
(3) [∇s, LX ] = 0.

Proof. Using the fact that ∇ is torsion-free, we can rewrite the relation (23) as

∇X∇YZ −∇∇Y ZX −∇Y∇XZ +∇Y∇ZX = ∇[X,Y ]Z.

Taking all the terms on the left-hand side yields R∇(X, Y )Z + (∇2X)(Y, Z) = 0.
This is thanks to Remark 3.6 equivalent to

2R∇(X, Y )Z +R∇(Y, Z)X + (Rs
∇X)(Y, Z) = 0.

Finally, using the algebraic Bianchi identity yields

R∇(X, Y )Z +R∇(X,Z)Y + (Rs
∇X)(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, (23) is satisfied if and only if

[LX , LY ]Z + [LX , L
s
Y ]Z = L[X,Y ]Z + Ls

[X,Y ]Z.

Using the Jacobi identity for the Lie bracket of vector fields yields

[LX , L
s
Y ]Z = Ls

[X,Y ]Z,

which can be expressed in terms of the Lie and symmetric bracket as

[X, ⟨Y : Z⟩s]− ⟨Y : [X,Z]⟩s = ⟨[X, Y ] : Z⟩s.
Clearly [∇s, LX ]|C∞(M) = [d, LX ]g|C∞(M) = 0. Moreover, for the commutator re-

stricted on 1-forms, we have

ιY ◦ [∇s, LX ]|Υ1(M)

= ιY ◦ ∇s ◦ LX − ιY ◦ LX ◦ ∇s

= Ls
Y ◦ LX +∇s ◦ ιY ◦ LX + ι[X,Y ] ◦ ∇s − LX ◦ ιY ◦ ∇s

= Ls
Y ◦ LX − LX ◦ Ls

Y + Ls
[X,Y ] +∇s ◦ ι[X,Y ] +∇s ◦ ιY ◦ LX − LX ◦ ∇s ◦ ιY .

Since ∇s is geometric, we can replace it with the exterior derivative d. Using the
identities [d, LX ]g = 0 and [LX , ιY ]g = ι[X,Y ] yields

(ιY ◦ [∇s, LX ])|Υ1(M) = Ls
[X,Y ] − [LX , L

s
Y ].

By a straightforward calculation one finds

([∇s, LX ]α)(Y, Z) = α([X, ⟨Y : Z⟩s]− ⟨Y : [X,Z]⟩s − ⟨[X, Y ] : Z⟩s).
□
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Remark 4.16. If, in particular, ∇ is flat and torsion-free, X ∈ X(M) is an affine
vector field if and only if Rs

∇X = 0, which gives a geometric interpretation to
symmetric curvature operator.

Note that the expression on the left-hand side of (1) in Proposition 4.15 already
appeared in Proposition 3.7. Therefore, we have the following.

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

[∇s, Ls
X ] = 2∇s

∇X .

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 3. 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
∇ on M , the induced connection on the cotangent bundle pr : T ∗M → M gives
the decomposition

T (T ∗M) = H∇ ⊕ V ∼= pr∗TM ⊕ pr∗T ∗M = pr∗(TM ⊕ T ∗M)

and the C∞(M)-module morphism ϕ∇ : Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M)→ X(T ∗M).

Remark 5.1. The structure of C∞(M)-module on X(T ∗M) is given, for f ∈ C∞(M)
and X ∈ X(T ∗M), by f · X := (pr∗f)X . The morphism ϕ∇ is given by pullback:
for ζ ∈ T ∗M and a ∈ Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M),

(ϕ∇a)(ζ) := a(pr(ζ)).

Explicitly, ϕ∇|X(M) is the horizontal lift, which we will denote Xh := ϕ∇X, and

ϕ∇|Ω1(M) is the vertical lift, which we will denote αv := ϕ∇α. More details about
lifts to the cotangent bundle are found in Appendix B.

The bundle TM ⊕ T ∗M comes equipped with a canonical symmetric pairing

(24) ⟨X + α, Y + β⟩+ := α(Y ) + β(X).

Since pullback sections locally generate the entire space of sections, the image of
ϕ∇ generates X(T ∗M) locally. Therefore, we can bring ⟨ , ⟩+ to T ∗M :

Definition 5.2. Let ∇ be a connection on M . The Patterson-Walker metric
g∇ is the split-signature metric on T ∗M determined by

g∇(ϕ∇a, ϕ∇b) := pr∗⟨a, 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 τ ∈ Γ(⊗2T ∗M ⊗ TM),
their corresponding horizontal lifts ( )h and ( )h

′
are related as follows:

Xh′ = Xh + (ιXτ)
υ,

where υ denotes the vertical lift of sections of EndTM (see Appendix B).

Proof. By Lemma B.7, we have

Xh′Y v = (∇′
XY )v = (∇XY + τ(X, Y ))v = (Xh + (ιXτ)

υ)Y v

for any Y ∈ X(M). Therefore, by Proposition B.2, Xh′ = Xh + (ιXτ)
υ. □

Lemma 5.4. Let ∇ be a connection on M . For A ∈ Γ(EndTM), we have

g∇(A
υ, αv) = 0, g∇(A

υ, Xh) = (AX)v.

Proof. The first identity follows easily from the fact that vertical subbundle is
isotropic. For the second one, in natural coordinates (T ∗U, {xi} ∪ {pj}), we have

A|U = Ai
jdx

j ⊗ ∂xi , Aυ|T ∗U = piA
i
j∂pj = pi(ιdxiA)v.

Therefore, g∇(A
υ, Xh)

∣∣
T ∗U

= pidx
i(AX) = (AX)v|T ∗U . □

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 ∇ and ∇′ be two connections on M related to each other by the dif-
ference tensor field τ ∈ Γ(⊗2T ∗M ⊗ TM). Clearly, g∇|Sym2 V = 0 = g∇′|Sym2 V .
Thanks to Lemma 5.3 and that V is isotropic, we find

g∇(X
h′ , βv) = g∇(X

h + (ιXτ)
υ, βv) = pr∗β(X) = g∇′(Xh′ , βv).

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

g∇(X
h′ , Y h′) = g∇(X

h + (ιXτ)
υ, Y h + (ιY τ)

υ) = g∇(X
h, (ιY τ)

υ) + g∇((ιXτ)
υ, Y h).

It follows from Lemma 5.4 that

g∇(X
h′ , Y h′) = (τ(Y,X) + τ(X, Y ))v,

which vanishes (i.e., it is equal to g∇′(Xh′ , Y h′)) if and only if τ ∈ Ω2(M,TM).
Equivalently, ∇′0 = ∇0 because

∇′0
XY −∇0

XY =
1

2
(⟨X : Y ⟩′s − ⟨X : Y ⟩s) =

1

2
(τ(X, Y ) + τ(Y,X)).

□

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, {xj} ∪ {pj}) on T ∗M , Definition
5.2 gives that the Patterson-Walker metric takes the form

(25) g∇|T ∗U = dpi ⊙ dxi − pk(pr∗Γk
ij) dx

i ⊙ dxj,

where {Γk
ij} are the Christoffel symbols of ∇ in the chart (U, {xj}). This recovers

the original definition in [22].

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

(26)
∇̂XhY h := (∇XY )h, ∇̂αvXh := 0,

∇̂Xhαv := (∇Xα)
v, ∇̂αvβv := 0.

With the lift ∇̂ we can prove the following.

Theorem 5.7. For any connection ∇ on M , there holds

(27) ∇̂sαcan = g∇,

where αcan is the canonical 1-form on T ∗M .

Proof. We use the properties of the lifts that are proved in Appendix B. By Lemmas
B.6 and B.7, we find

Xhαcan(Y
h) = XhY v = (∇XY )v = αcan((∇XY )h),

βvαcan(X
h) = βvXv = pr∗β(X).

Using these together with the fact that αcan annihilates V , we get

(∇̂sαcan)(X
h, Y h) = αcan(⟨X : Y ⟩hs − ⟨Xh : Y h⟩∇̂s),

(∇̂sαcan)(α
v, βv) = −αcan(⟨αv : βv⟩∇̂s),

(∇̂sαcan)(X
h, βv) = pr∗β(X)− αcan(⟨Xh : βv⟩∇̂s),

where ⟨ : ⟩∇̂s stands for the symmetric bracket corresponding to ∇̂. The terms
with αcan on the right-hand sides of the above equations vanish by the definition
of the connection ∇̂ and the result follows. □

Note that the connection ∇̂ defined by (26) is not the unique connection on
T ∗M satisfying (27). To start with, we can take any other connection on T ∗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 (27) if and only if

(28) ⟨Xh + αv : Y h + βv⟩Ds − ⟨X : Y ⟩hs ∈ Γ(V),
where ⟨ : ⟩Ds 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 αcan is precisely the vertical subbundle. □

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

Lemma 5.9. Let ∇ be a connection on M . For the corresponding connection ∇̂
on T ∗M , we have that ∇̂g∇ = 0, T∇̂|H∇∧V = 0, T∇̂|V∧V = 0 and

T∇̂(X
h, Y h) = T∇(X, Y )h −R∇(X, Y )υ.

