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LOOP SPACE OF A KÄHLER MANIFOLD

ANAKKAR M.

1. Abstract
ABS

We prove that the loop space of a Kähler manifold inherits a Kähler structure. Then we
prove that equipped with this natural metric the loop space is complete and unboudned.
Additionally, we show that a geodesic on the loop space can be constructed by piecing
together geodesics from each individual leaf.

2. Introduction
INT

2.1. Kählarity of the metric. Let X be a n-dimensional complex Kähler manifold.
Denote by h the Kähler metric and let ω be its associated Kähler form, i.e ω = −Im(h).
We consider the Sobolev loop space LX =W k,2(S1,X). One can define a Hermitian scalar
product H on LX by

Hg(ξ,η) =

∫

S1

hg(s)

(
ξ(s),η(s)

)
ds. (2.1) (herm-m1)

Here g ∈ LX and ξ,η ∈ Tg(LX) = W k,2(S1,g∗TX). The associated with H Kähler form
Ω =−Im(H) writes as

Ωg(ξ,η) =

∫

S1

ωg(s)(ξ(s),η(s))ds. (2.2) (kahler-f1)

Our goal in this paper is to prove the following.

Theorem 1. Let ξ, η and ν three vector fields on LX. Then

dΩ(ξ,η,ν) =

∫

S1

(dω)(ξ(s),η(s),ν(s))ds.

Corollary 1. If (X,h) is Kähler then (LX,H) is Kähler as well.

An analogous statement is known in the following two cases.

1. Consider a compact lie group G with an invariant inner product 〈., .〉 on the lie
algebra g. Define a form on the smooth loop space LG = C∞(S1,G) as follows.

Ω(ξ,η) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

〈ξ(eiθ),
dη

dθ
(eiθ)〉dθ. (2.3) (SKah)

Then it is proved in [S] that LG equipped with this Ω is Kähler.
2. In the Brylinski’s book [B] a Kähler form is constructed on an oriented three-

manifold. More precisely, by using a volume form ν on the three-manifold M one
constructs the Kähler form Ω along the loop γ ∈ LM by

Ωγ(ξ,η) =

∫ 1

0

ν
(dγ
dx

(x), ξ(x),η(x)
)
dx (2.4) (BKah)

Notice that the definition (2.3) and (2.4) are different from (2.2).
1
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2.2. LP1 versus P(l2). Next we study two model of infinite dimensional Hilbert complex
manifold : LP1 and P(l2). On the one hand, the loop space LP1 equipped with the metric
defined in (2.1) from the Fubini-Study metric on P1 gives us that LP1 is unbounded and
complete. On the other hand, P(l2) equipped with the Fubini-Study metric is complete
and bounded.

2.3. Geodesics in loop spaces. On the loop space LX the natural hermitian metric
allow us to define a Levi-Civita connection. We define another connection ∇̃ on LX and
we prove that this is a connection that is compatible with the metric i.e it is a Levi-Civita
connection. By uniqueness of the Levi-Civita connection one can express the geodesic
equation by the constructed connection : For a path γ on LX the geodesic equation is
given by ∇̃γ̇ γ̇ = 0. Thus we have the following.

Theorem 2.1. Let f and g two loops on LX and let γ be a path joining them, i.e.

∀s ∈ S
1, γs(0) = f(s) and γs(1) = g(s).

Then γ is a geodesic in LX if and only if for all s ∈ S
1 γs is a geodesic on X joining f(s)

and g(s).

3. Kälarity
KAH

As it is well known, see [L], for vector fields ξ,η,ν : LX → T (LX) one has:

dΩ(ξ,η,ν) = ξ(Ω(η,ν))−η(Ω(ξ,ν))+ν(Ω(ξ,η))−

−Ω([ξ,η],ν)−Ω([η,ν], ξ)+Ω([ξ,ν],η). (3.1) (diff-1)

First we compute the term ν(Ω(ξ,η))(g) on the right hand side of (3.1). Let us notice
the following, see [L]. For a function F on LX and g ∈ LX denote as dgF the De Rham
differential of F at g. If ν is a tangent vector to LX and νg ∈ Tg(LX) =W k,2(S1,g∗TX)
its value at g we have

