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Abstract. The space of surfaces X : [0, 1]2 → Rd is equipped with natural horizontal and vertical
concatenation operations, and we study representations of surfaces which preserve this algebraic
structure. The framework of higher category theory allows us to formalize this notion in terms of a
functor between double groupoids. We construct such functors by generalizing the classical concept
of the path-ordered exponential as a nonabelian path integral. This generalization yields a notion
of nonabelian surface integration, and is known in higher gauge theory as surface holonomy (or
higher parallel transport). We extend these constructions from smooth surfaces to bounded con-
trolled p-variation surfaces in the Young regime, with p < 2. By focusing on surface holonomy
valued in higher generalizations of the classical matrix groups, called matrix double groups, we
obtain explicit computations for piecewise linear approximations. Furthermore, we generalize the
nonabelian Stokes’ and Fubini theorems to the Young regime. Finally, we use these matrix sur-
face holonomy functors to construct characteristic functions for random surfaces such as fractional
Brownian sheets with Hurst parameter h > 1
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1. Introduction

A fundamental task in probability theory is to find structured and computable representa-
tions of the law of a random variable that takes values in a space X . If the space is linear, such
as X = R, then the classic characteristic function (Fourier transform)

EX∼µ[exp(iαX)] ≡
∫
X

exp(iαx)µ(dx),

with α ∈ R, provides such a representation of the probability measure µ or equivalently, the
law of X. As is well-known, one can generalize this construction to probability measures µ on
a compact Hausdorff topological group X = G by using classical results from noncommutative
harmonic analysis: here one considers the collection {Φα}α∈M of finite dimensional irreducible
unitary representations Φα : G → Uα, where Uα is the unitary group of a Hilbert space Vα and
M is the set of equivalence classes of such representations (choosing one representative from
each class). One defines the characteristic functions of µ by the Fourier-Stieltjes transform,

EX∼µ[Φα(X)] : P(X )→ B(Vα) (1.1)

where P(X ) is the space of probability measures on X and B(Vα) are the bounded linear oper-
ators on Vα. The collection of such functions over all α ∈ M characterize the measure µ and are
maps of algebras, where the space of measures is equipped with the convolution product [50].

In this article, we are interested in the case where X is a function space, is equipped with
partially defined algebraic operations, and does not form a group. Understanding such measures
is the central theme of stochastic analysis. To follow the above method to represent a probability
measure on such spaces, the first step is to arrive at a general notion of representations Φα : X →
Gα of elements in these spaces which are compatible with the algebraic operations on X .

(1) If X ⊂ C([0, 1], Rd) is a space of paths, equipped with the concatenation operator ⋆, we
require Gα to be a group, such that

Φα(x ⋆ y) = Φα(x) ·Φα(y) (1.2)

for any two composable paths x, y ∈ X . The inverse x−1 of a path x is defined by time
reversal, and we require Φα to preserve the inverse,

Φα(x−1) = (Φα(x))−1.

(2) If X ⊂ C([0, 1]2, Rd) is a space of surfaces, we have two different operations ⋆h and ⋆v,
corresponding to horizontal and vertical concatenation. In this case, we require G to be
a double group, equipped with two algebraic operations, denoted ⊙h and ⊙v, such that

Φα(X ⋆h Y) = Φα(X)⊙h Φα(Y) and Φα(X ⋆v Y) = Φα(X)⊙v Φα(Y) (1.3)

for appropriately composable surfaces X, Y ∈ X . A surface Xs,t ∈ X is equipped with
two distinct inverses, a horizontal X−h and a vertical X−v inverse, given by reversing the
s or t parameter. The double group G also has two inverses, and Φα must preserve both,

Φα(X−h) = (Φα(X))−h and Φα(X−v) = (Φα(X))−v.

The case of paths, (1), is well-studied, and several such structure-preserving characteristic
functions have been developed in the rough paths literature. Our primary objective is to ex-
tend these constructions to the setting of surfaces, (2). Therefore we revisit and formalize these
algebraic structures on X and compatibility conditions using the language of category theory.
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In particular, thin homotopy (or equivalently, tree-like) equivalence classes of paths have the
structure of a groupoid, while thin homotopy classes of surfaces have the structure of a double
groupoid. In the case of paths, the representation (1) can be identified as a functor between a
groupoid and a group. Thus it is not surprising that for our desired notion of a representation
on the space of surfaces (2), we will look for a functor between double groupoid and a double group.

1.1. Paths and Groupoids. A groupoid is an algebraic structure which generalizes the notion
of a group such that the algebraic operation need only be partially defined. Consider the space of
continuous piecewise smooth paths C∞([0, 1], Rd), and its corresponding concatenation operation
for paths x, y ∈ C([0, 1], Rd), defined by

(x ⋆ y)t :=
{

x2t : t ∈ [0, 1
2 ]

y2t−1 : t ∈ ( 1
2 , 1].

(1.4)

This operation is only well-defined on C∞([0, 1], Rd) if x1 = y0; otherwise, the resulting path
is discontinuous1. By considering thin homotopy equivalence classes of paths, which identifies
reparametrizations and retracings, we obtain the example of the thin fundamental groupoid

Π1(R
d) := C∞([0, 1], Rd)/ ∼th,

with (1.4) as the partially defined groupoid operation. Given a group G, which is a special case of
a groupoid, a functor is a function Φ : Π1(R

d) → G which satisfies (1.2), and preserves inverses
and identities. We can construct such a functor by first defining how Φ should behave on linear
paths, then extending the definition to piecewise linear paths using (1.2), and finally extending
the definition to C∞([0, 1], Rd) by taking limits of piecewise linear approximations.

Example 1.1. Consider a linear map α ∈ L(Rd, gln), and we will construct a map

Fα : C∞([0, 1], Rd)→ GLn .

First, for a linear path xt = vt for some v ∈ Rd, we simply define Fα as the matrix exponential

Fα(x) := exp (α(v)) .

Second, given a collection of linear paths xi
t = xi−1

1 + vit for i ∈ [k] and x0
t = 0, we use (1.2) and

define Fα for any reparametrization of x = x1 ⋆ x2 ⋆ . . . ⋆ xk via matrix multiplication by

Fα(x) := Fα(x1) · Fα(x2) · · · Fα(xk) = exp
(
α(v1)

)
· exp

(
α(v2)

)
· · · exp

(
α(vk)

)
.

Finally, suppose x ∈ C∞([0, 1], Rd). In this case, let x(k) ∈ C∞([0, 1], Rd) denote the piecewise
linear approximation of x with time points t = i

k ,

x(k)t = xi−1 + (xi − xi−1)t t ∈
[

i− 1
k

,
i
k

]
.

1While this issue can be rectified in the case of paths by considering translation equivalence classes, this cannot be
done for surfaces, so we provide this discussion as motivation for the following section.
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Then, we define

Fα(x) = lim
k→∞

Fα(x(k)) = lim
k→∞

[
exp

(
α(x1/k − x0)

)
· exp

(
α(x2/k − x1/k)

)
· · · exp

(
α(x1 − x(k−1)/k)

)]
.

Using the fact that xi/k − x(i−1)/k ≈
dxi/k

dt ϵk when ϵk =
1
k is sufficiently small,

Fα(x) = lim
k→∞

[
F̃k

1 · F̃k
2 · · · F̃k

k

]
where F̃k

i = exp
(

α

(
dxi/k

dt

)
ϵk

)
. (1.5)

This limit is well-defined and can be viewed as a nonabelian path integral. It satisfies the desired
functorial property in (1.2) and is invariant under thin homotopy, descending to a functor

Fα : Π1(R
d)→ GLn .

This leads to our notion of a representation on the space of paths, and take Φα = Fα.

Although our motivation and presentation might be less standard, this construction of em-
bedding a path into a nonabelian group is well-known to different communities (see Section 1.4).
However, the perspective that yields a generalization to surfaces is the geometric one: the map
Fα can be viewed as holonomy (or parallel transport)2 with respect to the translation-invariant
connection α on the trivial GLn-bundle over Rd.

So far, we have focused on the piecewise smooth setting for simplicity, but the functors from
these two examples can be significantly generalized to highly nonsmooth paths by using the
theory of rough paths [63, 41, 40]. Given a stochastic process valued in Rd with law µ, we can
follow the Fourier-Stieltjes transform (1.1) and define characteristic functions

Ex∼µ[Fα(x)] (1.6)

using matrix holonomy functors into unitary groups rather than group representations [24]. Such
functions characterize the law, under tree-like equivalence, given certain moment conditions
on µ. In fact, we can obtain analogous results for the space of paths itself, rather than tree-
like equivalence classes. Given a path x ∈ C([0, 1], Rd), we consider the parametrized path x ∈
C([0, 1], Rd+1), defined by

xt = (t, xt).

Furthermore, by considering an additional complex exponential [29, Remark 5.5], we can obtain
a characteristic function without moment conditions. Section 2 provides the formal definitions
from this section, and we reformulate known results from the literature [24, 62] in the following
theorem, which we prove in Appendix B.

Theorem 1.2. Let p < 2 and Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) be the space of bounded p-variation paths, and let P p be
the space of probability measures valued in Cp−var([0, 1], Rd).

(1) Functoriality. The space Πp−var(Rd) of tree-like equivalence classes in Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) is a
groupoid. Given n ∈N and α ∈ L(Rd, gln), the map Fα : Πp−var

1 (Rd)→ GLn is a functor.
(2) Point Separating. For any x, y ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) such that x ̸= y, there exists some

α ∈ L(Rd+1, gln) such that Fα(x) ̸= Fα(y).
(3) Characteristic. Suppose x, y are random variables valued in Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) with laws µ, ν ∈
P p such that µ ̸= ν. There exists a connection α ∈ L(Rd, gln) and ℓ ∈ Matn,n such that

Law(⟨ℓ, Fα(x)⟩) ̸= Law(⟨ℓ, Fα(y)⟩).
2In classical differential geometry, holonomy refers to parallel transport over loops. However, in the higher geometry
literature, these two terms are often used interchangeably, and we continue this convention here.
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(4) Metric. There exists a metric d : P p ×P p → R defined by

d(µ, ν) :=
∞

∑
n=1

1
n!

Eω∼Ξn Eℓ∼Θn Ex∼µEy∼ν

[
|exp (i⟨ℓ, Fα(x)⟩)− exp (i⟨ℓ, Fα(y)⟩)|

]
where Ξn is a Gaussian measure on gln and Θn is the uniform measure on the unit ball of Matn,n.
Restricted to a compact subset K ⊂ P p in the weak topology, d metrizes the weak topology.

1.2. Surfaces and Double Groupoids. The primary objective of this article is to extend
the above constructions from paths to surfaces; namely we generalize Theorem 1.2 from X ⊂
C([0, 1], Rd) to X ⊂ C([0, 1]2, Rd). Once again, we start by considering the space of continuous
piecewise smooth surfaces X = C∞([0, 1]2, Rd).

In this setting, the algebraic structure of X is more complex. Given two surfaces X, Y ∈
C∞([0, 1]2, Rd), we define horizontal concatenation and vertical concatenation respectively by

(X ⋆h Y)s,t :=
{

X2s,t : s ∈ [0, 1/2]
Y2s−1,t : s ∈ (1/2, 1]

and (X ⋆v Y)s,t :=
{

Xs,2t : t ∈ [0, 1/2]
Ys,2t−1 : t ∈ (1/2, 1].

(1.7)

As with the case of paths, these operations are only well-defined if the corresponding boundaries
are aligned. In particular ⋆h is only well defined if X1,t = Y0,t for all t ∈ [0, 1], and ⋆v is only well
defined if Xs,1 = Ys,0 for all s ∈ [0, 1]; otherwise these operations result in a discontinuous surface.
There are also further compatibility conditions: given four surfaces X, Y , Z, W ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd)

arranged in a square, horizontally concatenating first, and then vertically concatenating results
in the same surface as the opposite order. This is the interchange law,

(X ⋆h Y) ⋆v (W ⋆h Z) = (X ⋆v W) ⋆h (Y ⋆v Z), (1.8)

which holds whenever this operation is well-defined. In order for (1.3) to hold, the codomain
of Φ must also be equipped with two operations, which we denote ⊙h and ⊙v. Furthermore, it
must be compatible with the interchange law from (1.8), and thus(

Φ(W)⊙h Φ(Z)
)

⊙v(
Φ(X)⊙h Φ(Y)

) =

Φ(W)

⊙v

Φ(X)

⊙h

Φ(Z)
⊙v

Φ(Y)

 . (1.9)

However, the classical Eckmann-Hilton argument destroys any hope that we can simply add an
additional operation and proceed as above.

Theorem 1.3 (Eckmann-Hilton). [34] Let M be a set equipped with two unital monoid structures,
(M,⊙h, eh) and (M,⊙v, ev). If the interchange law

(a⊙h b)⊙v (c⊙h d) = (a⊙v c)⊙h (b⊙v d) (1.10)

holds for all a, b, c, d ∈ M, then both monoid structures are equal, associative, and commutative, in
particular, a⊙h b = b⊙h a = a⊙v b = b⊙v a for all a, b ∈ M.

Eckmann-Hilton tells us that a naive generalization of the path construction will result in a
trivial algebraic operation, thus motivating the use of higher algebraic structures from higher
category theory. There is a plethora of different models of higher categories, depending on the
shape of higher morphisms (for instance, globes, simplices, or cubes). The model which reflects
the algebraic structure of surfaces is the double groupoid, where the 2-morphisms are modelled by
squares, and equipped with partially defined horizontal and vertical composition operators.
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Using a generalization of thin homotopy equivalence to surfaces, we define

Π2(R
d) := C∞([0, 1]2, Rd)/ ∼th,

the thin fundamental double groupoid, where (1.7) is used as the two operations. The codomain of
our desired representation is a double group, a special case of a double groupoid which is defined
as a subset D2(G) ⊂ G4

1 ×G2, where G1, G2 are ordinary groups which have the structure of a
crossed module. An element S = (x, y, z, w; E) ∈ G is arranged in a square, where x, y, z, w ∈ G1 are
interpreted as the boundary of E ∈ G2, and enforced with the condition δ(E) = x · y · z−1 · w−1

using a group homomorphism δ : G2 → G1. Furthermore, D2(G) is equipped with two partially
defined algebraic operations, ⊙h and ⊙v, which are only well-defined for S, S′ ∈ D2(G) if their
relevant boundaries are the same, which bypasses the Eckmann-Hilton issue.

Finally, a double functor between double groupoids H : Π(Rd)→ D(G) has two components:

• a path component, which is a functor F : Π1(R
d)→ G1, and

• a surface component, which is function H : Π2(Rd)→ G2.

Then, the double functor H is defined by

H2(X) := (F(∂bX), F(∂rX), F(∂uX), F(∂lX), H(X)), (1.11)

where ∂bX, ∂rX, ∂uX, ∂lX denote the bottom, right, upper, and left boundary paths of X, and this
must satisfy (1.3) and (1.9).

We construct such functors by following the philosophy of Example 1.1. First, we con-
sider functors which take values in the higher analogue of GLn, the matrix double groups
D(GLn,m,p) [38, 66, 49]. This double group is made up of two Lie groups GLn,m,p

1 and GLn,m,p
2 .

Let gln,m,p
1 and gl

n,m,p
2 denote the corresponding Lie algebras, and we construct a double functor

Hα,γ, parametrized by α ∈ L(Rd,gln,m,p
1 ) and γ ∈ L(Λ2Rd,gln,m,p

2 ).

(1) The path component of the double functor is simply Fα as defined in Example 1.1.
(2) Given a surface X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd), and a rectangular region [si−1, si]× [tj−1, tj] ⊂ [0, 1]2,

we approximate the function H on X|[si−1,si ]×[tj−1,tj] with ∆is = (si − si−1) and ∆jt =
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(tj − tj−1) using the exponential exp∗ : gln,m,p
2 → GLn,m,p

2 ,

H̃i,j := exp∗

(
γ

(dXsi ,tj

ds
,

dXsi ,tj

dt

)
∆is ∆jt

)
.

(3) Given a grid-like partition π = {0 = s0 < . . . < sk = 1} × {0 = t0 < . . . < tl = 1} of
[0, 1]2, we use the horizontal and vertical compositions to glue these approximations H̃i,j
together, and define Hα,γ(X) to be the limit of such partitions.

Putting this together using (1.11), we obtain our notion of representation of surfaces, Φα,γ =

Hα,γ : Π(Rd)→ GLn,m,p, where the representation is indexed by the pair (α, γ).

The fact that this is well-defined is given in Theorem 5.2. Following the perspective of Ex-
ample 1.1, this can be viewed as a nonabelian surface integral, and similar formulations have
been studied in [84, 72]. Moreover, it satisfies a differential equation which coincides with the
notion of surface holonomy, which has been introduced and studied in the higher geometry liter-
ature [7, 9, 68, 75, 54]. From this perspective, (α, γ) is known as a 2-connection, and we call Hα,γ

a matrix surface holonomy functor.

We provide a more detailed description of double groupoids and the thin fundamental double
groupoid in Section 3. Next, in Section 4, we consider double groups, crossed modules, and the
explicit description of the matrix double groups. Surface holonomy is introduced in Section 5 in
the piecewise smooth setting as a nonabelian surface integral, and we consider the special case
of surface holonomy valued in matrix double groups.

1.3. Contribution: Random and Nonsmooth Surfaces. The remainder of the article focuses
on our primary contribution: to initiate the study of functorial representations of random and
nonsmooth surfaces. We consider bounded controlled p-variation surfaces Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) in
the Young regime when p < 2.

In Section 6, we provide computations of matrix surface holonomy functors for linear and
piecewise linear surfaces. Further details on piecewise linear surfaces are given in Appendix F.

Section 7 deals with surface holonomy of nonsmooth surfaces in the Young regime.

• Theorem 7.4 extends the definition of surface holonomy to the Young regime by re-
formulating the surface holonomy equation in terms of a 2D Young integral and a 1D
controlled differential equation.
• In Theorem 7.5, we show that surface holonomy is locally Lipschitz with respect to the

controlled p-variation norm on surfaces.
• From the perspective of surface holonomy as nonabelian surface integration, we use the

previous result to prove a nonabelian Stokes’ theorem (Theorem 7.7) and nonabelian
Fubini theorem (Theorem 7.8) in the Young regime.
• In the remainder of Section 7.2, we introduce the notion of holonomy equivalence classes of

p-variation surfaces, define the double groupoid structure on such equivalence classes,
and show that surface holonomy is still functorial in Theorem 7.20.

In Section 8, we consider parametrized surface holonomy, where surfaces X : [0, 1]2 → Rd are
appended with their parametrization to obtain a surface

X : [0, 1]2 → Rd+2.

Theorem 8.6 shows that parametrized surface holonomy separates points in Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd).
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Finally, in Section 9, we move to the stochastic setting. In particular, we show in Theo-
rem 9.5 that the span of complex exponentials of surface holonomy is universal and characteris-
tic, meaning it can be used to approximate functions and characterize probability measures on
Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). We note that the lack of an appropriate tensor product of 2-vector spaces
precludes a direct generalization of (1.1) and (1.6), and this additional complex exponential is
required. We discuss this in more detail in Appendix C.4. Finally in Section 9.2, we use this
characteristic property to define a novel metric for random surfaces, which coincides with the
weak topology on compact subsets on the space of measures (Theorem 9.11).

We summarize our main results in the following theorem, generalizing Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.4. Let p < 2 and Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) be bounded controlled p-variation surfaces, and let P p

be the space of probability measures valued in Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd).
(1) Functoriality. The space Πp−cvar(Rd) of holonomy equivalence classes in Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) is

a double groupoid. For any matrix 2-connection (α, γ), the map Hα,γ : Π
p−cvar
2 (Rd)→ GLn,m,p

is a double functor.
(2) Point Separating. For any X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) such that X ̸= Y , there exists a matrix

2-connection (α, γ) such that Hα,γ(X) ̸= Hα,γ(Y).
(3) Characteristic. Suppose X, Y are random variables valued in Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), with laws

µ, ν ∈ P p such that µ ̸= ν. There exists a matrix 2-connection (α, γ) and ℓ ∈ Matn+m,n+p with

Law(⟨ℓ, Hα,γ(X)⟩) ̸= Law(⟨ℓ, Hα,γ(Y)⟩).

(4) Metric. There exists a metric d : P p ×P p → R, defined by

d(µ, ν) :=
∞

∑
n=1

1
n!

Eω∼Ξn Eℓ∼Θn EX∼µEY∼ν

[ ∣∣exp
(
i⟨ℓ, Hω(X)⟩

)
− exp

(
i⟨ℓ, Hω(Y)⟩

)∣∣ ]
where Ξn is a Gaussian measure on a restricted class of 2-connections valued in gln,n,n and Θn

is the uniform measure on the unit ball of Mat2n,2n. Restricted to a compact subset K ⊂ P p in
the weak topology, d metrizes the weak topology.

The first point is proved in Theorem 7.20, the second point in Theorem 8.6, the third point
in Corollary 9.6, and the fourth point in Proposition 9.10 and Theorem 9.11.

1.4. Related Work. Functorial representations of paths such as matrix holonomy (Exam-
ple 1.1) have been deeply studied in many communities. The construction of iterated products
from Example 1.1 originated in the work of Volterra who developed a theory of Riemannian
integration based on products rather than sums, called product integrals [77, 69, 73]. In physics,
this construction is often referred to as the path-ordered exponential, while control theorists will
refer to this as the Chen-Fliess expansion [37] used to linearize and control nonlinear dynamical
systems. Topologists will recognize the connection to Chen’s iterated integrals to compute loop
space cohomology [22], and algebraists will point out the rich relations between iterated integrals
and combinatorial Hopf algebras [57, 33]. The formalization of holonomy in terms of a group
homomorphism or functor is developed in [10, 18, 74].

Closely related to the current article is the theory of rough paths [63, 64, 41, 40], which initi-
ated the use of signatures in stochastic analysis to understand stochastic processes. In particular,
they provide a structured description of functions on path space, and can characterize the law of
stochastic processes [24, 25, 29]. These properties have been used to extend the classical method
of moments for parameter estimation to stochastic processes [71], define cubature formulae for
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measures on path space [58, 65], and more recently, develop novel methodology for sequential
data in machine learning [23, 56, 59, 61, 62].

Perhaps the earliest work in nonabelian surface integration began with the search for a non-
abelian Stokes’ theorem (see [55] and references therein), leading back to [73]. In the geometric
setting, this initial nonabelian Stokes’ theorem allowed us to compute the path holonomy of a
loop as a surface integral of the curvature (see Example 5.7), and can be viewed as a variant of
the Ambrose-Singer theorem [4] (see [67, Section 1.1.4]).

In the early 2000s, the mathematical physics community constructed higher parallel transport,
which generalized the previous surface integrals of curvature to nontrivial 2-groups, to develop
higher gauge theory [7, 9, 11, 44, 16, 68, 75]. There is also a related construction of parallel
transport along superconnections [13, 52, 5]. A comparison between these two generalizations of
holonomy has been studied in the case of flat 2-connections over surfaces [6, 1].

The extension of rough path theory and the path signature to higher dimensional maps such
as surfaces has recently received some attention in stochastic analysis. In [26, 27], controlled
rough paths are extended to surfaces and a change of variable formula for Brownian sheets is de-
rived. More geometrically, [3, 78] develops an integration theory of rough differential forms. The
above works focus on developing a rough integration theory for surfaces but do not generalize
the notion of the path signature itself. Works that attempt to generalize the path signature to a
surface signature are [45] which follows a topological approach in a continuous setting, and [32]
which follows an algebraic approach in the discrete setting Furthermore, such notions of higher
dimensional signatures have recently been applied to image and texture classifcation [85]. In
contrast to the surface holonomy functors in the present article, these generalizations of the path
signature do not respect the compositional structure of surfaces, that is, they are not functorial.

We provide a table of notation and list our notational conventions in Appendix A.
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2. Path Holonomy Functors

In this section, we provide a more formal overview of the functorial perspective on path
holonomy, as discussed in Section 1.1.

2.1. Thin Fundamental Groupoid. We will begin by defining the groupoid structure of thin
homotopy equivalence classes of paths.

Definition 2.1. A category C consists of

• a set of objects C0, and
• a set of morphisms (or edges) C1, equipped with source and target maps ∂s, ∂t : C1 → C0.

Given a morphism x ∈ C1 with source ∂sx = a and target ∂tx = b, we write x : a→ b.

These sets are equipped with additional structure.

• Composition. For any a, b, c ∈ C0 and morphisms x, y ∈ C1 such that ∂tx = ∂sy, there
exists an associative composition operator x ⋆ y with ∂s(x ⋆ y) = ∂sx and ∂t(x ⋆ y) = ∂ty.
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• Identity Edges. For any a ∈ C0, there exists an identity edge 1a which acts as a unit
under composition: for x : a→ b and y : b→ a we have 1a ⋆ x = x and y ⋆ 1b = y.

A groupoid G is a category in which every morphism has an inverse.
• Isomorphism. For every x : a → b, there exists some x−1 : b → a such that x ⋆ x−1 = 1a

and x−1 ⋆ x = 1b.

Example 2.2. Every group (G, ·, e) is a groupoid B(G) with a single object. Indeed, we define
the objects to be the singleton set B0(G) = {∗}, the morphisms B1(G) = G to be the group,
composition to be the group multiplication, ⋆ = ·, and the only identity morphism is the group
identity 1∗ = e. Because there is only a single object, we have ∂t(g) = ∂s(h) for all g, h ∈ B1(G),
and thus composition is well defined between any two morphisms.

We can begin to construct a groupoid of paths by specifying the set of objects to be Rd, and
the set of morphisms to be C∞([0, 1], Rd), the space of continuous piecewise smooth paths. For
a path x ∈ C∞([0, 1], Rd), the source and target maps are defined as ∂sx = x0 and ∂tx = x1,
and thus path concatenation from (1.4) is well-defined as a groupoid composition. We define
the identity for each object a ∈ Rd to be the constant path at a, denoted 1a ∈ C∞([0, 1], Rd),
and the inverse of a path x as the time reversed path x−1

t = x1−t. However, path concatenation
is not associative and for any nonconstant path x : a → b, we have x ⋆ 1b ̸= x, both due to
the parametrization. Furthermore, it is clear that for any nonconstant path x : a → b, we have
x ⋆ x−1 ̸= 1a Thus, we must introduce an equivalence relation on the space of paths which takes
into account reparametrization and retracing.

Definition 2.3. Suppose a, b ∈ Rd and x, y : a → b. We say that x and y are thin homotopy
equivalent, denoted x ∼th y if there exists a piecewise smooth (see Definition 3.3) endpoint-
preserving thin homotopy η : [0, 1]2 → Rd between x and y, where

• (endpoint preserving) ηs,0 = a and ηs,1 = b;
• (homotopy condition) η0,t = xt and η1,t = yt; and
• (thinness condition) rank(dη) ≤ 1, where dη is the differential of η.

While we will primarily use thin homotopy equivalence, there is a similar relation which is
commonly used in the stochastic analysis literature [47, 46, 14], which we return to when we
work with lower regularity paths in Section 7.2.

Definition 2.4. [14] A metric space (T, d) is an R-tree if there exists a unique geodesic between
any two points. Two continuous paths x, y : a → b are tree-like equivalent, denoted x ∼tl y if the
composition z := x ⋆ y−1 factors through an R-tree T, as

z : [0, 1] τ−→ T
ρ−→ Rd, (2.1)

where τ is continuous and satisfies τ0 = τ1.

Proposition 2.5. [80, 70] Let x, y : a→ b be smooth paths. Then x ∼th y if and only if x ∼tl y.
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Two important classes of thin homotopies arise from reparametrizations and retracings.
• Reparametrization. Let x ∈ C∞([0, 1], Rd), and ψ : [0, 1]→ [0, 1] be a smooth, monotone

increasing bijection. Then, x ∼th x ◦ ψ.
• Retracing. Let x, y, z ∈ C∞([0, 1], Rd) such that x ⋆ y and x ⋆ z are well-defined. Then,

x ⋆ y ⋆ y−1 ⋆ z ∼th x ⋆ z. (2.2)

Let x : a → b, y : b → c and z : c → d. We note that the identity relation x ∼th x ⋆ 1b
and associativity x ⋆ (y ⋆ z) ∼th (x ⋆ y) ⋆ z holds up to thin homotopy equivalence. Furthermore,
x ⋆ x−1 ∼th 1a by the retracing property in (2.2).

Definition 2.6. The thin fundamental groupoid is a groupoid Π where the objects are Π0 := Rd,
and the morphisms are

Π1 := C∞([0, 1], Rd)
/
∼th . (2.3)

We will now turn our attention towards maps between groupoids.

Definition 2.7. Let G and H be groupoids. A functor F : G→ H consists of
• a function F0 : G0 → H0; and
• a function F1 : G1 → H1 such that

∂s ◦ F1 = F0 ◦ ∂s and ∂t ◦ F1 = F0 ◦ ∂t.

These functions must satisfy the following properties.
(1) Preserves composition. For x, y ∈ G1,

F1(x ⋆ y) = F1(x) ⋆ F1(y).

(2) Preserves identities. For any a ∈ G0,

F1(1a) = 1F0(a).

The map Fα defined in Example 1.1 is a functor between a groupoid and a group.

Theorem 2.8. [18, Theorem 2] The map Fα : C∞([0, 1], Rd) → GLn from (1.5) is invariant under thin
homotopy: if x, y ∈ C∞([0, 1], Rd) such that x ∼th y, then Fα(x) = Fα(y).

Corollary 2.9. The map Fα : Π → B(GLn), which is trivially defined on objects and defined by (1.5) on
morphisms, is a functor between groupoids.

2.2. Holonomy. Next, we discuss the geometric interpretation of Example 1.1 in terms of
parallel transport (or holonomy). As the name suggests, parallel transport is a mechanism to
transport group elements in the fiber p−1(a) ∼= G to group elements in the fiber p−1(b) ∼= G
along a path x : a→ b. This transport should be performed along a path in the principal bundle
P, which is “parallel” to the path x on the base space Rd. In order to define this notion of parallel,
we first require the definition of a connection.

Definition 2.10. A translation-invariant connection over Rd valued in the Lie algebra g is a linear
differential 1-form α = (α1, . . . , αd) ∈ L(Rd, g) of the form

α :=
d

∑
i=1

αi dxi, (2.4)

where αi ∈ g. Throughout this article, we work exclusively with translation-invariant connec-
tions, and we will simply refer to them as connections.
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Let x ∈ C∞([0, 1], Rd). At each point xt, a connection specifies an element of the Lie algebra
α
(

dxt
dt

)
∈ g, which specifies the direction on the Lie group which is “parallel” to the path.

Definition 2.11. Let α ∈ L(Rd, g) be a connection, x : [0, 1] → Rd be a smooth path, and g ∈ G.
The holonomy of x with respect to α is the solution at t = 1 of the differential equation for Fα

t (x) :
[0, 1]→ G, defined by

dFα
t (x)
dt

= dLFα
t (x)α

(
dxt

dt

)
, Fα

0 (x) = eG. (2.5)

We define Fα(x) := Fα
1 (x), and when the choice of connection is clear, we omit the superscript.

The following theorem provides the link between holonomy and Example 1.1. While this is a
classical result, it is most often stated in terms of matrix Lie groups, and we use the formulation
for arbitrary Lie groups in [48].

Proposition 2.12. [48] Let G be a finite-dimensional Lie group, and g be its Lie algebra. Let At : [0, 1]→
g be bounded and continuous (Lebesgue a.e.), then the limits
−−→
Pexpt(A) = lim

n→∞

−→
∏

i∈[n]
expG(At(i−1)ϵn ϵn) and

←−−
Pexpt(A) = lim

n→∞

←−
∏

i∈[n]
expG(At(i−1)ϵn ϵn) (2.6)

exist and are called the path ordered exponential of At. The first and second path ordered exponentials
the solution to the respective differential equations

dFt

dt
= dLFt At, F0 = eG, and

dFt

dt
= dFFt At, F0 = eG, (2.7)

where LgRg : G → G are the left and right translation maps respectively.

