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Abstract

This paper bridges synthetic and classical differential geometry by investigating the metrizability
and dynamics of Weil bundles. For a smooth, compact manifold M and a Weil algebra A, we prove
that the manifold M*A of A-points admits a canonical, weighted metric d,, that encodes both
base-manifold geometry and infinitesimal deformations. Our approach relies on constructions and
methods of local and global analysis. Key results include: (1). Metrization: 9,, induces a complete
metric topology on M. (2). Path Lifting: Curves lift from M to M# while preserving topological
invariants. (3). Dynamics: Fixed-point theorems for diffeomorphisms on M# connected to stability
analysis. (4). Topological Equivalence: H*(M#A) = H*(M) and 7,(M*) = m,(M).
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1 Introduction

Weil bundles, introduced by André Weil, provide a powerful generalization of jet spaces and a rig-
orous foundation for synthetic differential geometry [, [6]. Unlike traditional approaches relying on
limits, Weil bundles enable a direct and axiomatic treatment of infinitesimal quantities, leading to a
coordinate-free synthetic calculus on manifolds. This framework offers new perspectives on classical
differential geometry problems and open doors to novel applications. For example, the ability of Weil
bundles to encode higher-order geometric information makes them valuable in geometric mechanics for
modeling complex systems and in machine learning for constructing more informative latent spaces.
However, the metrizability of M# is non-trivial, as it requires reconciling the discrete nature of nilpo-
tent elements with the continuous structure of the underlying manifold. Furthermore, understanding
dynamics on M allows us to generalize classical stability analysis by considering not only the stability
of points but also the stability of infinitesimal neighborhoods. This paper investigates the metrizabil-
ity and dynamical properties of Weil bundles. Our investigation yields several results that advance
the theory of Weil bundles.

*tchuiagas@gmail.com
"moussa.koivogui@esatic.ci
#fidele.balibuno@unikin.ac


http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.17945v3

e Metrization: For a smooth, compact manifold M and a Weil algebra A, we prove that the
manifold M of A-points admits a canonical, weighted, complete metric 9,, that encodes both
base-manifold geometry and infinitesimal deformations (Lemma B Theorem [B.2)).

e Path Lifting: We provide a constructive method for lifting curves from the base manifold M to
the Weil bundle M4, demonstrating that this lifting process preserves fundamental topological
invariants such as connectedness and simple connectedness (Lemma B.7]).

e Dynamics: We characterize fixed points of diffeomorphisms on M4 (Lemma B Lemma E2)).

e Topological Equivalence: Analyzing the Leray spectral sequence, we establish a strong topolog-
ical equivalence between M and M#, proving that H*(M#A) = H*(M) and m.(M*) = 7, (M)
(Theorems and [5.4]). This highlights that Weil bundles, while encoding infinitesimal infor-
mation, do not alter the essential global topology. Theorem [5.1] which allows us to transfer a
wide range of properties from Dif f(M) to Dif f(M™A).

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Weil Algebras and Infinitesimal Structures

Synthetic differential geometry provides an axiomatic framework for infinitesimals by enriching smooth
manifolds with nilpotent elements. Central to this framework are Weil algebras, which formalize
higher-order infinitesimal neighborhoods.

Definition 2.1. [7] A Weil algebra A is a finite-dimensional, commutative, associative, unital R-
algebra of the form A = R @ A, where A is a maximal ideal satisfying A*+! = 0 for some k > 1.

Example 2.2. e The algebra A; = Rle]/(¢?) models first-order infinitesimals. Its elements are
dual numbers a + be, where €2 = 0. This corresponds to the tangent space T, M at a point
reM.

e The algebra A, = Re]/(¢*1) encodes k-th order jets, with e*+1 = 0.

Weil algebras act as algebraic proxies for infinitesimal neighborhoods, enabling coordinate-free
calculus. Their maximal ideal A (nilpotent) represents ”infinitesimally small” quantities, while the
quotient A /A = R recovers the base point.

2.2  Weil Bundles
2.2.1 Infinitely near points

Let M be a smooth manifold of dimension m, and let I(z) C C°°(M) denote the ideal of smooth
functions on M that vanish at a point 2 € M. For each natural number k, we denote by Z¥(z) the
ideal of smooth functions vanishing at x, along with all their derivatives up to order k. These ideals
are related to jet spaces, as demonstrated by the isomorphism

JE(M,R) := C®(M)/T*(z) =~ R[[X1, ..., Xu)]/(X1, -, X,)FTL = Wk,

where J¥ (M, R) is the space of k—jets of functions from M to R at x, and W} is a truncated polynomial
algebra. This isomorphism implies that for any given formal power series .S, there exists a smooth
function f whose Taylor expansion near x is precisely S.



Definition 2.3. Let M be a smooth manifold and A a Weil algebra. An infinitely near point to
x € M of kind A is a smooth morphism of R-algebras ¢ : C*°(M) — A = R @ A such that the
following diagram commutes:

R A

y PR

C>®(M) x R,

where ev, is the evaluation map, defined by ev,(f) := f(z), and prg is the projection onto the real
part of A.

This definition captures the idea of studying functions on M in an infinitesimal neighborhood of
the point . The morphism ¢ maps functions on M to elements of the Weil algebra A, effectively
probing the infinitesimal structure around z. Let MZ# denote the set of all infinitely near points to
x € M of kind A. Each element ¢ € M can be expressed as

C(f) :ev$(f)+LC(f)7 (2'1)

where Ly : C*°(M) — A is a linear map satisfying the Leibniz rule:

Le(fg+ Ah) = Le(f)g(x) + f(x)Le(g) + Le(f) Le(g) + ALc(h), (2.2)

for all f,g,h € C>°(M) and A € R (see Morimoto [6]). This Leibniz rule reflects the algebraic structure
of the Weil algebra and the way infinitely near points interact with function multiplication.