Proof. The claim for the torsion follows directly from Lemma B.8.
For ∇̂g∇ = 0, we use the shorthand notation a, b, c ∈ Γ(TM ⊕ T ∗M) and

(29) ∇gen
X+α(Y + β) := ∇XY +∇Xβ.

The superscript ‘gen’ will be explained in Section 5.3. We also use pr1 and pr2 for
the projections to TM and T ∗M , respectively.

With this notation, we have the following for ∇gen:

(pr1a)⟨b, c⟩+ − ⟨∇gen
a b, c⟩+ − ⟨b,∇gen

a c⟩+ = 0.

Therefore, it follows from (32) that

(∇̂g∇)(ϕ∇a, ϕ∇b, ϕ∇c)

= (ϕ∇a)g∇(ϕ∇b, ϕ∇c)− g∇(∇̂ϕ∇aϕ∇b, ϕ∇c)− g∇(ϕ∇b, ∇̂ϕ∇aϕ∇c)

= ((pr1a)
h + (pr2a)

v)pr∗⟨b, c⟩+ − g∇(ϕ∇∇gen
a b, ϕ∇c)− g∇(ϕ∇b, ϕ∇∇gen

a c),

By Lemma B.6,

(∇̂g∇)(ϕ∇a, ϕ∇b, ϕ∇c) = pr∗((pr1a)⟨b, c⟩+ − ⟨∇gen
a b, c⟩+ − ⟨b,∇gen

a c⟩+) = 0.

□

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

Proposition 5.10. Let ∇ be a torsion-free connection onM . Then the connection
∇̄ on T ∗M given by

∇̄ϕ∇aϕ∇b := ∇̂ϕ∇aϕ∇b− (R∇(pr1b, )(pr1a))
υ.

is the Levi-Civita connection of the Patterson-Walker metric g∇.

Proof. It follows directly from Lemma 5.9 that T∇̄|H∇∧V = 0, T∇̄|V∧V = 0 and

T∇̄(X
h, Y h) = T∇(X, Y )h −R∇(X, Y )υ − (R∇(Y, )X)υ + (R∇(X, )Y )υ,
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which vanishes by the torsion-freeness of ∇ and the algebraic Bianchi identity.
Using ∇̂g∇ = 0, see Lemma 5.9, and that V is isotropic, we find

(∇̄g∇)(ϕ∇a, ϕ∇b, ϕ∇c)

= g∇((R∇(pr1b, )(pr1a))
υ, (pr1c)

h) + g∇((pr1b)
h, (R∇(pr1c, )(pr1a))

υ).

Finally, using Lemma 5.4, we find

(∇̄g∇)(ϕ∇a, ϕ∇b, ϕ∇c) = (R∇(pr1b, pr1c)pr1a+R∇(pr1c, pr1b)pr1a)
v = 0.

□

A subtle point here is that the connection ∇̄ = g∇∇ is not the associated torsion-

free connection to ∇̂. But it clearly satisfies condition (28) in Lemma 5.8, so

∇̄sαcan = g∇.

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 Xc ∈ X(T ∗M) of a vector
field X ∈ X(M). They can be defined by Xv(ζ) := ζ(Xpr(ζ)) for ζ ∈ T ∗M and
Xc = −HamXv (see Appendix B for more details). With these notions, one has
that g∇ is determined (thanks to Proposition B.3) by

(30) g∇(X
c, Y c) = −⟨X : Y ⟩vs .

Note the striking similarity between the Patterson-Walker metric and the canon-
ical 2-form ωcan:

ωcan|T ∗U = dpi ∧ dxi, dαcan = ωcan, ωcan(X
c, Y c) = −[X, Y ]v.

This analogy is explained by the fact that ωcan may be alternatively defined by

ωcan(ϕ∇a, ϕ∇b) = pr∗⟨a, b⟩−,
where ⟨ , ⟩− is the canonical skew-symmetric pairing on TM ⊕ T ∗M :

(31) ⟨X + α, Y + β⟩− := α(Y )− β(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 T ∗M , which
are closed if and only if the connection is torsion-free.

5.3. Relation to generalized geometry. We briefly hint the relation to gener-
alized geometry (in the sense of [17, 14]), which will be explored in forthcoming
works. This section can be skipped on a first reading.

To start with, the bundle TM⊕T ∗M and the canonical symmetric pairing (24) is
the starting point of generalized geometry, sometimes referred to as the generalized
tangent bundle. The skew-symmetric pairing (31) 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 ∇̂ defined by (26). 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 : Γ(E)→ Γ(E∗ ⊗ E)
such that, with the notation a, b ∈ Γ(E) and f ∈ C∞(M),

D(fa) = fDa+ df ⊗ a, d⟨a, b⟩+ = ⟨Da, b⟩+ + ⟨a,Db⟩+.
For any connection ∇ on M , the connection ∇gen defined by (29) in the proof of
Lemma 5.9 is a natural generalized connection (and hence the superscript ‘gen’)
associated to the connection ∇.

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

(32) ∇̂ϕ∇aϕ∇b = ϕ∇(∇gen
a b).

Remark 5.12. Note that this construction can be easily generalized by replacing
∇gen with an arbitrary generalized connection, which would lead, through Theorem
5.7, 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 B for 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 = gradg f and, moreover, it is a Killing vector field for g.

Lemma 5.14. Let ∇ be a connection on M and denote by grad∇ the gradient map
of g∇. The vector field grad∇ ξ is vertical for a function ξ ∈ C∞(T ∗M) if and only
if ξ = pr∗f for some f ∈ C∞(M).

Proof. Given a function ξ ∈ C∞(T ∗M), the vector field grad∇ ξ is vertical if and
only if, for any αv, 0 = g∇(grad∇ ξ, α

v) = αvξ, which is equivalent to that ξ does
not depend on fibre coordinates, hence ξ = pr∗f for some f ∈ C∞(M). □

Proposition 5.15. Let ∇ be a connection on M . The vertical lift of a 1-form
α ∈ Υ1(M) is a Killing vector field for g∇ if and only if ∇sα = 0. It is, in
addition, a gradient Killing vector field if and only if α is exact.

Proof. A 1-form α ∈ Ω1(M) induces a Killing vector field for g∇ through the
vertical lift if and only if all the components (Lαvg∇)|Sym2 H∇

, (Lαvg∇)|H∇⊗V and

(Lαvg∇)|Sym2 V , 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

(Lαvg∇)(X
h, Y h) = αvg∇(X

h, Y h)− g∇([αv, Xh]), Y h)− g∇(Xh, [αv, Y h])).

Since the horizontal subbundle is isotropic and [Xh, αv] = (∇Xα)
v, we get

(Lαvg∇)(X
h, Y h) = pr∗((∇Xα)(Y ) + (∇Y α)(X)) = pr∗((∇sα)(X, Y )).

Hence, αv is a Killing vector field for g∇ if and only if ∇sα = 0. It follows from
Lemma 5.14 that the vertical lift of a 1-form is a gradient vector field if and only
if it is equal to grad∇ pr∗f for some f ∈ C∞(M). By Lemma B.6, for X ∈ X(M),

g∇(grad∇ pr∗f,Xh) = Xhpr∗f = pr∗Xf = pr∗(df)(X),

hence grad∇ pr∗f = (df)v. So, αv is equal to a gradient if and only if α is exact. □

Remark 5.16. The condition ∇sα = 0 means that α ∈ Ω1(M) is a Killing 1-tensor
in the sense of Definition 6.1 below.

Proposition 5.17. Let ∇ be a torsion-free connection onM . The horizontal lift of
a vector field X ∈ X(M) is a Killing vector field for g∇ if and only if sym ιXR∇ = 0
and X is parallel. When this happens, it is always gradient Killing vector field.

Proof. Similarly as in Proposition 5.15, Xh is a Killing vector field for g∇ for some
X ∈ X(M) if and only if all of the three components of LXhg∇ vanish. Let us start
with the horizontal one,

(LXhg∇)(Y
h, Zh) = Xhg∇(Y

h, Zh)− g∇([Xh, Y h], Zh)− g∇(Y h, [Xh, Zh]).