Proof. The fact that the limit exists is [48, Theorem 5.12]. Then, the fact that it satisfies the
differential equation is given by the combination of [48, Theorem 6.4] and [48, Thereom 6.8]. □

Example 2.13. Suppose G = GLn, and let α ∈ L(Rd, gln). Furthermore, let x ∈ C∞([0, 1], Rd). In
the case of matrix Lie groups, the differential of left translation is simply matrix multiplication,
dLAB = A · B for A ∈ GLn and B ∈ gln. Thus, the holonomy equation is

dFα
t (x)
dt

= Fα
t (x) · α

(
dxt

dt

)
, Fα

0 (x) = e.

Next, if we define A : [0, 1] → gln by At = α
(

dxt
dt

)
, we apply Proposition 2.12 and find that the

solution to the holonomy equation is given by (1.5).

We will now consider the curvature of a connection, which measures the holonomy along
infinitesimal loops and will be helpful in understanding higher connections in the next section.

Definition 2.14. Let α ∈ L(Rd, g) be a connection. The curvature of the connection α is a linear
differential 2-form κα ∈ L(Λ2Rd, g) defined for a, b ∈ Rd (viewed as tangent vectors in Rd) by

κα(a, b) = Dα(a, b) =
1
2
[α(a), α(b)] ∈ g, (2.8)

where D is the exterior covariant derivative. A connection α is flat if κα = 0.

3. Double Groupoids

In this section, we introduce the thin fundamental double groupoid, which will be the domain
of our desired double functor for surface holonomy.
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3.1. Double Groupoids. There exist two natural algebraic operations for surfaces X, Y ∈
C∞([0, 1]2, Rd): horizontal and vertical concatenation, as defined in (1.7). Motivated by the natu-
ral groupoid structure underlying paths, we turn to higher category theory for the appropriate
algebraic structure underlying surfaces. A higher category builds upon a category by also in-
cluding a hierarchy of k morphisms between (k− 1)-morphisms. There is a plethora of different
models of higher categories, which depend on:

• the maximal dimension k of morphisms considered;
• which algebraic axioms hold only up to a specified coherence condition (weak) or hold

exactly (strict);
• the “shape” of higher morphisms (for instance, globes, simplices, or cubes); and
• which k-morphisms have inverses.

In the case of surfaces, we only require morphisms up to dimension k = 2, and because our
desired condition from (1.3) is strict (it does not hold only up to homotopy or isomorphism),
we work with strict higher categories. There are various ways to obtain higher categories from
ordinary categories. Two common approaches are enrichment and internalization, leading to the
notion of 2-categories and double categories respectively. The 2-morphisms in a 2-category are
2-globes, while the 2-morphisms in a double category are squares.

While the globular formulation is convenient for some applications, we use the cubical con-
struction as there is a natural algebraic inverse to rectangular subdivision [17]. Finally, we will
equip our surfaces with inverses defined by reversing one of the parameters, as in the case of
paths. Thus, the appropriate categorical structure is the strict double groupoid.

Definition 3.1. A strict (edge-symmetric) double groupoid G consists of

• a set of objects G0,
• a set of edges G1, equipped with source and target maps ∂s, ∂t : G1 → G0, and
• a set of squares G2, equipped with left, right, bottom, and upper boundary maps

∂l , ∂r, ∂b, ∂u : G2 → G1, which satisfy the compatibility relations in the figure below.

The objects, edges and squares satisfy the following conditions.

(1) The objects G0 and edges G1 have the structure of a groupoid.
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(2) The squares in G2 are equipped with two partial compositions. Let X, X′ ∈ G2.
• (Horizontal Composition.) If ∂rX = ∂lX′, there exists a composite X ⋆h X′.
• (Vertical Composition.) If ∂uX = ∂bX′, there exists a composite X ⋆v X′.

• (Interchange Law.) For any X, Y, Z, W ∈ G2, we have

(X ⋆h Y) ⋆v (W ⋆h Z) = (X ⋆v W) ⋆h (Y ⋆v Z), (3.1)

whenever these compositions are well-defined.

(3) Finally, there exist units and inverses for both compositions.
• (Identity Squares.) For any x ∈ G1, there exists a horizontal identity 1h

x ∈ G2 and a
vertical identity 1v

x ∈ G2 which acts as a unit under composition for horizontal and
vertical composition respectively. In particular, for X, Y ∈ G2 such that ∂lX = ∂rY =

x, we have 1h
x ⋆h X = X and Y ⋆h 1h

x = Y, and same for vertical composition.
• (Isomorphism.) For any X ∈ G2, there exist horizontal and vertical inverses, de-

noted X−h, X−v ∈ G2 respectively. In particular, we have X ⋆h X−h = 1h
∂l F

and
X−h ⋆h X = 1h

∂r F, and similarly for X−v.
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Definition 3.2. Let G and H be double groupoids. A double functor F : G→ H consists of
• functions F0 : G0 → H0 and F1 : G1 → H1 which form a functor (Definition 2.7); and
• a function F2 : G2 → H2 such that for all boundary maps ∂ = {∂l , ∂r, ∂b, ∂u}, we have

∂ ◦ F2 = F1 ◦ ∂.

These functions must also satisfy the following properties.
(1) Preserves composition. For X, Y ∈ G2,

F2(X ⋆h Y) = F2(X) ⋆h F2(Y) and F2(X ⋆v Y) = F2(X) ⋆v F2(Y).

(2) Preserves identities. For any x ∈ G1,

F2(1h
x) = 1h

F1(x) and F2(1v
x) = 1v

F1(x).

3.2. Thin Fundamental Double Groupoid. We begin with a definition of piecewise smooth
which is closed3 under the horizontal and vertical concatenation operations in (1.7).

Definition 3.3. A surface X ∈ C([0, 1]2, Rd) is piecewise smooth if there exists a smooth bijection
ψ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1]2 which preserves the corners and boundary, ψ(∂[0, 1]2) = ∂[0, 1]2 such that
X ◦ ψ is smooth. The space of piecewise smooth surfaces is denoted C∞([0, 1]2, Rd). We work
exclusively with piecewise smooth surfaces, so we will simply refer to them as smooth surfaces.

We now consider the double groupoid structure which encodes smooth surfaces: the thin
fundamental double groupoid. The objects and edges are the same as the thin fundamental
groupoid. We equip C∞([0, 1]2, Rd) with the horizontal and vertical composition maps from (1.7).
Given X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd), the left, right, bottom and upper boundary maps are

(∂lX)t := X0,t, (∂rX)t := X1,t, (∂bX)t := Xt,0, (∂uX)t := Xt,1. (3.2)

For any smooth path x : [0, 1]→ Rd, we define the horizontal and vertical identities of x, denoted
1h

x, 1v
x : [0, 1]2 → Rd respectively, by

(1h
x)s,t := xt and (1v

x)s,t := xs. (3.3)

For any smooth surface X : [0, 1]2 → Rd, we define the horizontal and vertical inverses of X,
denoted X−h, X−v : [0, 1]2 → Rd by

X−h
s,t = X1−s,t and X−v

s,t = Xs,1−t. (3.4)

The associativity and identity condition (for both horizontal and vertical composition) fail to hold
due to reparametrization issues, as in the 1D setting. Furthermore, the horizontal composition
of a surface X with its horizontal inverse X−h is not equal to the identity square 1h

∂l X
, since this

results in a “fold.” A direct generalization of thin homotopy will account for both of these issues.

Definition 3.4. Suppose X, Y : [0, 1]2 → Rd are surfaces with equal corners, where Xi,j = Yi,j for
all i, j ∈ {0, 1}. We say that X and Y are thin homotopy equivalent, denoted X ∼th Y if there exists
a smooth corner-preserving thin homotopy Ξ : [0, 1]3 → Rd between X and Y , where

• (homotopy condition) Ξ0,s,t = Xs,t and Ξ1,s,t = Ys,t;
• (thin homotopy boundaries) the four sides of the homotopy Ξu,s,0, Ξu,s,1, Ξu,0,t, Ξu,1,t are

thin homotopies between the four boundary paths of X and Y ; and

3Given two composable smooth surfaces X, Y , the concatenation X ⋆h Y is smooth everywhere except possibly s = 1/2.

We can reparametrize the s-axis using the normalized integral of the smooth function 1− exp( (2s−1)2

(2s−1)2−1 ), which is 0
at exactly s = 1/2.
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• (thinness condition) rank(dΞ) ≤ 2, where dΞ is the differential of Ξ.

Example 3.5. Here, we provide some examples of thin homotopy invariance of X : [0, 1]2 → Rd.
(1) Reparametrizations of the domain. Suppose ψ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1]2 is a smooth bijection

which preserves the corners and boundary, ψ(∂[0, 1]2) = ∂[0, 1]2. Then X ◦ ψ is thin
homotopy equivalent to X. Indeed, we can first define a homotopy Ψ : [0, 1]3 → [0, 1]2

between ψ and the identity id : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1]2 by

Ψs,t,u := uψs,t + (1− u)ids,t.

Then, Ξ : [0, 1]3 → Rd defined by Ξs,t,u = X ◦Ψs,t,u is a thin homotopy from X to X ◦ ψ.
From Definition 3.3 of piecewise smooth, there always exist smooth representatives of
thin homotopy classes in C∞([0, 1]2, Rd).

(2) Folding. This is a type of invariance which arises when considering horizontal and
vertical inverses as described above. In particular, for any smooth surface X, we have
X ⋆h X−h ∼th 1h

∂l X
, and similarly for vertical composition.

With this equivalence relation, we define the thin fundamental double groupoid Π where
• objects are Π0 = Rd;
• edges are Π1 = C∞([0, 1], Rd)/ ∼th; and
• squares are Π2 = C∞([0, 1]2, Rd)/ ∼th,

While we have defined compositions, identities and inverses for strict surfaces, we must de-
fine or verify these operations are well-defined under thin homotopy equivalence. The remainder
of the double groupoid structure is defined as follows.

Groupoid Structure on Edges. We equip the edges with the same composition, identities,
and inverses as the thin fundamental groupoid from Definition 2.6.

Boundary Maps. By definition, thin homotopy equivalent surfaces have thin homotopy
equivalent boundaries, so the boundaries from (3.2) are well-defined.

Horizontal and Vertical Composition. Suppose [X], [Y ] ∈ Π2 are two thin homotopy equiv-
alence classes of surfaces, and let X, Y : [0, 1]2 → Rd be arbitrary representatives.

(1) Horizontal concatenation of equivalence classes. Suppose ∂rX ∼th ∂lY , and let η :
[0, 1]2 → Rd be a thin homotopy between ∂rX and ∂lY . We define

[X] ⋆h [Y ] := [X ⋆h η ⋆h Y ], (3.5)

where these surfaces are composable by the definition of the thin homotopy.
(2) Vertical concatenation of equivalence classes. Suppose ∂uX ∼th ∂bY , and let η :

[0, 1]2 → Rd be a thin homotopy between ∂uX and ∂bY . Let η̃s,t := ηt,s be the reflec-
tion of η about the diagonal. We define

[X] ⋆v [Y ] := [X ⋆v η̃ ⋆v Y ], (3.6)
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where these surfaces are composable by definition of thin homotopy and the reflection.
The fact that these compositions are well-defined is proved in Lemma 2.12 of [68]. Furthermore,
this satisfies the interchange law.

Identity Squares. Given a thin homotopy equivalence class of paths [x] ∈ Π1 with a repre-
sentative x : [0, 1]→ Rd, the horizontal and vertical identity squares are exactly [1h

x], [1v
x] ∈ Π2. To

verify this is well defined, suppose x ∼th y, and let η : [0, 1]2 → Rd be a thin homotopy between
x and y. Then, we note that Ξ : [0, 1]3 → Rd defined by Ξs,t,u = ηt,u is a thin homotopy between
1h

x and 1h
y since Ξ is constant in the s-direction and therefore rank(dΞ) = rank(dη) = 1 ≤ 2.

Inverse Squares. Given a thin homotopy equivalence class of surfaces [X] ∈ Π2 with a
representative X : [0, 1]2 → Rd, the horizontal and vertical inverses are exactly [X−h], [X−v] ∈ Π2.
If X ∼th Y , then we have X−h ∼th Y−h and X−v ∼th Y−v by inverting the thin homotopy between
X and Y in the same way as the horizontal and vertical inverses. One can check that [X−h] and
[X−v] act as inverses with respect to horizontal and vertical concatenation,

[X] ⋆h [X−h] = [1h
∂l X ], [X] ⋆v [X−v] = [1v

∂bX ],

since thin homotopy quotients out 2-dimensional retracings (Example 3.5).

Theorem 3.6. [68, Theorem 2.13] The structure Π defined above is a double groupoid.

4. Crossed Modules and Matrix Double Groups

4.1. Double Groups. In this section, we turn to a higher dimensional generalization of a
group called a double group. Following the observation that a group is simply a groupoid with
one object, a double group is a double groupoid G with a single object. Thus, the only data we
must specify are the edges, and the squares. Given a pair of groups G = (G1, G2), with the
structure of a crossed module, we define an associated double group D(G) concretely as follows.

• The edges D1(G) = G1 form an ordinary group G1, called the boundary group.
• The squares D2(G) ⊂ G4

1 × G2 consists of four elements in G1, which make up the
boundary of the square, and an element from another group G2 called the interior group.
An element S = (x, y, z, w, E) ∈ D2(G) can be visually represented as follows.

There exists a boundary map δ : G2 → G1 and for a square S ∈ D2(G), we must have

δ(E) = x · y · z−1 · w−1.

Double groups are also equipped with horizontal and vertical products denoted ⊙h and
⊙v respectively. We begin with a simple example of a double group, followed by the general
definition in terms of crossed modules.
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4.1.1. From Groups to Double Groups. We begin by constructing a double group D(G) from an
ordinary group G, where G1 = G2 = G. We define the edges and squares by

D1(G) := G (4.1)

D2(G) := {(x, y, z, w, E) ∈ G5 : x, y, z, w ∈ G, E = xyz−1w−1}.

We will call this the trivial double group associated to G, where the boundary map is the identity,
δ = id. The fifth component, E, of D2(G) is the term which represents the interior, and is simply
taken to be the product of the boundary terms in the counter-clockwise order. Now, let’s consider
the horizontal and vertical composition of two such squares

S = (x, y, z, w, E), S′ = (x′, y′, z′, w′, E′) ∈ D2(G).

If S and S′ are horizontally composable, meaning y = w′, then we can explicitly compute the
boundary of the composed square as

xx′y′(z′)−1z−1w−1 = x
(

x′y′(z′)−1(w′)−1)x−1(xyz−1w−1) = (x ▷ E′)E,

where x ▷ y := xyx−1 denotes the conjugation action. Therefore, the horizontal composition of
S and S′ is defined to be

S⊙h S′ = (xx′, y′, zz′, w, (x ▷ E′)E).
Similarly, if S and S′ are vertically composable, meaning z = x′, then once again we compute the
boundary of the vertically composed square as

xyy′(z′)−1(w′)−1w−1 =
(
xyz−1w−1)w

(
x′y′(z′)−1(w′)−1) = E(w ▷ E′).

Thus, the vertical composition of S and S′ is defined to be

S⊙v S′ = (x, yy′, z, ww′, E(w ▷ E′)).

In this setting, the identities and inverses are also straightforward to define. In particular, given
x ∈ G, we define the horizontal and vertical identities to be

1h
x = (e, x, e, x, e) and 1v

x = (x, e, x, e, e),

where e ∈ G is the identity in G. Given a square S = (x, y, z, w, E), the horizontal and vertical
inverses are

S−h := (x−1, w, z−1, y; E−h) and S−v := (z, y−1, x, w−1, E−v),

where

E−h = x−1wzy−1 = x−1(wzy−1x−1)x = x−1 ▷ E−1

E−v = zy−1x−1w = w−1(wzy−1x−1)w = w−1 ▷ E−1.
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One can easily check that these are indeed satisfy the horizontal and vertical inverse conditions.

4.1.2. From Crossed Modules to Double Groups. The interior elements of squares in the dou-
ble group D(G) are completely determined by the boundary elements. In order to faithfully
represent surfaces, we require a double group in which the interior group G2 encodes more in-
formation than the group elements on the boundary of a square S. In this general setting, we
require the pair of groups (G1, G2) to satisfy additional structure.

Definition 4.1. A crossed module of groups,

G = (δ : G2 → G1, ▷: G1 → Aut(G2))

is given by two groups (G1, ·), (G2, ∗), a group morphism δ : G2 → G1 and a left action of G1 on
G2 (denoted element-wise by g ▷: G2 → G2 for g ∈ G1) which is a group morphism, such that

(CM1) (First Peiffer relation) δ(g ▷ h) = g · δ(h) · g−1; for g ∈ G1 and h ∈ G2

(CM2) (Second Peiffer relation) δ(h1) ▷ (h2) = h1 ∗ h2 ∗ h−1
1 ; for h1, h2 ∈ G2.

A crossed module of Lie groups is the same as above, except G1 and G2 are Lie groups, and all
morphisms are smooth.

Example 4.2. Let G be a group. As a trivial example of a crossed module of groups, we consider
G1 = G2 = G, the morphism δ = id : G → G to be the identity, action to be conjugation.

Given a crossed module G = (δ : G2 → G1,▷), we construct a double group D(G) which
generalizes the construction from Section 4.1.1. We define the edges and squares by

D1(G) = G1 and D2(G) := {(x, y, z, w, E) ∈ G4
1 ×G2 : δ(E) = xyz−1w−1}. (4.2)

Here, we note that the compatibility condition between G1 and G2 is that the interior element in
G2 must coincide with the boundary of the square under the map δ. For this reason, we call the
map δ the crossed module boundary. We define the horizontal and vertical composition of squares
S = (x, y, z, w, E) and S′ = (x′, y′, z′, w′, E′) in the same way as before,

S⊙h S′ = (x · x′, y′, z · z′w, (x ▷ E′) ∗ E) and S⊙v S′ = (x, y · y′, z, w · w′, E ∗ (w ▷ E′)), (4.3)

where we assume that y = w′ for horizontal composition and z = x′ for vertical composition. In
order for these compositions to be well-defined, we must ensure that

δ((x ▷ E′) ∗ E) = x · x′ · y′ · (z′)−1 · z−1 · w and δ(E ∗ (w ▷ E′)) = x · y · y′ · z−1 · w−1 · w−1,

both of which can be checked by direct computation by using the first Peiffer relation. Further-
more, we must also ensure that the interchange law holds, which is once again verified by direct
computation using the second Peiffer relation (see [17, Section 6.6]).

For x ∈ G1, we define the horizontal and vertical identities to be

1h
x = (e1, x, e1, x, e2) and 1v

x = (x, e1, x, e1, e2), (4.4)

where e1 ∈ G1 and e2 ∈ G2 are the respective identities. Finally, given S = (x, y, z, w, E), the
horizontal and vertical inverses are given by

S−h := (x−1, w, z−1, y, x−1 ▷ E−1) and S−v := (z, y−1, x, w−1, w−1 ▷ E−1), (4.5)

where the inverses are understood to be the group inverses in G1 and G2.

Proposition 4.3. [17, Section 6.6] Given a crossed module G, the structure D(G) is a double group.
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4.2. Crossed Modules of Matrix Lie Groups. In this section, we will define a crossed module

GLn,m,p = (∂ : GLn,m,p
2 → GLn,m,p

1 ,▷) (4.6)

of Lie groups, which is the higher analogue of the classical matrix groups, and will be used
throughout the remainder of the article. The general linear group GLn is the automorphism
group of the vector space V. Thus, the natural extension is to consider automorphisms of some
higher notion of a vector space V . We use Baez-Crans 2-vector spaces, first defined in [8]. These
notions of higher general linear groups have previously been studied in [38, 49, 66, 31].

Definition 4.4. A 2-vector space V is a 2-term chain complex4; in particular, it consists of two
classical vector spaces V0 and V1, along with a linear transformation ϕ,

V = V0
ϕ−→ V1.

Equation (4.6) is the general linear crossed module of the 2-vector space

V : Vn,p
1
∼= Rn+p ϕ−→ Vn,m

0
∼= Rn+m,

where we choose bases for Vn,p
1 and Vn,m

0 such that the linear transformation ϕ has the form

ϕ =

(
I 0
0 0

)
, (4.7)

where I ∈ Matn,n is the identity matrix. The group GLn,m,p
1 consists of invertible chain maps (1-

automorphisms) of V , while the group GLn,m,p
2 consists of chain homotopies (2-automorphisms)

from the identity to an element of GLn,m,p
1 . For further details, see Appendix C.1.

The Group GLn,m,p
1 . The group GLn,m,p

1 contains the invertible chain maps (F, G), where
F ∈ GLn+m and G ∈ GLn+p such that Fϕ = ϕG. Representing F and G in block matrix form,

F =

(
A B
C D

)
, G =

(
J K
L M

)
,

the chain map condition is

ϕF =

(
In 0
0 0

)(
A B
C D

)
=

(
A B
0 0

)
=

(
J 0
L 0

)
=

(
J K
L M

)(
In 0
0 0

)
= Gϕ.

This implies that A = J, B = 0 and L = 0. Therefore, we define GLn,m,p
1 to be

GLn,m,p
1 =

{
F, G =

(
A 0
B C

)
,
(

A D
0 E

)
: A ∈ GLn, B ∈ Matm,n, C ∈ GLm, D ∈ Matn,p, E ∈ GLp

}
.

The group multiplication of GLn,m,p
1 is matrix multiplication in each coordinate.

The Group GLn,m,p
2 . Based on our discussion in the previous section, the interior group of

GLn,m,p
2 will consist of 2-isomorphisms between the identity map and 1-isomorphisms in V . In

particular, GLn,m,p
2 consists of all chain homotopies from the identity chain map to the invertible

chain maps in GLn,m,p
1 .

A chain homotopy is a map H : V1 = Rn+p → V0 = Rn+m written in block matrix form as

H =

(
R ∈ Matn,n S ∈ Matn,p

T ∈ Matm,n U ∈ Matm,p

)
.

4Throughout, we will use the symbol ϕ for the boundary map in a 2-vector space.
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This must be a chain homotopy between the identity (I, I) ∈ GLn,m,p
1 and some other chain

automorphism (F, G) ∈ GLn,m,p
1 . This means that

Hϕ =

(
R S
T U

)(
I 0
0 0

)
=

(
R 0
T 0

)
=

(
A− I 0

B C− I

)
= F− I (4.8)

and

ϕH =

(
I 0
0 0

)(
R S
T U

)
=

(
R S
0 0

)
=

(
A− I D

0 E− I

)
= G− I. (4.9)

There are two implications of these two equations.

(1) We must have C = I and E = I. Thus, the target of the homotopy must be of the form

F =

(
A 0
B I

)
, G =

(
A D
0 I

)
.

(2) We must have T = B and S = D. Thus, the homotopy H must be of the form

H =

(
A− I D

B U

)
, (4.10)

where A, B, D are all determined by the target of the homotopy, and U is arbitrary.

Therefore, we define

GLn,m,p
2 :=

{
h =

(
A− I D

B U

)
: A ∈ GLn, B ∈ Matm,n, D ∈ Matn,p, H ∈ Matm,p

}
. (4.11)

Group Structure of GLn,m,p
2 . Group multiplication in GLn,m,p

2 corresponds to horizontal com-
position of chain homotopies. Given two chain homotopies H : I ≃ (F, G) and H′ : I ≃ (F′, G′),
the horizontal composition is a homotopy H ∗ H′ : I ≃ (FF′, GG′) defined by

H ∗ H′ = FH′ + H = (Hϕ + I)H′ + H = H + H′ + HϕH′,

where we use F = Hϕ + I from (4.8). Thus, the group multiplication is

H ∗ H′ = H + H′ + HϕH′. (4.12)

The unit is the zero map, which we simply denote by 0, and the inverse of H with respect to ∗ is

H−∗ = −(I + Hϕ)−1H = −H(I + ϕH)−1. (4.13)

Crossed Module Boundary. The crossed module boundary map δ : GLn,m,p
2 → GLn,m,p

1 sends
a homotopy to its target. From the chain homotopy conditions in (4.8) and (4.9), this is

δ(H) = (Hϕ + I, ϕH + I). (4.14)

Crossed Module Action. The last part of the crossed module structure to define is the
action ▷ of GLn,m,p

1 on GLn,m,p
2 . Given a homotopy h ∈ GLn,m,p

2 and a chain automorphism
(g, f ) ∈ GLn,m,p

1 , the action is defined by

(F, G) ▷ H := FHG−1. (4.15)

Theorem 4.5. [66] The structure

GLn,m,p =
(
∂ : GLn,m,p

2 → GLn,m,p
1 ,▷)

defined in this section is a crossed module of Lie groups.
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4.3. Crossed Modules of Matrix Lie Algebras. Crossed modules of Lie algebras (also called
differential crossed modules), are the infinitesimal version of crossed modules of Lie groups.

Definition 4.6. A crossed module of Lie algebras,

g = (δ : g2 → g1, ▷: g1 → Der(g2)) ,

is given by Lie algebras (g1, [·, ·]1) and (g2, [·, ·]2), a Lie algebra morphism δ : g2 → g1 and an
action of g1 on g2 (denoted element-wise by X ▷: g2 → g2 for X ∈ g1), which is a morphism of
Lie algebras, such that

(DCM1) (First Peiffer relation) δ(X ▷ v) = [X, δ(v)]1; for X ∈ g1 and v ∈ g2.
(DCM2) (Second Peiffer relation) δ(u) ▷ (v) = [u, v]2; for u, v ∈ g2.

For a crossed module of Lie groups, G = (δ : G2 → G1), one can construct its associated
crossed module of Lie algebras by applying the Lie algebra functor to the boundary map δ :
G2 → G1 and the action ▷ [35]. We apply this to the general linear crossed module to get

gln,m,p =
(
δ : gln,m,p

2 → gl
n,m,p
1 ,▷).

More concretely, this is obtained by taking the Lie algebra of both Lie groups in GLn,m,p, and
taking the differential of all maps.

The 1-Morphisms. Because GLn,m,p
1 just contains pairs of matrices with matrix multiplication

as the group multiplication, the Lie algebra gl
n,m,p
1 is simply the space of all chain maps,

gl
n,m,p
1 =

{
X, Y =

(
A 0
B C

)
,
(

A D
0 E

)
: A ∈ gln, B ∈ Matm,n, C ∈ glm, D ∈ Matn,p, E ∈ glp

}
.

The Lie bracket is the usual commutator of matrices, denoted [·, ·].

The 2-Morphisms. The Lie algebra of GLn,m,p
2 consists of linear transformations Z : V0 → V1,

gl
n,m,p
2 :=

{
Z =

(
R S
T U

)
: R ∈ Matn,n, S ∈ Matm,n, T ∈ Matn,p, U ∈ Matm,p

}
,

where the Lie bracket is the commutator with respect to the ∗-product,

[Z, Z′]∗ := ZϕZ′ − Z′ϕZ. (4.16)

Crossed Module Boundary. The differential of the boundary map, δ : gln,m,p
2 → gl

n,m,p
1 , is

δ(Z) = (Zϕ, ϕZ).

Crossed Module Action. Finally, the action of gln,m,p
1 on gl

n,m,p
2 is

(X, Y) ▷ Z = XZ− ZY.

Interactions between Lie Groups and Lie Algebras. Recall that for any action of Lie groups
▷: G → Aut(H), there is a corresponding action of the Lie group G on the Lie algebra h. In
particular, for any g ∈ G, we have an automorphism g ▷: H → H; when we take the differential
of this map, we obtain the action ▷: G → Aut(h). In the case of the general linear crossed
modules, the action ▷: GLn,m,p

1 → Aut(gln,m,p
2 ) is defined by

(F, G) ▷ X = FXG−1. (4.17)

The Lie exponential exp∗ : gln,m,p
2 → GLn,m,p

2 is discussed in Appendix C.2.
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5. Smooth Surface Holonomy

We will now construct the desired double functor (Definition 3.2) between double groupoids,

H : Π → D(G),

where Π is the thin fundamental double groupoid (Theorem 3.6) and D(G) is the double group
(4.2) associated to a crossed module G. Because D0(G) is a singleton, the functor is trivial at the
level of objects H0 : Π0 → D0(G). At the level of edges,

H1 : Π1 → D1(G),

where D1(G) = G1 is just a group, this functor reduces to classical path holonomy on G1. Then,
at the level of squares, we have a map

H2 : Π2 → D2(G).

Given a surface X ∈ Π2 with boundary paths x, y, z, w ∈ Π1, the resulting square has the form

H2(X) =
(

H1(x), H1(y), H1(z), H1(w); H(X)
)

, (5.1)

where H : C∞([0, 1]2, Rd) → G2 is a map which is invariant under thin homotopy, and thus
descend to H : Π2 → G2. We will call H the surface holonomy.

In order to define surface holonomy valued in the crossed module G = (δ : G2 → G1), we
require a 2-connection valued in the associated differential crossed module g = (δ : g2 → g1).

Definition 5.1. A translation-invariant 2-connection (α, γ) over Rd valued in the differential crossed
module g = (δ : g2 → g1) consists of a linear differential 1-form α ∈ L(Rd,g1) and a linear
differential 2-form γ ∈ L(Λ2Rd,g2) of the form

α :=
d

∑
i=1

αi dxi and γ := ∑
i<j

γi,j dxi ∧ dxj, (5.2)

where αi ∈ g1 and γi,j ∈ g2. The 2-connection is called semiflat if

δγ = κα, (5.3)

where κα is the curvature of α (Definition 2.14). In this article, 2-connections will always refer to
semiflat translation-invariant 2-connections.

5.1. Nonabelian Surface Integration. We will construct this surface holonomy functor by
following the philosophy of Example 1.1, as outlined in Section 1.2. Let X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd) and
fix a 2-connection (α, γ) valued in the differential crossed module g = (δ : g2 → g1). The group
multiplication in G2 is denoted ∗, and the exponential for G2 is denoted exp∗ : g2 → G2.

We begin by considering a grid-like partition

π = πs × πt = {0 = s0 < . . . < sn = 1} × {0 = t0 < . . . < tm = 1}.

We approximate the surface holonomy over a rectangle [si−1, si]× [tj−1, tj] by

H(X[si−1,si ]×[tj−1,tj]) ≈ H̃i,j := exp∗

(
γ

(
∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂s
,

∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂t

)
∆is ∆jt

)
∈ G2,

where
∆is := si − si−1 and ∆jt := tj − tj−1.
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Moreover, we denote the path holonomies of the bottom and left boundaries of X[si−1,si ]×[tj−1,tj] by

Fsi−1,si ;tj−1 := F(X[si−1,si ]×tj−1
)

Fsi−1;tj−1,tj := F(Xsi−1×[tj−1,tj]).

In particular, we approximate the entire square H2(X[si−1,si ]×[tj−1,tj]) by

H2(X[si−1,si ]×[tj−1,tj]) ≈ H̃i,j :=
(

Fsi−1,si ;tj−1 , Fsi ;tj−1,tj , F−1
si−1,si ;tj

, F−1
si−1;tj−1,tj

, H̃i,j

)
, (5.4)

and we will stitch these squares together using the double groupoid compositions.

However, this square is not necessarily an element of D2(G), since

δH̃i,j ̸= Fsi−1,si ;tj−1 · Fsi ;tj−1,tj · F−1
si−1,si ;tj

· F−1
si−1;tj−1,tj

(5.5)

in general. Indeed, we can compute the crossed module boundary of H̃i,j by

δH̃i,j = δ exp∗

(
γ

(
∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂s
,

∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂t

)
∆is ∆jt

)
= exp

(
δγ

(
∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂s
,

∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂t

)
∆is ∆jt

)
= exp

(
1
2

[
α

(
∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂s

)
, α

(
∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂t

)]
∆is ∆jt

)
,

where we use the fact that δ commutes with Lie exponentials (δ is a Lie group morphism in the
first line and the corresponding Lie algebra morphism in the second line), and the semiflatness
condition (5.3). Equation(5.5) holds generically, which follows from the fact that δH̃i,j is only
dependent on Xsi−1,tj−1 , while the product of boundary terms depends on the entire boundary.