2.2.2 Weil bundles as manifolds

Given a manifold M and a Weil algebra A, we can construct the Weil bundle M4, which consists
of all infinitely near points to M of kind A. There exists a natural projection map ma : MA — M,
mapping each infinitely near point to its base point. The triple (M, 7, M) equipped with the bundle
topology, is known as the bundle of A-points near to points in M. The following proposition provides
a way to construct Weil bundles.

Proposition 2.4. [6] Let M be a smooth manifold and A a Weil algebra. The collection M* of
all infinitely near points of M is a smooth manifold. If V is a vector space, then VA ~ V &g A.
Furthermore, we have (M x N)* ~ MA x NA.

2.3 Local coordinates on M#

The goal of this section is to explicitly define local charts for M#, as these are essential for this work.

2.3.1 M?A as an A-manifold

Assume that dim M = m and dim A = [. Then, the A-dimension of M is m. Let € M, and let
(U, :== (¢1,-+ ,0m)) be a local chart on M around z. Also, let a1,...,q; be a fixed basis of the
Weil algebra A. Then, we can define a map ¢* : 7,1 (U) — A™, ¢+ (e(¢1),--,6(¢m)). This map
¢ is a diffeomorphism, which shows that (7‘(’;1((] ), »™) is a local chart on M# around . Thus, M4
is an A-manifold of dimension m.

2.3.2 M?A as a Real-manifold

Let € € M2, so e € M2 for some 2 € M. Let x € M, and choose a chart (U, é1,...,¢n) on M
around z. We can express €(¢;) with respect to the basis {a,...,q;} as €(¢;) = ZLZI xik(€)ag, for
each ¢ = 1,...,m, where the x;;(¢) are real numbers. Thus, we can construct a local chart on M A as



(7N U), 11, -+ T 1, T12, -+ - T2y -+ s T1Ly - - - Tynyg)- Without loss of generality, we can assume that
a1 = 1a is the multiplicative identity in A. At first glance, it might appear that this chart depends
on the choice of e. However, we can show that this is not the case. For any €, with u = 1,2, we have

rij(e1) = wij(e2) + a;(til —th), (2.3)

where €,(¢;) = ¢i(x) + ti, for u = 1,2, and o : A — R, is the dual element of oj. On the other

hand, we can write €,(¢;) = ¢;(z) + %, = 21 (€y) + Zzi:m;A) x;k(€)ay, which implies

for all i = 1,...,m. Combining (Z3) and Z4) yields ¢} = t}, for all i = 1,...,m. Therefore, the
chart (7=1(U), L1y L1y 1,2, - - T2y -+, L1 - - - Tyy) depends only on x, and not on the specific

choice of € € 7= 1(U).

2.3.3 Example: Coordinate transitions on (R2)Eld/(<")

To illustrate coordinate transitions, consider the case where M = R? and A = R[e]/(¢®), where €3 = 0.

This Weil algebra encodes second-order infinitesimal information.

A-Coordinates

Let (U, ¢ = (x,y)) and (V,9¥ = (u,v)) be two overlapping charts on R?, where x,y are the standard

coordinates and u = 22, v = y + 2. Then, on the overlap U NV, we have the transition map:

Yoo x,y) = (22,5 + x). Now, consider the Weil bundle (R2)RI/(€) pick ¢ € (R2)REH/() With
respect to the chart (U, ¢), we have A-valued coordinates: (£(x),&(y)) = (zo+x1e+12€2, yo+y1e+yae?),
where xg, 1, T2, Y0, y1,y2 € R. Similarly, with respect to (V, ), we have:

(€(u),&(v)) = (ug + ure + uge?, vg + vie + voe?). The transition map in A-valued coordinates is given
by: (&(u),&(v)) = (&(z?),&(y + z)). Expanding this, we get:

E(u) = (zo 4 z1€ + 12€%)? = 22 + 2xx1€ + (22070 + 27) €2,

£(v) = (yo + y1e + y2e?) + (zo + z1€ + 26%) = (Yo + T0) + (Y1 + 71)€ + (y2 + 22)€.

Thus, the coordinate transition is:
( _ 2 2 2 2
ug, U1, U2, Vo, V1,v2) = (2§, 22021, 2T0T2 + 1, Yo + o, Y1 + T1, Y2 + x2).

Real-Coordinates

In real-valued coordinates, £ is represented as (xg, x1, x2,Yo,y1,y2) in the chart (U, ¢) and as
(up, ug,uz, vo, v1,v2) in the chart (V). The transition between these real-valued coordinates is given

by the same expressions we derived above:
— 2 _ _ 2
ug = x5, U1 = 2T0T1, U2 = 2T0T2 + T7,

Vo ="Yo+To, VI=Y1+T1, V2=1y2+ Ta.

This example illustrates how the coordinate transition in the Weil bundle is determined by the
transition map on the base manifold, along with the algebraic structure of the Weil algebra.

The following proposition describes the relationship between the boundary of the base manifold
M and the boundary of the Weil bundle M#.