ν(F )(g) = (dgF )[νg], (3.2) (diff-2)

where ν(F ) is the derivative of F along ν and ν(F )(g) its value at g. Therefore we have
that

ν(Ω(ξ,η))(g) = dg

(
Ω(ξ,η)

)
[νg]. (3.3) (diff-3)

Lemma 3.1. Under the condition as above one hasDint=intD

dg

(
Ω(ξ,η)

)
[νg] =

∫

S1

[
dg
(
ωg

(
ξg,ηg

))]
[νg](s)ds. (3.4) (diff-4)

Proof. Consider the linear map I :W k,2(S1,C)→ C defined as

I(f) =

∫

S1

f(s)ds. (3.5)

Its differential at f in the direction ν ∈W k,2(S1,C) is

dfI[ν] =
dI (f + tν)

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

=
d

dt

[∫

S1

f(s)+ tν(s)ds

]

t=0

=

∫

S1

ν(s)ds. (3.6) (diff-i)

Then for g ∈ LX and ξ,η,ν ∈ TLX we have

dg (Ω(ξ,η)) [νg] = dg

[∫

S1

ωg(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s))ds

]
[νg] = dg

(
I(ωg(ξg,ηg))

)
[νg]
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= dωg(ξg,ηg)I
(
dg(ωg(ξg,ηg))[νg]

)
=

∫

S1

[dg(ωg(ξg,ηg))] [νg](s)ds (3.7) (diff-i2)

by (3.6). Here g 7→ ωg(ξg,ηg) we consider as a map W k,2(S1,X) → W k,2(S1,C). Its De
Rham differential dg(ωg(ξg,ηg)) is a 1-form with values in W k,2(S1,C). �

Lemma 3.2. Under the condition above one hasevD=Dev

∀s ∈ S
1, dg

(
ωg

(
ξg,ηg

))
[νg](s) = dg

(
ωg(s)

(
ξg(s),ηg(s)

))
[νg]. (3.8)

Proof. Let s ∈ S1. We consider the map evs : W k,2(S1,C) → C defined as evs(g) =
g(s). Its differential dgevs : W

k,2(S1,C) → C at g taken in the direction ξ ∈ Tg(LX) =
W k,2(S1,g∗TX) is dgevs[ξ] = ξ(s). In fact, we can write locally

dgevs[ξ] =
d (evs(g+ tξ))

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

=
d (g(s)+ tξ(s))

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

= ξ(s).

Let define Θ : LX →W k,2(S1,C) by Θ(g) = ωg(ξg,ηg) and Ks = evs ◦Θ, i.e

∀g ∈ LX, Ks(g) = ωg(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s)).

Then we have

[dg(ωg(ξg,ηg))] [νg](s) = dΘ(g)evs [dgΘ][νg] = dg (evs ◦Θ)[νg] =

= dgKs[νg] = dg
(
ωg(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s))

)
[νg]. (3.9)

�

By combining lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 we obtain the following equality.

ν(Ω(ξ,η))(g) =

∫

s∈S1
dg
(
ωg(s)

(
ξg(s),ηg(s)

))
[νg]ds. (3.10) (f-diff-4)

For the next computation we need the following technical Lemma.

Lemma 3.3. For s ∈ S1 we consider the map Ts : LX →X defined as Ts(g) = g(s). Then

∀ξ,ν ∈ Tg(LX), dgTs[ξ] = ξ(s) and d2gTs[ξ,ν] = 0

Proof. Let s ∈ S1. We consider the map Ts : LX → X defined as Ts(g) = g(s).
Its differential dTs(g) : Tg(LX) → Tg(s)X at g taken in the direction ξ ∈ Tg(LX) =
W k,2(S1,g∗TX) is

dgTs[ξ] = ξ(s) ∈ Tg(s)X.

Indeed, locally we can write

dgTs[ξ] =
dTs(g+ tξ)

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

=
d (g(s)+ tξ(s))

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

= ξ(s) ∈ Tg(s)X.

So we have

d2Ts[ξ,ν] =
d (dg+tνTs[ξ])

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

=
dξ(s)

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

= 0.

�

Take a chart (ϕ,U) on X containing g(s). In the image ϕ(U) = Ũ ⊂ Cn, ω̃ = (ϕ−1)∗ω
is given by

ω̃z =
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hij(z)dzi∧dzj,
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where (hij) is a Hermitian matrix. Then we have the following expression for the term in
the integral (3.10).