Despite the fact that these are not squares in the double group D(G), we show that the limit
of iterated horizontal and vertical compositions forms an element of the double group. By a
slight abuse of notation, we define

H̃i,j ⊙h H̃i+1,j := (Fsi−1,si ;tj−1 ▷ H̃i+1,j) ∗ H̃i,j (5.6)

H̃i,j ⊙v H̃i,j+1 := H̃i,j ∗ (Fsi−1;tj−1,tj ▷ H̃i,j+1), (5.7)

and denote the iterated horizontal and vertical products by
−→
∏

i∈[n]

hH̃i,j := H̃1,j ⊙h H̃2,j ⊙h . . .⊙h H̃n,j

−−→
∏

j∈[m]

vH̃i,j := H̃i,1 ⊙v H̃i,2 ⊙v . . .⊙v H̃i,m.

Let xs,t : [0, 1]→ Rd be the path specified by the image of the piecewise linear path in [0, 1]2,

(0, 0)→ (0, t)→ (s, t),
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under the map X. More precisely, we define

xs,t
u :=

{
X0,2ut : u ∈ [0, 1/2]

X(2u−1)s,t : u ∈ (1/2, 1]
(5.8)

We call this the (s, t)-tail path of X, and will be used throughout the remainder of the article. The
following result shows that the limit of such iterated compositions yield the surface holonomy.
Similar results on showing iterated compositions have previously appeared in [72, 84].

Theorem 5.2. Let (α, γ) be a 2-connection valued in g = (δ : g2 → g1). For each n, m ∈ N, consider
the uniform partition πn,m of [0, 1]2 given by si =

i
n and tj =

j
n . Then,

Hα,γ(X) = lim
m→∞

lim
n→∞

−−→
∏

j∈[m]

v
−→
∏

i∈[n]

hH̃i,j (5.9)

is well defined, and is the solution of the differential equation,

∂Hα,γ
s,t (X)

∂t
= dLHα,γ

s,t (X)

∫ s

0
Fα(xs′,t) ▷ γ

(
∂Xs′,t

∂s
,

∂Xs′,t

∂t

)
ds′, Hα,γ

s,t (X) = e2, (5.10)

where e2 ∈ G2 is the identity, with Hα,γ(X) = Hα,γ
1,1 (X).

Proof. To simplify notation, we will omit the (α, γ) superscripts in this proof. We consider
one limit at a time, and we will begin by approximating

H̃j := lim
n→∞

−→
∏

i∈[n]

hH̃i,j. (5.11)

By applying the horizontal composition rule from (5.6) from left to right, and using the fact
that Fs,s′;t · Fs′,s′′;t = Fs,s′′;t, since F denotes a path holonomy, we have

−→
∏

i∈[n]

hH̃i,j = (F0,sn−1;tj−1 ▷ H̃n,j) ∗ . . . ∗ (F0,s1;tj−1 ▷ H̃2,j) ∗ H̃1,j

Next, expanding the definitions, and denoting ϵn = ∆is = 1
n and ϵm = ∆jt = 1

n , we have

(F0,si−1;tj−1 ▷ H̃i,j) = F0,si−1;tj−1 ▷ exp∗

(
γ

(
∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂s
,

∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂t

)
ϵn ϵm

)
= exp∗

(
F0,si−1;tj−1 ▷ γ

(
∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂s
,

∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂t

)
ϵn ϵm

)
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Then, using Proposition 2.12, we can write (5.11) is a path ordered exponential,

H̃j = lim
n→∞

←−
∏

i∈[n]

∗ exp∗

(
F0,si−1;tj−1 ▷ γ

(
∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂s
,

∂Xsi−1,tj−1

∂t

)
ϵn ∆t

)
=
←−−
Pexp1(A)

where As : [0, 1]→ g2 is definewd by

As := F0,s;tj−1 ▷ γ

(
∂Xs,tj−1

∂s
,

∂Xs,tj−1

∂t

)
ϵm ∈ g2.

In particular, H̃j is well defined. Next, we wish to consider approximations of H̃j, so we embed
the Lie group G2 and the Lie algebra g2 in the universal enveloping algebra U(g2). Then, for
sufficiently small ϵm, we make the approximation

H̃j = exp∗

(
ϵm

∫ 1

0
F0,s′;tj−1 ▷ γ

(
∂Xs′,tj−1

∂s
,

∂Xs′,tj−1

∂t

)
ds′
)
+ O(ϵ2

m).

While H̃j ∈ G2, the error term O(ϵ2
m) is an element of U(g2) and not necessarily in G2.

Lastly, we consider limit of the vertical compositions,
−−→
∏

j∈[m]

vH̃j = H̃1 ∗ (F0;0,t1 ▷ H̃2) ∗ . . . ∗ (F0;0,tm−1 ▷ H̃m).

Then, in the limit, we have

lim
m→∞

−−→
∏

j∈[m]

vH̃j = lim
m→∞

−−→
∏

j∈[m]

∗F0;0,tj−1 ▷ exp∗

(
ϵm

∫ 1

0
F0,s′;tj−1 ▷ γ

(
∂Xs′,tj−1

∂s
,

∂Xs′,tj−1

∂t

)
ds′
)

,

since the O(ϵ2
m) error term vanishes as m→ ∞. Next, we note that

F0;0,tj−1 · F0,s′;tj−1 = F(xs′,tj−1),

where xs,t is the tail path from (5.8). Once again using the fact that the action ▷ commutes with
the exponential exp∗, we get

lim
m→∞

−−→
∏

j∈[m]

vH̃j = lim
m→∞

−−→
∏

j∈[m]

∗ exp∗

(
ϵm

∫ 1

0
F(xs′,tj−1) ▷ γ

(
∂Xs′,tj−1

∂s
,

∂Xs′,tj−1

∂t

)
ds′
)

=
−−→
Pexp1(B),

where

Bt :=
∫ 1

0
F(xs′,t) ▷ γ

(
∂Xs′,t

∂s
,

∂Xs′,t

∂t

)
ds′ ∈ g2.

Finally, by Proposition 2.12, see that
−−→
Pexpt(B) satisfies the differential equation (5.12), and thus

H(X) = lim
m→∞

−−→
∏

j∈[m]

vH̃j = lim
m→∞

lim
n→∞

−−→
∏

j∈[m]

v
−→
∏

i∈[n]

hH̃i,j.
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□

Remark 5.3. In the definition of this surface ordered exponential, we first perform horizontal
compositions, and then perform vertical compositions. The approximate squares defined in (5.4)
are not elements of D2(G) because the boundary condition does not hold. Thus the interchange
law does not hold, and the equivalence with the opposite ordering is not immediate. However,
the limiting product in the opposite ordering

Ĥα,γ(X) = lim
n→∞

lim
m→∞

−→
∏

i∈[n]

v
−−→
∏

j∈[m]

hH̃i,j,

will satisfy the differential equation in (5.23) in terms of s rather than t. We will show in Propo-
sition 5.9 that Hα,γ(X) = Ĥα,γ(X). Following [68], this can be viewed as a nonabelian Fubini
theorem. Further discussion on the order of multiplication can be found in [84, Chapter 7]
and [72, Remark 3.9].

5.1.1. Surface Holonomy in Crossed Modules. The map obtained in Theorem 5.2 corresponds
to a generalization of path holonomy to surfaces. Surface holonomy was initially defined using
2-categories [7, 9, 75, 67], but we will use the formulation from [68] in terms of double groupoids.

Definition 5.4. [68, Equation 2.13] Let G = (δ : G2 → G1,▷) be a crossed module, and let (α, γ)

be a 2-connection valued in g, where α ∈ L(Rd,g1) and γ ∈ L(Λ2Rd,g2). Let X : [0, 1]2 → Rd be
a smooth surface. The surface holonomy of X with respect to (α, γ) is the solution at (s, t) = (1, 1) of
the differential equation for Hα,γ

s,t (X) : [0, 1]2 → G2, defined by

∂Hα,γ
s,t (X)

∂t
= dLHα,γ

s,t (X)

∫ s

0
Fα(xs′,t) ▷ γ

(
∂Xs′,t

∂s
,

∂Xs′,t

∂t

)
ds′, Hα,γ

s,0 (X) = eG2 , (5.12)

where ▷ is the induced action of G1 on g2, and the tail path xs,t : [0, 1] → Rd is defined in (5.8).
When the connection is clear, we write Hs,t(X) := Hα,γ

s,t (X), and we define

Hα,γ(X) := Hα,γ
1,1 (X).

In order for this definition of surface holonomy to be used in the surface holonomy functor
from (5.1), it must be invariant under thin homotopy.

Proposition 5.5. [68, Corollary 2.31] Let X, X ′ : [0, 1]2 → Rd be smooth maps such that X ∼th X ′.
Then, for any 2-connection (α, γ), we have

Hα,γ(X) = Hα,γ(X ′).

This implies that for any 2-connection (α, γ), the surface holonomy function from Defini-
tion 5.4 is well-defined under thin homotopy classes of surfaces,

Hα,γ : Π2 → G2.

Furthermore, it satisfies the crossed module boundary condition, which can be viewed as a
nonabelian Stokes’ theorem (see the following Example 5.7).

Theorem 5.6 (Smooth Nonabelian Stokes’ Theorem). [68, Theorem 4.1] Let X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd)

and (α, γ) be a 2-connection. Suppose ∂X : [0, 1]→ Rd is the boundary path of X. Then,

δHα,γ(X) = Fα(∂X). (5.13)
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Example 5.7. We consider the simplest example of surface holonomy using the trivial crossed
module from Example 4.2,

G = (id : G → G,▷),

where the action ▷ is given by conjugation. This induces the trivial double group D(G) defined
in (4.1). Choose a 1-connection α ∈ L(Rd, g), and define the 2-connection as the curvature
γ = κ ∈ L(Λ2Rd, g) of α from Definition 2.14, where semiflatness is satisfied by definition.

Let X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd) with boundary paths x, y, z, w : [0, 1] → Rd. From (5.13) and the fact
that δ = id, the surface holonomy must be the path holonomy of the boundary,

Hα,κ(X) = Fα(x) · Fα(y) · Fα(z−1) · Fα(w−1) = Fα(∂X), (5.14)

which motivates terminology of the nonabelian Stokes’ theorem. Indeed, from Theorem 5.2, we view
Hα,κ as the nonabelian surface integral of κ = Dα (where D is the exterior covariant derivative of
α), and Fα(∂X) is the nonabelian path integral of α. Here, Hα,κ

s,t (X) : [0, 1]2 → G, is defined by

∂Hα,κ
s,t (X)

∂t
= dLHα,κ

s,t (X)

∫ s

0
Fα(xs′,t) ▷ κ

(
∂Xs′,t

∂s
,

∂Xs′,t

∂t

)
ds′, Hα,κ

s,t (X) = eG. (5.15)

The formula in (5.14) has previously been studied as a nonabelian Stokes’ theorem (see [55] and
references therein), going back to the work of Schlesinger [73].

Finally, the map defined between the double groupoids Π and D(G) at the beginning of this
section is indeed a functor between double groupoids.

Theorem 5.8. [68, Theorem 2.32] Let (α, γ) be a 2-connection valued in g. The maps

Hα,γ
1 : Π1 → D1(G) and Hα,γ

2 : Π2 → D2(G)

given for [x] ∈ Π1 and [X] ∈ Π2 by

Hα,γ
1 ([x]) = Fα([x]) (5.16)

Hα,γ
2 ([X]) =

(
Fα([x]), Fα([y]), Fα([z]), Fα([w]), Hα,γ([X])

)
, (5.17)

defines a functor Hα,γ : Π → D(G) between double groupoids.

This result implies that surface holonomy preserves horizontal and vertical compositions of
maps. In particular, given surfaces X, Y : [0, 1]2 → Rd where X has bottom and left boundaries
∂bX = x and ∂lX = w, and the maps are horizontally (resp. vertically) composable, then

H(X ⋆h Y) = [F(x) ▷ H(Y)] ∗ H(X) (5.18)

H(X ⋆v Y) = H(X) ∗ [F(w) ▷ H(Y)]. (5.19)

In fact, this holds under the composition of thin homotopy classes of surfaces defined in (3.5)
and (3.6), and thus we have

H([X] ⋆h [Y ]) = [F([x]) ▷ H([Y ])] ∗ H([X]) (5.20)

H([X] ⋆v [Y ]) = H([X]) ∗ [F([w]) ▷ H([Y ])]. (5.21)

This is because of the fact that if a surface η : [0, 1]2 → Rd has rank(dη) ≤ 1, then γ
(

∂ηs,t
∂s ,

∂ηs,t
∂t

)
= 0

everywhere, and thus H(η) = 0.

The surface holonomy functor also satisfies an equivariance property. There is a natural
dihedral group action on the elements of Π2 by rotation or reflections of the domain, and there
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also exists a group action on the squares of D2(G) such that Hα,γ
2 is equivariant [68, Theorem

4.4]. Let X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd), and X̂s,t := Xt,s be the map defined by reflecting the domain about
the diagonal s = t. From this equivariance property, we have

Hα,γ(X̂) = Hα,γ(X)−∗, (5.22)

where (·)−∗ denotes the group inverse in G2. This leads to another differential equation for
surface holonomy, which is implicit in [68].

Proposition 5.9 (Smooth Nonabelian Fubini’s Theorem). Let (α, γ) be a 2-connection valued in
G = (δ : G2 → G1,▷), and suppose X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd). Let Ĥα,γ

s,t : [0, 1]2 → G2 be defined by the
differential equation

∂Ĥα,γ
s,t (X)

∂s
= dRĤα,γ

s,t (X)

∫ t

0
Fα(x̂t′,s) ▷ γ

(
∂Xs,t′

∂s
,

∂Xs,t′

∂t

)
dt′, Hα,γ

0,t (X) = eG2 , (5.23)

where Rg : G2 → G2 is right multiplication by g ∈ G2, and x̂t,s is the (t, s)-tail path5 of X̂. Then,

Ĥα,γ
1,1 (X) = Hα,γ

1,1 (X),

where Hα,γ is the map from Definition 5.4.

Proof. Let X̂s,t = Xt,s, and using the definition of Hα,γ
s,t (X̂) from Definition 5.4, we have

∂Hα,γ
t,s (X̂)

∂s
= dLHα,γ

t,s (X̂)

∫ t

0
Fα(x̂t′,s) ▷ γ

(
∂X̂t′,s

∂t
,

∂X̂t′,s

∂s

)
dt′

= dLHα,γ
t,s (X̂)

(
−
∫ t

0
Fα(x̂t′,s) ▷ γ

(
∂Xs,t′

∂s
,

∂Xs,t′

∂t

)
dt′
)

.

From the inverse property of path ordered exponentials [2, Proposition 2.1], we have Ĥα,γ
s,t (X) =

Hα,γ
t,s (X̂)−∗ for all s, t ∈ [0, 1]. Finally, combining this with (5.22), we have

Ĥα,γ
1,1 (X) = Hα,γ

1,1 (X̂)−∗ = Hα,γ
1,1 (X).

□

5.2. Matrix Surface Holonomy. So far, we considered surface holonomy for 2-connections
valued in arbitrary differential crossed modules. Here, we will specialize to the case of matrix
surface holonomy, when the 2-connections are valued in gln,m,p.

Notation. We will fix a 2-vector space V = Vn,p
1 → Vn,m

0 , where Vn,p
1
∼= Rn ⊕ Rp and

Vn,m
0
∼= Rn ⊕Rm. Then, recall that

GLn,m,p
1 ⊂ GLn+m×GLn+p and gl

n,m,p
1 ⊂ gln+m ⊕ gln+p.

When we discuss matrix surface holonomy, it is convenient to distinguish the two components
of GLn,m,p

1 and gl
n,m,p
1 .

1-Connections and Path Holonomy. We denote a 1-connection valued in gl
n,m,p
1 by (α, β) ∈

L(Rd,gln,m,p
1 ) ∼= L(Rd, gln+m)⊕ L(Rd, gln+p), where

(α, β) =
d

∑
i=1

(αi, βi)dxi,

5Alternatively, x̂t,s is the image of the path (0, 0)→ (s, 0)→ (s, t) under X.
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with

αi, βi =

(
Ai 0
Bi Ci

)
,
(

Ai Di

0 Ei

)
∈ gl

n,m,p
1 .

We view each component of (α, β) separately as α ∈ L(Rd, gln+m) and β ∈ L(Rd, gln+p). Then,
given a smooth path x : [0, 1]→ Rd, we denote the path holonomy of x by

(Fα(x), Gβ(x)) ∈ GLn,m,p
1 . (5.24)

In particular, Fα(x) ∈ GLn+m is the path holonomy with respect to α and Gβ(x) ∈ GLn+p is the
path holonomy with respect to β. If the connection is clear, we will simply write (F(x), G(x)).

2-Connections. We denote the 2-form in the 2-connection by γ ∈ L(Λ2Rd,gln,m,p
2 ), where

γ = ∑
i<j

γi,jdxi ∧ dxj

and

γi,j =

(
Ri,j Si,j

Ti,j Ui,j

)
∈ gl

n,m,p
2 .

However, there are some restrictions on the αi, βi and γi,j due to the semiflat condition (5.3).
In particular, for each i, j, we must have δ(γi,j) = [(αi, βi), (αj, βj)]. Written out in block matrix
form, we have

δ(γi,j) = (γi,jϕ, ϕγi,j) =

(
Ri,j 0
Ti,j 0

)
,
(

Ri,j Si,j

0 0

)
.

In terms of the two components, we must have γi,jϕ = [αi, αj] and ϕγi,j = [βi, βj], which is

γi,jϕ =

(
Ri,j 0
Ti,j 0

)
=

(
[Ai, Aj] 0

Bi Aj − Bj Ai + CiBj − CjBi [Ci, Cj]

)
= [αi, αj]

ϕγi,j =

(
Ri,j Si,j

0 0

)
=

(
[Ai, Aj] AiDj − AjDi + DiEj − DjEi

0 [Ei, Ej]

)
= [βi, βj].

Definition 5.10. A matrix 2-connection valued in gln,m,p is a triple ω = (α, β, γ) such that (α, β) ∈
L(Rd,gln,m,p

1 ) and γ ∈ L(Λ2Rd,gln,m,p
2 ), where the components in block matrix form are

αi =

(
Ai 0
Bi Ci

)
, βi =

(
Ai Di

0 Ei

)
, γi,j =

(
Ri,j Si,j

Ti,j Ui,j

)
,

such that for all i < j, we have [Ci, Cj] = [Ei, Ej] = 0, Ri,j = [Ai, Aj],

Si,j = AiDj − AjDi + DiEj − DjEi and Ti,j = Bi Aj − Bj Ai + CiBj − CjBi.

We let Mn,m,p(Rd) denote the set of matrix 2-connections on Rd valued in gln,m,p. When the
domain is clear, we simplify the notation and simply writeMn,m,p :=Mn,m,p(Rd).

This implies that the choice of 1-connection fully determines the matrices Ri,j, Si,j and Ti,j, and
the choice of 2-connection reduces to choosing a set of matrices Ui,j ∈ Rm×p. Furthermore, we
note thatMn,m,p is not a linear space due to the nonlinear conditions [Ci, Cj] = 0 and [Ei, Ej] = 0.

Metrics on 2-Connections. While Mn,m,p is not a linear space, it is a subset of the linear
space L(Rd,gln,m,p

1 ) ⊕ L(Λ2Rd,gln,m,p
2 ), which we equip with the Frobenius norm. Given ω =
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(α, β, γ) ∈ L(Rd,gln,m,p
1 )⊕ L(Λ2Rd,gln,m,p

2 ), we define

∥ω∥2
F :=

d

∑
i=1
∥αi∥2

F +
d

∑
i=1
∥βi∥2

F + ∑
1≤i<j≤d

∥γi,j∥2
F, (5.25)

where ∥ · ∥F on the right side of the equation is the usual Frobenius norm for matrices A ∈ Matn,m,

∥A∥2
F :=

n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1
|Ai,j|2.

Then, we define a metric between 2-connections dM :Mn,m,p ×Mn,m,p → R by

dM(ω1, ω2) := ∥ω1 −ω2∥F. (5.26)

Surface Holonomy. Now, we will consider the surface holonomy equation in (5.12) for matrix
2-connections. In order to make this equation explicit, we note that the differential of the left
multiplication map LH : GLn,m,p

2 → GLn,m,p
2 is

dLH(X) = (I + Hϕ)X. (5.27)

Then, using the definition of the action ▷ of GLn,m,p
1 on gl

n,m,p
2 from (4.17), the matrix surface

holonomy equation with respect to the matrix 2-connection ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ Mn,m,p is

∂Hω
s,t(X)

∂t
= (I + Hω

s,t(X)ϕ)
∫ s

0
Fα(xs′,t) · γ

(
∂Xs′,t

∂s
,

∂Xs′,t

∂t

)
·
(

Gβ(xs′,t)
)−1

ds′, (5.28)

with boundary conditions Hω
s,0(X) = Hω

0,t(X) = 0. Note that we can evaluate γ to get

γ

(
∂Xs′,t

∂s
,

∂Xs,t

∂t

)
= ∑

i<j
γi,j Ji,j

s,t[X],

where Ji,j
s,t[X] : [0, 1]2 → R is the determinant of the Jacobian of (X i, X j); in other words,

Ji,j
s,t[X] :=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∂X i

s,t
∂s

∂X i
s,t

∂t
∂X j

s,t
∂s

∂X j
s,t

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣∣ .

Then, we can further simplify the matrix holonomy equation as

∂Hω
s,t(X)

∂t
= (I + Hω

s,t(X)ϕ)

(
∑
i<j

∫ s

0
Fα(xs′,t) · γi,j ·

(
Gβ(xs′,t)

)−1
Ji,j
s,t[X] ds′

)
. (5.29)

6. Computational Matrix Surface Holonomy

In this section, we provide explicit computations for matrix surface holonomy for linear and
piecewise linear maps using the ordinary matrix exponential. We fix a matrix 2-connection
ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ Mn,m,p and we omit this from the notation.

6.1. Matrix Surface Holonomy for a Linear Surface. We begin with a linear surface,

Xs,t = as + bt ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd) (6.1)

for a, b ∈ Rd with a = (a1, . . . , ad) and b = (b1, . . . , bd). We solve the matrix holonomy equation
from (5.28) in terms of elementary matrix operations such as the standard matrix exponential.
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Here, the matrix 2-connection ω = (α, β, γ) evaluated on X is constant over Rd; in particular,

αa := α

(
∂Xs,t

∂s

)
=

d

∑
i=1

αiai, αb := α

(
∂Xs,t

∂t

)
=

d

∑
i=1

αibi

βa := β

(
∂Xs,t

∂s

)
=

d

∑
i=1

βiai, βb := β

(
∂Xs,t

∂t

)
=

d

∑
i=1

βibi

γa,b := γ

(
∂Xs,t

∂s
,

∂Xs,t

∂t

)
= ∑

i<j
γi,j
(

aibj − ajbi
)

.

Next, note that the tail path xs,t from (5.8) is a piecewise linear path from X0,0 → X0,t → Xs,t,
so the 1-holonomy of xs,t can be computed as

F(xs,t) = exp(tαb) · exp(sαa)

G(xs,t) = exp(tβb) · exp(sβa).

In this case, the matrix surface holonomy equation from (5.28) is

∂

∂t
Ht(X) = (1 + Ht(x)ϕ) · exp(tαb) ·

(∫ 1

0
exp(sαa) · γa,b · exp(−sβa)ds

)
· exp(−tβb)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Qt

. (6.2)

We consider the computation for s = 1, and to simplify the notation, we set Ht(X) := H1,t(X).

6.1.1. Computing Qt. First, we compute the term Qt from (6.2). Consider the integral

J :=
∫ 1

0
exp(sαa) · γa,b · exp(−sβa)ds. (6.3)

This integral can be represented as the matrix exponential of a larger matrix by reformulating
the following as a system of matrix ODEs.

Lemma 6.1. We have the following two identities

exp
((
−A C

0 −B

)
s
)
=

(
exp(−sA) exp(−sA) ·

(∫ s
0 exp(s′A) · C · exp(−s′B)ds′

)
0 exp(−sB)

)
, (6.4)

exp
((

B 0
C A

)
s
)
=

(
exp(sB) 0(∫ s

0 exp(s′A) · C · exp(−s′B)ds′
)
· exp(−sB) exp(sA)

)
. (6.5)

Using (6.4) from this lemma, we obtain

exp
((
−αa γa,b

0 −βa

))
=

(
• exp(−αa) · J
0 •

)
,

where • denotes a possibly nonzero matrix. Therefore, we can express Qt as a block matrix as

Qt =

(
Q1

t Q2
t

Q3
t Q4

t

)
=
(
exp(tαb) · exp(αa) 0

)
· exp

((
−αa γa,b

0 −βa

))
·
(

0
exp(−tβb)

)
, (6.6)

explicitly in terms of matrix exponentials and matrix multiplication.

6.1.2. Solving the Surface Holonomy Equation. Now, we rewrite Equation (6.2) as

∂

∂t
Ht(X) = (I + Ht(X)ϕ) ·Qt. (6.7)



34 DARRICK LEE AND HARALD OBERHAUSER

We begin by reducing this differential equation by using the boundary property (5.13) of
surface holonomy. In particular, we have

δHt(X) = (Fα, Gβ)(∂(X|[0,1]×[0,t])), (6.8)

where X|[0,1]×[0,t] denotes the restriction of the map X to the region [0, 1]× [0, t], and ∂(X|[0,1]×[0,t])

denotes the boundary path of the restricted surface. In particular, ∂(X|[0,1]×[0,t]) is the image of

(0, 0)→ (1, 0)→ (1, t)→ (0, t)→ (0, 0)

under X. The path holonomies of the boundary paths can be explicitly computed as

Fα(∂(X|[0,1]×[0,t])) =

(
At 0
Bt Ct

)
= exp(αa) · exp(αbt) · exp(−αa) · exp(−αbt) (6.9)

Gβ(∂(X|[0,1]×[0,t])) =

(
At Dt

0 Et

)
= exp(βa) · exp(βbt) · exp(−βa) · exp(−βbt). (6.10)

We express the surface holonomy in block matrix notation as

Hω(∂(X|[0,1]×[0,t])) =

(
Rt St

Tt Ut

)
,

and from the definition of the crossed module boundary (4.14), and (4.8) – (4.9) we obtain

Rt = At − I, St = Dt, and Tt = Bt. (6.11)

This implies that we only need to use (6.7) to compute Ut. We express Qt in block form as

Qt =

(
Q1

t Q2
t

Q3
t Q4

t

)
,

and expanding (6.7), we obtain(
∂Rt
∂t

∂St
∂t

∂Tt
∂t

∂Ut
∂t

)
=

((
I 0
0 I

)
+

(
Rt St

Tt Ut

)(
I 0
0 0

))
·
(

Q1
t Q2

t
Q3

t Q4
t

)
=

(
Q1

t + RtQ1
t Q2

t + RtQ2
t

Q3
t + TtQ1

t Q4
t + TtQ2

t

)
.

Finally, this shows that Ut can be computed as

Ut =
∫ t

0
Q4

t′ + Bt′Q2
t′dt′, (6.12)

where the Qi
t are defined in (6.6), and Bt is defined in (6.9). We also provide a more direct

approach assuming further conditions on the 2-connection in Appendix D.

6.2. Piecewise Linear Surfaces. Next, we consider the computation of surface holonomy
for piecewise linear maps, which naturally arise as approximations to continuous surfaces or
interpolations of a discrete 2-dimensional grid of points. However, we must further triangulate
the square to obtain a piecewise linear interpolation. Thus, we consider basic squares, defined by
the points a, b, c ∈ Rd, where we fix one point to be the origin 0 ∈ Rd.
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Once we can compute surface holonomy for basic squares, we can use the functorial proper-
ties in (5.18) and (5.19) to compute surface holonomy for piecewise linear surfaces. The idea is to
view a basic square as the composition of two squares as follows. The colored parts of the square
are linear as in the previous figure, while striped regions are horizontally constant (and thus has
trivial Jacobian). Moreover, the composition is thin homotopy equivalent to our original map.

Therefore, our task is reduced to computing the surface holonomy of the first two half-
squares. To begin, we consider the surface holonomy equation for the first half-square X above,

∂

∂t
Ht(X) = (I + Ht(X)ϕ) · exp(tαb) ·

(∫ t

0
exp(sαc) · γc,b · expm(−sβc)ds

)
· exp(tβb). (6.13)

The only difference is that the inner integral only goes up to s = t rather than s = 1 since the
Jacobian of X is trivial for s > t. We can still compute this inner integral

Jt =
∫ t

0
exp(sαc) · γc,b · exp(−sβc)ds

with matrix exponentials by using (6.4). However, this is now dependent on t, and the vector
field Qt now has the form

Qt =

(
Q1

t Q2
t

Q3
t Q4

t

)
=
(
exp(tαb) · exp(tαc) 0

)
· exp

((
−αc γc,b

0 −βc

)
t
)
·
(

0
exp(−tβb)

)
.

In particular, we can use the same methods as Section 6.1.2 to compute the interior block of
surface holonomy using (6.12). In this case, the path holonomies is computed as

Fα(∂(X|[0,1]×[0,t])) =

(
At 0
Bt Ct

)
= exp((αb + αc)t) · exp(−αct) · exp(−αbt)

Gβ(∂(X|[0,1]×[0,t])) =

(
At Dt

0 Et

)
= exp((βb + βc)t) · exp(−βct) · exp(−βbt).

We can use similar methods to compute Ht(Y). Finally, using the fact that the lower boundary
path of X is trivial, we use the horizontal composition formula to obtain

H(X ⋆h Y) = H(Y) ∗ H(X).

7. Young Surface Holonomy

In this section, we generalize surface holonomy from smooth surfaces to bounded controlled
p-variation surfaces in the Young regime, with p < 2. Furthermore, we show that there exists a
double groupoid of equivalence classes of such nonsmooth surfaces, and that surface holonomy
is still functorial.

Definition 7.1. Let x ∈ C([0, 1], Rd) and p ≥ 1. The p-variation of x over [s, s′] is

|x|p;[s,s′] := sup
π

(
n

∑
i=1
|xsi − xsi−1 |p

)1/p

. (7.1)
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The path x has bounded p-variation if |x|p := |x|p;[0,1] < ∞, and the space of bounded p-variation
paths is denoted Cp−var([0, 1], Rd). Furthermore, let

∥x∥p;[s,s′] := |xs|+ |x|p;[s,s′]. (7.2)

The p-variation norm on Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) is ∥x∥p := ∥x∥p;[0,1].

In the higher dimensional setting, there are two distinct notions of p-variation [39]. Suppose
X : [0, 1]2 → Rd be a continuous surface. For a rectangle R = [s, s′]× [t, t′] ⊂ [0, 1]2, we denote the
2D increment of X by

□R[X] := Xs,t − Xs′,t − Xs,t′ + Xs′,t′ . (7.3)

Two rectangles are essentially disjoint if their intersection is empty or degenerate. A partition of a
rectangle R ⊂ [0, 1]2 of a rectangle is a finite set of essentially disjoint rectangles, whose union
is R; we denote the family of all such partitions by D(R). A grid-like partition of R is a partition
π of the form {s = s0 < . . . < sn = s′} × {t = t0 < . . . < tm = t′}, so all constituent rectangles
have the form Ri,j = [si−1, si] × [tj−1, tj] for i ∈ [n] and j ∈ [m]. The family of all grid-like
partitions is denoted D⊞(R) ⊂ D(R). For partitions of [0, 1]2, we simplify the notation and write
D := D([0, 1]2) and D⊞ := D⊞([0, 1]2).

Definition 7.2. Let X : [0, 1]2 → Rd be a continuous surface and p ≥ 1. The controlled p-variation
of X over R = [s, s′]× [t, t′] is

|X|p;R := sup
π∈D(R)

(
∑
r∈π

|□r[X]|p
)1/p

. (7.4)

The p-variation of X over R is

Vp;R(X) := sup
π∈D⊞(R)

(
∑
r∈π

|□r[X]|p
)1/p

, (7.5)

where the supremum is only taken over grid-like partitions. If either p-variation is taken over
the entire domain [0, 1]2, then we simply denote

|X|p := |X|p;[0,1]2 and Vp(X) := Vp;[0,1]2(X)

The controlled p-variation norm and the p-variation norm are defined respectively by

∥X∥p := |X|∞ + |Xs,0|p + |X0,t|p + |X|p, (7.6)

∥X∥Vp := |X|∞ + |Xs,0|p + |X0,t|p + Vp(X). (7.7)

The space of bounded controlled p-variation surfaces and bounded p-variation surfaces are de-
noted Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) and Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd) respectively. Finally, we denote three subsets of
surfaces with certain boundary conditions,

• C0([0, 1]2, Rd), surfaces which satisfy X0,0 = 0;
• C⌞([0, 1]2, Rd), surfaces which satisfy Xs,0 = X0,t = 0; and
• C□([0, 1]2, Rd), surfaces which satisfy Xs,0 = Xs,1 = X0,t = X1,t = 0.