As the horizontal subbundle is isotropic and [Xh, Y h] = [X, Y ]h +R∇(X, Y )v,

(LXhg∇)(Y
h, Zh) = −(R∇(X, Y )Z +R∇(X,Z)Y )v = −((sym ιXR∇)(Y, Z))

v,

which, by the continuity, vanishes if and only if sym ιXR∇ = 0. For the mixed
component, we have

(LXhg∇)(Y
h, αv) = Xhg∇(Y

h, αv)− g∇([Xh, Y h], αv)− g∇(Y h, [Xh, αv])

= Xhpr∗α(Y )− pr∗α([X, Y ])− pr∗(∇Xα)(Y )

= pr∗α(∇YX).

Therefore, the mixed component vanishes if and only if ∇X = 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

g∇(grad∇X
v, Y h) = Y hXv = (∇YX)v, g∇(grad∇X

v, αv) = αvXv = pr∗α(X),

that is, grad∇X
v = Xh + (∇X)υ and the result follows. □
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Lemma 5.18. Let ∇ be a torsion-free connection on M . The complete lift of a
vector field X ∈ X(M) is a Killing vector field for g∇ if and only if X is an affine
vector field. It is a gradient Killing vector field if and only if sym ιXR∇ = 0 and
X is parallel.

Proof. Given X ∈ X(M), by Proposition B.3, we have that Xc ∈ X(T ∗M) is a
Killing vector field for g∇ if and only if (LXcg∇)(Y

c, Zc) = 0 for all Y, Z ∈ X(M).
Using (30) and the properties of the complete lift, see Appendix B, we find

(LXcg∇)(Y
c, Zc) = Xcg∇(Y

c, Zc)− g∇([Xc, Y c], Zc)− g∇(Y c, [Xc, Zc])

= −Xc⟨Y : Z⟩vs − g∇([X, Y ]c, Zc)− g∇(Y c, [X,Z]c)

= (−[X, ⟨Y : Z⟩s] + ⟨[X, Y ] : Z⟩s + ⟨Y : [X,Z]⟩s)v,
which, by the continuity, vanishes if and only if

[X, ⟨Y : Z⟩s] = ⟨[X, Y ] : Z⟩s + ⟨Y : [X,Z]⟩s.
This is, thanks to Proposition 4.15, equivalent to X being an affine vector field.
Using the fact that Xc = Xh−(∇X)υ (see Lemma B.6) yields that Xc is a gradient
if and only if there is a function ξ ∈ C∞(T ∗M) such that

g∇(X
h) = dξ|Γ(V) , g∇(−(∇X)υ) = dξ|Γ(H∇) .

Equivalently, by Lemmas 5.4 and B.7, for any α ∈ Ω1(M) and Y ∈ X(M),

αv(Xv − ξ) = 0, Y h(Xv + ξ) = 0.

It follows from the first equation that ξ = Xv + pr∗f for some f ∈ C∞(M).
Employing this to the second equation, we obtain

2(∇YX)v + pr∗(Y f) = 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. □

We can now prove the final result of this section.

Theorem 5.19. Let ∇ be a torsion-free connection on M and X, Y ∈ X(M). All
of the six relations

[ιX , ιY ] = 0, [∇s,∇s] = 0, [ιX ,∇s] = Ls
X ,

[Ls
X , ιY ] = ι⟨X:Y ⟩s , [Ls

X , L
s
Y ] = 0, [∇s, Ls

X ] = 0

are satisfied if and only if Xc and Y c are gradient Killing vector fields for g∇.

Proof. Note that the four commutators

[ιX , ιY ] = 0, [∇s,∇s] = 0, [ιX ,∇s] = Ls
X , [Ls

X , ιY ] = ι⟨X:Y ⟩s .

are true for any vector fields. From Proposition 3.7, we know that, in general,

[∇s, Ls
X ] = 2∇s

∇X + ιs2 sym ιXR∇+Rs
∇X .
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We clearly have that [∇s, Ls
X ]|C∞(M) = 0 if and only if (∇s

∇X)|C∞(M) = 0, which is

equivalent toX being parallel. For a parallel vector fieldX (hence, also Rs
∇X = 0),

we have that [∇s, Ls
X ]|Υ1(M) = 0 if and only if sym ιXR∇ = 0. Altogether, by

Lemma 5.18, gives that

[∇s, Ls
X ] = 0

if and only if Xc is a gradient Killing vector field for g∇.
We know from Proposition 3.2 that, in general,

[Ls
X , L

s
Y ] = Ls

[X,Y ] + ιs2(∇∇XY−∇∇Y X−R∇(X,Y )).

If X and Y are parallel, the identity

[Ls
X , L

s
Y ] = Ls

[X,Y ]

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

Remark 5.20. Note that if X and Y are parallel, then, ⟨X : Y ⟩s = 0. Moreover, by
the torsion-freeness of ∇, also [X, Y ] = 0. Hence, 0 = [Ls

X , L
s
Y ] = Ls

[X,Y ] = Ls
⟨X:Y ⟩s .

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 g∇ and ωcan, the condition of the ‘complete lift being gradient Killing’
translates into the ‘complete lift being Hamiltonian’, which, by (47) 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 ω,
any Hamiltonian vector field is symplectic (LXω = 0).

6. Symmetric cohomology

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

6.1. Killing tensors. Symmetric tensors that are ∇s-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 ∇ on M , a Killing tensor for ∇ is a sym-
metric form K ∈ Υ•(M) such that

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

Kill•∇(M) :=
⊕
r∈N

Killr∇(M) ⊆ Υ•(M),

which we call the Killing tensor algebra of ∇.

Example 6.2 (Killing 0-tensors). As the symmetric derivative is geometric (Def-
inition 2.4), the space of Killing 0-tensors for any connection ∇ 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−1 identifies Kill1g∇(M) with the Killing vector fields for

g (see Example 4.14). Moreover, g ∈ Kill2g∇(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 X∇ ∈ X(TM), which was introduced in Section 2.3.

Lemma 6.4. Let ∇ be a connection on M . The geodesic spray is the unique
vector field whose integral curve starting at u ∈ TM is a curve γ̇ : I → TM ,
where γ : I → M is a ∇-geodesic satisfying γ̇(0) = u. In particular, for any
∇-geodesic γ on M and ξ ∈ C∞(TM) there holds

(X∇ξ) ◦ γ̇ =
d

dt
(ξ ◦ γ̇).

Proof. Consider a curve V : I → TM . In natural coordinates (TU, {xi} ∪ {vj}),

(X∇)V (t) = V i(t) ∂xi |V (t) − V
i(t)V j(t) Γk

ij(γ(t)) ∂vk |V (t) ,

where V i := vi ◦ V and γ := pr ◦ V . Using the notation γi := xi ◦ γ, the equation
for the integral curve of X∇ starting at u ∈ TM is locally given by

γ̇i(t) = V i(t), V̇ i(t) = −V i(t)V j(t) Γk
ij(γ(t)), V (0) = u.

Using the first equation on the second one, we recover the geodesic equation

0 = ∇γ̇ γ̇|U = γ̈k(t) + γ̇i(t)γ̇j(t) Γk
ij(γ(t)), γ̇(0) = u.

The converse follows simply from the fact that every vector field is uniquely char-
acterized by its integral curves. □

Proposition 6.5. Let ∇ be a connection on M . The assignment K 7→ K̃ gives
an isomorphism of unital graded algebras

Kill•∇(M)
∼←→

{
polynomials in velocities on M
constant along ∇-geodesics

}
.
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Proof. By the correspondence (8) and Proposition 2.14, we have K ∈ Kill•∇(M) if
and only if X∇K̃ = 0. In particular, we have (X∇K̃)◦ γ̇ = 0 for every ∇-geodesic γ
if K ∈ Kill•∇(M), which, by Lemma 6.4, means that K̃ ◦ γ̇ is constant. Conversely,
assume that K̃ is constant along ∇-geodesics, hence (X∇K̃) ◦ γ̇ = 0. Since there
is a ∇-geodesic γ such that γ̇(0) = u for every u ∈ TM , we get X∇K̃ = 0. □

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

Corollary 6.6. Given K ∈ Killr∇(M)∩Im∇s for r ̸= 0, there exists φ ∈ Υr−1(M)
such that for every ∇-geodesic γ, we have, for some constant λ ∈ R,

φ̃(γ̇(t)) = K̃(γ̇(t))t+ λ.

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 1

2
n(n + 1). In this section, we prove an analogous result concerning Killing

1-tensors.

Lemma 6.7. Let ∇ be a torsion-free connection on M . For α ∈ Kill1∇(M),

∇α ∈ Ω2(M), and ∇∇α = ιαR∇.

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

(∇∇α)(X, Y, Z)− (∇∇α)(Y,X,Z) = −α(R∇(X, Y )Z).