ωg(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s)) = ω̃ϕ(g(s))(dg(s)ϕ[ξg(s)],dg(s)ϕ[ηg(s)])

n∑

i,j=1

hij(ϕ(g(s)))dzi∧dz̄j
(
dg(s)ϕ[ξg(s)],dg(s)ϕ[ηg(s)]

)
(3.11)

Lemma 3.4. One has the following expression for the term under the integral in (3.10)

dg

(
ωg(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s))

)
[νg] = A+B−C.

Here

A=
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk
νkξiηj +

∂hij

∂zk
νkξiηj −

∂hij

∂zk
νkηiξj −

∂hij

∂zk
νkηiξj; (3.12)

As well as

B =
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hijd
2ϕi

(
ξ,ν
)
ηj +hijdξi[ν]ηj +hijξid2ϕj

(
η,ν
)
+hijξidηj[ν];

C =
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hijd2ϕj

(
ξ,ν
)
ηi+hijdξj[ν]ηi +hijξjd

2ϕi

(
η,ν
)
+hijξjdηi[ν]

where ζl stands for dzldg(s)ϕ[ζg(s)] with l ∈ {i, j,k} and ζ ∈ {ξ,η,ν} for simplificity, i.e.

ξi = dzidg(s)ϕ[ξg(s)] ηi = dzidg(s)ϕ[ηg(s)] νi = dzidg(s)ϕ[νg(s)]
ξj = dzjdg(s)ϕ[ξg(s)] ηj = dzjdg(s)ϕ[ηg(s)] νj = dzjdg(s)ϕ[νg(s)]
ξk = dzkdg(s)ϕ[ξg(s)] ηk = dzkdg(s)ϕ[ηg(s)] νk = dzkdg(s)ϕ[νg(s)].

As well d2ϕl(ζ,ζ
′) stands for dzld

2
g(s)ϕ(ζg(s), ζ

′
g(s)) and dζl[ζ

′] stands for dzldg(s)ϕdgζ [ζ
′](s)

with ζ,ζ ′ ∈ {ξ,η,ν} and l ∈ {i, j,k};

Proof. Write ωg(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s)) = (ϕ∗ω̃)g(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s)) =

= ω̃ϕ(Ts(g))

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ξg]],dTs(g)ϕ [dgTs[ηg]]

)

=
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hij

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
dzi∧dzj

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ξg]],dTs(g)ϕ [dgTs[ηg]]

)

=
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hij

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
dzi

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ξg]]

)
dzj

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ηg]]

)
− (3.13) (firstsum)

−
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hij

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
dzj

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ξg]]

)
dzi

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ηg]]

)
(3.14) (secondsum)

For the first sum (3.13) we have to diffrentiate with respect to g a product of three
functions (the second sum (3.14) is computed similarly):

(1) Dij : g 7→ hij

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
.

(2) Ei : g 7→ dzi

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ξg]]

)
.

(3) Fj : g 7→ dzj

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ηg]]

)
.

Using the chain rule on the differentiation by g on the direction ζ ∈ Tg(LX) we obtain
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(1) dghij

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
[ζ ] =

=
n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
dzk
[
dTs(g)ϕ [dgTs[ζ ]]

]
+

n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
dzk
[
dTs(g)ϕ [dgTs[ζ ]]

]

=
n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk

(
ϕ(g(s))

)
dzk
[
dg(s)ϕ[ζ(s)]

]
+

n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk

(
ϕ(g(s))

)
dzk
[
dg(s)ϕ[ζ(s)]

]

=
n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk
dg(s)ϕk[ζ(s)]+

n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk
dg(s)ϕk[ζ(s)]

=
n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk
ζk+

n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk
ζk.