We require both notions of p-variation, as controlled p-variation can be used as a 2D con-
trol function [39], while Young integration only requires ordinary p-variation. The relationship
between these two notions from [39] is summarized in Theorem E.10.
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7.1. Surface Holonomy for Young Surfaces. We fix a matrix 2-connection ω = (α, β, γ) ∈
Mn,m,p throughout this section. The first issue to overcome is the fact that such surfaces are not
differentiable in general, and thus, we must reformulate the matrix surface holonomy equation
in (5.29) such that it does not involve the Jacobian. The second issue is to reformulate the equation
such that it can be solved using standard 1D and 2D Young integration.

We briefly return to the smooth setting and consider a surface X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd). The goal
is to decompose the surface holonomy equation into two steps in order to express it as a 1D CDE
in the form of (E.2),

∂tHs,t(X) = (I + Hs,t(X)ϕ)∂tZs,t(X), Hs,0 = 0. (7.8)

Here, the surface Zs,t : [0, 1]2 → gl
n,m,p
2 has the form

Zs,t(X) := ∑
i<j

∫ t

0

∫ s

0
F(xs′,t′) · γi,j · G−1(xs′,t′) Ji,j

s′,t′(X) ds′dt′. (7.9)

From the definition of the Young integral for smooth surfaces from (E.14), we can replace the
Jacobian term for nonsmooth surfaces by rewriting this differential equation in terms of the area
process A(X) : [0, 1]2 → Λ2Rd, where the (i, j)-component is defined by

Ai,j
s,t(X) =

∫ t

0

∫ s

0
Ji,j
s′,t′(X) ds′dt′.

In fact, Ai,j
s,t(X) is the signed area of the surface (X i, X j) restricted to the rectangle [0, s]× [0, t].

From a well-known property of the path signature [41, Example 7.1], Ai,j
s,t(X) is equivalently de-

fined as the second iterated integral of the boundary of this rectangle. We define the rectangular
loop xs,s′;t,t′ : [0, 1]→ Rd through X to be the composition of the path

(s, t)→ (s′, t)→ (s′, t′)→ (s, t′)→ (s, t)

in [0, 1]2 with X. Then, the area process is defined by

As,t(X) =
∫

∆2
dx0,s;0,t

u1
⊗ dx0,s;0,t

u2
∈ Λ2Rd, (7.10)

which is anti-symmetric because x0,s;0,t is a loop. In particular, As,t(X) = S2(x0,s;0,t), the second
level path signature [41, 64] of x0,s;0,t.

Thus, we summarize the construction of surface holonomy in the Young regime as follows,
where we prove that these maps have the desired regularity in Appendix E.2.

• The area process A : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)→ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Λ2Rd) is defined by (7.10).
• The integrand T : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)×Mn,m,p → Cp−var([0, 1]2, L(Λ2Rd,gln,m,p

2 )) is

Tω
s,t(X) := Fα(xs,t) · γ · Gβ(xs,t)−1. (7.11)

• The map Z : Cp−cvar([0, 1], Rd)×Mn,m,p → Cp−var([0, 1]2,gln,m,p
2 ) is

Zω
s,t(X) :=

∫ t

0

∫ s

0
Tω

s′,t′(X)dAs,t(X). (7.12)

• The surface holonomy Hs,t : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)×Mn,m,p → Cp−var([0, 1], GLn,m,p
2 ) satisfies

∂tHω
s,t(X) = (I + Hω

s,t(X)ϕ)∂tZω
s,t(X), Hs,0 = 0, (7.13)

where s ∈ [0, 1] is fixed, and we denote Hω(X) := Hω
1,1(X) ∈ GLn,m,p

2 .
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Remark 7.3. We can consider the same procedure for the alternate definition of smooth surface
holonomy given in Proposition 5.9. In particular, we define a map Ĥs,t : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) ×
Mn,m,p → Cp−var([0, 1], GLn,m,p

2 ) as the solution to the differential equation

∂sĤω
s,t(X) = ∂sZω

s,t(X) · (I + ϕĤω
s,t(X)) (7.14)

The first main theorem of this section shows that surface holonomy is well-defined in the
Young regime, and is proved in Appendix E.2.

Theorem 7.4. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) and ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ Mn,m,p be a matrix 2-connection.
The solutions Hω(X), Ĥω(X) : [0, 1] → GLn,m,p

2 of (7.13) and (7.14) respectively are bounded 1D p-
variation; in particular, Hω(X) := Hω

1,1(X) and Ĥω(X) := Ĥω
1,1(X) are well-defined.

Proof Sketch.

(1) Show that A(X) and T(X) are both bounded p-variation as surfaces, proved in Proposi-
tion E.16 and Proposition E.20 respectively.

(2) Use 2D Young integration to define Z(X) and to show p-variation in Proposition E.21.
(3) Solutions to controlled differential equations driven by bounded p-variation paths are

bounded p-variation to conclude (Theorem E.22 and Theorem E.23 respectively).

□

The second main theorem shows that surface holonomy is continuous with respect to the
controlled p-variation metric and the Frobenius metric on 2-connections, and is proved in a
similar manner in Appendix E.3.

Theorem 7.5. The surface holonomy maps H, Ĥ : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)×Mn,m,p → GLn,m,p
2 are locally

Lipschitz with respect to the controlled p-variation metric on Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) and Frobenius norms on
Mn,m,p and GLn,m,p

2 .

7.2. Young Double Groupoids. We will now consider a generalization of the thin funda-
mental double groupoid which contains lower regularity surfaces in the Young regime. While
we construct double groupoids for bounded controlled p-variation surfaces, we will make use of
the closure (under controlled p-variation) of smooth surfaces, which we denote by

C0,p−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) :=
{

X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) : ∃Xn ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd) such that Xn p−cvar−−−−→ X
}

.

Similar to the case of paths, we have the following inclusion, proved in Appendix G.

Proposition 7.6. For p > 1, we have⋃
1≤p<q

Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) ⊂ C0,q−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). (7.15)

Because we only consider p < 2, we can choose q ∈ (p, 2) such that Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) ⊂
C0,q−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). Then, using continuity with respect to controlled q-variation, this allows us
to easily translate results from the smooth setting to the Young regime. We begin by showing
that the nonabelian Stokes’ and Fubini theorems generalize to this nonsmooth setting.

Theorem 7.7 (Nonabelian Stokes’ Theorem). Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) and ω ∈ Mn,m,p. Let
∂X : [0, 1]→ Rd be the boundary path of X. Then,

δHω(X) =
(

Fα(∂X), Gβ(∂X)
)

.
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Proof. Let q ∈ (p, 2), and suppose Xn q−cvar−−−→ X, where X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd). In particular, this

implies that ∂Xn q−var−−−→ ∂X. Then, by continuity of surface holonomy Theorem 7.5, the smooth
nonabelian Stokes’ theorem (Theorem 5.6), and continuity of path holonomy in Proposition E.7
(and Example E.8), we have

δHω(X) = lim
n→∞

δHω(Xn) = lim
n→∞

(Fα(∂Xn), Gβ(∂Xn)) = (Fα(∂X), Gβ(∂X)).

□

Theorem 7.8 (Nonabelian Fubini’s Theorem). Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) and ω ∈ Mn,m,p. Then,

Hω
1,1(X) = Ĥω

1,1(X),

where H and Ĥ are defined in (7.13) and (7.14) respectively.

Proof. Let q ∈ (p, 2), and suppose Xn q−cvar−−−→ X, where X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd). Using the same
arguments as the previous theorem, the smooth nonabelian Fubini theorem Proposition 5.9, and
continuity of the both definitions of surface holonomy (Theorem 7.5), we have

Hω(X) = lim
n→∞

Hω(Xn) = lim
n→∞

Ĥω(Xn) = Ĥω(X).

□

7.2.1. Holonomy Equivalence. As in the smooth setting, we require an equivalence relation
on surfaces to satisfy the double groupoid axioms. However, the standard definition of a thin
homotopy requires smoothness; thus we introduce the notion of holonomy equivalent surfaces.

Proposition 7.9. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). We say that X and Y are holonomically equivalent,
denoted X ∼h Y , if

(1) the corners of X and Y are equal;
(2) the boundaries of X and Y are tree-like equivalent (Definition 2.4); and
(3) for all matrix 2-connections ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ Mn,m,p with n, m, p ∈N, we have

Hω(X) = Hω(Y). (7.16)

The relation ∼h is an equivalence relation. If X ∼h 0, then we say that X is holonomically trivial.

Proof. All three conditions of an equivalence relation are straightforward to check. □

Corollary 7.10. Let X, Y ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd). If X ∼th Y , then X ∼h Y .

In the remainder of this section, we will show that the structure Πp−cvar where

• objects are Π
p−cvar
0 = Rd,

• edges are tree-like equivalence classes of paths, Π
p−cvar
1 = Cp−var([0, 1], Rd)/ ∼tl; and

• squares are holonomy equivalence classes of surfaces Π
p−cvar
2 = Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)/ ∼h,

is a double groupoid.

7.2.2. Horizontal and Vertical Composition. Now, we begin to define the double groupoid struc-
ture for holonomy equivalence classes of surfaces, and we start by considering composition. We
focus on horizontal composition, and vertical composition will be defined in the same way. We
will do this in three steps.

(1) Strict Composition. We will first show that the surface holonomy composition rule
holds for strict surfaces (rather than equivalence classes) which are strictly composable
(the boundary along which they compose is equal).
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(2) Holonomically Trivial Homotopy between Tree-like Equivalent Paths. In order to
compose surfaces whose boundaries are only tree-like equivalent, we need to use an
intermediate surface to connect the two boundaries. In the Young regime, we do not
have a notion of thin homotopy of paths, so instead, we construct a holonomically trivial
homotopy between the two boundary paths.

(3) Composition of Holonomy Equivalence Classes. Finally, we define composition for
holonomy equivalence classes and show that it is well defined.

For X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), we define horizontal and vertical concatenation by (1.7), as-
suming the surfaces are composable.

Lemma 7.11. Suppose X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) such that ∂rX = ∂lY so that they are horizontally
composable. Then, for all matrix 2-connections, we have

H(X ⋆h Y) = [(F(∂bX), G(∂bX)) ▷ H(Y)] ∗ H(X). (7.17)

Proof. Let q ∈ (p, 2) such that X, Y ∈ C0,q−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) by Proposition 7.6. Let Z = X ⋆h Y ,

and Zn ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd) be a sequence of surfaces such that Zn q−cvar−−−→ Z. Now, define

Xn
s,t := Zn

s/2,t and Yn
s,t := Zn

(s+1)/2,t.

Because Zn converges to Z in controlled q-variation, we also have

Xn q−cvar−−−→ X, ∂bXn q−cvar−−−→ ∂bX and Yn q−cvar−−−→ Y .

Now, note that Xn and Yn are strictly composable by definition. Then, by the continuity of path
and surface holonomy, along with the double groupoid structure for smooth surfaces, we have

H(X ⋆h Y) = lim
n→∞

H(Xn ⋆h Yn)

= lim
n→∞

[(F(∂bXn), G(∂bXn)) ▷ H(Yn)] ∗ H(Xn)

=
[(

lim
n→∞

(F(∂bXn), G(∂bXn))
)
▷
(

lim
n→∞

H(Yn)
)]
∗
(

lim
n→∞

H(Xn)
)

= [(F(∂bX), G(∂bX)) ▷ H(Y)] ∗ H(X).

□

We move on to the second step, and start with a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 7.12. Let (T, d) be a bounded R-tree. Then for any point x0 ∈ T, there exists a strong deformation
retract onto x0.

Proof. Let L = supx∈T d(x, x0) < ∞ since T is bounded; without loss of generality, we
set L = 1 by rescaling the metric. We wish to define a homotopy h : T × [0, 1] → T, where
L = supx∈T d(x, x0) < ∞ since T is bounded.

h(x, 0) = x0, h(x, 1) = x, and h(x0, t) = x0.

For every x ∈ T, let σ̃x : [0, Lx] → T be the unique geodesic from x0 to x with unit speed, where
Lx = d(x, x0). We extend each geodesic to σx : [0, 1]→ T by setting

σx(t) =
{

σ̃x(t) : t ∈ [0, Lx]

x : t ∈ [Lx, 1].
(7.18)
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Then, we define

h(x, t) = σx(t), (7.19)

which has the above properties. For fixed t ∈ [0, 1], we note that the image of h(·, t) is contained
in the ball Bt(x0) ⊂ T.

□

Lemma 7.13. For any two paths x, y ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) such that x ∼tl y, there exists a holonomically
trivial homotopy between them. In particular, there exists some η ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) such that

η0,t = xt, η1,ts = yt, ηs,0 = x0 = y0 and ηs,1 = x1 = y1, (7.20)

and H(η) = 0 for all 2-connections.

Proof. Constructing the Homotopy. First, because x and y are tree-like, there exists an
R-tree T such that z = y ⋆ x−1 factors through a tree T, as

z : [0, 1] τ−→ T
ρ−→ Rd.

We restrict T to the image of τ so that T is bounded (since z is bounded p-variation), and
rescale the metric such that L = supx∈T d(x, τ0) = 1. Then, by Lemma 7.12, there exists a strong
deformation retract h : T× [0, 1]→ T, where we explicitly use the one constructed in (7.19), onto
τ0 = τ1 ∈ T. Now, we define η̃ : [0, 1]2 → Rd by

η̃s,t = ρ ◦ h(τt, s).

This satisfies the conditions:

η̃0,t = ρ ◦ h(τt, 0) = ρ ◦ τt = z0

η̃1,t = ρ ◦ h(τt, 1) = ρ ◦ τ0 = zt

η̃s,0 = ρ ◦ h(τ0, s) = ρ ◦ τ0 = z0

η̃s,1 = ρ ◦ h(τ1, s) = ρ ◦ τ0 = z0.

This homotopy can be reparametrized as in the following figure such that (7.20) is satisfied.
In particular, there is some θ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1]2 such that η = η̃ ◦ θ. We will not need the exact
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form of this reparametrization, except that θ is Lipschitz, and that since η̃ factors through T, the
reparametrized η also factors through T.

Bounded controlled p-variation. Next, we show that η̃ is bounded controlled p-variation.
This implies that η is also bounded controlled p-variation since θ is Lipschitz.

We define the height function L : [0, 1] → [0, 1] where Lt = dT(τt, τ0) is the geodesic distance
in T between τt and τ0. This is continuous since τ is continuous. Given a rectangle R ⊂ [0, 1]2,
we note that the 2D increment □R[η̃] is trivial unless R intersects the graph of L,

Γ(L) = {(Lt, t) : t ∈ [0, 1]} ⊂ [0, 1]2.

In particular, η̃ has the following properties.

• For fixed s ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1] such that s ≤ Lt (solid region), η̃s,t is locally constant as
a function of t.
• For fixed t ∈ [0, 1] and s > Lt (striped region), η̃s,t is constant as a function of s.

If R ∩ Γ(L) has a single connected component,

R ∩ Γ(L) = Γ[u,u′](L) := {(Lt, t) : t ∈ [u, u′]},

then
|□R[η̃]|p ≤ |zu − zu′ |p ≤ |z|

p
p;[u,u′].

In general, R ∩ Γ(L) may consist of (possibly infinitely) many closed connected components

R ∩ Γ(L) =
⋃
α

ΓIα(L)

where {Iα}α is a collection of disjoint closed subsets Iα ⊂ [0, 1]. Then, let

Q(R) :=
⋃
|Iα|>1

Iα

be the union of all such subsets, excluding the singletons. In this case, we have

|□R[η̃]|p ≤ |z|pp;Q(R).
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Now, suppose π ∈ D is an arbitrary partition, and let πΓ = {R ∈ π : R ∩ Γ(L) ̸= 0} be the
set of rectangles which intersect Γ(L), and enumerate them as πΓ = {R1, . . . , Rk}. Intersecting
each Ri with the graph Γ(L), we obtain a partition of Γ(L) as

Γ(L) =
k⋃

i=1

Q(Ri),

where Q(Ri) ∩Q(Rj) is a disjoint union of singletons. Therefore, we have

∑
R∈π

|□R[η̃]|p = ∑
R∈πΓ

|□r[η̃]|p ≤
M

∑
i=1
|z|pp;Q(Ri)

≤ |z|pp.

Therefore, |η̃|pp ≤ |z|
p
p, and η̃ is bounded controlled p-variation.

Holonomically Trivial. Finally, we must show that η : [0, 1]2 → Rd which we have con-
structed is holonomically trivial. This will be done by showing that the area process A[η] = 0
everywhere. Indeed, recall that the area process in the (i, j) coordinate, Ai,j

s,t[η], is defined to be
the signed area of the path given by the image of

(0, 0)→ (s, 0)→ (s, t)→ (t, 0)→ (0, 0)

under η. However, because η factors through the R-tree T, this path also factors through T,
and is therefore tree-like. Thus, the signed area is trivial, and A[η] = 0. Then, to compute Z,
we integrate against the area process, which is zero, and therefore Z is also trivial. Finally, this
implies that H[η] = 0 for all 2-connections. □

Next, we show that reparametrizations of the domain are invariant under surface holonomy
and that horizontal composition is well defined for holonomy equivalence classes.

Lemma 7.14. Let ψ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1]2 be a smooth corner preserving bijective function which preserves
the boundaries, so that ψ(∂[0, 1]2) = ∂[0, 1]2. Then for any X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), we have

H(X) = H(X ◦ ψ).

Proof. Let q ∈ (p, 2) and suppose Xn q−cvar−−−→ X. Then, by thin homotopy invariance of
smooth surfaces,

H(X) = lim
n→∞

H(Xn) = lim
n→∞

H(Xn ◦ ψ) = H(X ◦ ψ).

□

Proposition 7.15. Suppose [X], [Y ] ∈ Π
p−cvar
2 are two holonomy equivalence classes of surfaces such that

[∂lX] = [∂rY ]. Given representatives X ∈ [X] and Y ∈ [Y ], the horizontal composition defined by

[X] ⋆h [Y ] = [X ⋆h η ⋆h Y ], (7.21)

where η ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) is a holonomically trivial homotopy between ∂lX and ∂rY from Lemma 7.13,
is well defined on holonomy equivalence classes. Furthermore, this horizontal composition is associative.

Proof. First, by Lemma 7.14, we know that strict horizontal composition is associative up to
holonomy equivalence,

X ⋆h (h ⋆h Y) ∼h (X ⋆h h) ⋆h Y ,

thus we can choose to use either (we use the first). Let X, X ′ ∈ [X] and Y , Y ′ ∈ [Y ]. Further,
let h, h′ ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) be holonomically trivial homotopies between h : ∂lX ∼ ∂rY and
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h′ : ∂lX ′ ∼ ∂rY ′ respectively. We must show that

X ⋆h h ⋆h Y ∼h X ′ ⋆h h′ ⋆h Y ′.

The first two conditions of holonomy equivalence are straightforward to check. Thus, we only
need to show that the surface holonomies of the two are equivalent. Indeed, fix a 2-connection,
and by two applications of Lemma 7.11 from right to left, we have

H(X ⋆h h ⋆h Y) = (G(∂bX), F(∂bX)) ▷
(
[(G(∂bh), F(∂bh)) ▷ H(Y)] ∗ H(h)

)
∗ H(X).

Note that ∂bh is a constant path so the path holonomies G(∂bh) and F(∂bh) are trivial. Further, h
is holonomically trivial by Lemma 7.13. Then, using the fact that X ∼h X ′ and Y ∼h Y ′, we have

H(X ⋆h h ⋆h Y) = [(G(∂bX), F(∂bX)) ▷ H(Y)] ∗ H(X)

= [(G(∂bX ′), F(∂bX ′)) ▷ H(Y ′)] ∗ H(X ′)

= H(X ′ ⋆h h′ ⋆h Y ′).

□

Using the same arguments as the horizontal case, vertical composition of holonomy equiva-
lence classes of surfaces is well defined.

Proposition 7.16. Suppose [X], [Y ] ∈ Π
p−cvar
2 are two holonomy equivalence classes of surfaces such that

[∂uX] = [∂bY ]. Given explicit representatives X ∈ [X] and Y ∈ [Y ], the vertical composition defined by

[X] ⋆v [Y ] = [X ⋆v η̃ ⋆v Y ], (7.22)

where η ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) is a holonomically trivial homotopy between ∂uX and ∂bY from Lemma 7.13
and η̃s,t := ηt,s is the reflection of η about the diagonal, is well defined on holonomy equivalence classes.
Furthermore, this vertical composition is associative.

Finally, by taking limits of smooth paths, we can show that the interchange law holds.

Lemma 7.17. Let [X], [Y ], [Z], [W ] ∈ Π
p−cvar
2 which are composable into a square, then

([X] ⋆h [Y ]) ∗v ([W ] ⋆h [Z]) = ([X] ∗v [W ]) ⋆h ([Y ] ∗v [Z]).

Proof. For q ∈ (p, 2), consider sequences Xn q−cvar−−−→ X, etc of each surface. Then, by conti-
nuity of surface holonomy, this holds since the interchange law holds in the smooth setting. □

7.2.3. Identity and Inverses. Now that we’ve obtained compositions, we can consider the iden-
tity and inverse squares. We begin with the identity squares. Suppose x ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1], Rd) is a
path, and we define the horizontal and vertical identity squares as follows.

(1) (Horizontal identity.) Let 1h
x ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) be defined by

(1h
x)s,t := xt. (7.23)

(2) (Vertical identity.) Let 1v
x ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) be defined by

(1v
x)s,t := xs. (7.24)

Both of these are have trivial controlled p-variation.

Lemma 7.18. The horizontal/vertical identity squares are identities for horizontal/vertical compositions.
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Proof. We consider one case; other cases work in the same way. Let [X] ∈ Cp−cvar
h ([0, 1]2, Rd),

and suppose [x] = [∂rX]. Then choosing representatives, we see that that

X ⋆h 1h
x ∼h X

since X ⋆h 1h
x is a reparametrization of X (Lemma 7.14). □

Suppose X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). The horizontal and vertical inverses are defined as follows.
(1) (Horizontal inverse.) The horizontal inverse is

X−h
s,t = X1−s,t. (7.25)

(2) (Vertical inverse.) The horizontal inverse is

X−v
s,t = Xs,1−t. (7.26)

Lemma 7.19. The horizontal/vertical inverse squares are inverses for horizontal/vertical compositions.

Proof. Once again, we will just show the horizontal case. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) and let
x = ∂lX. Consider the horizontal inverse X−h. We wish to show that

X ⋆h X−h ∼h 1h
x.

Once again, the corner and boundary conditions of ∼h are easy to check. Then, since 1h
x is

holonomically trivial (it has trivial controlled p-variation), we must show that X ⋆h X−h is also

holonomically trivial. Let q ∈ (p, 2) and Xn q−cvar−−−→ X. Then,

H(X ⋆h X−h) = lim
n→∞

H(Xn ⋆h (Xn)−h) = 0,

since Xn ⋆h (Xn)−h is holonomically trivial. □

Now, to summarize all of this, we have proved the following.

Theorem 7.20. For p < 2, the structure Πp−cvar is a double groupoid. Furthermore, for any matrix
2-connection ω ∈ Mn,m,p, surface holonomy for Young surfaces is a morphism of double groupoids,

Hω : Πp−cvar → D(GLn,m,p).

Proof. At the level of paths, the fact that groupoid axioms are satisfied and path holonomy is
functorial is classical (see the proof the first part of Theorem 1.2 in Appendix B). Thus, it remains
to consider the double groupoid axioms and functoriality of the squares. The composition axioms
are shown in Proposition 7.15 and Proposition 7.16, and interchange is proved in Lemma 7.17.
Furthermore, the identity and inverse axioms are provided in Lemma 7.18 and Lemma 7.19.

Now, we consider functoriality. Suppose [X], [Y ] ∈ Π
p−cvar
2 such that [∂lX] = [∂rY ], with rep-

resentatives X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), and let η be a holonomically trivial homotopy between
these boundaries. We apply Lemma 7.11 to X ⋆h η ⋆h Y and since Hω(η) = 0, horizontal composi-
tion is preserved. The vertical case is shown in the same way, and finally Hω(1h

x) = Hω(1v
x) = 0

for any x ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) since identites have trivial controlled p-variation. □

8. Parametrized Surface Holonomy

In this section, we show that matrix surface holonomy is injective (up to translation) for
parametrized surfaces in the Young regime. In particular, given X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) with
p < 2, there exists some ω ∈ Mn,m,p(Rd+2) with associated surface holonomy Hω such that

Hω(X) ̸= Hω(Y),
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where

Xs,t := (s, t, Xs,t) : [0, 1]2 → Rd+2 (8.1)

is the parametrized surface. Throughout this section, we consider surfaces based at the origin,
Cp−cvar

0 ([0, 1]2, Rd). We denote matrix 2-connections for parametrized surfaces valued in Rd+2 by

α = αsds + αtdt +
d

∑
i=1

αidxi, β = βsds + βtdt +
d

∑
i=1

βidxi

γ = γs,tds ∧ dt +
d

∑
i=1

(
γs,ids ∧ dxi+γt,idt ∧ dxi

)
+ ∑

i<j
γi,jdxi ∧ dxj,

where we use the s and t superscripts as indices for the s and t coordinates in X.

We will prove this separation property by considering the boundary and the interior of a
surface X individually. In each of these cases, we choose matrix 2-connections valued in different
gln,m,p, which will capture information purely about the boundary and interior respectively.

(1) Boundary. To capture information about the boundary, we consider gln,0,0 such that in
the block matrix notation of Definition 5.10, we only have a nontrivial upper left block.
Given the semiflat conditions on a matrix 2-connection ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ Mn,0,0(Rd+2),
we must have β = α and γ = κα, where κα is the curvature of α (Definition 2.14). This
reduces surface holonomy to the case discussed in Example 5.7, where Hω(X) = Fα(∂X).

(2) Interior. We consider gl0,m,p (where γ has a nontrivial lower right block) to capture
information purely about the interior of a surface. From the semiflat conditions for
ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ M0,m,p(Rd+2), we must have κα = 0 and κβ = 0, and no conditions on γ.
Because α and β are both flat connections, the holonomy over loops is trivial; thus

δHω(X) = (Fα(X), Gβ(X)) = (I, I).

Furthermore, the map ϕ from the 2-vector space structure is trivial, ϕ = 0, so the matrix
surface holonomy equation (7.8) reduces to

∂tHω
s,t(X) = ∂tZω

s,t(X),

and thus Hω(X) = Zω(X).

8.1. Characterizing the Boundary. We begin by showing that the holonomy of parametrized
surfaces is able to distinguish between different boundary paths. We will require a preliminary
lemma on the boundaries of parametrized surfaces.

Lemma 8.1. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar
0 ([0, 1]2, Rd). Then, the boundaries of X and Y are tree-like equivalent if

and only if the boundaries of X and Y are equivalent; in other words, ∂X ∼tl ∂Y if and only if ∂X = ∂Y .

Proof. If ∂X = ∂Y , then ∂X = ∂Y , and thus ∂X ∼tl ∂Y . Now, suppose ∂X ∼tl ∂Y . Let
uX , vX , wX , zX : [0, 1] → Rd+2 denote the bottom, right, upper, and left boundary paths of X. In
particular, we have

uX = (s, 0, Xs,0), vX = (1, t, X1,t), wX = (s, 1, Xs,1) and zX = (0, t, X0,t),

and we analogously define the boundary paths of Y . By definition, ∂X ∼tl ∂Y , means that

∂X ⋆ (∂Y)−1 = uX ⋆ vX ⋆ (wX)−1 ⋆ (zX)−1 ⋆ zY ⋆ wY ⋆ (vY)−1 ⋆ (uX)−1
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must be a tree-like equivalent to the constant path. In order for this to hold, we require

uX ∼tl uY , vX ∼tl vY , wX ∼tl wY and zX ∼tl zY , (8.2)

which is due to the s and t parameters in X and Y . Indeed, suppose to the contrary that zX and
zY are not tree-like equivalent. Because the path ∂X ⋆ (∂Y)−1 factors through a tree, the segment
(zX)−1 ⋆ (zY) must also factor through a tree. Thus, zX must be tree-like equivalent to some
restriction zY |[0,r] (or the other way around). However, the remaining segment zY |[r,1] cannot be
tree-like equivalent to any segment of wY or (wX)−1, since zY |[r,1] has a monotone t coordinate,
and constant s coordinate, while both wY and (wX)−1 have monotone s coordinates and constant
t. Because each of the boundary paths has a monotone coordinate, (8.2) implies that

uX = uY , vX = vY , wX = wY and zX = zY .

□

Proposition 8.2. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar
0 ([0, 1]2, Rd). If the boundary paths ∂X and ∂Y are not equal, then

there exists a matrix 2-connection ω ∈ Mn,0,0(Rd+2) such that

Hω(X) ̸= Hω(Y).

Proof. We consider a matrix 2-connection ω = (α, α, κα) ∈ Mn,0,0(Rd+2) where Hω(X) =

Fα(X). Thus, it suffices to show there exists a 1-connection α such that Fα(∂X) ̸= Fα(∂Y).
Because path holonomies separate paths up to tree-like equivalence by Theorem 1.2 (see also [24,
Theorem 4.8]), Lemma 8.1 shows that such a 1-connection must exist. □

8.2. Characterizing the Interior. Now that we can characterize the boundary of surfaces,
we move on to characterizing the interior of surfaces which have the same boundary. We con-
sider matrix 2-connections ω ∈ M0,m,p, as discussed in the beginning of this section. Because
Hω

s,t(X) = Zω
s,t(X) in this case, it suffices to consider the computation of Zω(X).

We begin with the parametrized area process A(X) of a surface X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). Let
As,i(X) and At,i(X) denote the components of the area process A(X) which correspond to the
areas of (s, X i) and (t, X i) respectively. If X is smooth, we use the Jacobian formulation to get

As,i
s,t(X) =

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

∂X i
s′,t′

∂t
ds′dt′ and At,i

s,t(X) = −
∫ t

0

∫ s

0

∂X i
s′,t′

∂s
ds′dt′

Integrating out the t′ in As,i
s,t(X), and the s′ in At,i

s,t(X), we get

As,i
s,t(X) =

∫ s

0
(X i

s′,t − X i
s′,0)ds′ and At,i

s,t(X) = −
∫ t

0
(X i

s,t′ − X i
0,t′)dt′

which we use as our definition in the Young regime. We will only need to consider one of the two
area processes, so we focus on As,i

s,t(X). If X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) are distinct surfaces which
have the same boundary, ∂X = ∂Y , then there must exist some i such that As,i(X)− As,i(Y) ̸= 0.
Note that these components of the area process are linear with respect to the surface,

As,i
s,t(X)− As,i

s,t(Y) = As,i
s,t(X − Y).

and thus it suffices to consider the difference X − Y which has trivial boundary.

Lemma 8.3. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar
□ ([0, 1]2, Rd). If X ̸= 0, then there exist some i ∈ [d], 0 < u, u′ < 1 and

0 < v, v′ < 1 such that
□u,u′;v,v′ [As,i(X)] ̸= 0.
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Proof. Because X is nontrivial, there exists some u′, v′ ∈ [0, 1] and i ∈ [d] such that

As,i
u′,v′(X) =

∫ u′

0
X i

s,v′ds′ ̸= 0.