Proposition 2.5. Let M be a smooth manifold with boundary and A o Weil algebra. Then, regarding
M* as a real manifold, we have d(M*™) # 0, and \J,cgpy M2 C O(M™). In other words, if you are
in the fibers over points of OM then you lie on the boundary too.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we equip A with a fixed basis 14,...,q;. Assume that OM # 0,
and pick a point © € 9M. Then, there exists a chart (U, x1,...,Zqim ) on M such that z1(z) = 0.
Now, consider an infinitely near point £ € M. We can express &(x;) as

dim A

§(zi) = Z zij(§)a; = zi(w)1a + Le (i),

j=1
for each i = 1,...,dim M. Thus, x;1(§) = x;(x) for all ¢, which implies that z11(§) = z1(z) =
This shows that OMA # ) (since the coordinate x1; vanishes), and that dim(OM#) = dim M4 — 1.
Furthermore, it follows that J,csy M2 C O(MA). O

3 Topologies on M4

To study the topological properties of M#, we will introduce a metric that is compatible with its
manifold structure. This will allow us to use tools from analysis to investigate properties such as
completeness and connectedness. Assume that oy = 1A, @9, ..., qq is a basis of A such that as,...,q
forms a basis of the maximal ideal .A. We equip the vector space A with a norm || - ||a.

3.1 Weighted norms

To define a suitable metric on M#, we first introduce the concept of a weighted norm on the Weil
algebra A. This allows us to control the relative importance of the infinitesimal directions in the Weil
algebra. Let w = (wq,...,w;) be a vector of positive real numbers, representing the weights for the
infinitesimal directions. This choice of weights provides a scaling when considering infinitesimals. For
an element a € A, written as a = aja; + - - - + a;ay, the weighted norm ||al|,, is defined as:

l
E a;W; 0
i=2

where || - ||a is a norm on A. The weighted norm || - ||,, assigns a weight of 1 to the real part of the

; (3.1)
A

lallw = laa] +

WEeil algebra and scales the infinitesimal part by the weights w. The weighted norm can be supported
by the fact that in many geometric and physical applications, different infinitesimal directions may
have different physical scales or significance.

3.2 Controlling the maps f — L¢(f)

To establish the metrizability of M#, it is crucial to show that the linear map f — L¢(f) is, in some
sense, controlled by the function’s size. Assume that M is compact.

Local coordinates

Let (U ¢ = (x',...,2™)) be a chart on M centered at x € M (i.e., ¢(x) = 0). For £ € M2, the
1

coordinates of £ are defined as: €' := (') fori = 1,...,m. Since z'(z) = 0, we have L¢(z') =
£(2%) — 2'(z) = € € A. For a smooth function f € C*(M), we have:
1 . .
Le(f)= > ppdf@)e (32)
1<Jijl<k "
where: i = (iy,...,i,) is a multi-index with |i| = r, 9'f(z) = %(:ﬂ), and € = €1 ... €. Now,

we consider two function spaces:



1. The unit ball with uniform bound on derivatives:

BL(M) = {f € C%°(M) : max sup |9\ f(z)| < 1},

i<k zeM

where k& matches the order of A.
2. The standard unit ball with the uniform supremum norm:
By(M) = {f € C(M,R) : |flo <1},
where | flo 1= sup,ens [ f(2)]-
Let 9, € M*. We define two pseudo-metrics on M4

1. Using the C*-unit ball:

0u(V, ) = dg(ma(V), ma(e)) +  sup [|Ly(f) = Le(f)lw, (3:3)
FEBL(M)

2. Using factorial decay weights: Suppose w; ~ ﬁ , let us define factorial decay in the weights
W = (w1, ..., w;) such that wy = 1/[ifl.

0w(0,¢) = dg(ma(V),male)) + sup |[[Lo(f) — Le(f)llw, (3.4)
feBg(M)

where d, is the Riemannian distance on M.

Lemma 3.1. Let M be a smooth compact manifold equipped with a Riemannian metric g and A a
Weil algebra. With the above notation, consider d,, and ¥y defined in (3.3) and ([37), then :

1. The function d,, and dg define metrics on M™A.
2. The topology induced by either function are equivalent.

3. The topology induced by each metric is equivalent to the standard manifold topology on M*™.

Proof. Verify that 0, and 0 are Metrics. We must verify the properties of a metric: non-
negativity, symmetry, triangle inequality, and identity of indiscernibles.

Non-negativity and Symmetry. Both 0,, and 0z are non-negative because both d, and the supre-
mum terms are non-negative by construction. Symmetry holds because dy (0, ) = d4(e,?) and

Sl}p Loy (f) = Le(f)llw = Sl}p I Le(f) = Lo(f)lws

since taking the absolute value inside the norm makes the differences symmetric.
Triangle Inequality. For ¥,e,( € MA, we need to show that 9,(19,¢) < 0,(0,€) 4 duw(e, ). We
have:

0w (9,¢) = dg(m(9), 7(¢)) + sup | Ly(f) = Lc(f)lw-
feBl(M)

By the triangle inequality for d,, we can split the Riemannian distance term:
dg(m (1), (C)) < dg(m(9),7(€)) + dg(m(e), m(C))-
Using the linearity of L¢, we have Ly(f) — L¢(f) = (Lo(f) — Le(f)) + (Le(f) — L¢(f)). Thus,

sup || Ly(f) = Le(F)llw < sup ([ Lo(f) = Le(H)llw + sup  [[Le(f) = Le(f)lluw-
feB (M) feB) (M) feB) (M)

Combining these inequalities, we obtain 0., (9, () < 0, (1, &) 4+ 04 (e, (). The same argument applies to
[



Identity of indiscernibles:

If 0,(¥,¢) =0, then d (71'(’19),71‘(6)) =0 = 7(¥) =m(e) =z for some z € M, and

subycaon 1Eo(0) = (Pl =0 = 1Eo(f) = L)l = 0 fox all 1 € BL(O). T spls
Ly(f) = Le(f) for all f € BL(M). Since ¥ = ev, + Ly and € = ev, + Le, the fact that Ly(f) = Lc(f)
for all f € %,1?( ) implies ¢ = €. A similar argument holds for 3. Therefore, 0,, and g satisfy all
the properties of a metric.