Taking the skew-symmetric projection of this relation and using the algebraic
Bianchi identity together with that ∇α ∈ Ω2(M) yields

(∇∇α)(X, Y, Z) = α(R∇(Y, Z)X) = R∇(α,X, Y, Z) = (ιαR∇)(X, Y, Z).

□

Using Lemma 6.7, 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. Every
α ∈ Kill1∇(M) is fully determined by the following data

αm ∈ T ∗
mM, (∇α)m ∈ ∧2T ∗

mM.

Proof. We show that having α ∈ Kill1∇(M) such that αm and (∇α)m vanish at
some point m ∈ M already implies that α vanishes as a 1-form. The result then
follows from the linearity. By hypothesis, the set

N(α) := {m ∈M |αm = 0 and (∇α)m = 0}



SYMMETRIC CARTAN, PATTERSON-WALKER METRIC, SYMMETRIC COHOMOLOGY 36

is non-empty. It is also closed, since it can be seen as α−1(0)∩ (∇α)−1(0), where 0
denotes the image of the zero section. We will prove that it is also open. Consider
the vector bundle connection ∇R on TM ⊕ ∧2T ∗M given by

∇R
X(α +B) := (∇Xα− ιXB) + (∇XB − ιXιαR∇).

It follows from Lemma 6.7 that the section α+∇α ∈ Γ(T ∗M⊕∧2T ∗M) is parallel
with respect to ∇R for every α ∈ Kill1∇(M). Take an arbitrary point m′ ∈ N(α)
and an open connected neighbourhood U ⊆ M . Any m′′ ∈ U is connected to m′

by a smooth curve. Since α +∇α is ∇R-parallel along this curve, it is necessary
that αm′′ = 0 and (∇α)m′′ = 0, that is, m′′ ∈ N(α), which proves that N(α) is
open, hence N(α) =M , and finally, α = 0. □

Proposition 6.9. Let M be connected. The maximum number of linearly inde-
pendent Killing 1-tensors on (M,∇) is equal to 1

2
n(n+ 1), where n := dimM .

Proof. By Lemma 6.8, there is an injective linear morphism from Kill1∇(M) to
T ∗
mM ⊕ ∧2T ∗

mM for any m ∈ M . Since dim(T ∗
mM ⊕ ∧2T ∗

mM) = 1
2
n(n + 1), the

result follows. □

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 ∇s-exact
tensors the Killing tensors in the image of ∇s. We can then consider the quotient.

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

(33) Hr
∇(M) :=

Killr∇(M)

Killr∇(M) ∩ Im ∇s|Υr−1(M)

.

As the symmetric derivative is geometric, that is ∇s|Υ0(M) = d|C∞(M), we can
be more specific for r = 0 and r = 1.

Proposition 6.11. For r = 0, the symmetric cohomology group H0
∇(M) coincides

with the de Rham cohomology group H0
dR(M), that is, locally constant functions.

Proposition 6.12. For r = 1, we have

H1
∇(M) =

Kill1∇(M)

Kill1∇(M) ∩ Ω1
exact(M)

,

that is, H1
∇ describes Killing 1-tensors modulo exact 1-forms. Moreover, for M

connected with n := dimM , we have

(34) dimH1
∇(M) ≤ 1

2
n(n+ 1).

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. □
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If ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection for some (pseudo-)Riemannian metric, we can
rephrase H1

∇(M) in terms of vector fields.

Proposition 6.13. Let g be a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric on M .

H1
g∇(M) ∼=

{Killing vector fields for g}
{gradient Killing vector fields for g}

.

Proof. The space Kill1g∇(M) is identified by g−1 with the space of Killing vector

fields for g, see Example 6.3. On the other hand, since by definition gradg := g−1◦d,
exact 1-forms on M are identified by g−1 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] 7→ [K̃] gives an isomorphism of vector spaces

Hr
∇(M)

∼←→

 degree-r polynomials in velocities
on M constant along ∇-geodesics

modulo ImX∇

 .

Proof. It follows directly from Proposition 2.14 and Proposition 6.5. □

Given two manifolds with connections (M,∇), (M ′,∇′), and ϕ ∈ Aff(∇,∇′). It
follows easily from Remark 4.10 that

K ∈ Kill•∇′(M ′) ⇔ ϕ∗K ∈ Kill•∇(M), and K ∈ Im∇′s ⇔ ϕ∗K ∈ Im∇s.

As an immediate consequence we get the next proposition.

Proposition 6.15. If (M,∇) and (M ′,∇′) are affine diffeomorphic, then

ϕ∗ : Hr
∇′(M ′)→ Hr

∇(M)

[K] 7→ [ϕ∗K].

is a vector space isomorphism. Consequently, dimHr
∇(M) = dimHr

∇′(M ′).

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

∇ ∼ ∇′ ⇔ Aff(∇,∇′) ̸= ∅.
Equivalently, ∇ ∼ ∇′ if there exists ϕ ∈ Diff(M) such that ∇ = ϕ∗∇′. 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 ∇ and its associated torsion-free connection ∇0, whereas it follows easily
from Remark 4.8 that J∇K ̸= J∇0K in C (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 Rn. Consider Rn with the Euclidean connection ∇Euc.
The condition for α := αidx

i ∈ Υ1(Rn) to be a Killing tensor reads as

(35)
∂αj

∂xi
+
∂αi

∂xj
= 0.

It is easy to see that all coordinate 1-forms dxi are solutions, and moreover, all
1-forms of the form xidxj − xjdxi solves the equation (35). Since all of these
solutions are linearly independent and there are 1

2
n(n + 1) of them, Lemma 6.8

implies that

Kill1∇Euc(Rn) = span({dxi}ni=1 ∪ {xidxj − xjdxi}i<j).

As dxi are clearly exact and xidxj − xjdxi are not, we conclude

H1
∇Euc(Rn) ∼= span{xidxj − xjdxi}i<j

∼= R
n(n−1)

2 .

Remark 6.17. The identification of Proposition 6.13 can be understood as
H1

∇Euc(Rn) being, infinitesimally, symmetries modulo translational symmetries
(spanned by {dxi}ni=1), which results in rotational symmetries, spanned by {xidxj−
xjdxi}i<j. 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 ∇ on R. Because of the dimension of the manifold we have Υ1(R) =
Ω1

cl(R) (closed 1-forms). It follows from Poincaré lemma that every 1-form on R
is exact. In conclusion,

H1
∇(R) =

Kill1∇(R)
Kill1∇(R) ∩Υ1(R)

=
Kill1∇(R)
Kill1∇(R)

= {0}.

For n = 2, the situation is much more complicated. A generic torsion-free
connection ∇ is determined by 6 smooth functions fj ∈ C∞(R2) as follows:

∇∂x∂x = f1∂x + f2∂y, ∇∂x∂y =
1

2
(f3∂x + f4∂y), ∇∂y∂y = f5∂x + f6∂y.

A 1-form α = α1dx+ α2dy is Killing if and only if

(36)

0 =
∂α1

∂x
− α1f1 − α2f2,

0 =
∂α1

∂y
+
∂α2

∂x
− α1f3 − α2f4,

0 =
∂α2

∂y
− α1f5 − α2f6.
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Note that ∇Euc corresponds to the distinguished choice fj = 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 ∇ on R2 de-
termined by the choice

f3(x, y) := xy, f4(x, y) := y

and fj = 0 otherwise. One finds that the system of PDE’s (36) has only the trivial
solutions α1 = 0 = α2. Therefore,

Kill1∇(R2) = {0}, H1
∇(R2) = {0}.

Example 6.19 (1-dimensional cohomology group). As we have shown above, for
the Euclidean connection, we have H1

∇Euc(R2) ∼= R.

Example 6.20 (2-dimensional cohomology group). Given an arbitrary nonzero
constants λ1, λ2 ∈ R. We consider a connection ∇ on R2 given by

f3(x, y) := λ1, f4(x, y) := λ2

and fj = 0 otherwise. One finds that

Kill1∇(R2) = span

{
eλ1ydx, eλ2xdy,

1

λ1
dx− 1

λ2
dy

}
, H1

∇(R2) ∼= R2.

Example 6.21 (3-dimensional cohomology group). Finally, let us have a connec-
tion ∇ on R2 defined by

f3(x, y) := −2y
(
1 +

2

1 + 2y2

)
, f4(x, y) := −2x

(
1 +

2

1 + 2x2

)
and fj = 0 otherwise. Solving (36) yields

Kill1∇(R2) = span

{
e−y2

1 + 2y2
dx,

e−x2

1 + 2x2
dy,

y

1 + 2y2
dx− x

1 + 2x2
dy

}
,

hence H1
∇(R2) ∼= R3.