In particular, this implies □0,u′;0,v′ [As,i(X)] = As,i
u′,v′(X) ̸= 0. Finally, since

□u,u′;v,v′ [As,i(X)] =
∫
[u,u′]×[v,v′]

dAs,i
s′,t′(X)

is continuous in u and v, the result holds. □

This lemma implies that the linear map

X 7→ (As,1(X), . . . , As,d(X))

is injective. Now, suppose that X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar
0 ([0, 1]2, Rd) such that ∂X = ∂Y , but X ̸= Y , and

let i ∈ [d] be the coordinate such that As,i(X) ̸= As,i(Y). We will consider a matrix 2-connection
ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ M0,m,p such that the only nontrivial component of γ is γs,i. Equipped with this
choice, the definition of Zω(X) reduces to

Zω
s,t(X) =

∫ t

0

∫ s

0
Fα(xs′,t′)γs,iGβ(xs′,t′)−1dAs,i

s′,t′(X). (8.3)

In Proposition H.3, we show that if As,i
s,t(X) ̸= 0 there exist some a, b ∈N such that∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
satbdAs,i

s,t(X) ̸= 0.

Thus, it remains to show that for any a, b ∈N, there exists a choice of 2-connection such that the
integrand of (8.3) such that the integrand is satb.

Proposition 8.4. For any a, b ∈ N and i ∈ [d], there exists ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ M0,a+1,b+1(Rd+2) with
γ = γs,ids ∧ dxi such that for any X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), there exists an entry of

Tω(X) = Fα(xs,t) · γs,i · Gβ(xs,t)−1 ∈ gl0,a+1,b+1
2

which is a polynomial with leading term satb.

Proof. We choose α and β such that the only nonzero components are αs and βt respectively.
Note that this satisfies the semiflat condition. Then, by definition of the tail path xs,t, we have

Fα(xs,t) = exp(αss) and Gβ(xs,t) = exp(βtt).

The entries of Fα(xs,t) will be polynomials in s if αs is chosen to be a strictly upper triangular
matrix. Define the matrices Um,k ∈ Matm,m which is 1 above the kth upper diagonal, by

[Um,k]i,j :=
{

1 : j ≥ i + k
0 : otherwise.

For example,

U3,1 :=

0 1 1
0 0 1
0 0 0

 and U3,2 :=

0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0

 .

Note that we have
Uk

m,1 = Um,k and Um,k = 0 for k ≥ m.
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Now, we set αs = Ua+1,1, and we obtain

Fα(xs,t) = exp(Ua+1,1s) =
a

∑
k=0

Ua+1,ksk

k!
.

We denote the truncated Taylor series of the exponential by

Ek(s) :=
k

∑
j=0

sj

j!

and we express the above exponential entry-wise as

[exp(Ua+1,1s)]i,j :=
{

Ej−i(s) : j ≥ i
0 : otherwise

Thus, the (1, a + 1) entry of Fα(xs,t) is Ea(s) which has leading term sa

a! . Similarly, we will choose
βt = −Ub+1,1 so that the (1, b + 1) entry of Gβ(xs,t)−1 is Eb(t), which has leading term tb

b! .

Finally, we choose γs,i ∈ Mata+1,b+1 to be the matrix with a ca!b! in the (a + 1, 1) entry, and 0
elsewhere. By direct computation, we find that the (1, b + 1) entry has the desired polynomial,

[Fα(xs,t) · γs,i · Gβ(xs,t)−1]1,b+1 = ca!b!Ea(s)Eb(t) = csatb + lower degree terms.

□

Proposition 8.5. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar
0 ([0, 1]2, Rd) such that ∂X = ∂Y and X ̸= Y . There exists a matrix

2-connection ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ M0,m,p(Rd+2) such that

Hω(X) ̸= Hω(Y).

Proof. By Lemma 8.3, we know that there exists some i ∈ [d] such that As,i(X − Y) : [0, 1]2 →
R is nontrivial. Then by Proposition H.3, there exists some a, b ∈N such that∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
satbdAs,i

s,t(X − Y) ̸= 0. (8.4)

We choose the lowest degree satb such that this is true. Next, by Proposition 8.4, there exists a
matrix 2-connection ω ∈ M0,a+1,b+1(Rd+2) such that

[Fα(xs,t) · γs,i · Gβ(xs,t)−1]1,b+1 = csatb + lower degree terms.

This integrand is independent of X, since it uses only the parametrization. Thus, we have

[Zω(X)− Zω(Y)]1,b+1 =
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
satbdAs,i

s,t(X − Y) ̸= 0,

where the lower degree terms integrate to 0 by the assumption that a, b ∈ N are chosen where
satb is the lowest degree term such that (8.4) holds. Then, since Hω(X) = Zω(X) for ω ∈ M0,m,p,
we obtain the desired result.

□

Now, we can put the characterization of the boundary and interior together to obtain the
main result of this section.

Theorem 8.6. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar
0 ([0, 1]2, Rd) with X ̸= Y . There exists ω ∈ Mn,m,p(Rd+2) such that

Hω(X) ̸= Hω(Y).
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Proof. If ∂X ̸= ∂Y , we choose the 2-connection from Proposition 8.2; otherwise, we use the
2-connection from Proposition 8.5. □

9. Characteristicness and Random Surfaces

In this section, we consider the application of parametrized surface holonomy to construct
characteristic functions for measures on Cp−cvar

0 ([0, 1]2, Rd).

9.1. Universality and Characteristicness. We will show that expectations of parametrized
surface holonomy can be used to characterize the law of such measures using the duality between
universality and characteristicness.

Definition 9.1. Suppose X is a topological space, and let F ⊂ FX be a topological vector space
where F = R or C, such that the topological dual F ′ is a space of measures. Let F0 ⊂ F be
another topological vector space.

(1) The set F0 is universal with respect to F if F0 is dense in F .
(2) The set F0 is characteristic with respect to P ⊂ F ′ if the map E : P → F ′0, defined by

E(µ)( f ) =
∫

f (x)dµ(x)

is injective.

The duality of these two properties have been studied from the language of feature maps [25,
Theorem 7] and kernels [76, Theorem 6] in the machine learning literature. The proof of the
following theorem follows exactly from [76, Theorem 6].

Theorem 9.2. [76, Theorem 6] Suppose F is a locally convex topological vector space. Then F0 is
universal to F if and only if F0 is characteristic to F ′.

9.1.1. The Strict Topology. Our aim is to show that surface holonomy can be used to approx-
imate a certain class of continuous functions on Cp−cvar

0 ([0, 1]2, Rd), and provide a notion of
a characteristic function for probability measures valued in Cp−cvar

0 ([0, 1]2, Rd). As discussed
for the case of paths in [25, 29], one of the difficulties in proving such results is the fact that
Cp−cvar

0 ([0, 1]2, Rd) is not locally compact, and thus standard Stone-Weierstrass arguments do not
apply. Following [25], we will rectify this issue by considering strict topologies.

Suppose X is a metric space, and let Cb(X , C) denote the space of continuous bounded func-
tions on X valued in the complex numbers C. Further, let B0(X ) denote the space of functions
θ : X → R which vanish at infinity. In particular, θ ∈ B0(X ) if for all ϵ > 0, there exists a compact
set Kϵ ⊂ X such that supx∈X\Kϵ

|θ(x)| < ϵ.

Definition 9.3. The strict topology on Cb(X , C) is the topology generated by the seminorms

pθ( f ) = sup
x∈X
| f (x)θ(x)|

for all θ ∈ B0(X ).

Theorem 9.4. Let X be a metric space.
(1) Let F0 be a subalgebra of Cb(X , C) such that

(a) for all x ̸= y ∈ X , there exists f ∈ F0 such that f (x) ̸= f (y), and
(b) for all x ∈ X there exists f ∈ F0 such that f (x) ̸= 0,

then F0 is dense in Cb(X , C) under the strict topology.
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(2) The topological dual of Cb(X , C) equipped with the strict topology is the space of complex Radon
measures on X .

Proof. The real version of this theorem is proved in [42]. Item 1 is obtained from [79, The-
orem 4.3]. For Item 2, the topological dual of Cb(X , C) is shown to be the space of tight linear
functionals in [82], which are equivalent to Radon measures for completely regular spaces (see
the proof of [15, Theorem 7.10.6]). □

9.1.2. Universality and Characteristicness. Recall from Definition 5.10 thatMn,m,p(Rd) denotes
the space of matrix 2-connections on Rd valued in gln,m,p. In order to reduce the number of
parameters, we will only consider connections inMn(Rd+2) :=Mn,n,n(Rd+2), using the fact that
gln,m,p embeds in glN := glN,N,N for all n, m, p ≤ N (see Appendix C.3). We consider connections
on Rd+2 because we use parametrized surfaces. However, the space of 2-connectionsMn(Rd+2)

is not a linear space, due to the quadratic semiflat conditions from Definition 5.10,

[Ci, Cj] = 0 and [Ei, Ej] = 0 (9.1)

for the C and E blocks of the 2-connection. In order to further reduce the number of connections
we must consider, we define a restricted linear space of 2-connections. Using the block notation
of Definition 5.10, we define

Mn
res(R

d+2) :=
{
(α, β, γ) ∈ Mn(Rd+2) : Ci = 0, Ej = 0 for i ∈ [d] ∪ {t} and j ∈ [d] ∪ {s}

}
.

(9.2)

In particular, these are 2-connections where the only nonzero C block of α is Cs, and the only
nonzero E block of β is Et; thus the quadratic conditions of (9.1) are satisfied. Furthermore,
Mn

res(R
d+2) is a linear space, which can be written as

Mn
res(R

d+2) ∼= Matd+2
n,n︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ai

⊕Matd+2
n,n︸ ︷︷ ︸

Bi

⊕Matn,n︸ ︷︷ ︸
Cs

⊕Matd+2
n,n︸ ︷︷ ︸

Di

⊕Matn,n︸ ︷︷ ︸
Et

⊕Mat(
d+2

2 )
n,n︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ui,j

. (9.3)

Note that the 2-connections required for Theorem 8.6 are contained in Mn
res(R

d+2). We define
the restricted space of surface holonomy functions by

Ares :=
{ r

∑
k=1

ck exp (i⟨ℓk, Hωk( · )⟩) : ck ∈ C, ωk ∈ Mnk
res(R

d+2), ℓk ∈ Mat2nk ,2nk

}
(9.4)

where

X 7→
r

∑
k=1

ck exp
(
i⟨ℓk, Hωk(X)⟩

)
: Cp−cvar

0 ([0, 1]2, Rd)→ C.

Note in particular that Ares ⊂ Cb(C
p−cvar
0 ([0, 1]2, Rd), C).

Theorem 9.5. The function space Ares defined above has the following properties.

(1) (Universality.) The space Ares is dense in Cb(C
p−cvar
0 ([0, 1]2, Rd), C) with respect to the strict

topology.
(2) (Characteristicness.) Given two probability measures µ, ν ∈ P(Cp−cvar

0 ([0, 1]2, Rd)) such that
µ ̸= ν, there exists some ω ∈ Mn

res(R
d+2) and ℓ ∈ Mat2n,2n such that

EX∼µ

[
exp

(
i⟨ℓ, Hω(X)⟩

) ]
̸= EY∼ν

[
exp

(
i⟨ℓ, Hω(Y)⟩

) ]
.
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Proof. First, we note that Ares is a subalgebra of functions. Indeed, let ω1 ∈ Mn1(Rd+2),
ω2 ∈ Mn2(Rd+2), and ℓ1 ∈ gln1

2 , ℓ2 ∈ gln2
2 . Then using Lemma C.4, we have

exp
(
i⟨ℓ1, Hω1(X)⟩

)
· exp

(
i⟨ℓ2, Hω2(X)⟩

)
= exp

(
i(⟨ℓ1, Hω1(X)⟩+ ⟨ℓ2, Hω2(X)⟩)

)
= exp

(
i
〈(

ℓ1 0
0 ℓ2

)
, Hω1⊕ω2(X)

〉)
,

where ω1 ⊕ ω2 is defined in Appendix C.3, and is still a restricted 2-connection. Furthermore,
Ares contains the constant functions and this separates points by Theorem 8.6. In particular, all
C, E = 0 in the 2-connections required to distinguish the boundary (Proposition 8.2), and the
2-connections required to separate the interior are exactly the restricted 2-connections (Proposi-
tion 8.5). Thus, by the strict Stone-Weierstrass theorem (Theorem 9.4), the first statement holds.
Then, by duality between universality and characteristicness from Theorem 9.2, we know that
Ares is characteristic with respect to the dual of Cp−cvar

0 ([0, 1]2, Rd), which is the space of complex
Radon measures (Theorem 9.4). Because this contains the space of probability measures, there
exists some f ∈ Ares such that EX∼µ[ f (X)] ̸= EY∼ν[ f (Y)]. Finally, since Ares is the span of the
functions of the form exp (i⟨ℓ, Hω( · )⟩), the second statement holds. □

Corollary 9.6. Suppose X, Y are random variables valued in Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), with laws µ, ν ∈ P p

such that µ ̸= ν. There exists ω ∈ Mn
res(R

d+2) and ℓ ∈ Mat2n,2n such that

Law(⟨ℓ, Hω(X)⟩) ̸= Law(⟨ℓ, Hω(Y)⟩).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the characteristic statement in Theorem 9.5. □

Remark 9.7. In the 1D setting of path holonomy, one can directly consider products of linear
functionals by using tensor products of the path holonomies,

⟨ℓ1, Fα1(x)⟩ · ⟨ℓ2, Fα2(x)⟩ = ⟨ℓ1 ⊗ ℓ2, Fα1⊗I+I⊗α2(x)⟩.

However, due to the structure of tensor products of 2-vector spaces, we cannot generalize this
property (see Appendix C.4 for further details).

Remark 9.8. Another possible approach to obtain an algebra structure for surface holonomy is
to consider the polynomial functions generated ⟨ℓ, Hω(X)⟩ for all ω ∈ Mn

res(R
d+2) and ℓ ∈ gln2 ,

with n ∈ N. Then, one can consider weighted topologies on function spaces, and follow the
methodology in [29] to obtain characteristic functions, though this approach will restrict to laws
of random surfaces which satisfy certain moment conditions.

9.2. Metrics for Random Surfaces. We will now use the characteristic property to obtain a
metric for random surface, which requires us to summarize the information from the surface
holonomy over all restricted matrix 2-connections. Using a method similar to [62] in the case of
paths, we will achieve this by considering the expected distance between the surface holonomy
functions with respect to a probability measure over the space of connections and the space
of linear functionals. We denote the space of probability measures on bounded controlled p-
variation surfaces by P p := P(Cp−cvar

0 ([0, 1]2, Rd)) to simplify notation

Definition 9.9. Let n ∈N, and define the function d̃n : Cp−cvar
0 ([0, 1]2, Rd)× Cp−cvar

0 ([0, 1]2, Rd)×
Mn

res(R
d+2)×Mat2n,2n → R by

d̃n(X, Y ; ω, ℓ) :=
∣∣exp

(
i⟨ℓ, Hω(X)⟩

)
− exp

(
i⟨ℓ, Hω(Y)⟩

)∣∣ .
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Let Ξn be the standard Gaussian measure on Mn
res and Θn be the uniform measure on the unit

ball of Matn,n. The level n surface holonomy pseudometric, denoted dn : P p ×P p → R, is defined by

dn(µ, ν) := Eω∼Ξn Eℓ∼Θn EX∼µEY∼ν

[
d̃n(X, Y ; ω, ℓ)

]
. (9.5)

Finally, the surface holonomy metric, denoted d : P p ×P p → R is defined by

d(µ, ν) :=
∞

∑
n=1

dn(µ, ν)

n!
. (9.6)

Proposition 9.10. The functions dn for n ≥ 1 defined in Definition 9.9 are pseudometrics and d is a
metric.

Proof. Symmetry is straightforward. The function dn satisfies the triangle inequality because
d̃n(·, ·; ω, ℓ) satisfies it and the expectation is linear. Thus, dn is a pseudo-metric.

Next, d is a pseudometric since each dn is a pseudometric. Suppose that d(µ, ν) = 0. This
implies that dn(µ, ν) = 0 for all n ∈N. Then, since each Ξn has full support, this implies that

EX∼µ

[
exp

(
i⟨ℓ, Hω(X)⟩

) ]
= EY∼ν

[
exp

(
i⟨ℓ, Hω(Y)⟩

) ]
for all ω ∈ Mn

res(R
d+2), ℓ ∈ Mat2n,2n and n ∈N. By Theorem 9.5, µ = ν, so d is a metric. □

Theorem 9.11. Weak convergence in P p implies convergence in d. Furthermore, given K ⊂ P p which is
compact in the weak topology, convergence in d implies weak convergence.

Proof. Suppose µ ∈ P p, and µk ∈ P p is a measure which weakly converges to µ. We note
that by Theorem 7.5, the function d̃n from Definition 9.9 is continuous, where Mn

res(R
d+2) and

Mat2n,2n are equipped with the usual Euclidean topology. Then, for each n ∈N, we have

lim
k→∞

dn(µ, µk) = lim
k→∞

Eω∼Ξn Eℓ∼Θn EX∼µEY∼µk

[
d̃n(X, Y ; ω, ℓ)

]
= Eω∼Ξn Eℓ∼Θn

[
lim
k→∞

EX∼µEY∼µk

[
d̃n(X, Y ; ω, ℓ)

]]
= 0,

where the second line is given by the dominated convergence theorem, and the last equality is
by the weak convergence of µk to µ. Thus, limk→∞ d(µ, µk) = 0. Because the weak topology and
the topology induced by d are comparable on a compact K ⊂ P p, they must coincide on K. □

9.3. Fractional Brownian Sheets. Finally, we discuss the application of these characteristic
functions to a specific example of a random surface.

Definition 9.12. The fractional Brownian sheet B : [0, 1]2 → R parametrized by Hurst parameter
h ∈ (0, 1) is a Gaussian field on [0, 1]2 with Bs,0 = B0,t = 0 and with covariance function

Qh(s1, t1, s2, t2) := E
[

Bs1,t1 · Bs2,t2

]
=
(

s2h
1 + t2h

1 − |s1 − t1|2h
)
·
(

s2h
2 + t2h

2 − |s2 − t2|2h
)

.

If h = 1
2 , then B is called a Brownian sheet, and the covariance function reduces to

Q(s1, t1, s2, t2) := max{s1, t1} ·max{s2, t2}.
Proposition 9.13. [51, Corollary 4.5] The fractional Brownian sheet with Hurst parameter h ∈ (0, 1)
is almost surely contained in Cp−var

⌞ ([0, 1]2, R) where p > 1
h .

While the following result holds for any random surface contained in Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd) with
p < 2 almost surely, we summarize our results for fractional Brownian sheets.
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Theorem 9.14. Let B : [0, 1]2 → Rd be a fractional Brownian sheet with Hurst parameter h ∈ ( 1
2 , 1)

with independent components.

(1) For q ∈ ( 1
h , 2), the fractional Brownian sheet is almost surely contained in Cq−cvar

⌞ ([0, 1]2, Rd).
(2) For π ∈ D⊞, let Xπ denote the piecewise linear approximation from Definition F.1. Then, for

any ω ∈ Mn
res(R

d+2) and ℓ ∈ Mat2n,2n,

lim
∥π∥→0

EX∼B

[
exp(i⟨ℓ, Hω(Xπ

)⟩)
]
= EX∼B

[
exp(i⟨ℓ, Hω(X)⟩)

]
. (9.7)

(3) The quantity in (9.7) for all ω ∈ Mn
res(R

d+2), ℓ ∈ Mat2n,2n and n ∈ N characterize the law of
B within all probability measures valued in Cq−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd).

Proof. From Proposition 9.13, B ∈ Cp−cvar
⌞ ([0, 1]2, Rd) almost surely for p > 1

h . Then, by The-
orem E.10, B ∈ Cq−cvar

⌞ ([0, 1]2, Rd) almost surely for q ∈ (p, 2), which proves the first statement.

Then, for the second statement, we use Proposition G.3, which shows that Bπ q−cvar−−−→ B almost
surely as ∥π∥ → 0. Then, by the controlled q-variation continuity of surface holonomy from The-
orem 7.5, we have Hω(Bπ

)→ Hω(B) almost surely, where B denotes the parametrized fractional
Brownian sheet. Finally, since linear functionals and the exponential are continuous, we prove
the second statement. Finally, the third claim is a restatement of Theorem 9.5. □

The second statement allows us to approximate the expected surface holonomy using piece-
wise linear surfaces of the form Definition F.1. The surface holonomy of each constituent square
in the piecewise linear approximation Xπ can be computed via an integral of an ordinary matrix
exponential, as shown in Section 6. Then, using the functorial nature of surface holonomy, we can
stitch the local computations together using horizontal and vertical compositions in the double
group D(GLn), and obtain the surface holonomy over Xπ via ordinary matrix multiplication.

This suggests an avenue towards applying these characteristic functions in practice. Charac-
teristic functions constructed using functorial representations of paths have previously been used
for hypothesis testing [25], parameter estimation [71], distribution regression [60], and time series
generation [62]. A compelling direction for future work would be to extend such methodology
to surface-valued data.

10. Discussion

In this article, we recast well-known representations of paths in a geometric and category
theoretic framework. This approach illuminated the functorial nature of these representations,
and we leveraged this perspective to obtain a functorial approach to characteristic functions for
random surfaces in the Young regime. For path signatures, the functorial property is simply
called Chen’s identity, and lies at the heart of foundational results in the theory of rough paths, as
well as parallelized algorithms for signature computations in machine learning. This motivates
further developing functorial representations of surfaces, and studying how such results and
algorithms may generalize.

• Algebra Structure. From Remark 9.7 and Appendix C.4, we cannot directly use tensor
products of 2-vector spaces to provide an algebra structure for linear functionals of sur-
face holonomy. This leads to an obstruction to a direct generalization of the notion of
Fourier transform for compact groups in (1.1) and for paths in (1.6). Is there an alternate
method to obtain an algebra structure for linear functionals of surface holonomy?
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• Universal Surface Holonomy. The current article presents a generalization of path ho-
lonomy with respect to matrix Lie groups. Kapranov [54] introduced surface holonomy
with respect to a universal translation-invariant 2-connection. To what extent does this
surface holonomy generalize the path signature?
• Characterization of Thin Homotopy Classes. It is well-known that the path signa-

ture [21, 47, 14] and matrix path holonomy [24] characterize tree-like classes of paths,
and a natural question is whether matrix surface holonomy and the universal surface
holonomy characterize thin homotopy classes of surfaces.
• Towards Rough Surfaces. Our formulation of surface holonomy for nonsmooth surfaces

heavily relies on Young integration. We provide a preliminary step towards defining
surface holonomy for Brownian sheets in Appendix I by showing that the area process is
a martingale with respect to each parameter. Can this be combined with recent stochastic
estimates [12] to define surface holonomy for Brownian sheets? Going beyond this, can
surface holonomies be used to construct a theory of rough surfaces, extending [27, 26]
to bounded p-variation surfaces for p > 2?
• Higher Dimensional Maps. Kapranov [54] also introduced holonomy for higher di-

mensional maps beyond surfaces, using the framework of crossed complexes. How can
this construction be made explicit in terms of n-fold groupoids? An explicit construction
based on Gray 3-groupoids is provided in [36]. Furthermore, how are these construc-
tions related to the notion of parallel transport along superconnections [13, 52, 5]? A
comparison between holonomy in terms of crossed modules and superconnections has
been studied in the case of flat 2-connections over surfaces [6, 1].
• Machine Learning. While representations of paths are used to provide features for

sequential data such as time series, we can use representations of surfaces to provide
features for 2-dimensional data such as images [85]. The universal and characteris-
tic properties of matrix path holonomy has recently been applied to machine learning
problems in time series classification [61], as well as time series generation [62]. Can this
methodology be extended to the setting of matrix surface holonomy? Furthermore, the
signature kernel [59] provides a computationally effective and rigorous method to use
path signatures to study time series data. Is there a natural kernel underlying matrix
surface holonomy, and are there efficient algorithms to compute them?
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Appendix A. Notation and Conventions

Symbol Description Page

Parameters and Dimensions

n, m, p dimensions for a generic 2-vector space V = Vn,m
1 → Vn,p

0
d dimension of state space of paths/surface

Vector Spaces

ΛkRd degree k exterior algebra of Rd

V 2-vector space V = V1
ϕ−→ V0 21

L(V, W) linear maps between V and W (operator norm)
Matn,m vector space of n×m matrices (Frobenius norm)

Seminorms and Norms

|x|p;[s,s′] p-variation of a path x in [s, s′] 35
∥x∥p;[s,s′] p-variation norm of a path x in [s, s′] 35
|X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′] 2D controlled p-variation of a surface X in [s, s′]× [t, t′] 36
∥X∥p;[s,s′]×[t,t′] 2D controlled p-variation norm of a surface X in [s, s′]× [t, t′] 36
Vp;[s,s′]×[t,t′](X) 2D p-variation of a surface X in [s, s′]× [t, t′] 36
∥X∥Vp;[s,s′ ]×[t,t′ ] 2D p-variation norm of a surface X in [s, s′]× [t, t′] 36
|X|(s),p;[s,s′] the horizontal p-variation of a surface in [s, s′] 73
|X|(t),p;[t,t′] the vertical p-variation of a surface in [t, t′] 73
∥V∥Lip Lipschitz norm
∥ω∥F Frobenius norm of a matrix 2-connection 32

Function Spaces

Cb(X, Y) continuous bounded functions
C∞(X, Rd) piecewise smooth paths (X = [0, 1]) and surfaces (X = [0, 1]2) 16
Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) bounded p-variation paths 35
Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd) bounded p-variation surfaces 36
Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) bounded controlled p-variation surfaces 36
C0([0, 1]2, Rd) surfaces such that X0,0 = 0 36
C⌞([0, 1]2, Rd) surfaces such that Xs,0 = X0,t = 0 36
C□([0, 1]2, Rd) surfaces such that Xs,0 = X0,t = Xs,1 = X1,t = 0 36

Groupoids and Double Groupoids

Π thin fundamental groupoid (thin homotopy equivalence) 12
∂s, ∂t source and target maps in groupoid 10
⋆ 1D concatenation of paths in Π 4
Π thin fundamental double groupoid (thin homotopy equivalence) 18
Πp−cvar controlled p-variation double groupoid (holonomy equivalence) 45
∂l , ∂r, ∂b, ∂u left, right, bottom, upper boundaries in double groupoid 14
⋆h, ⋆v horizontal and vertical concatenation of surfaces in Π 6
⊙h,⊙v horizontal and vertical composition in a double group 20
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Lie Groups and Lie Algebras

GLn general linear group of degree n
gln Lie algebra of GLn

G crossed module of groups, G = (δ : G2 → G1,▷) 20
δ crossed module boundary 20
▷ crossed module action 20
D(G) double group associated to the crossed module G 20
GLn,m,p general linear 2-group as a crossed module δ : GLn,m,p

2 → GLn,m,p
1 21

gln,m,p 2-Lie algebra of GLn,m,p as a crossed module of Lie algebras 23
∗ group multiplication in GLn,m,p

2 22
∗ reduced ∗ product 62
exp matrix exponential
exp∗ ∗-exponential 62
[·, ·] matrix commutator
[·, ·]∗ ∗-commutator 23

Matrix Surface Holonomy

ω = (α, β, γ) matrix 2-connection 31
Mn,m,p space of matrix 2-connections valued in GLn,m,p 31
Mn

res space of restricted matrix 2-connections valued in GLn,n,n 51
Fα, Gβ path holonomies with respect to α and β respectively 31
Hω surface holonomy with respect to ω

Ĥω alternate definition of surface holonomy 30
H matrix surface holonomy functor 24
A(X) area process 37
T(X) integrand of intermediate holonomy 37
Z(X) intermediate holonomy 37

Partitions and Surfaces

D(R) set of partitions of a rectangle R 36
D⊞(R) set of grid-like partitions of a rectangle R 36
X generic surface X : [0, 1]2 → Rd

X parametrized surface X : [0, 1]2 → Rd+2 46
Xπ piecewise linear approximation of X with respect to π ∈ D⊞ 88

Given a surface X, we use the following notation to denote various paths through this surface.
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Conventions

• Scalars are lowercase, s, t ∈ R; vectors are bold lowercase a, b ∈ Rd; paths are bold
lowercase x, y, z ∈ C([0, 1], Rd); and surfaces are bold uppercase X, Y , Z ∈ C([0, 1]2, Rd).
• Categories, groups, and groupoids are not bolded (ex. Vect, GLn, Π), while 2-categories,

crossed modules, and double groupoids are bolded (ex. 2Vect, GLn,m,p, Π).
• For paths and surfaces, subscripts (s, t) denote the parametrization (ex. xt and Xs,t).
• We fix n, m, p to denote the dimensions of a 2-vector space, and its corresponding (dif-

ferential) crossed module GLn,m,p and gln,m,p. We also use n, m to denote the number of
elements in a partition, and this is unrelated.
• We fix the notation for the block matrices (F, G) ∈ GLn,m,p

1 and H ∈ GLn,m,p
2 as

F =

(
A 0
B C

)
, G =

(
A D
0 E

)
, H =

(
R S
T U

)
.

This notation is also used for the differential crossed module gln,m,p and we generally
do not distinguish between them.
• When a product ·, exponential exp and bracket [·, ·] are used without modifiers, this

refers to either scalar or matrix operations.
• Groupoid composition or horizontal composition (ex. ⋆, ⋆h,⊙h) are read from left to

right. Vertical compositions (ex. ⋆v,⊙v) are read from bottom to top.
• We reserve | · | for quantities which can be used as controls, and ∥ · ∥ for quantities which

are norms.

Appendix B. Characteristic Functions from Path Holonomy Functors

In this section we will prove Theorem 1.2 by reformulating known results from the literature.
We will show this using the path signature, which can also be defined using the same procedure
as Example 1.1.

Example B.1. Let T((Rd)) := ∏∞
m=0(R

d)⊗m denote the tensor algebra, and Tgl((R
d)) denote its

group-like elements. Furthermore, let f denote the free Lie algebra over Rd, and α ∈ L(Rd, f)
denote the inclusion into the Lie algebra generators. The path signature

S : C∞([0, 1], Rd)→ Tgl((R
d))

can be defined in the same manner as above

S(x) = lim
k→∞

[
exp⊗

(
dx0

dt
ϵk

)
⊗ exp⊗

(
dxϵk

dt
ϵk

)
⊗ . . .⊗ exp⊗

(dx(k−1)ϵk

dt
ϵk

)]
,

and can be represented degree-wise as the iterated integrals

Sm(x) =
∫

∆m
dxt1 ⊗ . . .⊗ dxtk ∈ (Rd)⊗m.

By tree-like equivalence [21, 47, 14], this also descends to a functor

S : Π1(R
d)→ Tgl ((R

d)) .

We will need the fact that matrix path holonomies (Example 1.1) can be computed from the
path signature (Example B.1). In particular, given a connection α ∈ L(Rd, gln), there exists a
natural extension to be map α⊗k ∈ L((Rd)⊗k, gln) defined by

α⊗k(a1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ak) = α(a1) · · · α(ak).
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This further extends to an algebra morphism α : T((Rd)) → gln, where gln is viewed as a matrix
algebra [24]. Now, we note that path holonomy is a 1D controlled differential equation (see Ex-
ample 2.13 or Example E.8), and for a path x ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd), it can be solved by Picard
iteration as

Fα(x) = I +
∞

∑
k=1

α⊗k
(∫

∆k
dxt1 ⊗ . . .⊗ dxtk

)
= α(S(x)). (B.1)

Theorem 1.2. Let p < 2 and Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) be the space of bounded p-variation paths, and let P p be
the space of probability measures valued in Cp−var([0, 1], Rd).

(1) Functoriality. The space Πp−var(Rd) of tree-like equivalence classes in Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) is a
groupoid. Given n ∈N and α ∈ L(Rd, gln), the map Fα : Πp−var

1 (Rd)→ GLn is a functor.
(2) Point Separating. For any x, y ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) such that x ̸= y, there exists some

α ∈ L(Rd+1, gln) such that Fα(x) ̸= Fα(y).
(3) Characteristic. Suppose x, y are random variables valued in Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) with laws µ, ν ∈
P p such that µ ̸= ν. There exists a connection α ∈ L(Rd, gln) and ℓ ∈ Matn,n such that

Law(⟨ℓ, Fα(x)⟩) ̸= Law(⟨ℓ, Fα(y)⟩).

(4) Metric. There exists a metric d : P p ×P p → R defined by

d(µ, ν) :=
∞

∑
n=1

1
n!