Show topological equivalence of 0,, and 03: The metrics 0, and 0 differ only in the weighted
norms || - ||, and || - |l Since A is a finite-dimensional vector space over R (because A1 = 0), all
norms on A are equivalent. Therefore, there exist constants C7,Cy > 0 such that:

Cillallw < llallw < Callally  Va € A.

This norm equivalence ensures that 9,, and 0z generate the same topology. Specifically, for any
9,6 € MA, we have: C10,(0,¢) < 0g(0,¢) < Cody (¥, ). This implies that if a sequence of points
converges to ¥ with respect to 0., it also converges to 9 with respect to 0, and vice versa.

Align the metric topology with the standard manifold topology: Now, we need to show that
a sequence {&, } converges to £ with respect to the metric 9, if and only if it converges to & with respect
to the original manifold topology on M4, Suppose {£,} is a sequence of points in M4 such that &, — £
as n — oo with respect to the original topology. This means that for any open neighborhood Uy of
€ in M#, there exists an integer ng such that &, € Ue for all n > ng. Consider the decompositions
§n = €Urpa(en) T+ Le,, and € = evr, () + Le. Since ma is continuous, the sequence z, = A (§n)
converges to ma (§) =: x € M with respect to the metric dy. Since M is compact, there exists a local
chart (U, (x1,...,Zqim p)) around z such that (WKI(U), (245 (€))1<j<dim A,1<i<dim M) forms a local chart
around &. Here, x;;(£) represents the j-th component of L¢(x;) in some basis of the Weil algebra A.
The manifold topology implies that x;;(&,) — 2;;(§) as n — oo for each (7,j), where the convergence
occurs in R. This convergence x;;(&,) — x4;(§) is precisely the convergence Lg, (x;) — L¢(x;) in A.
Equation (2.2)) can be used to deduce that for each i and each natural number X, L¢, (z) — Lg(xf‘)
as n — oo. Now, consider the Taylor expansion of a smooth function f € B}.(M) near ma () = =

F@) = 1@+ Y @)y - o)+ Ry,

|
1§|i\§k‘ i

where the remainder Ry vanishes when acted on by the linear map and k£ matches the order of A.
With this information, the norm ||L¢, (f) — Le(f)|lw can be estimated as

ILe, (f) = Le(Dllw =1 Y H,@f(wn)Lsn( d)— Y (@)L e(@)ll.

|
1<[il<k 1<[i|<k i

Because the chart is smooth, the function is smooth and z,, — = we know that 0'f(xy) — 0'f(x).
Therefore 0,,(&,,,&) — 0 for n — oco. Conversely, assume that 9,,(§,,£) — 0 as n — oco. This implies
that dg(ma(&n),ma(€)) — 0, so ma(&,) — ma(§) in M. Also, it implies that SUDfel (M) | Le, (f) —
L¢(f)]|w — 0. Since convergence in the manifold topology is defined chartwise, it is enough to consider
coordinate functions: ||Lg, (z;) — Le(23)|lw < SUD fess! (1) | Le, (f) = Le(f)llw — 0. But L, (x;) and
L¢(x;) are precisely the components of &, and ¢ in the local chart around . Hence, &, — £ in the
manifold topology. We have shown that 0, is a metric on M# and that the metric topology induced
by 0., is equivalent to the manifold topology on M#A. Therefore, M is metrizable.

O

Theorem 3.2. If M is a compact, connected, smooth manifold equipped with a Riemannian metric,
and A is a Weil algebra, then the metric space (MA,Ow) is complete.



Proof. Let {&.} be a Cauchy sequence in (M*,9,,). This means that for any ¢ > 0, there exists a
natural number N such that for all m, k > N, we have: 0,(&,, &) < €. Our goal is to show that {&x}
converges to a limit in M*. The projection map ma : (MA,2,) — (M,d,) is 1—Lipschitz, meaning
that dy(ma (&), 7a(n)) < 0w(&,n), for all £,n € MA. Therefore, for any € > 0, if m,k > N, we have:

dg(ma(Em), A (Er)) < 0w (Ems&r) <€

This shows that the sequence yj, := ma (&) is a Cauchy sequence in (M, dy). Since M is compact, it
is complete. Therefore, the Cauchy sequence {yx} converges to some limit § € M. Now, we need to
show that the infinitely near parts of the & also converge. To do this, we consider the map

M (M x CX(M),d) = (A, |llw), (& F) = Le(f),

where d* := 0, + |.|o is a metric on the Cartesian product M4 x C°°(M) and |.|o is the uniform
supremum metric. To prepare our analysis, show that the map M is 1-Lipschitz. Alternatively,
consider some elements &, ¢ € M? and f,g € C°°(M). Then compute,

IM(F,6) = Mg, Ollw = 1Le(f) = Le(9)lw < d*((f,€), (9,€))-

For each f € C°°(M), the sequence 6, := M (&, f) = Lg, (f) is a Cauchy sequence in A. (Because
{€&.} is Cauchy in M and M is Lipschitz.) The Weil algebra A is finite dimensional, it is complete
guaranteeing that 0y = M (&, f) converges to some u(f) € A for each f. By construction, the limit

w(f) satisfies the adapted Leibniz rule u(fg+ Ah) = pu(f)g(y) + f(w)p(g) + v(f)p(g) + Au(h), for all
f,g,h € C®(M), and A € R. Therefore, the map £(f) := f(3) + u(f) belongs to M; Finally, we

show that 9, (£, &) — 0 as k — co. This completes the proof that (M#,9,,) is complete. O
Feature Carnot-Carathéodory Metrics Metric 0y,
Primary Motion Constraints Infinitesimal Structure
Focus
Construction Path Optimization Direct Formula
Geometry Singular Riemannian-like (Anisotropic)