(2)

dg

(
dzi

(
(dϕ)Ts(g)(dTs)gξg

))
[ζ ] = dzi

(
d2Ts(g)ϕ

(
dgTs[ξg],dgTs[ζ ]

)
+dTs(g)ϕ

[
dgTs

[
dgξ[ζ ]

]])

= dzi
(
d2g(s)ϕ

(
ξg(s), ζ(s)

)
+dg(s)ϕ

[
dgξ[ζ(s)]

])

= d2g(s)ϕi

(
ξg(s), ζ(s)

)
+dg(s)ϕi

[
dgξ[ζ(s)]

]

= d2ϕi

(
ξ,ζ
)
+dξi[ζ ]

(3) By the same way as 2,

dgdz̄j

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ηg]]

)
[ζ ] = dz̄j

(
d2Ts(g)ϕ

(
dgTs[ηg],dgTs[ζ ]

)
+dTs(g)ϕ

[
dgTs[dgη[ζ ]]

])

= dz̄j
(
d2g(s)ϕ

(
ηg(s), ζ(s)

)
+dg(s)ϕ

[
dgη[ζ ]

]
(s)
)

= d2
g(s)ϕj

(
ηg(s), ζ(s)

)
+dg(s)ϕj[dgη[ζ ](s)]

= d2ϕj

(
η,ζ
)
+dηj[ζ ]

Then we obtain

dg

(
hij

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
dzi

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ξg]]

)
dzj

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ηg]]

))
=

= dghij

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
[ζ ]dzi

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ξg]]

)
dzj

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ηg]]

)
+

+hij

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
dg

(
dzi

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ξg]]

))
[ζ ]dzj

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ηg]]

)
+

+hij

(
ϕ(Ts(g))

)
dzi

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ξg]]

)
dg

(
dzj

(
dTs(g)ϕ[dgTs[ηg]]

))

Then we compute

dg(DijEiFj) = dgDijEiFj +DijdgEiFj +DijEidgFj . (3.15) (dgDEF)

Summing all the terms we obtain our Lemma. �

According to (3.1) and (3.4) we have

dΩ(ξ,η,ν) = ξ(Ω(η,ν))−η(Ω(ξ,ν))+ν(Ω(ξ,η))−Ω([ξ,η],ν)−Ω([η,ν], ξ)+Ω([ξ,ν],η)

=

∫

s∈S1
d(ωg(s)(ηg(s),νg(s)))ξg−d(ωg(s)(ξg(s),νg(s)))ηg+d(ωg(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s)))νg−

−ωg(s)([ξ,η](s),ν(s))−ωg(s)([η,ν](s), ξ(s))+ωg(s)([ξ,ν](s),η(s))ds (3.16) (diff-5)
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Theorem 3.1. For every s ∈ S1 the expression under the integral (3.16) is equal to
(dω)g(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s),νg(s)), i.e.

dΩ(ξ,η,ν) =

∫

s∈S1
(dω)g(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s),ηg(s))ds.

Proof. Computing every terms of (3.16) as in the previous lemma we obtain (the terms
in the corresponding brackets cancel out)

d(ωg(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s)))νg =
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk
νkξiηj +

∂hij

∂zk
νkξiηj −

∂hij

∂zk
νkηiξj−

∂hij

∂zk
νkηiξj

+
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hijd
2ϕi

(
ξ,ν
)
ηj︸ ︷︷ ︸

1

+hijdξi[ν]ηj︸ ︷︷ ︸
A

+hijξid2ϕj

(
η,ν
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2

+hijξidηj[ν]︸ ︷︷ ︸
B

+
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

−hijd2ϕj

(
ξ,ν
)
ηi︸ ︷︷ ︸

3

−hijdξj[ν]ηi︸ ︷︷ ︸
H

−hijξjd
2ϕi

(
η,ν
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
4

−hijξjdηi[ν]︸ ︷︷ ︸
D

The same as previous, we compute

d(ωg(s)(ηg(s),νg(s)))ξg =
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk
ξkηiνj +