Eω∼Ξn Eℓ∼Θn Ex∼µEy∼ν

[
|exp (i⟨ℓ, Fα(x)⟩)− exp (i⟨ℓ, Fα(y)⟩)|

]
where Ξn is a Gaussian measure on gln and Θn is the uniform measure on the unit ball of Matn,n.
Restricted to a compact subset K ⊂ P p in the weak topology, d metrizes the weak topology.

Proof.
Functoriality. Following Definition 2.6, we define Πp−var(Rd) to be the groupoid with objects

Πp−var
1 (Rd) := Rd and the morphisms to be tree-like equivalence classes (Definition 2.4),

Πp−var
1 (Rd) := Cp−var([0, 1], Rd)/ ∼tl .

Composition is defined by (1.4) on paths, which descends to an associative operation on tree-like
equivalence classes. The identities (constant paths) and inverses (time reversal) are the same as
the smooth thin groupoid, and the groupoid axioms hold under tree-like equivalence. Then,
for two composable paths x, y ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd), path holonomy is functorial due to Chen’s
identity and the inversion property of the signature, then using (B.1) to get

Fα(x ⋆ y) = α(S(x ⋆ y)) = α(S(x)⊗ S(y)) = Fα(x) · Fα(y)

Fα(x−1) = α(S(x−1) = α((S(x))−1) = (Fα(x))−1.

Point Separating. Appending the parametrization of a path is injective from Cp−var([0, 1], Rd)

to Πp−var
1 (Rd+1). Then, [24, Theorem 4.8] shows that we can separate points in Πp−var

1 (Rd+1) by
path holonomies with respect to connections α ∈ L(Rd+1, spn), where

spn := {u ∈ Mat2n,2n(C) : us + u = 0},

is the real Lie algebra of the compact symplectic group, with ·s denoting the symplectic involu-
tion. Then, spn can be embedded into gl4n by representing complex numbers as 2× 2 matrices.
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Characteristic. We prove this by showing that the characteristic functions of these real-valued
random variables are distinct, in particular, there exists α ∈ L(Rd, gln) and ℓ ∈ Matn,n such that

Ex∼µ[exp(i⟨ℓ, Fα(x)⟩)] ̸= Ey∼ν[exp(i⟨ℓ, Fα(y)⟩)].

By Theorem 9.4 and Theorem 9.2, we just need to show that the span of exp(i⟨ℓ, Fα(x)⟩) is dense
in Cb(Cp−var([0, 1], Rd)) equipped with the strict topology (Definition 9.3). It remains to show
that the span of exp(i⟨ℓ, Fα(x)⟩) is an algebra. Indeed, given two connections α1 ∈ L(Rd+1, gln1)

and α1 ∈ L(Rd+1, gln1), we have

exp(i⟨ℓ1, Fα1(x)⟩) · exp(i⟨ℓ2, Fα2(x)⟩) = exp(i⟨ℓ1 ⊕ ℓ2, Fα(x)⟩),

where

α =

(
α1 0
0 α2

)
.

Metric. This is a slight variation of the metric defined in [62]. The proof of this statement is
exactly the same as the proof for surfaces provided in Section 9.2. □

Appendix C. Further Details on Matrix Double Groups

In this section, we provide further background on matrix double groups, beginning with
a discussion of 2-vector spaces and crossed modules. We then study the ∗-exponential exp∗ :
gl

n,m,p
2 → GLn,m,p

2 and provide an explicit expression in terms of its constituent blocks. Next, we
consider direct sums and tensor products of 2-vector spaces, along with a discussion on how this
fails to provide an algebra structure for linear functionals of surface holonomy.

C.1. From Internal Categories to Matrix Crossed Modules. One method to construct higher
categorical objects is through internalization. A category C internal [8, Definition 1] to another
category D is defined by setting the objects and morphisms of C to be objects in D; in other
words, C0,C1 ∈ D0. Furthermore, the source and target maps ∂s, ∂t : C1 → C0, the identity
1 : C0 → C1, and composition ⋆ : C1 ×C0 C1 → C1 are all morphisms in D.

C.1.1. 2-Vector Spaces. A Baez-Crans 2-vector space V is a category internal to the category of
vector spaces Vect [8, Definition 5]. In particular, a 2-vector spaces consists of a vector space V0 of
objects and a vector space V1 of morphisms. Using the linear structure of V1, we can decompose
a morphism ( f : a → b) ∈ V1, into f = 1a + f̃ , where where a = ∂s( f ) ∈ V0 is the source of the
morphism, and ( f̃ : 0→ b− a) ∈ ker(∂s) ⊂ V1 is the arrow part of the morphism. In fact, we can
decompose the entire vector space of morphisms in this way,

V1 = V0 ⊕ Ṽ1,

where Ṽ1 = ker(∂s). In particular, Ṽ1 contains all the morphisms in V1 translated to the origin.
This leads to Definition 4.4 of a 2-vector space as a 2-term chain complex used in the main

text. Given a 2-vector space V (using the current internal definition), we obtain a 2-vector space
V (using Definition 4.4) by

(V1
ϕ−→ V0) = (Ṽ1

∂t−→ V0),

where V1 = ker(∂s), V0 = V0, and ϕ = ∂t. Furthermore, the notions of 1-morphism and 2-
morphism in the internal definition (functors and natural transformations) coincide with those
in Definition 4.4 (chain maps and chain homotopies). Thus, the two definitions are equivalent
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(as 2-categories) [8, Theorem 12]. In the following, we use Definition 4.4 in terms of 2-term chain
complexes.

1-Morphisms. Let V = V1
ϕV−→ V0,W = W1

ϕW−→ W0 be two 2-vector spaces. The 1-morphisms
consist of chain maps (F : V0 →W0, G : V1 →W1), which satisfy

ϕW ◦ F = G ◦ ϕV ; (C.1)

in other words, the following diagram commutes

V1 V0

W1 W0.

ϕV

F G
ϕW

2-Morphisms. Suppose we have two chain maps (F, G) and (F′, G′). The 2-morphisms
between (F, G) and (F′, G′) consist of chain homotopies H : V1 →W0, which satisfy

H ◦ ϕV = F− F′ and ϕW ◦ H = G− G′; (C.2)

in other words, the following diagram commutes

V1 V0

W1 W0.

ϕV

F−F′ G−G′
H

ϕW

Matrix Representation. One of the goals in this article is to consider explicit computations

in terms of matrices. Given a 2-vector space V = V1
ϕ−→ V0, this requires a choice of basis for V1

and V0. We note that we can always choose a set of bases for V0 and V1 such that V0 ∼= Rn+m,
V1
∼= Rn+p, and ϕ has the form of the block matrix

ϕ =

(
I 0
0 0

)
,

where I is the n× n identity matrix.

C.1.2. Crossed Modules. Next, we consider the higher generalization of a group by applying
the same procedure. In particular, we define a 2-group to be a category internal to the category
of groups Grp. The major distinction between a 2-group and a double group is that 2-morphisms
of the former are modelled as 2-globes, while those of the latter are modelled as squares (see the
discussion and figure at the beginning of Section 3).

However, we can obtain yet another notion of a higher group by applying the same arguments
as the previous section on 2-vector spaces. In particular, let G be a 2-group, where the objects
(G0, ·0, e0) and morphisms (G1, ·1, e1) are both groups. Using the group structure of G1, we can
decompose a morphism ( f : a → b) ∈ G1 into f = f̃ ·1 1a, where a = ∂s( f ) ∈ G0 is the source of
the morphism and ( f̃ : e0 → b ·0 a−1) ∈ G1 is the arrow part of the morphism. In this case, we can
decompose the morphisms G1 into

G1 = G̃1 ⋊G0,

where the multiplication is given by the conjugation action ▷: G0 → Aut(G̃1),

( f̃ , a) · ( f̃ ′, a′) = ( f̃ ·1 (a ▷ f̃ ′), a ·0 a′), a ▷ f̃ ′ := 1a ·1 f̃ ′ ·1 1−1
a .
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Once again, G̃1 contains all the morphisms in G1 translated to the origin. We can isolate these
morphisms from the identity by defining a crossed module of groups G (Definition 4.1) by

(G2
δ−→ G1,▷) = (G̃1

∂t−→ G0,▷),

where6 G2 = ker(∂s), G1 = G0, δ = ∂t, and the crossed module action ▷ is the conjugation action
above. It is shown in [17, Section 2.7] that the categories of 2-groups and crossed modules of
groups are equivalent. The further equivalence between crossed modules of groups and double
groups follows from [17, Section 6.6].

Finally, this motivates the definition of the matrix crossed modules in Section 4.2. In particu-
lar, GLn,m,p is defined to be the crossed module corresponding to the automorphism 2-group of
the 2-vector space Vn,m,p.

• GLn,m,p
1 consists of the 1-automorphisms of Vn,m,p (invertible chain maps).

• GLn,m,p
2 consists of the 2-automorphisms of Vn,m,p in the kernel of the source map ∂s

(chain homotopies from the identity map).

C.2. The ∗-Exponential. The exponential exp : gln,m,p
1 → GLn,m,p

1 is the usual matrix expo-
nential since this Lie group and Lie algebra are simply the sub Lie group and sub Lie algebra
of standard general linear groups. However, the exponential exp∗ : gl

n,m,p
2 → GLn,m,p

2 is non-
standard and we focus on that here.

The Non-Distributivity of the ∗-Product. The Lie group GLn,m,p
2 and the Lie algebra gl

n,m,p
2

are both contained in the vector space of matrices Matn+p,n+m. The main reason this exponential
exp∗ is more complicated is due to the fact that Matn+p,n+m equipped with the ∗-product is not
an algebra. In particular, it is not distributive. Indeed, consider a, b, c ∈ Matn+p,n+m. Then,

(a + b) ∗ c = a + b + c + aϕc + aϕb

a ∗ b + a ∗ c = 2a + b + c + aϕc + aϕb.

This implies that we cannot naively define the exponential exp∗ in terms of a power series with
respect to the ∗-product.

Reduced ∗-Products and the ∗-Exponential. In order to define the exponential, we use
the definition of exp∗ : gl

n,m,p
2 → GLn,m,p

2 in terms of 1-parameter subgroups. In particular,
exp∗(Z) := γZ(1), where γZ : R → GLn,m,p

2 is the unique 1-parameter subgroup of GLn,m,p
2

where γ′(0) = Z. In order to do this, we define the reduced ∗-product to be

a∗b = aϕb. (C.3)

Note that using this notation, we have

a ∗ b = a + b + a∗b.

In contrast with the ∗-product, the reduced ∗-product satisfies distributivity. Indeed, given
a, b, c ∈ Matn+p,n+m, we have

(a + b)∗c = aϕc + bϕc = a∗c + b∗c and a∗(b + c) = aϕb + aϕc = a∗b + a∗c.

Furthermore, it is also bilinear; suppose λ1, λ2 ∈ R, then

(λ1a)∗(λ2b) = λ1λ2a∗b.

6We have shifted the subscripts of the crossed modules throughout the paper to coincide with the corresponding
indices for double groups.
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It is clear that there does not exist a ∗ unit, and there are also no ∗ inverses.

Proposition C.1. The Lie exponential exp∗ : gln,m,p
2 → GLn,m,p

2 is defined by

exp∗(Z) :=
∞

∑
k=1

Z∗k

k!
. (C.4)

Proof. Given Z ∈ gl
n,m,p
2 , we must show that γZ(t) = exp∗(tZ) is a 1-parameter subgroup of

GLn,m,p
2 such that γ′Z(0) = Z. First, we show that it is a subgroup. Let s, t ∈ R. Then,

exp∗(sZ) ∗ exp∗(tZ) =
∞

∑
k=1

(sZ)∗k

k!
+

∞

∑
k=1

(tZ)∗k

k!
+

(
∞

∑
k=1

(sZ)∗k

k!

)
∗
(

∞

∑
k=1

(tZ)∗k

k!

)
.

The Z∗k component of the right hand side is

(sZ)∗k

k!
+

(tZ)∗k

k!
+

k−1

∑
m=1

(sZ)∗m∗(tZ)∗(k−m)

m!(m− k)!
=

(sZ + tZ)∗k

k!
,

where we are using the fact that sZ and tZ commute: sZ∗tZ = st(Z∗Z) = tZ∗sZ. Therefore,

exp∗(sZ) ∗ exp∗(tZ) =
∞

∑
k=1

((s + t)Z)∗k

k!
= exp∗((s + t)Z),

so γZ is a 1-parameter subgroup of GLn,m,p
2 . Furthermore, by explicitly computing the derivative,

we have γ′Z(0) =
d
dt exp∗(tZ)|t=0 = Z. □

The ∗-Exponential in Block Matrix Form. Now that we have the definition of the ∗-exponential,
we can write it out in block matrix form.

Lemma C.2. Suppose Z =

(
R S
T U

)
∈ gl

n,m,p
2 . Then,

Z∗k =
(

Rk Rk−1S
TRk−1 TRk−2S

)
for k ≥ 2.

Proof. We prove this by induction. For the base case of k = 2, we have

Z∗2 = ZϕZ =

(
R S
T U

)(
I 0
0 0

)(
R S
T U

)
=

(
R S
T U

)(
R S
0 0

)
=

(
R2 RS
TR TS

)
.

Then, for the induction step, we have

Z∗(k+1) = Z∗kϕZ =

(
Rk Rk−1S

TRk−1 TRk−2S

)(
R S
0 0

)
=

(
Rk+1 RkS
TRk TRk−1S

)
.

□

Corollary C.3. Suppose Z =

(
R S
T U

)
∈ gl

n,m,p
2 . Then,

exp∗(Z) =

 expm(R)− I
(

∑∞
k=1

Rk−1

k!

)
S

T
(

∑∞
k=1

Rk−1

k!

)
U + T

(
∑∞

k=2
Rk−2

k!

)
S

 . (C.5)

If we consider a brief sanity check, we note that since R ∈ gln, then expm(R) ∈ GLn, and
therefore the top left block has the correct form, as given in (4.11).
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C.3. Direct Sums and Inclusions. First, we consider direct sums of two matrix 2-connections
ω1 = (α1, β1, γ1) ∈ Mn1,m1,p1 and ω2 = (α2, β2, γ2) ∈ Mn2,m2,p2 . The direct sum of these two 2-
connections is a 2-connection ω1 ⊕ ω2 := ω = (α, β, γ) valued in gln1,m1,p1 ⊕ gln2,m2,p2 , which is
isomorphic to gln1+n2,m1+m2,p1+p2 up to a reordering of the basis. Due to simpler notation, we use
gln1,m1,p1 ⊕ gln2,m2,p2 , which is viewed as the automorphisms of the 2-vector space7

Vn1,m1,p1 ⊕ Vn2,m2,p2 := Rn1+p1 ⊕Rn2+p2
ϕ−→ Rn1+m1 ⊕Rn2+m2 , ϕ =

(
ϕ1 0
0 ϕ2

)
,

where ϕ1 and ϕ2 are the linear maps defining the 2-vector spaces Vn1,m1,p1 and Vn2,m2,p2 respec-
tively. We define the 2-connection ω = (α, β, γ) by

αi :=
(

αi
1 0

0 αi
2

)
, βi :=

(
βi

1 0
0 βi

2

)
, γi,j :=

(
γ

i,j
1 0
0 γ

i,j
2

)
.

Then, given a path x : [0, 1]→ Rd, the path holonomy of the direct sum connection is given by

Fα(x) =
(

Fα1(x) 0
0 Fα2(x)

)
and Gβ(x) =

(
Gβ1(x) 0

0 Gβ2(x)

)
.

Lemma C.4. Given a surface X : [0, 1]2 → Rd, the surface holonomy of the direct sum connection
ω = (α, β, γ) as defined above is

Hω(X) =

(
Hω1(X) 0

0 Hω2(X)

)
. (C.6)

Proof. Writing out the definition of Zω(X), we have

Zω(X) =
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(
Fα1(xs,t) 0

0 Fα2(xs,t)

)(
γ1 0
0 γ2

)(
Gβ1(xs,t)−1 0

0 Gβ2(xs,t)−1

)
dAs,t(X)

=
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(
Fα1(xs,t) · γ1 · Gβ1(xs,t)−1 0

0 Fα2(xs,t) · γ2 · Gβ2(xs,t)−1

)
dAs,t(X)

=

(
Zω1(X) 0

0 Zω2(X)

)
.

Then, we can verify that (C.6) satisfies the surface holonomy equation

∂tHω
s,t(X) =

(
∂tH

ω1
s,t (X) 0
0 ∂tHω2

s,t (X)

)
= (I + Hω

s,t(X)ϕ)∂tZω
s,t(X).

□

Next, we consider inclusions gln1,m1,p1 ↪→ gln2,m2,p2 for (n1, m1, p1) ≤ (n2, m2, p2), along with
the corresponding crossed module of Lie groups GLn1,m1,p1 ↪→ GLn2,m2,p2 . In particular, given(

A 0
B C

)
,
(

A D
0 E

)
∈ gl

n1,m1,p1
0 ,

(
R S
T U

)
∈ gl

n1,m1,p1
1 (C.7)

we define (
A′ 0
B′ C′

)
,
(

A′ D′

0 E′

)
∈ gl

n2,m2,p2
0 ,

(
R′ S′

T′ U′

)
∈ gl

n2,m2,p2
1 , (C.8)

7Note that the ϕ defined here does not follow the convention from the rest of the paper that it has the form ϕ =
( I 0

0 0
)
.

However, this form provides a simple description of the corresponding surface holonomy, and one can apply a change
of basis to return to the conventional form.
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where A′ =
(

A 0
0 0

)
∈ Matn2,n2 , and similarly for all other blocks. Thus, in order to reduce the

number of parameters, we will work with 2-connections in MN :=MN,N,N , where N ≥ n, m, p.
Such connections contain all of the information from connections inMn,m,p for n, m, p ≤ N.

Lemma C.5. Let n, m, p ∈ N, ω ∈ Mn,m,p, and ℓ ∈ Matn+p,n+m be a 2-connection valued in gln,m,p.
Then, for N ≥ n, m, p, there exists a matrix 2-connection ω′ ∈ MN and ℓ′ ∈ Mat2N,2N such that

⟨ℓ, Hω(·)⟩ = ⟨ℓ′, Hω′(·)⟩.

Proof. We define ω′ ∈ MN and ℓ′ ∈ Mat2N,2N by the embedding gln,m,p ↪→ glN,N,N as
described in (C.7) and (C.8). Then, the two surface holonomies will have the form

Hω(X) =

(
R S
T U

)
and Hω′(X) =

(
R′ S′

T′ U′

)
,

where each block has the form R′ =
(

R 0
0 0

)
. Because ℓ′ has the same form, we obtain the result. □

C.4. Tensor Product of Surface Holonomy. In this section, we consider the tensor product
in the category of 2-vector spaces, and discuss how this tensor product fails to provide an algebra
structure for surface holonomy functors, as opposed to the 1-dimensional setting.

C.4.1. Tensor Product of 2-Vector Spaces. The natural way to define the tensor product in a cat-
egory is to consider the left adjoint of the internal hom functor. We view 2Vect as a subcategory
of the category of chain complexes Ch, where we understand how the internal hom and tensor
products work. In particular, given

U = U1
ϕU−→ U0, V = V1

ϕV−→ V0, W = W1
ϕW−→W0,

the internal hom [V ,W ] ∈ 2Vect is defined by

[V ,W ]0 := L(V0, W0)⊕ L(V1, W1), [V ,W ]1 := L(V0, W1).

Then, since the ordinary tensor product of chain complexes is left adjoint to the internal hom in
Ch, we have

HomCh(U , [V ,W ]) ∼= HomCh(U ⊗ V ,W).

However, in Ch, we have

U ⊗ V = U1 ⊗V1

(
I⊗ϕV
ϕU⊗I

)
−−−−−→ U1 ⊗V0 ⊕U0 ⊗V1

( ϕU⊗I I⊗ϕV )−−−−−−−−→ U0 ⊗V0,

which is a length 3 chain complex. Thus, we need to define a new truncated tensor product ⊗̃
between length 2 chain complexes, which results in a length 2 chain complex and also satisfies

HomCh(U ⊗ V ,W) ∼= HomCh(U ⊗̃ V ,W).

Thus we define the truncated tensor product U ⊗̃ V = (U ⊗̃ V)1
ϕ ⊗̃−→ (U ⊗̃ V)0 by

(U ⊗̃ V)1 := coker
(

U1 ⊗V1

(
−I⊗ϕV
ϕU⊗I

)
−−−−−−→ U1 ⊗V0 ⊕U0 ⊗V1

)
(C.9)

(U ⊗̃ V)0 := U0 ⊗V0

ϕ ⊗̃ :=
(
ϕU ⊗ I I ⊗ ϕV

)
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1-Morphisms. Now, suppose F : T → U and F′ : V → W are chain maps. It is straight-
forward to check that the ordinary tensor product of chain maps in Ch is still well-defined with
respect to the truncated tensor product. Thus, we have

(F ⊗̃ F′)0 := F0 ⊗ F′0 : (T ⊗̃ U )0 → (V ⊗̃W)0

(F ⊗̃ F′)1 :=
(

F1⊗F′0 0
0 F0⊗F′1

)
: (T ⊗̃ U )1 → (V ⊗̃W)1.

2-Morphisms. Now, suppose that F, G : T → U and F′, G′ : V → W are chain maps where
F is homotopic to G with chain homotopy H : T0 → U1, and F′ is homotopic to G′ with chain
homotopy H′ : V0 → W1. Once again, the standard tensor product of chain homotopies in Ch is
well-defined with respect to the truncated tensor product, and we obtain

(H ⊗̃H′) :=
(

H⊗F′0
G0⊗H′

)
: (T ⊗̃ U )0 → (V ⊗̃W)1. (C.10)

To conclude, what we have shown is the following.

Theorem C.6. The 2-category of 2-vector spaces 2Vect is a closed monoidal category, where the monoidal
structure is given in (C.9). The fact that this is a closed monoidal category means that the − ⊗̃ V is the
left adjoint to the internal hom [V ,−], so

Hom2Vect(U , [V ,W ]) ∼= Hom2Vect(U ⊗̃ V ,W).

C.4.2. Tensor Product of Surface Holonomy. We begin by recalling the tensor product for path
holonomy. Let V and W be finite dimensional vector spaces and suppose αV ∈ L(Rd, gl(V))

and αW ∈ L(Rd, gl(W)) are two 1-connections. The tensor product of these is a connection
α ∈ L(Rd, gl(V ⊗W)) defined by

α := αV ⊗ I + I ⊗ αW .

Let FαV : Π1(R
d) → GL(V) and FαW : Π1(R

d) → GL(W) be the respective path holonomy
functors, and the path holonomy of α is the tensor product

Fα = FαV ⊗ FαW : Π1(R
d)→ GL(V ⊗W).

Indeed, given some x ∈ C∞([0, 1], Rd), we have

d(FαV
s (x)⊗ FαW

s (x))
ds

=
dFαV

s (x)
ds

⊗ FαW
s (x) + FαV

s (x)⊗ dFαW
s (x)
ds

= (FαV
s (x) · αV(x))⊗ FαW

s (x) + FαV
s (x)⊗ (FαW

s (x) · αW(x))

= (FαV
s (x)⊗ FαW

s (x)) · (αV(x)⊗ I + I ⊗ αW(x))

= (FαV
s (x)⊗ FαW

s (x)) · α(x).

Thus, the tensor product of path holonomy functors is given by the tensor product of the cor-
responding linear automorphisms (1-morphisms) of the vector spaces V and W. This leads to a
convenient algebra structure on linear functionals of path holonomy. Indeed, suppose ℓV and ℓW
are linear functionals of GL(V) and GL(W) respectively. Then,

⟨ℓV , FαV (x)⟩ · ⟨ℓW , FαW (x)⟩ = ⟨ℓV ⊗ ℓW , FαV (x)⊗ FαW (x)⟩ = ⟨ℓV ⊗ ℓW , Fα(x)⟩,

provides an algebra structure on the collection of linear functionals of path holonomy on matrix
groups. This leads to variants of the characteristic function on path space which does not require
the exponential [24, 29], though it requires additional moment conditions.

Unfortunately, due to the structure of tensor products of 2-vector spaces in the previous
subsection, such a property does not extend to surface holonomy. Let V and W be two 2-vector
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spaces, and ωV and ωW be two 2-connections valued in gl(V) and gl(W) respectively. Let HωV :
Π2(Rd) → GL(V) and HωW : Π2(Rd) → GL(W) denote their respective surface holonomies.
From (C.10), the tensor product of these surface holonomies evaluated on X ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd) is(

HωV (X)⊗ I
FαV (∂X)⊗ HωW (X)

)
: (V ⊗̃W)0 → (V ⊗̃W)1,

where we use the fact that elements of GL2(V) contain chain homotopies starting from the
identity. Besides the quotient involved from taking the cokernel in the truncated tensor product
in (C.9), there is also the issue that we do not have a

HωV (X)⊗ HωW (X) : V0 ⊗W0 → V1 ⊗W1

component. Indeed, the lack of this term is due to degree issues: since V1⊗W1 is of total degree
2, the map HωV (X)⊗ HωW (X) is of degree 2, while chain homotopies are degree 1 by definition.

Appendix D. Special Case of Surface Holonomy of a Linear Map

Here, we provide an exact computation (bypassing the final integration step of Section 6.1) of
surface holonomy for a linear map, by assuming the 2-connection satisfies additional conditions.
In particular, we denote the components of the 2-connection ω = (α, β, γ) in block notation as

αi :=
(

Ai
ω Bi

ω

0 Ci
ω

)
, βi :=

(
Ai

ω 0
Di

ω Ei
ω

)
, and γi,j :=

(
Ri,j

ω Si,j
ω

Ti,j
ω Ui,j

ω

)
,

and we assume that the A block of this 2-connection is flat, meaning

Ri,j
ω = [Ai

ω, Aj
ω] = 0. (D.1)

In this case, we can provide an exact formula for matrix holonomy by using the Magnus
expansion. We will use the notation introduced in Section 6.1.

Proposition D.1. Suppose ω = (α, β, γ) is a 2-connection which satisfies (D.1). Then, the solution to
the linear surface holonomy equation in (6.7) is

Ht = exp∗

(∫ t

0
Qt1 dt1 +

1
2

∫ t

0

∫ t2

0
[Qt1 , Qt2 ]∗dt1dt2

)
. (D.2)

=
∫ t

0
Qt1 dt1 +

1
2

∫ t

0

∫ t2

0
[Qt1 , Qt2 ]∗dt1dt2 +

(∫ t

0
Qt1 dt1

)∗2
. (D.3)

Proof. We note that (6.7) is a first order ODE on the Lie group GLn,m,p
2 . Thus, the goal is to

apply the Magnus expansion [53] and show that it terminates. We begin by showing that for any
s, t, u ∈ [0, 1], we have

Qs∗Qt∗Qu = 0.

Indeed, this can be shown by examining the block structure. We will use • to denote a possibly
nonzero block. The block structure of

Qt = exp(tαb) ·
(∫ 1

0
exp(sαa) · γa,b · exp(−sβa)ds

)
· exp(−tβb)

is (
• 0
• •

)(
• 0
• •

)(
0 •
• •

)(
• •
0 •

)(
• •
0 •

)
=

(
0 •
• •

)
.
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Then, the block structure of Qs∗Qt∗Qu = QsϕQtϕQu is(
0 •
• •

)(
• 0
0 0

)(
0 •
• •

)(
• 0
0 0

)(
0 •
• •

)
=

(
0 0
0 0

)
.

Therefore, [Qs, [Qt, Qu]∗]∗ = 0, and similarly for higher brackets. This implies that the Magnus
expension terminates after the second term and we obtain (D.2). Then, applying the formula
for the ∗-exponential from Corollary C.3, and similarly examining the block structure of the
integrals, we obtain (D.3). □

Now, we will show that (D.3) can be expressed in terms of matrix exponentials. First, apply-
ing (6.4), we find that

exp
(

αb J
0 βb

)
=

(
• exp(−αbt)

∫ 1
0 Qtdt

0 •

)
.

Furthermore by definition,(∫ t

0
Qt1 dt1

)∗2
=

(∫ t

0
Qt1 dt1

)
ϕ

(∫ t

0
Qt1 dt1

)
,

so the first and third term of (D.3) can be computed using standard matrix operations. Now, we
consider the computation of the second term. Expanding the commutator, we have

[Qt1 , Qt2 ]∗ = exp(t1αb) · J · exp(−t1βb) · ϕ · exp(t2αb) · J · exp(−t2βb)

− exp(t2αb) · J · exp(−t2βb) · ϕ · exp(t1αb) · J · exp(−t1βb)

Now, we use the chain map conditions

ϕ · exp(t2αb) = exp(t2βb) · ϕ
exp(−t2βb) · ϕ = ϕ · exp(−t2αb)

so that we can write the double integral as∫
∆2
[Qt1 , Qt2 ]∗dt1dt2 =

∫ t

0

(∫ t2

0
exp(t1αb) · J · exp(−t1βb)dt1 · exp(t2βb)

)
· ϕ · J · exp(−t2βb)dt2

−
∫ t

0
exp(t2αb) · J · ϕ ·

(
exp(−t2αb) ·

∫ t2

0
exp(t1αb) · J · exp(−t1βb)dt1

)
dt2

=: I1 − I2.

Let’s begin by considering the second term

I2 :=
∫ t

0
exp(t2αb) · J · ϕ ·

(
exp(−t2αb) ·

∫ t2

0
exp(t1αb) · J · exp(−t1βb)dt1

)
dt2.

Using (6.4), the inner integral is exactly

exp(−t2αb) ·
∫ t2

0
exp(t1αb) · J · exp(−t1βb)dt1 = exp

((
−αb J

0 −βb

)
t2

)
.

Therefore, the integral I2 can be expressed as(
• I2

)
=
∫ t

0
exp(t2αb) ·

(
J · ϕ 0

)
· exp

(
−
(

αb −J
0 βb

)
t2

)
dt2.
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Applying (6.4) again, we see that we can compute I2 by

exp

−αb Jϕ 0
0 −αb J
0 0 −βb

 t

 =

• • exp(−tαb)I2

0 • •
0 0 •

 .

The same computations can be performed for I1, except we use (6.5) instead of (6.4), to obtain

exp

βb 0 0
ϕJ βb 0
0 J αb

 =

 • 0 0
• • 0

I1 exp(tβb) • •

 .

This concludes the computations and shows that the surface holonomy equation in (6.7) with the
condition from (D.1) can be solved entirely in terms of ordinary matrix exponentials.

Appendix E. Technical Details of Young Surface Holonomy

In this appendix, we prove Theorem 7.4 and Theorem 7.5 on the regularity and continuity of
surface holonomy in the Young regime.

Remark E.1. In order to simplify the notation in the proofs of this section, we will use the symbol
A ≲p,q B to denote A ≤ Cp,qB, where Cp,q > 0 is a constant which depends on some parameters
p and q. We will explicitly state the parameters in the statement of a result, and we will simply
use ≲ in proofs, which implicitly depend on the parameters in the statement.

Remark E.2. In this section, we will also use subscripts to denote 1D increments. For a path
x : [0, 1] → Rd, and s < s′ ∈ [0, 1], we define xs,s′ := xs′ − xs. Furthermore, given a grid-like
partition π ∈ D⊞, and a rectangle Ri,j ∈ π where Ri,j = [si−1, si]× [tj−1, tj], we will simply use
□π

i,j := □Ri,j to denote the 2D increment.

E.1. Preliminaries on Young Integration. Here, we begin by recalling some facts about
Young integration and provide some preliminary lemmas which will be required in the fol-
lowing sections. We will use | · | to denote the Euclidean norm on Rd, | · |∞ to denote the ∞-norm
for functions.

E.1.1. 1D Young Integration.

Definition E.3. A control function is a continuous map ω : ∆2 → R+, where ∆2 := {0 ≤ s ≤ s′ ≤
1} such that ω(s, s) = 0 for all s ∈ [0, 1] and it is superadditive: for all s ≤ s′ ≤ s′′ ∈ [0, 1],

ω(s, s′) + ω(s′, s′′) ≤ ω(s, s′′).

For x ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd), the pth power of p-variation ω(s, s′) := |x|pp;[s,s′] is a control function.
For sufficiently regular paths, we can define a Riemann-Stieltjes type integral, called the Young
integral, which satisfies the following inequality.