Completeness Generally Incomplete (unless Complete (when M is compact, Riemannian)
compact or strong bracket-
generating assumptions)
Advantages FEnforcing Constraints Analytical Tractability, Infinitesimal Encoding
Limitations Computationally Complex Relies on Base Metric, Limited Constraints

Table 1: Comparison of Carnot-Carathéodory Metrics and 0,

Remark 3.3. The choice of factorial decay effectively dampens the contribution of higher-order deriva-
tives, preventing the supremum from diverging. Without the weighted norm, the supremum term
SUD el (A1) | Ly (f) — Le(f)||w can diverges due to unbounded derivatives. Functions in B}(M) can
have arbitrarily large derivatives (e.g., f,(z) = sin(nz) on M = S, with |f,|o < 1 but 9, f, ~ n?).

3.3 Lifting of curves

In this section, we investigate how curves in the base manifold M can be lifted to curves in the
Weil bundle MA. This will allow us to relate the topological properties of M to those of M. Let
€1,€2 € MA. We consider two cases:



Case 1: ¢; and ¢y lie in the same fiber. Suppose that 1,69 € Mf for some © € M, with
e1(f) = f(z) + L1(f) and e2(f) = f(x) + La(f). Then, we can define a path ¢; in M2 by

ei(f) = f(2) + (L =) Lo (f) + tLa(f)),

for all t € [0,1] and all f € C>®(M,R). It is easy to verify that &y € M2 for all ¢.

Case 2: ¢; and g9 lie in different fibers. Suppose that 1 € Mf and g9 € M?f with e1(f) =
f(z) + L(f) and ea(f) = f(y) + G(f) for some x,y € M. Let v be a smooth curve in M from x
to y. We can define a path e,(t) € M"’Et) by: e, (t)(f) = f(v(®)) + (1 — t)L(f) + tG(f)), for all

g
f € C>®(M,R) and for each t € [0,1]. Let {t;} C [0, 1] be a sequence that converges to s. Then,

0w (e(t)),84(s)) = dg(v(t;),7(s)) + sup  [[(1=E5)L(f)+,G(f)) = ((1=8)L{f) = sG(f))|w> (3.5)

fFEBL(M)
=dg(v(tj),v(s)) + sup |[[(s = ;) L(f) + (=s + t;)G(f)|lw
feBL(M)
=dy(v(tj),7(s)) + sup (L — G)(h)]w,

he®B, 7 (M)

for j sufficiently large and fixed, where %llc’j (M) is the image of B}, (M) under the map f — (s —t;)f.
As j tends to infinity, %llc’j (M) — {0}. Thus,

im0y (e5(t),64(s)) := lim dg(7(t5),7(s)+ lim — sup  [[(L=G)(h)[lw = O+ sup [|(L=G) ()]l = 0.
Jj—>00 J—>00 J—>00 he%}gd (M) he{0}

Lemma 3.4. Let M be a smooth compact manifold and A a Weil algebra.
1. If M is connected, then so is M™.
2. If M is path-connected, then so is M.
3. If M is simply connected, then so is M*.

Proof. 1. Connectedness:

Assume O; and Oy are two disjoint nonempty open subsets such that M4 = O U Oy. Since
M is connected, fix a continuous section S of wa, and consider U; := S_l((?i) NM, fori=1,2.
Each U; is nonempty, and open in M: Uy Uly = STHO1UO0) N M = S~H(MA)NM = M, and
Uy NUy = S7HO1 N O) N M = S~1(}) N M = . This contradicts the connectedness of M.

2. Path-Connectedness: Let 2,y € M, pick £ € M2 and n € Mgf such that &(f) = f(x)+ Le(f)
and 7(f) = f(y) + Ly(f) for all smooth functions f on M. Consider v to be a continuous curve
in M from x to y, and define &,(s)(f) = f(v(s)) + (1 —s)Le(f) +sLy(f) € MQS), for all smooth
functions f on M. For each s € [0,1], we have £&(0) = & and &,(1) = 7. The map s — &,(s)
is a continuous path in M* with respect to the metric 9,,. This lifting map provides us with a

continuous path between any two points in M4,

3. Simple connectedness: Consider two curves , and & in M A with the same endpoints. Then,
Y(t) :=ma(&(t)) and (t) := wa(§p(t)) are two curves in M with the same endpoints. Since M
is simply connected, there exists a homotopy H(s,t) between v and 6. We lift the homotopy H
into a homotopy H between &y and &y defined as:

H(s,t)(f) = f(H(s,t)) + (1 — 8)Le (1) (f) + sLg,(1)(f), for all smooth functions f on M. It can

be shown that the map H is continuous.
O



Figure 1: Lifting of curve from M to M*A.

Property of M Property of MA Conditions/Caveats Result Proven?
Smooth Manifold Smooth Manifold By definition of Weil bundles Yes
Complete Complete (w.r.t. 9y) M compact, connected, smooth Yes
Connected Connected Yes
Path-Connected Path-Connected Yes
Simply Connected Simply Connected Yes
Boundary # () Boundary # 0, Yes
U:BE(?M Mﬁ - a(MA)
Riemannian Metric Riemannian Metric M and M4 Yes

Table 2: Properties of Manifold M vs. Weil Bundle M4

4 Dynamics

In this section, we investigate the relationship between the fixed points of a diffeomorphism of M
and the fixed points of its Weil lifting on M*“. This analysis will provide insights into how the
infinitesimal structure captured by the Weil bundle affects the dynamics of diffeomorphisms. Let
M, N be two smooth manifolds, and let ¢ : M — N be a smooth map. Then, we can define a
smooth map ¢* : MA — NA by : ¢4 (&)(h) := £(h o ¢), for all h € C°(N). This map ¢* is called
the Weil lifting of ¢. We begin by showing that isometries are preserved under Weil lifting.