∂hij

∂zk
ξkηiνj −

∂hij

∂zk
ξkνiηj −

∂hij

∂zk
ξkνiηj

+
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hijd
2ϕi

(
η,ξ
)
νj︸ ︷︷ ︸

5

+hijdηi[ξ]νj︸ ︷︷ ︸
C

+hijηid2ϕj

(
ν,ξ
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
3

+hijηidνj [ξ]︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

+
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

−hijd2ϕj

(
η,ξ
)
νi︸ ︷︷ ︸

6

−hijdηj[ξ]νi︸ ︷︷ ︸
J

−hijηjd
2ϕi

(
ν,ξ
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

−hijηjdνi[ξ]︸ ︷︷ ︸
G

and the third term

d(ωg(s)(ξg(s),νg(s)))ηg =
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

n∑

k=1

∂hij

∂zk
ηkξiνj +

∂hij

∂zk
ηkξiνj −

∂hij

∂zk
ηkνiξj−

∂hij

∂zk
ηkνiξj

+
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hijd
2ϕi

(
ξ,η
)
νj︸ ︷︷ ︸

5

+hijdξi[η]νj︸ ︷︷ ︸
E

+hijξid2ϕj

(
ν,η
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
2

+hijξidνj [η]︸ ︷︷ ︸
L

+
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

−hijd2ϕj

(
ξ,η
)
νi︸ ︷︷ ︸

6

−hijdξj[η]νi︸ ︷︷ ︸
K

−hijξjd
2ϕi

(
ν,η
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
4

−hijξjdνi[η]︸ ︷︷ ︸
F

The commutator terms

ωg(s)([ξ,η](s),ν(s)) =
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hijdηi[ξ]νj︸ ︷︷ ︸
C

−hijdξi[η]νj︸ ︷︷ ︸
E

−hijdηj[ξ]νi︸ ︷︷ ︸
J

+hijdξj[η]νi︸ ︷︷ ︸
K

(3.17)

ωg(s)([η,ν](s), ξ(s)) =
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hijdνi[η]ξj︸ ︷︷ ︸
F

−hijdηi[ν]ξj︸ ︷︷ ︸
D

−hijdνj [η]ξi︸ ︷︷ ︸
L

+hijdηj[ν]ξi︸ ︷︷ ︸
B

(3.18)

ωg(s)([ξ,ν](s),η(s)) =
i

2

n∑

i,j=1

hijdνi[ξ]ηj︸ ︷︷ ︸
G

−hijdξi[ν]ηj︸ ︷︷ ︸
A

−hijdνj [ξ]ηi︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

+hijdξj[ν]ηi︸ ︷︷ ︸
H

(3.19)
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Then computing the sum according to the sign in (3.16) gives us

dΩ(ξ,η,ν) =

∫

S1

(dω)(ξ(s),η(s),ν(s)))ds

�

Then we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1. If (X,h) is Kähler then (LX,H) is Kähler as well.

Proof. Since dω = 0 then dΩ = 0. �

4. LP1 versus P(l2) model.
ex-LP1

Let us consider the loop space LP1 = W 1,2(S1,P1) on the Riemann sphere. Let h
be the Herimitian metric associated to the Fubini-Study metric. We can endow LP1

by the Hermitian metric constructed over the Fubini-Study metric defined as (2.1). By
completeness of P1 the Hilbert manifold LP1 is complete. Let us prove that it is not
bounded. Consider two loops f,g ∈ LP1 defined by f : eiθ ∈ S1 7→ [1 : 0] and g : eiθ 7→
[cos (nθ) : sin(nθ)] = [1 : tan(nθ)]. The geodesic joining f and g may not exists since LX
is infinite dimensional, see [L2]. Nevertheless we can compute the geodesic distance by
taking the infimum over the paths joining f and g. Let consider such a path γ, i.e.

∀s ∈ S
1, γs(0) = f(s) and γs(1) = g(s).

The length of the path L(γ) is given by

L(γ) =

∫ 1

0

√
Hγ(t)(γ̇(t), γ̇(t))dt=

∫ 1

0

√
1

2π

∫

s∈S1
hγs(t)(γ̇s(t), γ̇s(t))dsdt

>

∫ 1

0

∫

s∈S1

√
hγs(t)(γ̇s(t), γ̇s(t))dsdt ( by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality )

=

∫

s∈S1

∫ 1

0

√
hγs(t)(γ̇s(t), γ̇s(t))dsdt=

∫

s∈S1
l(γs)ds

where l(γs) stands for the length of the path γs joining f(s) to g(s) in P1. Let denote by
distP1 the distance on P1 given by the Fubini-Study metric h. We have that

∀s ∈ S
1, l(γs)> distP1(f(s),g(s)).
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Then we can finish the computing.