Proposition E.4. Let x ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) and y ∈ Cq−var([0, 1], L(Rd, Re)) with 1/p + 1/q > 1.
Then the indefinite Young integral has finite p-variation, given by∣∣∣∣∫ ·0 ydx

∣∣∣∣
p;[s,s′]

≤ CY∥y∥p;[s,s′] · |x|p;[s,s′], (E.1)

where CY = CY(p, q) > 0.
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We can use Young integration to solve controlled differential equations (CDEs) of the form

dyt = V(y)dx =
d

∑
i=1

Vi(y)dxi, (E.2)

where V = (V1, . . . , Vd) : Re → L(Rd, Re), so each Vi : Re → Re, and with initial condition
y0 ∈ Re. Here, we equip L(Rd, Re) with the operator norm, so

∥V(y)∥op := sup
a∈Rd

|V(y)(a)|
|a| . (E.3)

We say that a vector field V is of linear growth if there exists some Clin > 0 such that

∥V(y)∥op ≤ Clin(1 + |y|) (E.4)

for all y ∈ Re. Furthermore, we will equip the vector field V itself with the Lipschitz norm,

∥V∥Lip := sup
x,y∈Re

∥V(y)−V(x)∥op

|y− x| . (E.5)

When we work with Lipschitz vector fields of linear growth, it is convenient to consider the
maximum

|V|lin := max{∥V∥Lip , Clin}, (E.6)

where Clin > 0 is the smallest constant which satisfies (E.4).

In order to study the regularity and stability of these CDEs, we will need a Gronwall-type
inequality for paths in the Young regime. As stated, this is slightly different from [28], but the
same proof holds.

Lemma E.5. [28, Lemma 3.3] Let 1 ≤ p ≤ q such that 1/p + 1/q > 1. Suppose that x ∈
Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) and y ∈ Cq−var([0, 1], Rd) satisfy

|ys′ − ys| ≤ A1/q
s,s′ + a|x|p;[s,s′] · (|ys|+ |y|q;[s,s′]), (E.7)

where A : ∆2 → R is an arbitrary control function on [0, 1] and a ≥ 0. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(p, q, a) such that for all s < s′, we have

|y|q;[s,s′] ≤ (|ys|+ A1/q
0,1 ) · exp

(
C|x|pp;[s,s′]

)
. (E.8)

Proposition E.6. Suppose x ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) where p < 2, and V : Re → L(Rd, Re) be a Lipschitz
vector field of linear growth with v > |V|lin ((E.6)). Then, there exists a unique solution to (E.2) and

|y|p;[s,s] ≤ (|ys|+ C|x|p) exp
(

C|x|pp;[s,s′]

)
, (E.9)

where C = C(p, v).
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Proof. First, we suppose that y is a bounded p-variation solution to (E.2), then for any
s < s′ ∈ [0, 1], we have

|ys′ − ys| ≤
∣∣∣∣∫ s′

s
V(ys′)dxs′

∣∣∣∣
≤ (∥V(ys)∥op + |V(y)|p;[s,s′])|x|p;[s,s′]

≤ (v(1 + |ys|) + v|y|p;[s,s′])|x|p;[s,s′]

≤ v|x|p;[s,s′] + v2(|ys|+ |y|p;[s,s′]).

In the third line, we use the linear growth condition to bound |V(ys)|, and the Lipschitz condition
to bound |V(y)|p;[s,s′]. Then, applying Lemma E.5, we have

|y|p;[s,s′] ≤ (|ys|+ v|x|p) · exp
(

C|x|pp;[s,s′]

)
,

where C = C(p, v). In particular, the solution does not explode at finite time, so we can modify
the vector field V to be bounded outside a ball which encloses |y|; then existence and uniqueness
is given by [64, Theorem 1.28]. □

The solution of the differential equation (E.2) is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the
initial conditions, driving signal, and vector fields. This is similar to standard results in rough
paths theory [41, Theorem 10.38].

Proposition E.7. Suppose x, x′ ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) where p < 2 and V, V ′ be Lipschitz vector fields of
linear growth. Suppose |x|p, |x′|p < ℓ and |V|lin, |V ′|lin < v, then the solutions y and y′ of (E.2) driven
by x and x′ with vector fields V and V ′ and with initial conditions y0 and y′0 respectively, satisfy

|y− y′|p;[0,1] ≲p,v,ℓ |y0 − y′0|+ |x− x′|p;[0,1] + ∥V −V ′∥∞;B(0,C) (E.10)

where C = C(p, v, ℓ).

Proof. First, we note that we have

|ys,s′ − y′s,s′ | =
∣∣∣∣∫ s′

s
V(yr)dxr −

∫ s′

s
V ′(y′r)dx′r

∣∣∣∣
≤
∣∣∣∣∫ s′

s
V(yr)d(xr − x′r)

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣∫ s′

s
V(yr)−V(y′r)dx′r

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣∫ s′

s
(V −V ′)(y′r)dx′r

∣∣∣∣ .

For the first term, there exists some C = C(p, v, ℓ) > 0 such that |yr|, |y′r| < C for all r ∈ [0, 1]
by Proposition E.6. Then, we define

MV,ℓ := sup
|a|≤C

|V(a)|,

in order to obtain ∣∣∣∣∫ s′

s
V(yr)d(xr − x′r)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ MV,ℓ|x− x′|p;[s,s′].

For the second term, we use Young’s inequality Proposition E.4 to obtain∣∣∣∣∫ s′

s
V(yr)−V(y′r)dx′r

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CY(
∥∥V(ys)−V(y′s)

∥∥
op + |V(y)−V(y′)|p;[s,s′])|x′|p;[s,s′]

≤ CYv(|ys − y′s|+ |y− y′|p;[s,s′])|x′|p;[s,s′].
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For the third term, we use Young inequality again to obtain∣∣∣∣∫ s′

s
V(y′r)−V ′(y′r)dx′r

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CY∥V −V ′∥∞;B(0,Cℓ)|x
′|p;[s,s′]

Then, we have

|ys,s′ − y′s,s′ | ≲ |x− x′|p;[s,s′] + ∥V −V ′∥∞;B(0,Cℓ)|x
′|p;[s,s′] + (|ys − y′s|+ |y− y′|p;[s,s′])|x′|p;[s,s′],

so that y− y′ satisfies the condition in (E.7) with the control function being

As,s′ := 2p−1
(
|x− x′|pp;[s,s′] + ∥V −V ′∥p

∞;B(0,Cℓ)
|x′|pp;[s,s′]

)
≥ (MV,ℓ|x− x′|p;[s,s′] + ∥V −V ′∥∞;B(0,Cℓ)|x

′|p;[s,s′])
p

Then, applying Lemma E.5, we have

|y− y′|p;[0,1] ≲
(
|y0 − y′0|+ |x− x′|pp;[s,s′] + ∥V −V ′∥p

∞;B(0,Cℓ)
|x′|pp;[0,1]

)1/p
· exp(C′ℓp)

≲ |y0 − y′0|+ |x− x′|p;[0,1] + ∥V −V ′∥∞;B(0,Cℓ),

where C′ = C′(p, v, ℓ) in the first line. □

Example E.8. One example of 1D controlled differential equations are path holonomy equations,
and Young integration allows us to consider path holonomies of lower regularity paths. Suppose
α ∈ L(Rd, gln) is a 1-connection and let x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd); then the path
holonomy equation is

Fα
t (x) = I +

d

∑
i=1

∫ t

0
Fα

t′ (x) · αi dxi.

Then, we can define a vector field V : gln → L(Rd, gln) for y ∈ gln and x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd by

V(y)x =
d

∑
i=1

y · αixi.

Then, in this notation, we have

Fα
t (x) = I +

∫ t

0
V(Fα

t′ (x))dxt′

The vector field induced by surface holonomy is a linear vector field, V ∈ L(gln, L(Rd, gln)), and
thus Proposition E.6 and Proposition E.7 apply to path holonomies to show the regularity and
stability of solutions.

E.1.2. 2D Young Integration. We begin with the notion of a 2D control function and restating
the relationship between p-variation and controlled p-variation from [39].

Definition E.9. [39, Definition 2] A 2D control function is a continuous map ω : ∆2 × ∆2 → R+,
such that ω(s, s, t, t′) = (s, s′, t, t) = 0 for all s < s′ and t < t′ and it is superadditive: for any
rectangle R = [s, s′]× [t, t′] and any partition π ∈ D(R),

∑
r∈π

ω(r) ≤ ω(R).

Theorem E.10. [39, Theorem 1]

(1) For any X ∈ C([0, 1]2, Rd), |X|1;R = V1;R(X).
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(2) Let p ∈ [1, ∞) and ϵ > 0. There exists a constant C = C(p, ϵ) ≥ 1 such that for any
X ∈ C([0, 1]2, Rd) and any rectangle R ⊂ [0, 1]2,

1
C
|X|p+ϵ;R ≤ Vp;R(X) ≤ |X|p;R. (E.11)

(3) If X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), then R 7→ |X|pp;R is a 2D control function; in particular, it is
super-additive in both coordinates.

Young integration in 2D only requires bounded p-variation and in general, it is easier to show
bounded p-variation due to the use of grid-like partitions. However, p-variation fails to be a 2D
control [39, Example 2], and thus we will require controlled p-variation for bounding arguments.
We use controlled p-variation to define the horizontal and vertical p-variation of a surface

|X|(s),p;[s,s′] :=
(
|X|pp;[s,s′]×[0,1] + |Xs,0|pp;[s,s′]

)1/p
(E.12)

|X|(t),p;[t,t′] :=
(
|X|pp;[0,1]×[t,t′] + |X0,t|pp;[t,t′]

)1/p
(E.13)

We note that the pth power of both the horizontal and vertical p-variation of a surface,
|X|p

(s),p;[s,s′] and |X|p
(t),p;[t,t′], are 1D control functions. Similar to the case of paths, we can de-

fine Young integrals for sufficiently regular surfaces [81].

Proposition E.11. Let X ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd) and Y ∈ Cq−var
0 ([0, 1]2, L(Rd, Re)) with 1/p+ 1/q > 1.

Then, the indefinite 2D Young integral has finite p-variation, given by∣∣∣∣∫ ·0
∫ ·

0
Ys,tdXs,t

∣∣∣∣
p;[s,s′]×[t,t′]

≤ CVp;[s,s′]×[t,t′](X) ·Vp;[s,s′]×[t,t′](Y),

for all s < s′ and t < t′, where C = C(p, q).

We note that for a smooth surface X : [0, 1]2 → R and a continuous surface Y : [0, 1]2 → R,
the Young integral is ∫ t

0

∫ s

0
Ys′,t′dXs′,t′ =

∫ t

0

∫ s

0
Ys′,t′

∂2Xs′,t′

∂s∂t
ds′dt′. (E.14)

We will often work with horizontal and vertical paths through a surface X. Here, we provide
two basic lemmas relating the 1D p-variation of such paths, and the 2D p-variation of the surface.
Given a surface X and fixed t ∈ [0, 1], we will often use xt

s : [0, 1] → Rd to denote the horizontal
path xt

s := Xs,t.

Lemma E.12. Let X ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd). For any t ∈ [0, 1], we have

|xt|pp;[s,s′] ≤ 2p−1|X|p
(s),p;[s,s′] (E.15)

|xs|pp;[t,t′] ≤ 2p−1|X|p
(s),p;[t,t′] (E.16)

In particular, we have

|xt|p;[s,s′] ≤ 2∥X∥p and |xs|p;[t,t′] ≤ 2∥X∥p (E.17)
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Proof. By definition of 1D p-variation, we have,

|xt|pp;[s,s′] = sup
π

n

∑
i=1
|xt

si
− xt

si−1
|p

= sup
π

2p−1

(
n

∑
i=1
|□si−1,si ;0,t[X]|p + |Xsi ,0 − Xsi−1,0|p

)
≤ 2p−1

(
|X|pp;[s,s′]×[0,1] + |Xs,0|pp;[s,s′]

)
≤ 2p−1|X|p

(s),p;[s,s′]

Then, using the definition of ∥X∥p and continuing for one more step, we have

|xt|pp;[s,s′] ≤ 2p∥X∥p
p;[s,s′]×[0,1].

□

Remark E.13. The above lemma shows that for a p-variation surface X, all of the horizontal paths
xt

s are also bounded p-variation, and can controlled by |X|p
(s),p;[s,s′] uniformly across all t ∈ [0, 1].

The same also holds for vertical paths.

Lemma E.14. Let X ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd). For any s < s′ and t < t′, we have

|xt′ − xt|p;[s,s′] ≤ |X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′] and |xs′ − xs|p;[t,t′] ≤ |X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′]. (E.18)

Proof. By definition, we have,

|xt′ − xt|p;[s,s′] = sup
π

n

∑
i=1
|xt′

si
− xt′

si−1
− xt

si
+ xt

si−1
|p = sup

π

n

∑
i=1
|□si−1,si ;t,t′ [X]|p ≤ |X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′].

□

E.2. Regularity of Young Surface Holonomy. Here, we will prove Theorem 7.4 on the regu-
larity of surface holonomy in the Young regime.

E.2.1. Regularity of Area Process. We begin with a preliminary lemma on the modulus of con-
tinuity for the first and second level path signatures.

Lemma E.15. Suppose x, y are bounded p-variation paths with ℓ ≥ max{|x|p, |y|p}. Then for all s < t
and k = 1, 2,

|Sk(x)s,t − Sk(y)s,t| ≲p ℓk−1|x− y|p;[s,t]. (E.19)

Proof. The proof largely follows [41, Proposition 7.63]. First, we note that (E.19) is true for
k = 1 by the standard Young integral bound (Proposition E.11). Next, we note that

S2(x)s,t − S2(y)s,t =
∫ t

s
(S1(x)s,r − S1(y)s,r)⊗ dxr +

∫ t

s
S1(x)s,r ⊗ d(xr − yr).

For the first integral, we have∣∣∣∣∫ t

s
(S1(x)s,r − S1(y)s,r)⊗ dxr

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ℓ|x− y|p;[s,t].

Then, for the second integral, we also have∣∣∣∣∫ t

s
S1(x)s,r ⊗ d(xr − yr)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ℓ|x− y|p;[s,t]
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Combining the two inequalities gives the desried result. □

Proposition E.16. Let X ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd). The area surface A(X) : [0, 1]2 → Λ2Rd, defined by

As,t(X) =
∫

∆2
dx0,s;0,t

u1
⊗ dx0,s;0,t

u2

has bounded p-variation; in particular, we have

Vp(A(X)) ≲p ∥X∥2
p.

Proof. For a rectangle R = [s, s′]× [t, t′], we note that the 2D increment of A is exactly the
signed area, or the second level path signature, of the loop xs,s′;t,t′ : [0, 1]→ Rd,

□R[A(X)] =
∫

∆2
dxs,s′;t,t′

u1
⊗ dxs,s′;t,t′

u2
= S2(xs,s′;t,t′).

To simplify the notation, we will use u, v, w, z ∈ ∏2
k=0(R

d)⊗k to denote the 2-truncated sig-
nature of the four boundaries of the path. We will use subscripts to denote level of the signature,
so for instance u1 = S1(xt

[s,s′]) ∈ Rd and u2 = S2(xt
[s,s′]) ∈ (Rd)⊗2. By Chen’s identity, we have

S2(xs,s′;t,t′) = (u⊗ v⊗w−1 ⊗ z−1)2.

Expanding this out, we get

S2(xs,s′;t,t′) = (u⊗w−1)2 + (v⊗ z−1)2 + u1 ⊗ v1 − u1 ⊗ z1 − v1 ⊗w1 + w1 ⊗ z1 (E.20)

Now, note that we have

|u1| ≤ |xt|p;[s,s′], |v1| ≤ |xs′ |p;[t,t′], |w1| ≤ |xt′ |p;[s,s′], |z1| ≤ |xs|p;[t,t′].

Thus, we have

|u1 ⊗ v1 − u1 ⊗ z1 − v1 ⊗w1 + w1 ⊗ z1| (E.21)

≤ |xt|p;[s,s′] · |xs′ |p;[t,t′] + |xt|p;[s,s′] · |xs|p;[t,t′] + |xs′ |p;[t,t′] · |xt′ |p;[s,s′] + |xt′ |p;[s,s′] · |xs|p;[t,t′]

It remains to bound (u⊗w−1)2 and (v⊗ z−1)2. By expanding the tensor product, we have

|(u⊗w−1)2| = |(u1 −w1)⊗w−1
1 + (u2 −w2)| ≤ |u1 −w1||w−1

1 |+ |u2 −w2|. (E.22)

First, by Lemma E.12, we have

|w−1
1 | ≲ |x

t′ |p;[s,s′] ≲ ∥X∥p. (E.23)

Next, from Lemma E.15, we have

|u1 −w1| ≲ |xt − xt′ |p;[s,s′], |u2 −w2| ≲ ℓ|xt − xt′ |p;[s,s′], (E.24)

where ℓ ≥ |xt|p;[s,s′], |xt′ |p;[s,s′]. By Lemma E.12, we can set ℓ = 2∥X∥p. Next, by Lemma E.14,

|xt − xt′ |p;[s,s′] ≤ |X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′]. (E.25)
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Finally, substituting (E.23) – (E.25) into (E.22), we have

|(u⊗w−1)2| ≲ ∥X∥p|X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′].

By the same arguments, we also have

|(v⊗ z−1)2| ≲ ∥X∥p|X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′].

By using |∑n
i=1 ai|p ≤ np−1 ∑n

i=1 |ai|p, and putting all of the above together,

|□R[A(X)]|p ≲ ∥X∥p|X|pp;[s,s′]×[t,t′] + |x
t|pp;[s,s′] · |x

s′ |pp;[t,t′] + |x
t|pp;[s,s′] · |x

s|pp;[t,t′] (E.26)

+ |xs′ |pp;[t,t′] · |x
t′ |pp;[s,s′] + |x

t′ |pp;[s,s′] · |x
s|pp;[t,t′]

Equipped with a bound on the 2D increments of A(X), we now consider a bound on the 2D
p-variation. Consider a grid-like partition π ∈ D⊞. We begin by summing over the |xt|pp;[s,s′] ·
|xs′ |pp;[t,t′] term above, and using Lemma E.12, we have

n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1
|xtj−1|pp;[si−1,si ]

· |xsi |pp;[tj−1,tj]
≤

n

∑
i=1

2p−1|X|p
(s),p;[si−1,si ]

·
(

m

∑
j=1
|xsi |pp;[tj−1,tj]

)

≤
n

∑
i=1

2p−1|X|p
(s),p;[si−1,si ]

· |xsi |pp;[0,1]

≤ 4p−1|X|p
(s),p;[0,1] · |X|

p
(t),p;[0,1]

≤ 4p∥X∥2p
p .

The same argument holds for the last four terms in (E.26), and using the fact that the first term
|X|pp;[s,s′]×[t,t′] is a 2D control function, we find that

Vp(A(X)) ≲ ∥X∥2
p (E.27)

□

E.2.2. 2D Regularity of Path Holonomy. We now consider the regularity of the integrand (7.11).
Given a surface X ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd), we start by consider the 2D regularity of path holonomies
driven by the horizontal paths in X.

Proposition E.17. Let V be a linear vector field such that |V|Lip ≤ v and X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) with
ℓ > ∥X∥p. Let xt

s : [0, 1]→ Rd be the horizontal path defined by xt
s := Xs,t. Furthermore let

Ys,t = zt +
∫ s

0
V(Yr,t)dxt

r (E.28)

for some initial condition z ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Re) and yt
s := Y t

s be its horizontal paths. Then,

Vp(Y) ≲p,v,ℓ 1,

and Y ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Re).

Proof. Consider a grid-like partition π ∈ D⊞. Then, for a rectangle Ri,j = [si−1, si]× [tj−1, tj],
the 2D increment is

|□π
i,j[Y ]| = |y

tj
si−1,si − y

tj−1
si−1,si |.
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Then, we have
n

∑
i=1
|□π

i,j[Y ]|p =
n

∑
i=1
|ytj

si−1,si − y
tj−1
si−1,si |

p ≤
m

∑
i=1
|ytj − ytj−1 |pp;[s,s′] ≤ |y

tj − ytj−1 |pp;[0,1].

Then, from Proposition E.7 and Lemma E.12, we obtain

|ytj − ytj−1 |pp;[0,1] ≲ |x
tj − xtj−1 |p,[0,1] ≲ |X|p;[0,1]×[tj−1,tj]. (E.29)

Now, take a partition π of [0, 1]2, and we get
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1
|□π

i,j[Y ]|p ≲
m

∑
j=1
|X|pp;[0,1]×[tj−1,tj]

≲ |X|pp,

Therefore, we have
Vp(Y) ≲ |X|p.

The vertical axis path has bounded p-variation by definition, while |Ys,0|p < ∞ since it is the
solution of a 1D CDE driven by the bounded p-variation path Xs,0. Thus, Y ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd).

□

This result shows that the path holonomies along the tail paths of X are bounded p-variation.

Corollary E.18. Suppose α ∈ L(Rd, gln) is a 1-connection and X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). Then, let

Ys,t = Fα(xs,t),

where xs,t is the tail path of X from (5.8). Then Y ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, GLn) and

∥Y∥Vp ≲p,v,ℓ 1.

Proof. Here, we will show that Ys,t has the form of (E.28). First, from Example E.8, the path
holonomy equation

zt = I +
∫ t

0
Fα(zt′)dX0,t′ ,

is a 1D CDE. Then, since X0,t ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd), we have z ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], GLn) and |z|p ≲ 1
by Proposition E.6. Then, by using the composability of path holonomies, we have

Ys,t = Fα(X0;[0,t]) · Fα(xt
[0,s]).

Rewriting this in terms of the differential equation, we have

Ys,t = zt +
∫ s

0
Fα(Ys′,t)dxt

s′ .

Therefore, Y ∈ Cp−var([0, 1], Rd) by Proposition E.17. Furthermore, since we have both |Y |p ≲ 1
and |z|p ≲ 1, we have ∥Y∥Vp ≲ 1. □

Next, we show that the product of bounded p-variation surfaces is still bounded p variation.

Lemma E.19. Suppose X, Y ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd). Then, Zs,t := Xs,t · Ys,t is bounded p-variation with

∥Z∥Vp ≲p ∥X∥Vp · ∥Y∥Vp .

Proof. It suffices to consider the case of d = 1. Here, we consider the 2D increments

□R[Z] = Xs,tYs,t − Xs′,tYs′,t − Xs,t′Ys,t′ + Xs′,t′Ys′,t′ .

for a rectangle R = [s, s′]× [t, t′]. By discretizing the product rule for ∂2Z
∂s∂t ,

□R[Z] = Xs,t ·□R[Y ] + (Xs,t − Xs,t′)(Ys,t′ − Ys′,t′) + (Xs,t − Xs′,t)(Ys′,t − Ys′,t′) +□R[X]Ys′,t′ .
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Then, by Lemma E.12, we can bound this by

|□R[Z]|p ≤4p−1
(
|X|p∞|Y |pp;[s,s′]×[t,t′] + 4p−1|X|p

(t),p;[t,t′]|Y |
p
(s),p;[s,s′]

+ 4p−1|X|p
(s),p;[s,s′]|Y |

p
(t),p;[t,t′] + |X|

p
p;[s,s′]×[t,t′]|Y |∞

)
.

Computing the sums of these increments for an arbitrary grid-like partition π ∈ D⊞ and
using the fact that each of the four summands above is a 2D control (see Remark E.13)

n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1
|□π

i,j[Z]|p ≤ 42p−2
(
|X|p∞|Y |pp + |X|

p
(t),p|Y |

p
(s),p + |X|

p
(s),p|Y |

p
(t),p + |X|

p
p|Y |∞

)
≤ 42p−1∥X∥p

p∥Y∥
p
p,

and thus |Z|p ≤ 2C2/p∥X∥p∥Y∥p. The axis paths of Z can be shown to be bounded p-variation
by similar arguments in 1D, and thus Z ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd).

□

Now, we can prove that the integrand T from (7.11) yields a p-variation surface.

Proposition E.20. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) with ∥X∥p ≤ ℓ, and suppose ω ∈ Mn,m,p is a matrix
2-connection with ∥ω∥F < v. Then, Tω(X) : [0, 1]2 → L(Λ2Rd,gln,m,p

2 ) defined by

Tω(X) = Fα(xs,t) · γ · (Gβ(xs,t))−1

is a bounded p-variation surface. Furthermore, let L > 0 be a constant such that L < det(Gβ(xs,t)), then
∥Tω(X)∥Vp ≲p,v,ℓ,L 1.

Proof. By Corollary E.18, we have

Fα(xs,t) ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, GLn+m) and Gβ(xs,t) ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, GLn+p).

Next, we note that det(Gβ(xs,t)) : [0, 1]2 → R is bounded from below by L. In the region

UL := {A ∈ GLn+p : det(A) > L},

matrix inversion is Lipschitz with constant 2/L2. Thus (Gβ(xs,t))−1 ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, GLn+p).
Finally, recall that γi,j ∈ gl

n,m,p
2 , and thus the (i, j) component of Tω(X),

Tω
s,t(X)i,j := Fα(xs,t) · γi,j · (Gβ(xs,t))−1

is given by products and sums of coordinates in Fα(xs,t) and (Gβ(xs,t))−1. Because the product
of bounded p-variation surfaces is still bounded p-variation (Lemma E.19), we have Tω

s,t(X)i,j ∈
Cp−var([0, 1]2,gln,m,p

2 ) and Tω(X) ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2,gln,m,p
2 ). Finally, using the boundedness result

from Corollary E.18 and the fact that L < det(Gβ(xs,t)), we have ∥Tω(X)∥p ≲p,v,ℓ,L 1. □

E.2.3. Surface Holonomy for Young Surfaces.

Proposition E.21. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), and ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ Mn,m,p be a matrix 2-connection.
Define Zω(X) : [0, 1]2 → gl

n,m,p
2 by

Zω
s,t(X) :=

∫ t

0

∫ s

0
Tω

s′,t′(X) dAs′,t′(X).

Then, Zω(X) ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2,gln,m,p
2 ).
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Proof. Using the fact that both Tω(X) and A(X) are both bounded p-variation by Proposi-
tion E.20 and Proposition E.16 respectively, Zω(X) is bounded p-variation by Proposition E.11.

□

Theorem E.22. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) and ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ Mn,m,p be a matrix 2-connection.
The solution Hω(X) : [0, 1]→ GLn,m,p

2 of the equation

Hω
1,t(X) =

∫ t

0
(I + H1,t′(X)ϕ)∂tZω

1,t′(X), (E.30)

is bounded 1D p-variation; in particular, Hω(X) := Hω
1,1(X) is well-defined.

Proof. By Proposition E.21, Zω(X) has bounded p-variation. In particular, by Lemma E.12,
the path t 7→ Zω

1,t(X) has bounded 1D p-variation. Then, defining a vector field

V : gln,m,p
2 → L(gln,m,p

2 ,gln,m,p
2 )

for P, Q ∈ gl
n,m,p
2 by

V(P)(Q) = (I + Pϕ)Q,

this differential equation has the form of a 1D CDE,

Ht(X) =
∫ 1

0
V
(

Ht′(X)
)
∂tZ1,t′(X).

Then, since V is a Lipschitz vector field of linear growth, there exists a unique solution of
bounded p-variation by Proposition E.6. □

Using the same arguments, we can also show that the alternate definition of surface holonomy
from (7.14) exists.

Theorem E.23. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) and ω = (α, β, γ) ∈ Mn,m,p be a matrix 2-connection.
The solution Ĥω(X) : [0, 1]→ GLn,m,p

2 of the equation

Ĥω
s,1(X) =

∫ s

0
∂tZω

s′,1(X) · (I + ϕĤs′,1(X)), (E.31)

is bounded 1D p-variation; in particular, Ĥω(X) := Ĥω
1,1(X) is well-defined.

E.3. Continuity of Surface Holonomy. Now we will prove Theorem 7.5 on the continuity of
surface holonomy with respect to both the surface and the 2-connection. Due to the stability of
1D CDEs with respect to the driving signal in Proposition E.7, it suffices to show the surface Z(X)

is continuous. As in the previous section, this reduces to showing that both the area process A,
and the path holonomies of tail paths, are continuous.

E.3.1. Continuity of Area Process.

Proposition E.24. The area process A : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)→ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Λ2Rd) is continuous, and
for X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) such that ∥X∥p, ∥Y∥p < ℓ, we have

∥A(X)− A(Y)∥Vp ≲p,ℓ ∥X − Y∥p.

Proof. Here, we will use the same notation as the proof of Proposition E.16. The increment of
A(X)− A(Y) with respect to R = [s, s′]× [t, t′] is the difference between second level signatures
of the loops xs,s′;t,t′ and ys,s′;t,t′ .

□R[A(X)− A(Y)] = S2(xs,s′;t,t′)− S2(ys,s′;t,t′)
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We denote the 2-truncated second level siganture of the four boundary paths of X and Y using

uX , vX , wX , zX ∈
2

∏
k=0

(Rd)⊗k and uY , vY , wY , zY ∈
2

∏
k=0

(Rd)⊗k.

Once again, we use subscripts to denote the level of the signatures. Then following (E.20), we
obtain

S2(xs,s′;t,t′)− S2(ys,s′;t,t′) (E.32)

= (uX ⊗ (wX)−1)2 + (vX ⊗ (zX)−1)2 + uX
1 ⊗ vX

1 − uX
1 ⊗ zX

1 − vX
1 ⊗wX

1 + wX
1 ⊗ zX

1

−
(
(uY ⊗ (wY)−1)2 + (vY ⊗ (zY)−1)2 + uY

1 ⊗ vY
1 − uY

1 ⊗ zY
1 − vY

1 ⊗wY
1 + wY

1 ⊗ zY
1

)
.

We will bound this by pairing the corresponding terms for X and Y . We begin with the the tensor
products of level 1 terms. We begin with∣∣∣uX

1 ⊗ vX
1 − uY

1 ⊗ vY
1

∣∣∣ ≲ ∣∣∣uX
1 − uY

1

∣∣∣ · |vX
1 |+ |uY

1 | ·
∣∣∣vX

1 − vY
1

∣∣∣ (E.33)

≲ |xt − yt|p;[s,s′]|xs′ |p;[t,t′] + |yt|p;[s,s′]|xs′ − ys′ |p;[t,t′]

≲ |X − Y |(s),p;[s,s′] · |X|(t),p;[t,t′] + |Y |(s),p;[s,s′] · |X − Y |(t),p;[t,t′],

and the other such terms can be similarly bounded. Next, we consider the degree 2 term (uX ⊗
(wX)−1)2, and we use the decomposition,

(uX ⊗ (wX)−1)2 = (uX
1 −wX

1 )⊗ ((wX)−1)1 + (uX
2 −wX

2 ).