Lemma 4.1. Let (M, gur), (N, gn) be two smooth compact connected Riemannian manifolds, let A be a
Weil algebra, and let ¢ : (M, gar) — (N, gn) be an isometry. Then, 0N (o™ (€1), 92 (&2)) = 0M (&1, &),
for all &,& € MA.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that

sup [ Lg (f) = Ley(F)llw = sup  ||Lga(ey(h) — Lya(g,) (P)|lw-
feBL (M) heBL(N)

Since ¢ is an isometry, the pullback map ¢* induces a bijection such that ¢*(B{(N)) = BL(M).
Thus,

sup |[Lg (f) = Le(P)llw = sup  [|Le, (f) = Ly (Nllw = sup |[Lgy (o ¢) = Ly (h 0 @)luw-
FeBL(M) Feg*(BLNV) heB(N)

To conclude, we need to show that Lg¢ (h o ¢) = L¢A(§l)(h,). By the decomposition property,
(&) (h) = eVr (A (¢,)) () + Lya g,y (h). On the other hand, by the definition of the map ™, we have
A (&) (h) = &i(h o @) = evyy, ey (h o @) + Le,(h o ¢). By the uniqueness of the decomposition, we have
Lyag,)(h) = L, (h o ¢) for each i = 1,2. O
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We now establish a connection between the fixed points of a diffeomorphism on M and the fixed
points of its Weil lifting on M*. We want to show that if a diffeomorphism ¢ fixes a whole region W
in M, then its Weil lifting ¢* fixes all the infinitely near points ”sitting above” that region in M*#.
Conversely, if ¢* fixes some infinitely near point, its ”shadow” on M must be a fixed point of ¢. To
do this, we will invoke the Morimoto’s Vanishing Lemma. This is a fundamental result, due to
Morimoto (see Remark 1.3 in [6]), which states that: If a smooth function f is identically zero in a
neighborhood of a point 2 € M, then for all £ € M2, we have £(f) = 0.

Lemma 4.2. Let M be a smooth compact connected manifold, A a Weil algebra, and ¢ : M — M
be a diffeomorphism. Let Fix(¢) == {x € M | ¢(x) = x}. If Fiz(p) is nonempty and contains
a neighborhood W, then Fix(¢™) := {€ € MA | ¢ (&) = &}, is nonempty and contains Usew MA.
Conversely, if ¢ : M — M is a diffeomorphism such that Fiz(¢™) # 0, then ma (Fiz(¢™)) C Fiz(e).

Proof. Pick x € W and let € € M? We compute

0 (¢2(€),€) = dy(d(@),2) + sup [ Lga)(f) = Le(f)llw = sup [|Le(f o) = Le(f)llw

JFEBL(M) FEBL(M)

= sup |[Le(fod— f)llw-
feBL(M)

Since the function z — (f o ¢ — f)(2) is identically zero on W for each f € B} (M), by Morimoto’s
vanishing lemma, we have L¢(fog— f) = 0 for each f € B1(M). This implies that (A (6),€) = 0 for
all £ € M2; that is, ¢* (&) = £. Conversely, pick z € ma (Fiz(¢*)), and let £ € Fiz(¢®) Na ' ({x}).
Then,

0= 04 (¢*(€),€) = dg(¢(@),x) + sup [[Lyae)(f) = Le(f)llw

feBL(M)

=dg(¢(2),z) + sup |[Le(f) — Le(f)llw = dg(é(2), 2).
feB (M)

Thus, ¢(x) = z. O

Lemma means that if an equilibrium state x is surrounded by other equilibrium states, then
all infinitesimal perturbations of z are also stable under the lifted dynamics ¢». Also, if there exists
even one stable infinitesimal perturbation, then its ”"shadow” on the base manifold M must be an
equilibrium state. When the manifold M in Lemma is a quotient space like S!, the fixed points
are representatives of equivalence classes, but we still consider them as isolated fixed points within
the topology of M.

Example 1: Rotation Map on S' (Instability). Let M = S' (the circle), parameterized by
0 € [0,27). Let A = R[e]/(€?), so MA = TS, Consider the rotation map ¢ : S — S! given by
#(0) = 0 + «, where « is a constant angle. An element & € T'S? can be written as & = 6 + ev, where
6 € S! and v € R represents a tangent vector at . The Weil lifting ¢® : T'ST — T'S! acts as follows:
™ (&) = ™ (04 ev) = (0 + a) + ev. The rotation map shifts the base point by a but leaves the tangent
vector unchanged. For £ to be a fixed point of ¢*, we need ¢A(€) = &; that is: (0 +a) +ev = 0 + ev.
This implies 6 + o = 6 (mod 27), which means v = 0 (mod 27). In this case every single element
is a fixed point (a ”stable region”). However, if o # 0 (mod 27), there are no fixed points for ¢*.
This is because even though the tangent vector is preserved, the base point 6 is always shifted by «,
preventing ¢ from being a fixed point. Therefore, when Fixz(¢) = () because it is assumed that o # 0
(mod 27), then by Lemma &2 Fiz(¢?) = ().