L(γ) >

∫

S1

distP1(f(s),g(s))ds=
1

2π

∫ 2π

θ=0

∫ 1

0

|tan(nθ)|

1+ t2 (tan(nθ))2
dtdθ

>
1

2π

4n−1∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)π
2n

kπ
2n

∫ 1

0

|tan(nθ)|

1+ t2 (tan(nθ))2
dtdθ

>
1

2π

4n−1∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)π
2n

kπ
2n

∫ 1

0

(−1)ktan(nθ)

1+ t2 (tan(nθ))2
dtdθ

>
1

2π

4n−1∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)π
2n

kπ
2n

(−1)k arctan(tan(nθ))dθ

>
1

2π

4n−1∑

k=0

π

2
=

2nπ

2π
= n

By taking the infimum length L(γ) over all the paths γ in LP1 joining f to g we obtain

distLP1(f,g)> n−−−−→
n→+∞

+∞ (4.1)

So LP1 is not bounded.
Now let us study the manifold P(l2). Endowed with its Fubini-Study metric, P(l2) is

bounded. Recall the Fubini-Study form in P(l2)

ω =
i

2

(
1

‖w‖2

∞∑

k=0

dwk∧dw̄k−
1

‖w‖4

∞∑

k=0

w̄kdwk∧

∞∑

k=0

wkdw̄k

)
= ddc ln(‖w‖2)

where w are homogeonous coordinates. The unitary group U(l2) = {L ∈ L(l2) | LL∗ = Id}
acts holomorphically and transitively on P(l2). Morevoer U(l2) preserves the Fubini-Study
form. Take two points [p] and [q] in P(l2) and consider a chart U that contains these two
points. One can suppose that U = U0 and ‖p‖= 1.

Consider an orthonormal basis of Vect(p,q)⊥ denoted by (vj)j∈[[3,+∞[[ and use the Gram-
Schmidt algorithm on p and q. Then v1 = p and v2 = α(q− < q,p > p) with α =

‖q−< q,p > p‖−1. Therefore (vj)j∈N∗ is an orthonormal Hilbert basis of l2. Let (ej)j∈N∗

be the canonical basis of l2 and then we can define L ∈ L(l2) by L(ei) = vj . L is
unitary and L−1(q) = γe2 + δe1. In P(l2) coordinates L∗ · [p] = [L∗p] = [1 : 0 : . . . ] and
L∗ · [q] = [L∗q] = [γ : δ : 0 : . . . ] = [1 : δ

γ
: 0 : . . . ] if γ 6= 0. The case γ = 0 means that p and

q are orthogonal. Then we can take a sequence of points (qn)n non orthogonal to p and
converging to q. Then we replace q by qn in the following and compute the limit at the
end.

Therefore in U0 we brought p to the origin and q in Vect(e1). Consider the path γ
defined by γ(t) = t for t ∈ [0,R] where γ(R) = q. On the chart U0 one has ω0 =
ddc ln(1+

∑∞
k=1 |z

0
k|

2).

dist([p], [q]) =

∫ R

0

√
ωγ(t)(γ′(t),γ′(t))dt=

∫ R

0

√
1

1+ t2
−

t2

(1+ t2)2
dt=

∫ R

0

dt

1+ t2

Then dist(p,q) = arctan(R)6 π
2
. So P(l2) is bounded.
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Second, we remark that P(l2) is complete. Take ([wn])n a Cauchy sequence in P(l2).
Then there exists n0 such that for every n,m > n0 the distance dist([wn], [wm]) < 1

4
.

Therefore for every n > n0 the point [wn] is in the ball BP(l2)([wn0],
1
4
) of P(l2). Since the

distance is less that 1/4 the sequence ([wn])n>n0 is in the same chart and we can suppose
that the chart is (U0,h0). Let denote [wn] = [1 : w̃n]. Therefore h0(BP(l2)([wn0 ],

1
4
)) is an

open ball of l2 that is complete and the sequence h0([wn]) converge to some w. Consider
then h−1

0 (w) = [1 : w] ∈ P(l2). Then consider n such that the path γ : [0,1]→ P(l2) defined
by γ(t) = [1;wt+(1− t)w̃n] does not pass to [1 : 0 : . . . ]. Since

ωγ(t)(γ
′(t),γ′(t)) = ‖γ(t)‖2‖γ′(t)‖−〈γ(t),γ′(t)〉〈γ′(t),γ(t)〉

‖γ(t)‖4

= 1
‖γ(t)‖4

〈 ‖γ(t)‖2 γ′(t)−〈γ′(t),γ(t)〉γ(t) , γ′(t) 〉

6
‖‖γ(t)‖2γ′(t)−〈γ′(t),γ(t)〉γ(t)‖

‖γ(t)‖4
‖γ′(t)‖6 2‖γ′(t)‖2

‖γ(t)‖2

(4.2)

one can write dist([1 : w̃n], [1 : w]) 6 C ‖w̃n−w‖ where C > 0. Therefore the sequence
(wn)n converges to [1 : w] in P(l2) and it is complete.