Following the discussion at the end of Section 6.3, we immediately see that the
connections from Examples 6.18 to 6.21 define four different classes in the moduli
space C (R2)/Diff(R2).
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6.5. The n-sphere Sn. Consider the n-sphere Sn 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 1
2
n(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 := gradg f is a Killing vector field for g. It means that

0 = g∇sdf = 2 g∇df ⇔ 0 = g∇X ⇒ 0 = divgX,

where divg := tr ◦ g∇ : X(M) → C∞(M) is the divergence operator of g and
tr : Γ(EndTM)→ C∞(M) is the trace operator. Therefore,

divg(gradg f
2) = divg(2fX) = 2Xf + 2f divgX = 2||X||2g.

For Y ∈ X(M), we have (divg Y ) volg = LY volg = dιY volg. By Stokes’ theorem,

0 =

∫
M

dιgradg f2 volg =

∫
M

(divg gradg f
2) volg = 2

∫
M

||X||2g volg.

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

As (Sn, g◦) is a compact orientable Riemannian manifold, we find

H1
∇◦(Sn) ∼=

{Killing vector fields for the round metric}
{0}

∼= R
n(n+1)

2 .

Remark 6.23. The interpretation of the symmetric cohomology from Remark 6.17
fits nicely with the case of the round sphere (Sn,∇◦), where we have 1

2
n(n + 1)

rotational symmetries but no translational ones.

For n = 1, every connection is fully determined by a function f ∈ C∞(S1),

∇f
∂θ
∂θ := f∂θ,

where ∂θ is the standard unit (with respect to the round metric) vector field on S1.
The round connection corresponds to the distinguished choice f = 0. A 1-form
α = α1dθ (with dθ the dual 1-form to ∂θ) is a Killing 1-tensor if and only if

(37) ∂θα1 = fα1.

This is only possible when
∫
S1
fdθ = 0, in which case α1 = λeF for λ ∈ R an

arbitrary constant and F (θ) :=
∫ θ

0
fdθ. Therefore,

Kill1∇f (S1) ∼=

{
R when

∫
S1
fdθ = 0,

{0} when
∫
S1
fdθ ̸= 0.

(38)
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The 1-form λeFdθ is never exact since
∫
S1
eFdθ ̸= 0. In conclusion, there are no

exact Killing 1-tensors for any connection on S1, and hence

(39) H1
∇f (S

1) ∼= Kill1∇f (S1).

Let us now show that the condition
∫
S1
fdθ = 0 for the connection ∇f has a

very clear geometric meaning.

Lemma 6.24. Let f ∈ C∞(S1), the connection ∇f is the Levi-Civita connection
for some metric on S1 if and only if

∫
S1
fdθ = 0.

Proof. Since all connections on a 1-dimensional manifold are torsion-free, the con-
nection ∇f is Levi-Civita for some metric g if and only if ∇fg = 0. This is equiva-
lent, by writing g = g1 dθ ⊙ dθ for g1 ∈ C∞(S1), to the equation ∂θg1 = 2fg1.
As we saw above, this admits a nowhere vanishing solution g1 if and only if∫
S1
fdθ = 0. □

Remark 6.25. Note that an analogous proof to that of Lemma 6.24 gives that all
connections on R1 are Levi-Civita for some metric.

By (38), (39) and Lemma 6.24, we can distinguish Levi-Civita connections on S1

from all other connections by using Killing tensors or just symmetric cohomology.

Proposition 6.26. The only connections ∇ on S1 such that H1
∇(S

1) ̸= {0} (and
hence R) are the Levi-Civita connections for any choice of metric on S1.

Since we have seen in Section 6.4 that H1
∇(R1) = {0} for any connection ∇,

we have that symmetric cohomology distinguishes between R1 and S1, 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 R1 and S1. 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 Künneth 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 Künneth subalgebra. Given two manifolds with connection (M1,∇1)
and (M2,∇2), there is a natural notion of the product connection ∇ on the
manifold M1 ×M2:

(40) ∇pr∗1X1+pr∗2X2(pr
∗
1Y1 + pr∗2Y2) = pr∗1∇1

X1
Y1 + pr∗2∇2

X2
Y2,

where prj :M1×M2 →Mj are the natural projections and Xj, Yj ∈ X(Mj). Since
the tangent bundle T (M1 ×M2) is canonically isomorphic to pr∗1TM1 ⊕ pr∗2TM2,
the space of vector fields X(M1 ×M2) is locally generated by pullbacks of vector
fields on M1 and M2, hence formula (40) completely determines a connection.

Lemma 7.1. Let M1 and M2 be manifolds equipped with connections ∇1 and ∇2

respectively, and denote the product connection on M1 ×M2 by ∇. Then
(41) ∇s ◦ pr∗j = pr∗j ◦ ∇js.

Proof. As both sides of relation (41) are geometric derivations of Υ•(Mj), it is
enough to check the relation on 1-forms. For Xj ∈ X(Mj) and α ∈ Υ1(Mj),

1

2
(∇spr∗jα)(pr

∗
1X1 + pr∗2X2, pr

∗
1X1 + pr∗2X2)

= (pr∗1X1 + pr∗2X2)((pr
∗
jα)(pr

∗
1X1 + pr∗2X2))− (pr∗jα)(pr

∗
1∇1

X1
X1 + pr∗2∇2

X2
X2)

= pr∗j(Xjα(Xj))− pr∗j(α(∇
j
Xj
Xj)) =

1

2
pr∗j((∇jsα)(Xj, Xj))

=
1

2
(pr∗j∇sα)(pr∗1X1 + pr∗2X2, pr

∗
1X1 + pr∗2X2).

The result follows by polarization. □

We use Lemma 7.1, and the idea behind the Künneth formula, to show the
existence of a subspace in the symmetric cohomology of a product.

Proposition 7.2. Let (M1,∇1) and (M2,∇2) be two manifolds with connection
and denote by ∇ the product connection. The vector space

(42)
r⊕

i,j=0,
i+j=r

H i
∇1(M1)⊗Hj

∇2(M2).

is isomorphic to a subspace of Hr
∇(M1×M2), which we call the Künneth subspace.

Proof. It follows immediately from Lemma 7.1 that

pr∗j(Killr∇j(Mj)) ≤ Killr∇(M1 ×M2), and pr∗j(Im∇js) ≤ Im∇s.

Moreover, by Lemma 7.1, for φ1 ∈ Υi(M1) and φ2 ∈ Υj(M2), we have

∇s(pr∗1φ1 ⊙ pr∗2φ2) = ∇spr∗1φ1 ⊙ pr∗2φ2 + pr∗1φ1 ⊙∇spr∗2φ2

= pr∗1∇1sφ1 ⊙ pr∗2φ2 + pr∗1φ1 ⊙ pr∗2∇2sφ2.
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Therefore, we clearly have pr∗1φ1 ⊙ pr∗2φ ∈ Killi+j
∇ (M1 ×M2) if φ1 ∈ Killi∇1(M1)

and φ2 ∈ Killj∇2(M2). Assume now that we have φ1 ∈ Killi∇1(M1) ∩ Im∇1s and

φ2 ∈ Killj∇2(M2) ∩ Im∇2s. By a straightforward calculation one finds

pr∗1φ1 ⊙ pr∗2φ2 =
1

2
∇s(pr∗1ψ1 ⊙ pr∗2φ2 + pr∗1φ1 ⊙ pr∗2ψ2),

where ψ1 ∈ Υi−1(M1) and ψ2 ∈ Υj−1(M2) satisfy φj = ∇jsψj. The result is an
immediate consequence of the surjectivity of prj. □

In particular, for connected manifoldsM1 andM2, we have that the vector space
H1

∇1(M1)⊕H1
∇2(M2) determines the Künneth subspace of H1

∇(M1 ×M2).

Example 7.3 (The Euclidean plane). Consider two Euclidean lines (R1,∇Euc),
it is not hard to see that the Euclidean plan (R2,∇Euc) can be seen as the product
manifold equipped with the product connection. Recall the result of Section 6.4,

H1
∇Euc(R1) = {0} and H1

∇Euc(R2) ∼= R1.

So, the Künneth subspace and Hr
∇(M1 ×M2) are not isomorphic in general.

Example 7.4 (The flat cylinder). The flat cylinder can be seen as the product
manifold S1×R1 equipped with the product connection ∇flat of the round connection
∇◦ on S1 and the Euclidean connection ∇Euc on R1. It follows from the results of
Sections 6.4, 6.5 and Lemma 7.1 that

span{dθ, dx} ≤ Kill1∇flat(S1 × R1).