Example 2: Reflection on S' (Stability). Let us consider M = S! again, but this time, let
#(0) = —0. The fixed points of ¢ are # = 0 and § = 7. Let £ = 0 + ev € T'S'. Then the Weil lifting
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acts as: ¢ (&) = ¢A(0 + ev) = —60 — ev. The reflection flips both the base point and the direction
of the tangent vector. To find the fixed points of ¢, we need ¢pA(¢) = & —0 — ev = 0 + ev. This
gives us two conditions: — = 0 (mod 27), which means § = 0 or § = m, and —v = v, which means
v = 0. (So, the only fixed points on T'S! are the zero tangent vectors at § = 0 and § = 7.) Therefore,
Fiz(¢™) = {0+¢-0,7+¢-0}. In this case, Fiz(¢?) is non-empty. The fixed points of ¢* correspond to
the fixed points of ¢ with no infinitesimal motion (v = 0). This reflects physical intuition: a stationary
point (no velocity) is stable under reflection, but any infinitesimal motion would flip direction and
destabilize. While ¢ fixes two points on S', ? fixes only their ”trivial” tangent vectors. This aligns
with Lemma @2 Fiz(¢») fibers over Fiz(¢), but the infinitesimal data must also remain unchanged.

Figure 2: Fixed points of the rotation map ¢(f) = 6 + a on S* and its Weil lifting ¢ on M#A.

5 Topological invariants of M*

The results on path lifting and connectedness suggest a strong relationship between the topology of
M and the topology of M*A. The following theorems, using the powerful tools of the Leray spectral
sequence and long exact sequence of homotopy groups, make this relationship precise.

5.1 The group Diff>(M#)

Let Dif f>(M*) denote the group of all smooth diffeomorphisms from M4 to M*”. We shall always
assume that M is compact connected and equipped with a Riemannian metric g. The Weil functor
F : Diff(M) — Dif f(M*”) maps diffeomorphisms on the base manifold M to diffeomorphisms on
the Weil bundle M#. The Weil functor preserves the identity map and composition: idﬁ = idysa
and (¢ o $)* = A o ¢, These properties ensure that I is indeed a functor from the category of
smooth manifolds to itself. The map F' can be interpreted as a jet prolongation of diffeomorphisms,
extending them to the Weil bundle.

F

M > MA
o) ) oA
Commutative

\ A
N T > N

Figure 3: The commutative diagram for F' : Relationship between Dif f(M) and Dif f(M™).
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The C°-Topology

Let Homeo(M) denote the group of all homeomorphisms of M equipped with the compact-open topol-
ogy. This is the metric topology induced by the distance : d) (f, h) = max(dco(f,h),dco(f~1,h71)),
where deo(f, h) = sup,cps d(h(z), f(x)). On the space of all continuous paths A : [0, 1] — Homeo(M)
such that \(0) = idys, we consider the C%-topology as the metric topology induced by the metric:

dyr (A, 1) = maxeepo,1) dg (A1), u(t)).

5.2 A topology on Dif f>(M*?)
For each ¢ € Dif fo(M*) and for each € > 0, we define a neighborhood Uq; . of é of order e as:

Uy = { € Dif f(M*) | max{0,,($(£), %(£)), 0w (67(€), 7€)} < €, V€ € MAY.

We shall call the topology induced by the above family of open sets the ”pointwise topology (p.w.t.)”.
The following result makes F' a powerful tool for studying the relationship between the diffeomorphism
group of M and its Weil bundle M*4.

Theorem 5.1. Let M be a smooth compact connected manifold and A a Weil algebra. The map
F: Dif f*(M) — Dif f*(M%), ¢ ¢®
is continuous with respect to the CO-topology on Dif f*(M) and the p.w.t. on Dif f>(M*»).

Proof. Let {¢;} be a sequence in Dif f>°(M) that converges to ¢ € Dif f>(M). Pick ¢ € M. Using
the linearity of the map f +— L¢(f), we compute

0u (67(€), 0™ (6)) = dy(i(ma(€)), d(ma(€)) +  sup || Lyage)(f) = Loae) (f)llw

feBi(M)
= dg(¢i(ma(§)), d(ma(§))) + sup  |[[Le(f o di) — Le(f 0 d)lw
fe®B, (M)
= dg(¢i(ma(£)), d(ma(§))) + sup |[|Le(f o di— fod)|w.
feBi(M)
On the other hand, the sequence of smooth functions h; := f o ¢; uniformly converges to the

smooth function f o ¢. Thus, using the continuity of the map f — L¢(f) we derive that

lim dy(¢i(7a(§)), d(ra(£))) + lim  sup |[[Le(f o ¢ = f o @)llw =0,

11— 00 11— 00 fe%]lg(M)

Jim 2, (67%(€), 6%(6))

for each ¢ € M*A. We can use similar arguments to show that 9, ((¢2)71(¢), (¢2)71(€)) — 0 as
i — oo. This is because for a bijective map ¢, we have (¢)™1 = (¢~ 1)A. O
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Property of Dif f*(M) Property of  F(Diff*(M)) Conditions/Caveats Result

(C°—Topology) (Pointwise topology) Proven?
N/A Continuous map F(¢) = ¢™ is the Weil lifting.  Yes
Dif f*(M)=>F(Dif f£(M))
Connected Connected Implied by
Continuity
Path-Connected Path-Connected Implied by
Continuity
Compact Compact Implied by
Continuity
Locally Connected Locally Connected Yes
Local Contractibility Local Contractibility Yes
Transitive Group Ac- Transitive Group Action Generally NO. Strong condi- No
tion tions required. Consider local
transitivity.

Table 3: Properties of Dif f*(M) vs. F(Dif f*(M)) C Dif f*(M*4)

The following results are motivated by Lemma[3.4] which tells us that m;(M4) = 7;(M) for I = 0, 1.