5. Distance on the loop space
DIS-LOOP

Let us consider X a finite dimensional complex Kähler manifold with h its Hermitian
metric and ∇ the unique connection compatible with h (the Levi-Civita connection). In
this context, a path γ is a geodesic if it satisfies the geodesic equation

∇γ̇(t)γ̇(t) = 0. (5.1)

Let g ∈ LX . For a vector field ξ on LX and a smooth function α on LX , there exist an
induced vector field ξ̂ on X along g and a smooth function α̂ on X such that

∀s ∈ S
1, ξ̂(g(s)) = ξg(s) and α̂(g(s)) = α(g). (5.2)

Then we can define a connection ∇̃ on the loop space LX by the following. For two
vector fields ξ and ν, we have ∇̃νξ : LX → T (LX) such that

∀g ∈ LX, ∇̃νξ(g) =
(
s 7→ ∇ν̂ ξ̂(g(s))

)
∈ Tg(LX) =W k,2(S1,g∗TX) (5.3)

Proposition 5.1. ∇̃ is a connection on LX.

Proof. Let g ∈ LX . For any smooth function α and vector fields ξ, η on LX

∀s ∈ S
1,
(
∇̃αξη

)
g
(s) =∇

α̂ξ
η̂(g(s)) = α̂(g(s))∇ξ̂η̂(g(s)) = α(g)

(
∇̃ξη

)
g
(s)

It satisfies the Leibniz rule: Let g ∈ LX . For all s ∈ S1

(
∇̃ξ(αη)

)
g
(s) = ∇ξ̂(α̂η)(g(s)) = dg(s)α̂

[
ξ̂(g(s))

]
η̂(g(s))+ α̂(g(s))∇ξ̂η̂(g(s))

= dgα[ξg]ηg(s)+α(g)
(
∇̃ξη

)
g
(s)

�

Proposition 5.2. The connecion ∇̃ satifies the two following properties.

(1) ∇̃ is compatible with the metric H defined in (2.1).
(2) ∇̃ is torsion free, i.e. ∇ξη−∇ηξ− [ξ,η] = 0.

Proof.
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(1) For g ∈ LX and ξ,η,ν vector fields on LX

Hg(∇̃νξ,η)+Hg(ξ,∇̃νη) =

∫

s∈S1
hg(s)

(
∇ν̂ ξ̂(g(s)),ηg(s)

)
+hg(s)

(
ξg(s),∇ν̂ η̂(g(s))

)
ds

=

∫

s∈S1
ν̂
(
hg(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s))

)
(g(s))ds=

∫

s∈S1
ν
(
hg(s)(ξg(s),ηg(s))

)
(g)ds

= ν
(
H(ξ,η)

)
(g) by (3.4) (5.4)

(2) For g ∈ LX and for all s ∈ S1

(∇̃ξη)g(s)− (∇̃ηξ)g(s)− [ξ,η]g(s) =∇ξ̂η̂(g(s))−∇η̂ξ̂(g(s))− [ξ̂, η̂](g(s)) = 0

Since ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection on X .

�

By the fundamental theorem of riemannian geometry, ∇̃ is the Levi-Civita connection
on LX . Thus we can state the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Let f and g two loops on LX and let γ be a path joining them, i.e.

∀s ∈ S
1, γs(0) = f(s) and γs(1) = g(s).

γ is a geodesic on LX if and only if for all s ∈ S1, γs is a geodesic on X joining f(s) and
g(s).

Proof. The path γ satisfies the geodesic equation :

∇̃γ̇(t)γ̇(t) = 0 ⇐⇒ ∀s ∈ S
1,∇γ̇s(t)γ̇s(t) = 0

�
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