We check if there are other Killing 1-tensors. A 1-form α ∈ Υ1(S1×R1) is uniquely
characterized by smooth functions αθ, αx ∈ C∞(S1×R1) such that α = αθdθ+αxdx.
It is a Killing 1-tensor if and only if

0 = ∂θαθ, 0 = ∂xαx, 0 = ∂xαθ + ∂θαx.

The first two equations are equivalent to αθ = pr∗R1f and αx = pr∗S1h for some
f ∈ C∞(R1) and h ∈ C∞(S1). Using this in the last equation, we have that ∂θh is
a constant function on S1, which is possible if and only if ∂θh vanishes, hence

Kill1∇flat(S1 × R1) = span{dθ, dx} and H1
∇flat(S

1 × R1) ∼= R1.

Therefore, the Künneth subspace and H1
∇(M1 ×M2) are isomorphic in this case.

Note that the direct sum of Künneth subspaces forms a subalgebra with respect
to the symmetric cup product mentioned at the end of Section 6.3. We call this
subalgebra the Künneth subalgebra.
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7.2. The Patterson-Walker bound. By Proposition 5.10, every connection ∇
on M determines a connection ∇̄ 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,

H1
∇̄(T

∗M) ∼=
{Killing vector fields for g∇}

{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 5.15) and the
analogous result for the complete lift of affine vector fields on M (Lemma 5.18),
we obtain an immediate consequence.

Proposition 7.5. Let ∇ be a torsion-free connection on M and ∇̄ be the Levi-
Civita connection of g∇. The vector space

{affine vector fields on (M,∇)} ⊕Kill1∇(M)

is isomorphic to a subspace of Kill1∇̄(T
∗M), and moreover, the vector space

(43)
{affine vector fields on (M,∇)}

{X ∈ X(M) |X is parallel and sym ιXR∇ = 0}
⊕H1

∇(M)

is isomorphic to a subspace of H1
∇̄(T

∗M).

This proposition gives a bound on the dimension of H1
∇̄(T

∗M), which we refer
to as the Patterson-Walker bound.

Example 7.6 (The Euclidean plane). Consider the Euclidean plane (R2,∇Euc).
By a straightforward calculation, one finds

{affine vector fields on (R2,∇Euc)} = span{∂x, ∂y, x∂x, y∂x, x∂y, y∂y} ∼= R6,

{parallel vector fields on (R2,∇Euc)} = span{∂x, ∂y} ∼= R2,

Kill1∇Euc(R2) = span{dx, dy, xdy − ydx} ∼= R3,

Kill1∇Euc(R2) ∩ Ω1
exact(R2) = span{dx, dy} ∼= R1.

By Proposition 7.5, we get dimH1
∇̄Euc(T

∗R2) ≥ 5. Indeed, by the canonical identi-
fication (T ∗R2, ∇̄Euc) ∼= (R4,∇Euc) and Section 6.4, we have H1

∇Euc(R4) ∼= R6.

In some cases, the Patterson-Walker bound will be attained and Proposition
7.5 will allow us to compute H1

∇̄(T
∗M). The next example shows this for T ∗R1,

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 R1. It is

fully determined by f ∈ C∞(R1) via ∇f
∂x
∂x := f∂x.
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A vector field h∂x ∈ X(R1), where h ∈ C∞(R1), is affine if and only if

0 =
1

2
(Rs

∇fh∂x)(∂x, ∂x) = (h′′ + (fh)′)∂x,

see Proposition 4.15 (note that R∇f = 0 because R1 is 1-dimensional). Function
h solves the ODE

0 = h′′ + (fh)′

if and only if there is a constant λ ∈ R such that λ = h′+ fh. This is a first-order
non-homogeneous linear ODE with variable coefficients. Its general solution, see
e.g. [5], is

h(x) = µ e−F (x) + λ e−F (x)

∫ x

0

eF (x)dx,

where F (x) :=
∫ x

0
f(x)dx and µ ∈ R is an arbitrary constant. Moreover, the vector

field h∂x is parallel if and only if

0 = ∇f
∂x
(h∂x) = (h′ + hf)∂x,

which is satisfied if and only if

h(x) = µ e−F (x),

where µ ∈ R is an arbitrary constant.
On the other hand, one easily finds that

Kill1∇f (R1) ∼= span{eF (x)dx},
hence

{affine vector fields on (R1,∇f )} ⊕Kill1∇f (R1) ∼= R3.

By combining Proposition 7.5 with the bound on Killing 1-tensors on R2 given by
Proposition 6.9, we have H1

∇̄f (T
∗R1) ∼= R1. Finally, by the canonical identification

T ∗R1 ∼= R2 and Proposition 5.10, we have proved that

H1
∇̄f (R2) ∼= R1

for the torsion-free connections ∇̄f on R2 given by

∇̄f
∂x∂x = f(x)∂x + y (2f 2(x)− f ′(x))∂y, ∇̄f

∂x
∂y = −f(x)∂y, ∇̄f

∂y
∂y = 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,ω)

(44) H1
dR(N) ∼=

{symplectic vector fields on (N,ω)}
{Hamiltonian vector fields on (N,ω)}

.

In particular, this applies for (T ∗M,ωcan). For α ∈ Ω1(M), we have that the
vertical lift αv ∈ X(T ∗M) is symplectic if and only if α is closed and, moreover, it
is Hamiltonian if and only if α is exact. Therefore,

dimH1
dR(T

∗M) ≥ dimH1
dR(M).
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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 ∇ on G is called
left-invariant if, for every g ∈ G and X, Y ∈ X(G),

Lg∗∇XY = ∇Lg∗XLg∗Y,

where Lg ∈ Diff(G) is given by Lgh = 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 [1], 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-admissible.
Another class of Lie-admissible algebras is called left-symmetric algebras [8],
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., [18, 7] for the flat case) that will
play an important role.

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

left-invariant torsion-free
connections on G

}
∼←→

{
Lie-admissible algebras (g, ·)
such that u · v − v · u = [u, v]g

}
.

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 ∇ on G. We define
an algebra structure · on g by

u · v := ∇uLvL
∣∣
e
,

where uL ∈ X(G) is the left-invariant vector field corresponding to u ∈ g and e ∈ G
is the unit element. As ∇ is torsion-free, we get

u · v − v · u = (∇uLvL −∇vLu
L)
∣∣
e
= [uL, vL]

∣∣
e
= [u, v]g.
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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 ∇ : XL(G)→ End(XL(G)) by

∇XY := (Xe · Ye)L.

Since left-invariant vector fields are global generators for X(G), the map ∇ de-
termines a connection on G. For the same reason, it is enough to check the left-
invariance and torsion-freeness of ∇ 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 ∈ XL(G),
we have

R∇(X, Y )Z = (Xe · (Ye · Ze))
L − (Ye · (Xe · Ze))

L − ([Xe, Ye]g · Z)L

= (Xe · (Ye · Ze)− Ye · (Xe · Ze)− (Xe · Ye − Ye ·Xe) · Z)L

= assoc(Xe, Ye, Ze)− assoc(Ye, Xe, Ze).

□

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 · v, w⟩ := 1

2
(⟨[u, v]g, w⟩ − ⟨[v, w]g, u⟩ − ⟨[u,w]g, v⟩).

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 ds ∈
Der1(Sym

• V ∗) completely determined by its action on the elements of V ∗:

(45) (dsζ)(u, v) := −ζ(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 ζ ∈ Symr V ∗ and r > 0, it is given by

(dsζ)(u1, ..., ur+1) = −
r+1∑
i,j=1,
i<j

ζ(ui · uj + uj · ui, u1, ..., ûi, ..., ûj, ..., ur+1).

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:

Hr(V, ·) :=
ker ds|Symr V ∗

ker ds|Symr V ∗ ∩ Im ds|Symr−1 V ∗
.
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As ds vanishes on scalars, we have that, for any real Lie-admissible algebra (V, ·),

H0(V, ·) = R1, H1(V, ·) ∼= ker ds|V ∗ .

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

u ·triv v := 0

for every u, v ∈ V . Then ds = 0 and Hr(V, ·triv) ∼= Symr V ∗. Clearly, the
maximum possible dimension of Hr(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

u · u := u.

It is straightforward to check that Im ds|Symr V ∗ = Symr+1 V ∗ for r > 0, hence

Hr(V, ·) =

{
R1 for r = 0,

{0} for r > 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 φ ∈
Υ•(G) is left-invariant if L∗

gφ = φ and denote the space of such forms by Υ•
L(G).