Theorem 5.2. Let M be a smooth manifold. The homotopy groups satisfy:
T (MA) =2 m (M) for all k > 0.

Proof. The proof relies on the long exact sequence of homotopy groups for a fibration. The bundle
MA — M is a fibration. The key observation is that the fiber, AM™M is contractible (as a vec-
tor space). This contractibility implies that the homotopy groups of the fiber are trivial; that is,
(AN M) = 0 for all k > 0. Consider the long exact sequence of homotopy groups associated with
the fibration M4 — M:

w1 (M) > m(ATMY) 5 (MA) — mp (M) > ey (AT M) — -

This is the long exact sequence of homotopy groups associated with the fibration M* — M, where
the fiber is AY™M  Since 7, (AY™M) = 0 for all k, the long exact sequence simplifies significantly.
Thus, segments of the sequence become: --- — mpy1(M) = 0 — 7 (MA) = 7x(M) — 0 — ... This
implies that the maps 7(M*) — 7, (M) are isomorphisms for all £ > 0. Consequently, we can invoke
the long exact sequence of homotopy groups for a fibration to deduce that mj,(M*A) = 7 (M) for all
k>0 [3]. O

Remark 5.3. The Leray spectral sequence is a powerful tool for computing the cohomology of a space
by relating it to the cohomology of another space through a map between them [2]. The Leray spectral
sequence for the projection map mys : M — M has the following F, page: ED? = HP(M; Rimp +R),
where Rimy; * R is the g-th higher direct image sheaf of the constant sheaf R on M# under the
map p. Specifically, for each point x € M, Rimy x R, is the cohomology Hq(ﬂ'];[l(:c);R) of the fiber

71_;41 Adim M )

Hi(my) (z);R) = {

(x) over x. Since the fibers of 7y are contractible (each is isomorphic to , we have:

R ifg=0
0 ifg>0.
. . . . . R ifg=0
Therefore, the higher direct image sheaves simplify to: Rimyr xR = ;
0 ifg>0.

14



HP(M;R) ifqg=0

Consequently, the Ey page becomes: EP? =
0 if ¢ > 0.

This indicates that the Leray spectral sequence collapses at the Fy page, meaning Fo = F.

Theorem 5.4. Let M be a smooth compact connected manifold and A a Weil algebra. For the bundle
MA — M, the spectral sequence collapses at Eq: ENY = HP(M, HY(AY™M)) — HPHI(MA). Since
HY(AY™MMY =0 for g > 0, we recover: H*(M*) = H*(M).

Proof. The Weil bundle M is a fiber bundle over M with fiber F = AY™M — Ag A is a finite-
dimensional real vector space, the fiber F' is contractible. This implies trivial cohomology groups:

R ifg=0,

HYF) =
) {0 if ¢ > 0.

The Leray spectral sequence for MA — M has Fy page: Eb? = HP (M, Hq(F)) — HPHI(MA).
For ¢ > 0, all terms E5? vanish, leaving only the bottom row: E¥ 0~ g (M). Since all differentials
d, for r > 2 must map between trivial groups for ¢ > 0, the spectral sequence collapses immediately:
BP9 = ERA. The associated graded algebra satisfies: H*(M#A) = @ E%1 = H*(M), and since
the filtration is trivial, we conclude: H*(M#A) = H*(M). O

p+q=k

5.3 Cohomology ilustrations:

e Tangent Bundle of S%. Base: M = S2. Weil Algebra: A = Rle]/(¢?) .

Weil Bundle: M2 = T'S? (tangent bundle). Fiber: A%mM — R? (contractible).
R k=02
0 otherwise.
HP(S?) ¢=0
0 qg>0

Cohomology: H¥(TS?) = {

Spectral sequence collapse: EYY = { = H*(TS?) = H*(S?).

e Second-Order Jet Bundle of T2. Base: M = T?. Weil Algebra: A = Rley, €2]/(€2, €3, e1€2).
Weil Bundle: M2 = J2(T?) (2—jet bundle). Fiber: A4™M — R4 (contractible).

R k=0
R? k=1
Cohomology: H*(J?(T?)) =
k=2
0 k>2.

HP(T2) ¢=0

®( 722\ o~ Lk (2
i Ly T HEy =),

Spectral esquence collapse: E5? = {
e Trivial Weil Algebra over RP3. Base: M = RP3. Weil Algebra: A = R.
Weil Bundle: M = M x {pt} = M. Fiber: Adim M _ {pt}.
R k£=0,3

Cohomology: H*(M#) =
0 otherwise.
e Product Weil Algebra over CP'. Base: M = CP' . Weil Algebra: A = R[e]/(e2) @ R[n]/(n?).
4

Weil Bundle: M#A (encoding two tangent directions). Fiber: A4mM — R* (contractible).

R £=0

0 k=1
Cohomology: H*(M#) =

R k=2

0 k>2.
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HP(CPY) ¢=0

— H*(MA) =~ H*(CP").
0 q>0

Spectral sequence collapse: E5? = {

Open problems

1. Geodesic Completeness: Does (M#,0,,) admit a Hopf-Rinow theorem? Establishing geodesic
completeness would guarantee the existence of minimizing geodesics between any two points,
crucial for optimization and path planning on Weil bundles.

2. Ergodicity: If ¢ : M — M is ergodic, is ¢A : MA — M? also ergodic? Understanding the
ergodicity of Weil liftings has implications for the long-term behavior of dynamical systems with
infinitesimal structure.

3. Machine Learning: Can M* serve as a smooth latent space for neural networks informed by
partial differential equations (PDEs)?

4. Sheaf Cohomology: Can infinitesimal data in M# detect topological obstructions ?
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