Analogously, the symbol KillrL,∇(G) denotes the space of left-invariant Killing r-
tensors. If ∇ is a left-invariant connection on G, we have, by Remark 4.10, that
∇s(Υ•

L(G)) ⊆ Υ•
L(G). Therefore, we define the rth-left-invariant symmetric

cohomology group of (G,∇) by

Hr
L,∇(G) :=

KillrL,∇(G)

KillrL,∇(G) ∩ Im ∇s|Υr−1
L (G)

.

Let G be a connected Lie group integrating a Lie algebra g. For φ ∈ Υ•
L(G),

the assignment φ 7→ φe gives an isomorphism of unital graded algebras

Υ•
L(G)

∼= Sym• g∗.

The inverse, for ζ ∈ Sym• g∗, is given by ζ 7→ ζL, where ζLg = L∗
g−1ζ for g ∈ G.

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

Hr
L,∇(G)

∼= Hr(g, ·).

Proof. It is enough to check that the isomorphism between Υ•
L(G) and Sym• g∗

intertwines the operators ∇s and ds. For every φ ∈ Υr
L(G),



SYMMETRIC CARTAN, PATTERSON-WALKER METRIC, SYMMETRIC COHOMOLOGY 49

(dsφe)(u1, ..., ur+1) = −
r+1∑
i,j=1,
i<j

φe(ui · uj + uj · ui, u1, ..., ûi, ..., ûj, ..., ur+1)

= −
r+1∑
i,j=1,
i<j

φ((ui · uj + uj · ui)L, uL1 , ..., ûLi , ..., ûLj , ..., uLr+1)

= −
r+1∑
i,j=1,
i<j

φ(⟨uLi : uLj ⟩s, uL1 , ..., ûLi , ..., ûLj , ..., uLr+1)

= (∇sφ)(uL1 , ..., u
L
r+1) = (∇φ)e(u1, ..., ur+1).

□

Both R1 and S1 are connected Lie groups integrating the 1-dimensional abelian
Lie algebra. Left-invariant connections on R1 and S1 are determined by the choice
of a real constant λ ∈ R:

∇λ
∂x∂x := λ ∂x, ∇λ

∂θ
∂θ := λ ∂θ.

In particular, for λ = 0, we have the Euclidean connection ∇Euc on R1 and the
round connection ∇◦ on S1. By Lemma 7.14 and Examples 7.12, 7.13, we get

Hr
L,∇Euc(R1) ∼= Hr

L,∇◦(S1) ∼= R1,

Hr
L,∇λ(R1) ∼= Hr

L,∇λ(S
1) ∼=

{
R1 for r = 0,

{0} for r > 0.
(for λ ̸= 0)

Comparing these with the results of Sections 6.4 and 6.5, we see that, for r = 1,
the left-invariant symmetric cohomology group is isomorphic to the symmetric
cohomology group for S1, whereas for R1 this is not the case.
The following result is a general statement about the compact case.

Theorem 7.15. Let (G,∇) 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

Hr(g, ·)→ Hr
∇(G).

Proof. By Lemma 7.14, the inclusion map i : Sym• g∗ ∼= Υ•
L(G) ↪→ Υ•(G) inter-

twines ds and ∇s, hence it descends to the map i : Hr(g, ·) → Hr
∇(G). We show

that this map is an injective vector space morphism by finding a left-inverse to it.
We introduce the map L : Υ•(G)→ Sym• g∗, for every φ ∈ Υr(G) and uj ∈ g, by

(46) (Lφ)(u1, ..., ur) :=

∫
G

(L∗
gφ)e(u1, ..., ur) volG,
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where volG ∈ det(G) is the normalized left-invariant Haar measure. Note that the
map L is well defined because of the compactness of G. Using the left-invariance
of ∇, for every u ∈ g, yields

(L∇sφ)(u, ..., u)

=

∫
G

(L∗
g∇sφ)e(u, ..., u)volG =

∫
G

(∇sL∗
gφ)e(u, ..., u)volG

= (r + 1)

∫
G

(uLφ(uL))(g) volG −
r(r + 1)

2

∫
G

(L∗
gφ)(⟨uL : uL⟩s, uL, ..., uL)(e) volG,

where we used the shorthand notation φ(uL) := φ(uL, ..., uL). On the other hand,
it follows from the correspondence of Proposition 7.10 that

(dsLφ)(u, ..., u) = −r(r + 1)

2

∫
G

(L∗
gφ)e(2u · u, u, ..., u)volG

= −r(r + 1)

2

∫
G

((L∗
gφ)(⟨uL : uL⟩s, uL, ..., uL))(e) volG.

To prove that L intertwines ds and ∇s, it remains to show that the integral∫
G
(uLφ(uL))volG vanishes. We have LuLvolG = 0 for the Lie derivative because

both volG and uL are left-invariant. Therefore,

(uLφ(uL))volG = (LuLφ(uL))volG = LuL(φ(uL) volG) = dιuL(φ(uL) volG),

hence, by Stokes’s theorem, the integral
∫
G
(uLφ(uL))volG vanishes. It means that

the map (46) descends to a map L : Hr(G)→ Hr(g, ·) and the result follows from
L ◦ i = id. □

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 Hr(g, ·) ∼=
and Hr(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 S3 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 6.5 that H1

∇◦(S3) ∼= R6. However, by Example 7.12, the dimension of
H1(su(2), ·) is bounded from above by dim su(2) = 3. Therefore, H1(su(2), ·) and
H1

∇◦(S3) are not isomorphic in this case.

Example 7.17 (The flat n-torus). The n-torus Tn, for n ≥ 1, is a connected
compact Lie group whose Lie algebra g is abelian. The trivial Lie-admissible algebra
structure on g corresponds to the choice of the flat connection ∇flat on Tn, that is,
the product connection of the round connections on S1. By Theorem 7.15, we get

dimHr
∇flat(Tn) ≥ dimHr(g, ·triv) =

(
n+ r − 1

r

)
.
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Appendix A. Non-geometric derivations

We have taken the symmetric derivative ∇s to be the starting point of symmet-
ric Cartan calculus. Although we have explained why it is natural that ∇s 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 Υ•(M) of degree 1,
not necessarily geometric, that square to zero.

The derivations of Υ•(M) were classified in [16]. In particular, derivations of
degree 1 are parametrized by pairs (A, σ) consisting of A ∈ Γ(EndTM) and σ ∈
Υ2(M,TM). Explicitly, any D ∈ Der1(Υ

•(M)) is of the form

D = [ιsA,∇s] + ιsσ = ∇s
A + ιsσ

for some auxiliary symmetric derivative ∇s. The geometric derivations are pre-
cisely those with A = idTM , see Remark 3.4 and Proposition 3.8.

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

Proof. Consider a derivationD ∈ Der1(Υ
•(M)) described by a pair (A, σ) as above.

Assume that D ◦D = 0. We then have

0 = D(Df 2) = D(2fDf) = 2Df ⊙Df,
hence D|C∞(M) = 0. In terms of the corresponding (A, σ), it means (AX)f = 0

for all X ∈ X(M) and f ∈ C∞(M). Therefore, A = 0 and D = ιsσ. In addition,

0 = (D(Dα))(X,X,X) = 3(ιsσα)(σ(X,X), X) = 3α(σ(σ(X,X), X))

for all α ∈ Υ1(M), so σ(σ(X,X), X) = 0. Finally, for every C ∈ Υ2(M),

0 = (D(DC))(X,X,X,X) = (3!)(ιsσC)(σ(X,X), X,X)

= 12C(σ(σ(X,X), X), X) + 6C(σ(X,X), σ(X,X)).

Since D ◦D|Υ1(M) = 0, we get C(σ(X,X), σ(X,X)) = 0. If we choose C to be a

Riemannian metric, this yields σ(X,X) = 0. By polarization, we get σ = 0 and
thus D = 0. □

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 : T ∗M →M that are used in Section 5.

The vertical subbundle V = ker pr∗ ⊆ T (T ∗M) is a subbundle of rank dimM
canonically isomorphic to pr∗T ∗M . The vertical lift of a 1-form is defined as

Ω1(M)→ Γ(V) ⊆ X(T ∗M)

α 7→ αv := pr∗α,
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where pr∗α ∈ Γ(pr∗T ∗M) denotes the pullback section.
A connection ∇ on M induces, through the dual connection, the horizontal

subbundle H∇ ≤ T (T ∗M), of rank dimM and satisfying T (T ∗M) = H∇ ⊕V . It
is canonically isomorphic to pr∗TM , which gives the horizontal lift

X(M)→ Γ(H∇) ⊆ X(T ∗M)

X 7→ Xh := pr∗X.

Remark B.1. In natural local coordinates (T ∗U, {xi} ∪ {pj}) on T ∗M , we have

α|U = αjdx
j, αv|T ∗U = (pr∗αj)∂pj ,

X|U = X i∂xi , Xh
∣∣
T ∗U

= (pr∗X i)(∂xi + pk(pr
∗Γk

ji)∂pj),

where {Γk
ij} is the set of Christoffel symbols of ∇ corresponding to (U, {xj}).

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

Xv(ζ) := ζ(Xpr(ζ))

for all ζ ∈ 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 ( )υ : Γ(EndTM) → X(T ∗M) fully
determined by the relation

AυXv := (AX)v.

In addition to the vertical and horizontal lifts, one can consider also the com-
plete lift. It is the map ( )c : X(M)→ X(T ∗M) determined by the relation

XcY v := [X, Y ]v.

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) Xc = −ω−1
can(dX

v) = −HamXv.

Let us recall two important properties of the complete lift.

Proposition B.3 ([27]). A tensor field that is a section of ⊗rT ∗M ⊗ TM or
⊗rT ∗M is fully determined by its values on complete lifts of vector fields on M .

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

Proposition B.4 ([27]). For every X, Y ∈ X(M), we have [Xc, Y c] = [X, Y ]c.
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Remark B.5. In natural local coordinates, for X ∈ X(M) and A ∈ Γ(EndTM),

X|U = X i∂xi , Xv|T ∗U = pi(pr
∗X i),

Xc|T ∗U = (pr∗X i)∂xi − pi
(
pr∗

∂X i

∂xj

)
∂pj ,

A|U = Ai
jdx

j ⊗ ∂xi , Aυ|T ∗U = pi(pr
∗Ai

j)∂pj .

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

Lemma B.6. Let ∇ be a connection on M . For X ∈ X(M), α ∈ Ω1(M) and
f ∈ C∞(M),

αcan(X
h) = Xv, Xc = Xh − (∇X)υ, Xh(pr∗f) = pr∗(Xf), αv(pr∗f) = 0.

Proof. It follows by a straightforward calculation in natural coordinates on T ∗M .
□

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 ∇ be a connection on M . For X, Y ∈ X(M) and α ∈ Ω1(M),

XhY v = (∇XY )v, αvY v = pr∗α(Y ).

Proof. In natural coordinates, using Lemma B.6, we have

(XhY v)
∣∣
T ∗U

= Xh(pl(pr
∗Y l)) = pl(pr

∗(X(Y l)) + (pr∗X i)(pr∗Y j)(pr∗Γl
ji))

= (∇XY )v|T ∗U ,

where X|U = X i∂xi . On the other hand,

(αvY v)|T ∗U = (pr∗αj)∂pj(pl(pr
∗Y l)) = (pr∗αj)(pr

∗Y j) = pr∗α(Y )|T ∗U ,

where α|U = αjdx
j. Thus, also globally, XhY v = (∇XY )v and αvY v = pr∗α(Y ).

□

We finish by describing the Lie brackets between lifts.

Lemma B.8. Let ∇ be a connection on M . For X, Y ∈ X(M) and α, β ∈ Ω1(M),

[Xh, Y h] = [X, Y ]h +R∇(X, Y )v, [Xh, αv] = (∇Xα)
v, [αv, βv] = 0.

Proof. It follows from Lemmas B.6 and B.7, for Z ∈ X(M), that

[Xh, Y h]Zv = (∇X∇YZ −∇Y∇XZ)
v = (∇[X,Y ]Z +R∇(X, Y )Z)v

= ([X, Y ]h +R∇(X, Y )v)Zv

[Xh, αv]Zv = Xhpr∗α(Z)− pr∗α(∇XZ) = pr∗(∇Xα)(Z) = (∇Xα)
vZv

[αv, βv]Zv = αvpr∗β(Z)− βvpr∗α(Z) = 0.

The claim then follows from Proposition B.2. □
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Appendix C. Computations for H1
∇(R2)

In this section, we enclose the computations supporting our claims in Examples
6.18, 6.20 and 6.21. In all of them, the system of PDEs (36) reduces to

0 =
∂α1

∂x
, 0 =

∂α1

∂y
+
∂α2

∂x
− f3 α1 − f4 α2, 0 =

∂α2

∂y
.

From the first and the third equation, α1 and α2 can be seen as smooth functions
of, respectively, the single variable y and x. The second equation then becomes

(48) 0 = α′
1(y) + α′

2(x)− f3(x, y)α1(y)− f4(x, y)α2(x).

Example 6.18. If f3(x, y) = xy and f4(x, y) = y, equation (48) reads as

(49) 0 = α′
1(y) + α′

2(x)− xy α1(y)− y α2(x).

This has to be satisfied for all x, y ∈ R. In particular, we get

0 = α′
1(y) + α′

2(0)− y α2(0) for x = 0,

0 = α′
1(0) + α′

2(x) for y = 0.

We can easily solve these ODEs as

α1(y) = α2(0)
y2

2
− α′

2(0) y + λ1, α2(x) = −α′
1(0)x+ λ2

for arbitrary constants λ1, λ2 ∈ R. Replacing these expressions back in (49),

0 = α2(0) y − α′
2(0)− α′

1(0)− α2(0)
xy3

2
+ α′

2(0)xy
2 − λ1 xy + α′

1(0)xy − λ2 y.

Therefore, α2(0) = α′
2(0) = λ1 = α′

1(0) = λ2 = 0, which means α1 = 0 = α2.

In the case of Examples 6.20 and 6.21, we have that f3 and f4 depends only on
y and x respectively. So, (48) is equivalently rewritten as

α′
1(y)− f3(y)α1(y) = −α′

2(x) + f4(x)α2(x).

This is satisfied if and only if there is a constant C ∈ R such that

α′
1(y)− f3(y)α1(y) = C, α′

2(x)− f4(x)α2(x) = −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. [5].
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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 (Ω•(M),∧) commutative algebra (Υ•(M),⊙)

graded derivations gDer(Ω•(M)) derivations Der(Υ•(M))

graded commutator [ , ]g commutator [ , ]

[ιX , ιY ]g = 0 [ιX , ιY ] = 0

differentials

exterior derivative d symmetric derivative ∇s

canonical depending on the choice of ∇

(df)(X) = Xf (∇sf)(X) = Xf

d ∈ gDer1(Ω
•(M)) ∇s ∈ Der1(Υ

•(M))

[d, d]g = 2d ◦ d = 0
(non-trivial condition)

[∇s,∇s] = 0
(trivially satisfied)

Lie derivatives

Lie derivative LX := [ιX , d]g symmetric Lie derivative Ls
X := [ιX ,∇s]

(LXφ)m =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(ΨX
t )

∗
mφΨX

t (m) (Ls
Xφ)m =

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

P γ
2t,0(Ψ

X
−t)

∗
ΨX

2t(m)φΨX
t (m)

brackets

Lie bracket [X, Y ] := X ◦ Y − Y ◦X symmetric bracket ⟨X : Y ⟩s := ∇XY +∇YX

ι[X,Y ] = [LX , ιY ]g, [X, Y ] = LXY ι⟨X:Y ⟩s = [Ls
X , ιY ], ⟨X : Y ⟩s = Ls

XY

foliations geodesically invariant distributions

(graded-)commutation relations

[LX , LY ]g = L[X,Y ] [Ls
X , L

s
Y ] = Ls

[X,Y ] + ιs2(∇∇XY−∇∇Y X−R∇(X,Y ))

[d, LX ]g = 0 [∇s, Ls
X ] = 2∇s

∇X + ιs2 sym ιXR∇+Rs
∇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 ωcan Patterson-Walker metric g∇

ωcan|T ∗U = dpj ∧ dxj g∇|T ∗U = dpj ⊙ dxj − pkΓk
ijdx

i ⊙ dxj

ωcan = dαcan g∇ = ∇̂sαcan

ωcan(X
c, Y c) = −[X, Y ]v g∇(X

c, Y c) = −⟨X : Y ⟩vs

ωcan(ϕ∇a, ϕ∇b) = pr∗⟨a, b⟩− g∇(ϕ∇a, ϕ∇b) = pr∗⟨a, b⟩+

simplified (graded-)commutation relations

[LX , LY ]g = L[X,Y ], [d, LX ]g = 0 [Ls
X , L

s
Y ] = 0 (= Ls

⟨X:Y ⟩s), [∇s, Ls
X ] = 0

⇔ ⇔

Xc, Y c are Hamiltonian for ωcan

(trivially satisfied)
Xc, Y c are gradient Killing for g∇

(non-trivial condition)

cohomology

de Rham cohomology symmetric cohomology

ker d = Ω•
cl(M) (closed forms) ker∇s = Kill•∇(M) (Killing tensors)

Imd = Ω•
exact(M) (exact forms) Im∇s ∩Kill•∇(M) (∇s-exact tensors)
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