Note that for a degree 1 signature term, we we have (w−1)1 = −w1. Then, we obtain,∣∣∣(uX ⊗ (wX)−1)2 − (uY ⊗ (wY)−1)2

∣∣∣ (E.34)

≲
∣∣∣(uX

1 −wX
1 )⊗ ((wX)−1)1 + (uX

2 −wX
2 )− (uY

1 −wY
1 )⊗ ((wY)−1)1 − (uY

2 −wY
2 )
∣∣∣

≲
∣∣∣(uX

1 −wX
1 )− (uY

1 −wY
1 )
∣∣∣ · ∣∣wX

1
∣∣+ ∣∣∣uY

1 −wY
1

∣∣∣ · ∣∣∣wX
1 −wY

1

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣(uX
2 −wX

2 )− (uY
2 −wY

2 )
∣∣∣

We bound each of these terms individually. For the first term, we obtain∣∣∣(uX
1 −wX

1 )− (uY
1 −wY

1 )
∣∣∣ · ∣∣wX

1
∣∣ ≲ ∣∣∣(x− y)t − (x− y)t′

∣∣∣
p;[s,s′]

· |xt′ |p;[s,s′] (E.35)

≲ |X − Y |p;[s,s′]×[t,t′] · |X|(s),p;[s,s′]

≲ |X − Y |(t),p;[t,t′] · |X|(s),p;[s,s′],

where we use Lemma E.12 and Lemma E.14 in the second line. For the second term, we have∣∣∣uY
1 −wY

1

∣∣∣ · ∣∣∣wX
1 −wY

1

∣∣∣ ≲ ∣∣∣yt − yt′
∣∣∣

p;[s,s′]
·
∣∣∣xt′ − yt′

∣∣∣
p;[s,s′]

(E.36)

≲ |Y |p;[s,s′]×[t,t′]|X − Y |(s),p;[s,s′]

≲ |Y |(t),p;[t,t′]|X − Y |(s),p;[s,s′]
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by similar arguments. For the third term, the argument is a bit more subtle, and we return to the
definition of the signature and apply Lemma E.25 to get∣∣∣(uX

2 −wX
2 )−(uY

2 −wY
2 )
∣∣∣ (E.37)

≲

∣∣∣∣∫∆2(s,s′)
dxt ⊗ dxt − dxt′ ⊗ dxt′ − dyt ⊗ dyt + dyt′ ⊗ dyt′

∣∣∣∣
≲
∣∣∣ ∫

∆2(s,s′)
dxt ⊗ d(xt − xt′ − yt + yt′) + (d(xt − xt′ − yt + yt′))⊗ dyt

+ d(xt − xt′)⊗ d(xt′ − yt′) + d(xt′ − yt′)⊗ d(yt − yt′)
∣∣∣

≲ |xt|p;[s,s′] · |(x− y)t − (x− y)t′ |p;[s,s′] + |(x− y)t − (x− y)t′ |p;[s,s′] · |yt|p;[s,s′]

+ |xt − xt′ |p;[s,s′] · |(x− y)t′ |p;[s,s′] + |(x− y)t′ |p;[s,s′] · |yt − yt′ |p;[s,s′]

≲ |X|(s),p;[s,s′] · |X − Y |(t),p;[t,t′] + |X − Y |(t),p;[t,t′] · |Y |(s),p;[s,s′]

+ |X|(t),p;[t,t′] · |X − Y |(s),p;[s,s′] + |X − Y |(s),p;[s,s′] · |Y |(t),p;[t,t′].

By using the same arguments, as (E.33) – (E.37), we obtain similar bounds for

|(vX ⊗ (zX)−1)2 − (vY ⊗ (zY)−1)2|.

There are two key properties behind the bounds in (E.33) – (E.37).

(1) The p powers of each summand of each bound, are products of a 1D control in the
s-direction and a 1D control in the t-direction. Thus, they are all 2D controls.

(2) Each summand has some X − Y factor.

In particular, combining all of the above, we obtain

|□R[A(X)− A(Y)]|p ≲|X − Y |p
(s),p;[s,s′] ·

(
|X|p

(t),p;[t,t′] + |Y |
p
(t),p;[t,t′]

)
+
(
|X|p

(s),p;[s,s′] + |Y |
p
(s),p;[s,s′]

)
· |X − Y |p

(t),p;[t,t′].

Summing over a grid-like partition π ∈ D⊞, and using the fact that this is a 2D control, we have

Vp(A(X)− A(Y))p ≲ |X − Y |p
(s),p ·

(
|X|p

(t),p + |Y |
p
(t),p

)
+
(
|X|p

(s),p + |Y |
p
(s),p

)
· |X − Y |p

(t),p

≲ ∥X − Y∥p
p · (∥X∥

p
p + ∥Y∥

p
p).

Therefore, the area process A is continuous and since the axis paths of A(X) and A(Y) are trivial,
we have ∥A(X)− A(Y)∥Vp ≲p,ℓ ∥X − Y∥p. □

E.3.2. 2D Continuity of Path Holonomy. In this section, we prove the continuity of surfaces de-
fined by path holonomies along tail paths with linear vector fields in L(Re, L(Rd, Re)) equipped
with the Lipschitz norm. The bounds required for these continuity proofs will largely follow the
type of bounds required to show the regularity of these surfaces from the previous section. For
the continuity bounds, we will require a generalization of the identity

a0 · b0 − a1 · b1 = (a0 − a1) · b0 + a1 · (b0 − b1)

which involves four terms and uses 2D increments.
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Lemma E.25. Suppose (A,+, ·) is a (possibly noncommutative) algebra, and let ai,j, bi,j ∈ A for i, j ∈
{0, 1}. We define □[a] = a0,0 − a1,0 − a0,1 + a1,1. Then,

□[a · b] = a0,0 ·□[b] +□[a] · b0,1 + (a0,0 − a1,0) · (b1,0 − b1,1) + (a1,0 − a1,1) · (b0,1 − b1,1). (E.38)

Proof. This is shown by direct computation. Expanding the right hand side, we have

a0,0 · (b0,0 − b1,0 − b0,1 + b1,1) + (a0,0 − a1,0 − a0,1 + a1,1) · b0,1

+ (a0,0 − a1,0) · (b1,0 − b1,1) + (a1,0 − a1,1) · (b0,1 − b1,1)

=a0,0 · (b0,0 − b0,1) + (a0,0 − a0,1) · b0,1 − a1,0 · (b1,0 − b1,1)− (a1,0 − a1,1) · b1,1

=a0,0 · b0,0 − a0,1 · b0,1 − a1,0 · b1,0 + a1,1 · b1,1

=□[a · b].

□

We define the map

P : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)× L(Re, L(Rd, Re))→ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Re)

for V ∈ L(Re, L(Rd, Re)) and X ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd) by

PV
s,t(X) =

∫ t

0
V(PV

0,r(X))dX0,r +
∫ s

0
V(PV

r,t(X))dxt
r. (E.39)

In particular, this is the surface obtained by the solution of the 1D CDE with vector field V, driven
by the (s, t)-tail path. Our aim is to show continuity with respect to both the driving surface and
the vector field. We begin with two preliminary lemmas, generalizing Proposition E.7, which
isolate these two cases.

Lemma E.26. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), with ℓ > ∥X∥p, ∥Y∥p, and V ∈ L(Re, L(Rd, Re)) with
v > ∥V∥Lip. Denote

X̃s,t := PV
s,t(X) and Ỹs,t := PV

s,t(Y).

Then, we have

|x̃t − ỹt − x̃t′ − ỹt′ |p ≲p,v,ℓ |X − Y |p;[0,1]×[t,t′] + |(X̃ − Ỹ)0,t|p;[t,t′] + (|Ỹ0,t|p;[t,t′] + |Y |(t),p;[t,t′])|X − Y |p.
(E.40)

Proof. Recall that ∥x∥p;[s,s′] := |xs|+ |x|p;[s,s′]. Applying Lemma E.25, and then the standard
Young integral bounds from Proposition E.4, we obtain

|(x̃t − ỹt − x̃t′ − ỹt′)s,s′ | =
∣∣∣∣ ∫ s′

s
V(x̃t

r)d(xt
r − yt

r − xt′
r + yt′

r ) + (V(x̃t
r − ỹt

r − x̃t′
r + ỹt′

r ))dxt′
r

+ (V(x̃t
r − ỹt

r))d(y
t
r − yt′

r ) + (V(ỹt
r − ỹt′

r ))d(xt′
r − yt′

r )

∣∣∣∣
≤ v

(
∥x̃t∥p;[s,s′]|xt − yt − xt′ − yt′ |p;[s,s′] + ∥x̃t − ỹt − x̃t′ + ỹt′∥p;[s,s′]|xt′ |p;[s,s′]

+ ∥x̃t − ỹt∥p;[s,s′]|yt − yt′ |p;[s,s′] + ∥ỹt − ỹt′∥p;[s,s′]|xt′ − yt′ |p;[s,s′]

)
(E.41)

Then, by Proposition E.6,

∥x̃t∥p;[s,s′] ≲ 1 (E.42)

∥x̃t − ỹt∥p;[s,s′] ≤ ∥x̃t − ỹt∥p;[0,1] ≲ 1 (E.43)
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Furthermore, by Proposition E.7, we have

∥ỹt − ỹt′∥p;[s,s′] ≤ ∥ỹt − ỹt′∥p ≲ |ỹt
0 − ỹt′

0 |+ |yt − yt′ |p ≤ |Ỹ0,t|p;[t,t′] + |Y |(t),p;[t,t′]. (E.44)

Next, using q = xt − yt − xt′ − yt′ and q̃ = x̃t − ỹt − x̃t′ − ỹt′ to simplify notation, and
substituting (E.42) – (E.44) into (E.41), we get

|q̃s,s′ | ≲
(
|q|p;[s,s′] + |yt − yt′ |p;[s,s′] + (|Ỹ0,t|p;[t,t′] + |Y |(t),p;[t,t′])|xt′ − yt′ |p;[s,s′]

)
+
(
|q̃s|+ |q̃|p;[s,s′]

)
|xt′ |p;[s,s′].

Then, define the 1D control function

As,s′ = |q|
p
p;[s,s′] + |y

t − yt′ |pp;[s,s′] + (|Ỹ0,t|p;[t,t′] + |Y |(t),p;[t,t′])|xt′ − yt′ |pp;[s,s′]

in order to obtain

|q̃s,s′ | ≲ A1/p
s,s′ +

(
|q̃s|+ |q̃|p;[s,s′]

)
|xt′ |p;[s,s′]. (E.45)

Then, by Lemma E.5, we have

|q̃|p;[0,1] ≲ (|q̃0|+ A1/p
0,1 ) · exp(C|xt′ |pp;[0,1]) ≤ (|q̃0|+ A1/p

0,1 ) · exp(C∥X∥p), (E.46)

where C = C(p, v, ℓ). Next, by applying Lemma E.12 and Lemma E.14, and using the definition
of q, we can bound the control as

A0,1 ≤ |X − Y |pp;[0,1]×[t,t′] + |Y |
p
p;[0,1]×[t,t′] + (|Ỹ0,t|p;[t,t′] + |Y |(t),p;[t,t′])|X − Y |pp. (E.47)

Then, by definition of q̃, we have

|q̃0| = |x̃t
0 − ỹt

0 − x̃t′
0 + ỹt′

0 | ≤ |(X̃ − Ỹ)0,t|p;[t,t′].

Finally, substituting this into (E.46), we obtain

|q̃|p;[0,1] ≲ |X − Y |p;[0,1]×[t,t′] + |(X̃ − Ỹ)0,t|p;[t,t′] + (|Ỹ0,t|p;[t,t′] + |Y |(t),p;[t,t′])|X − Y |pp. (E.48)

□

Lemma E.27. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) with ℓ > ∥X∥p, and let V, W ∈ L(Re, L(Rd, Re)) be two
linear vector fields with v > ∥V∥Lip, ∥W∥Lip. Using the notation from (E.39), we denote

X̃s,t := PV
s,t(X) and Ỹs,t := PW

s,t (X).

Then,

|x̃t − ỹt − x̃t′ + ỹt′ |p;[0,1] ≲p,v,ℓ |(X − Y)0,t|p;[t,t′] + ∥V −W∥Lip |X|p;[0,1]×[t,t′]. (E.49)

Proof. Let q̃ := x̃t − ỹt − x̃t′ − ỹt′ . Applying Lemma E.25, we obtain

|q̃s,s′ | ≤
∣∣∣ ∫ s′

s
V(q̃r)dxt + (V −W)(x̃t′)d(xt − xt′) + (V −W)(ỹt − ỹt′)dxt + W(x̃t′ − ỹt′)d(xt − xt′)

∣∣∣
≤ ∥V∥Lip ∥q̃∥p;[s,s′]|xt|p;[s,s′] + ∥V −W∥Lip ∥x̃

t′∥p;[s,s′]|xt − xt′ |p;[s,s′] (E.50)

+ ∥V −W∥Lip ∥ỹ
t − ỹt′∥p;[s,s′]|xt|p;[s,s′] + ∥W∥Lip ∥x̃

t′ − ỹt′∥p;[s,s′]|xt − xt′ |p;[s,s′]. (E.51)

Then, we have

∥x̃t′∥p;[s,s′] ≲ 1 (E.52)

∥x̃t′ − ỹt′∥p;[s,s′] ≲ ∥V −W∥Lip (E.53)
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where the first inequality is due to Proposition E.6, and the second is due to Proposition E.7,
where we note that the entire driving signal (including the vertical part of the tail path) is the
same for x̃t′ and ỹt′ . Furthermore, in the second inequality, we use

∥V −W∥∞;B(0,Cℓ) ≤ ∥V −W∥Lip Cℓ,

since V and W are both linear. Next, using Proposition E.7 again, we have

∥ỹt − ỹt′∥p;[s,s′] ≲ |ỹt
0 − ỹt′

0 |+ |xt − xt′ |p;[s,s′] ≤ |Ỹ0,t|p;[t,t′] + |X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′]. (E.54)

Thus, substituting (E.52) – (E.54) into (E.50), we obtain

|q̃s,s′ | ≲ ∥V∥Lip ∥q̃∥p;[s,s′]|xt|p;[s,s′] + ∥V −W∥Lip |X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′]

+ ∥V −W∥Lip (|Ỹ0,t|p;[t,t′] + |X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′])|xt|p;[s,s′] + ∥W∥Lip ∥V −W∥Lip |X|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′]

Now, we define a control function by

As,s′ := ∥V −W∥p
Lip

(
|X|pp;[s,s′]×[t,t′] + (|Ỹ0,t|pp;[t,t′] + |X|

p
p;[s,s′]×[t,t′])|x

t|pp;[s,s′]

)
so that we have

|q̃s,s′ | ≲ A1/p
s,s′ + ∥q̃∥p;[s,s′]|xt|p;[s,s′].

Now, applying Lemma E.5, we obtain

|q̃|p;[0,1] ≲ (|q̃0|+ A1/p
0,1 ) exp

(
C|xt|pp

)
,

where C = C(p, v, ℓ). Expanding the definition of A1/p
0,1 and |q̃0|, we obtain

|q̃|p;[0,1] ≲ |(X − Y)0,t|p;[t,t′] + ∥V −W∥Lip |X|p;[0,1]×[t,t′].

□

Proposition E.28. The map P : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)× L(Re, L(Rd, Re)) → Cp−var([0, 1]2, Re) defined
in (E.39) is continuous. In particular, for X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) and V, W ∈ L(Re, L(Rd, Re))

with ℓ > ∥X∥p, ∥Y∥p and v > ∥V∥Lip , ∥W∥Lip, we have

∥PV(X)− PW(Y)∥Vp ≲p,v,ℓ (∥X − Y∥p + ∥V −W∥Lip).

Proof. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd) and V, W ∈ L(Re, L(Rd, Re)). We will denote

X̃s,t := PV
s,t(X), Ỹs,t := PW

s,t (Y), Z̃s,t := PV
s,t(Y).

Consider the rectangles Ri = [si−1, si]× [t, t′] for {0 = s0 < . . . < sn = 1}. We obtain

|□Ri [X̃ − Ỹ ]|p ≤ 2p−1(|□Ri [X̃ − Z̃]|p + |□Ri [Z̃− Ỹ ]|p).

Then, summing over this partition of [0, 1]× [t, t′], we have
n

∑
i=1
|□Ri [X̃ − Ỹ ]|p ≤ 2p−1

n

∑
i=1

(
|(x̃t − z̃t − x̃t′ − z̃t′)si−1,si |p + |(z̃t − ỹt − z̃t′ − ỹt′)si−1,si |p

)
≤ 2p−1

n

∑
i=1

(
|x̃t − z̃t − x̃t′ − z̃t′ |pp;[si−1,si ]

+ |z̃t − ỹt − z̃t′ − ỹt′ |pp;[si−1,si ]

)
≤ 2p−1

(
|x̃t − z̃t − x̃t′ − z̃t′ |pp;[0,1] + |z̃

t − ỹt − z̃t′ − ỹt′ |pp;[0,1]

)
≲ |X − Y |pp;[0,1]×[t,t′] + |(X̃ − Z̃)0,t|pp;[t,t′] + (|Z̃0,t|pp;[t,t′] + |Y |

p
(t),p;[t,t′])|X − Y |pp

+ |(Z̃− Ỹ)0,t|pp;[t,t′] + ∥V −W∥p
Lip |Y |

p
p;[0,1]×[t,t′]
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where we use Lemma E.26 and Lemma E.27 in the last line. Then, taking a grid-like partition
π ∈ D⊞, and since each term in the final line above is a control function, we obtain the bound

n

∑
i=1

m

∑
j=1
|□π

i,j[X̃ − Ỹ ]|p

≲ |X − Y |pp + |(X̃ − Z̃)0,t|pp + (|Z̃|pp + ∥Y∥
p
p)|X − Y |pp + |(Z̃− Ỹ)0,t|pp + ∥V −W∥p

Lip |Y |p
From Proposition E.7, we have

|(X̃ − Z̃)0,t|pp ≲ |(X − Y)0,t|p.

Next, from Proposition E.6, we have

(|Z̃|pp + ∥Y∥
p
p) ≲ 1.

Then, using Proposition E.7 again, we have

|(Z̃− Ỹ)0,t|pp ≲ ∥V −W∥Lip .

Finally, putting this all together, we obtain

Vp(P(X)− P(Y)) = |X̃ − Ỹ |p ≲ |X − Y |pp + ∥V −W∥Lip .

The horizontal axis path of PV(X)− PW(Y) is trivial and the vertical axis path is the difference
between 1D CDEs driven by X0,t and Y0,t and the vector fields V and W respectively, which is
continuous by Proposition E.7; thus P is continuous with the desired bound. □

Next, we consider p-variation continuity of the product.

Lemma E.29. Suppose X, Y , X ′, Y ′ ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd) such that ℓ > ∥X∥p, ∥Y∥p, ∥X ′∥p, ∥Y ′∥p. Let
Zs,t := Xs,t · Ys,t and Z′s,t := X ′s,t · Y ′s,t. Then,

∥Z∥Vp ≲p,ℓ ∥X − X ′∥Vp + ∥Y − Y ′∥Vp . (E.55)

Proof. Following the argument for the 2D increment from Lemma E.19, we have

□s,s′;t,t′ [Z− Z′]

= Xs,t ·□s,s′;t,t′ [Y ] + (Xs,t − Xs,t′)(Ys,t′ − Ys′,t′) + (Xs,t − Xs′,t)(Ys′,t − Ys′,t′) +□s,s′;t,t′ [X] · Ys′,t′

−
(
X ′s,t ·□s,s′;t,t′ [Y ′] + (X ′s,t − X ′s,t′)(Y

′
s,t′ − Y ′s′,t′) + (X ′s,t − X ′s′,t)(Y

′
s′,t − Y ′s′,t′) +□s,s′;t,t′ [X ′] · Y ′s′,t′

)
Now, consider the bounds∣∣Xs,t ·□s,s′;t,t′ [Y ]− X ′s,t ·□s,s′;t,t′ [Y ′]

∣∣ ≤ |X − X ′|∞|Y |p;[s,s′]×[t,t′] + |X ′|p|Y − Y ′|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′]∣∣□s,s′;t,t′ [X] · Ys′,t′ −□s,s′;t,t′ [X ′] · Y ′s′,t′
∣∣ ≤ |X − X ′|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′] · |Y |∞ + |X ′|p;[s,s′]×[t,t′]|Y − Y ′|p,

and ∣∣(Xs,t − Xs,t′)(Ys,t′ − Ys′,t′)−(X ′s,t − X ′s,t′)(Y
′
s,t′ − Y ′s′,t′)

∣∣
≤ |X − X ′|(t),p;[t,t′]|Y |(s),p;[s,s′] + |X ′|(t),p;[t,t′]|Y − Y ′|(s),p;[s,s′]∣∣(Xs,t − Xs′,t)(Ys′,t − Ys′,t′)−(X ′s,t − X ′s′,t)(Y

′
s′,t − Y ′s′,t′)

∣∣
≤ |X − X ′|(s),p;[s,s′]|Y |(t),p;[t,t′] + |X ′|(s),p;[s,s′]|Y − Y ′|(t),p;[t,t′]
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Now, we make the same observations about these bounds as the end of the proof of Proposi-
tion E.24; that is, the p-power of each term of each bound is a 2D control; and each term has
either a |X − X ′| or |Y − Y ′| term. Now, summing over an arbitrary partition π, we can conclude
in the same way as Proposition E.24, and we get

|Z|p ≤ C(∥X − X ′∥p + ∥Y − Y ′∥p) · (∥X∥+ ∥Y∥+ ∥X ′∥+ ∥Y ′∥).

The corresponding result for the axis paths hold by standard 1D arguments. □

We will now use these results to show that the integrand (7.11) in the surface holonomy
equation is continuous. Recall that we use the Frobenius norm for the 2-connections

∥ω∥2
F :=

d

∑
i=1
∥αi∥2

F + ∥βi∥2
F + ∑

1≤i<j≤d
∥γi,j∥2

F.

Proposition E.30. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) with ℓ > ∥X∥p, ∥Y∥p and ω1, ω2 ∈ Mn,m,p such
that v > ∥ω1∥F, ∥ω2∥F. The map T is continuous with

∥Tω1(X)− Tω2(Y)∥Vp ≲p,v,ℓ ∥X − Y∥p + ∥ω1 −ω2∥F.

Proof. From the proof of Proposition E.20, the path holonomy with respect to the tail path is

Fα1 = Pα1 and Gβ1 = Pβ1 .

We begin by bounding ∥Fα1(xs,t) · γ1 − Fα2(ys,t) · γ2∥Vp . By expanding, we obtain

∥Fα1(xs,t) · γ1 − Fα2(ys,t) · γ2∥Vp ≤ ∥
(

Fα1(xs,t)− Fα2(ys,t)
)
· γ1∥Vp + ∥Fα2(ys,t) · (γ1 − γ2)∥Vp

≤ ∥Fα1(xs,t)− Fα2(ys,t)∥Vp · ∥γ1∥F + ∥Fα2(ys,t)∥Vp · ∥γ1 − γ2∥F

≲ X − Y∥p + ∥α1 − α2∥F + ∥γ1 − γ2∥F, (E.56)

where we use Proposition E.28 to bound ∥Fα1(xs,t)− Fα2(ys,t)∥Vp ≲ ∥X − Y∥p + ∥α1 − α2∥Lip and
further using ∥α1 − α2∥Lip ≤ ∥α1 − α2∥F and Corollary E.18 to bound ∥Fα2(ys,t)∥p ≲ 1.

Next, since matrix inversion is locally Lipschitz, we have

∥(Gβ1(xs,t))−1 − (Gβ2(ys,t))−1∥Vp ≤ C∥Gβ1(xs,t)− Gβ2(ys,t)∥Vp .

Finally, we obtain

∥Tω1(X)− Tω2(Y)∥Vp ≤ ∥Fα1(xs,t) · γ1 − Fα2(ys,t) · γ2∥Vp + ∥(Gβ1(xs,t))−1 − (Gβ2(ys,t))−1∥Vp

≲ (∥X − Y∥p + ∥α1 − α2∥F + ∥γ1 − γ2∥F) + (∥X − Y∥p + ∥β1 − β2∥F)

≤ ∥X − Y∥p + ∥ω1 −ω2∥F,

using Lemma E.29 in the first line, and (E.56) and Proposition E.28 in the second line.
□

E.3.3. Continuity of Surface Holonomy.

Proposition E.31. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) with ℓ > ∥X∥p, ∥Y∥p and ω1, ω2 ∈ Mn,m,p such
that v > ∥ω1∥F, ∥ω2∥F. The map

Z : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)×Mn,m,p → Cp−var([0, 1]2,gln,m,p
2 )

is continuous and satisfies

∥Zω1(X)− Zω2(Y)∥Vp ≲p,v,ℓ ∥X − Y∥p + ∥ω1 −ω2∥F.
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Proof. We have

Vp(Zω1(X)− Zω2(Y)) = Vp

(∫ ·
0

Tω1
s,t (X)dAs,t(X)− Tω2

s,t (Y)dAs,t(Y)
)

≤ Vp

(∫ ·
0

(
Tω1

s,t (X)− Tω2
s,t (Y)

)
dAs,t(X)

)
+ Vp

(∫ ·
0

Tω2
s,t (Y)d(As,t(X)− As,t(Y))

)
≤ ∥Tω1(X)− Tω2(Y)∥Vp |A(X)|p + ∥Tω2(Y)∥Vp |A(X)− A(Y)|p
≲ ∥X − Y∥p + ∥ω1 −ω2∥F.

Here, we used Proposition E.30 and Proposition E.24 for continuity of the area process and the
integrand, as well as Proposition E.20 and Proposition E.16 for boundedness of the area and
integrand. Both axis paths are 0 by definition, and thus we have the desired result. □

Theorem E.32. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) with ℓ > ∥X∥p, ∥Y∥p and ω1, ω2 ∈ Mn,m,p such
that v > ∥ω1∥F, ∥ω2∥F. The surface holonomy map H : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)×Mn,m,p → GLn,m,p

2 is
continuous and satisfies

∥Hω1(X)− Hω2(Y)∥F ≲p,v,ℓ ∥X − Y∥p + ∥ω1 −ω2∥F. (E.57)

Proof. From the proof of Theorem E.22, the surface holonomy equation is a 1D CDE defined
by a Lipschitz vector field of linear growth. Then, we have

Vp;[0,1](Hω1
t (X)− Hω2

t (Y)) ≲ Vp(Zω1(X)− Zω2(Y))

≲ ∥X − Y∥p + ∥ω1 −ω2∥F,

where the first line is due to Proposition E.7, and the second line is due to Proposition E.31.
Finally, since ∥Hω1(X)− Hω2(Y)∥F ≤ Vp(Hω1

t (X)− Hω2
t (Y)), we have our desired result. □

Once again using the same argument, the alternate definition of surface holonomy from (7.14)
is also continuous.

Theorem E.33. Let X, Y ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) with ℓ > ∥X∥p, ∥Y∥p and ω1, ω2 ∈ Mn,m,p such that
v > ∥ω1∥F, ∥ω2∥F. The alternate surface holonomy map Ĥ : Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd)×Mn,m,p → GLn,m,p

2
from (7.14) is continuous and satisfies

∥Ĥω1(X)− Ĥω2(Y)∥F ≲p,v,ℓ ∥X − Y∥p + ∥ω1 −ω2∥F. (E.58)

Appendix F. Piecewise Linear Approximations

In this section, we consider piecewise linear approximations to bounded controlled p-variation
surfaces. We begin with two measures of size for a rectangle R = [s, s′]× [t, t′],

|R| := min{|s′ − s|, |t′ − t|} and ∥R∥ := max{|s′ − s|, |t′ − t|}, (F.1)

and extend these definitions to partitions π ∈ D by

|π| := max
R∈π
|R| and ∥π∥ := max

R∈π
∥R∥.

Furthermore, for δ > 0, we denote two subclasses of partitions,

D|δ| := {π ∈ D : |π| ≤ δ} and D∥δ∥ := {π ∈ D : ∥π∥ ≤ δ} (F.2)
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Definition F.1. Let X ∈ C([0, 1]2, Rd) and R = [u, u′]× [v, v′]. Define XR : [0, 1]2 → Rd by

XR
s,t :=

{
(Xu′,v′ − Xu,v′)s + (Xu,v′ − Xu,v)t + Xu,v : s ≤ t

(Xu′,v − Xu,v)s + (Xu′,v′ − Xu′,v)t + Xu,v : s > t.
(F.3)

Furthermore, define ψR : R→ [0, 1]2 by

ψR
s,t =

(
s− u
|u′ − u| ,

t− v
|v′ − v|

)
.

For π ∈ D⊞, define the π-piecewise linear approximation to X, denoted Xπ ∈ C1−var([0, 1]2, Rd) by

Xπ
s,t := XR ◦ ψR

s,t for (s, t) ∈ R

for all R ∈ π.

Proposition F.2. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), and π ∈ D⊞. Then,

|Xπ|pp ≤ 9p−1|X|pp.

Furthermore, Xπ → X uniformly as ∥π∥ → 0.

Proof. This proof mainly follows [41, Proposition 5.60]. The aim is to define a 2D control
function ωπ : ∆2 × ∆2 → R such that |□R[Xπ]|p ≤ 9p−1ωπ(R) for all rectangles R ⊂ [0, 1]2.
Because π is a grid-like partition, we denote the 1D partitions inducedd by π to be πs = {0 =

s0 < . . . < sn = 1} and πt = {0 = t0 < . . . < tm = 1}.
First, we define ωπ for rectangles r ⊂ R, for some R ∈ π as follows. If r intersects with the

diagonal of R, then let IR(r) denote the length of the intersection (and IR(r) = 0 otherwise). For
a rectangle R = [s, s′] × [t, t′], we let D(R) = ((s − s′)2 + (t − t′)2)1/2 denote the length of the
diagonal.

Then,

ωπ(r) =
IR(r)
D(R)

|X|pp;R.
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Furthermore, suppose that the intersection between r and the diagonal of R is the line seg-
ment from (u, u) to (v, v) with u < v. Let r̂ = [u, v]× [u, v] ⊂ r. Then, since the function XR is
linear in the complement of r̂ in r, we have

|□r[Xπ]| = |□r̂[Xπ]| = IR(r)
D(R)

|□R[Xπ]| = IR(r)
D(R)

|□R[X]|.

Thus, we obtain

|□r[Xπ]|p =

(
IR(r)
D(R)

)p

|□R[X]|p ≤ IR(r)
D(R)

|X|pp;R = ωπ(r),

since IR(r)
D(R) ≤ 1 and p ≥ 1. Second for vertical strips of the form r = [s, s′] × [tq1 , tq2 ] where

[s, s′] ⊂ [sp, sp+1], we define

ωπ(r) :=
s′ − s

|sp − sp+1|
|X|pp;[sp,sp+1]×[tq1 ,tq2 ]

.

Similarly, for horizontal strips of the form r = [sp1 , sp2 ]× [t, t′] where [t, t′] ⊂ [tq, tq+1], we set

ωπ(r) :=
t′ − t

|tq − tq+1|
|X|pp;[sp1 ,sp2 ]×[tq,tq+1]

.

Next, for a rectangle with endpoints on the grid, r = [sp1 , sp2 ]× [tq1 , tq2 ], we define

ωπ(r) := |X|pp;r.

In each of these cases, we can show that |□r[Xπ]|p ≤ ωπ(r), similar to the first case. Finally,
for an arbitrary rectangle r ⊂ [0, 1]2, we note that it can be uniquely decomposed into at most 9
rectangles {ri}9

i=1 of the form above. In this case, we simply define

ωπ(r) :=
9

∑
i=1

ωπ(ri).

The fact that ωπ is super-additive can be shown by using the super-additivity of |X|pp. It is also
clear from all of these cases that ωπ(r) is continuous in the 4 parameters of the rectangle r. Now,
returning to the arbitrary rectangle r ⊂ [0, 1]2 above, we have

|□r[Xπ]|p =

∣∣∣∣∣ 9

∑
i=1

□ri [X
π]

∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ 9p−1
9

∑
i=1
|□ri [X

π]|p ≤ 9p−1ωπ(r).

Then, since ωπ([0, 1]2) = |X|pp, we obtain the desired bound. Finally, Xπ converges uniformly to
X as ∥π∥ → 0 since X is uniformly continuous.

□
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Appendix G. Closure of Smooth Surfaces in Controlled p-Variation Norm

In this section, we will consider the closure of smooth surfaces in the controlled p-variation
norm. Recall the notation from (F.1) and (F.2) on the size of rectangles and partitions with a
bounded mesh size.

Lemma G.1. Let 1 ≤ p < q < ∞ and X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). Then

lim sup
δ→0

sup
π∈D|δ|

∑
r∈π

|□π
R[X]|q = 0

Proof. For δ > 0, denote the modulus of continuity

osc(X, δ) := sup{|Xs,t − Xs′,t′ | : |(s, t)− (s′, t′)| ≤ δ}.

Now, for any r = [s, s′]× [t,′ ] ∈ π such that |t− t′| < δ, we have

|□r[X]| ≤ |Xs,t − Xs,t′ |+ |Xs′,t − Xs′,t′ | ≤ 2osc(X, δ).

We make the same argument when |s− s′| < δ. Then, for any partition π ∈ Dδ, we have

∑
r∈π

|□r[X]|q ≤ ∑
r∈π

|□r[X]|p 2osc(X, δ)q−p ≤ 2|X|pposc(X, δ)q−p.

By uniform continuity of X, we have osc(X, δ)→ 0 as δ→ 0, and we obtain the desired result. □

Lemma G.2. Let Ω = C1−var([0, 1]2, Rd), and suppose Ω0,p−cvar is the closure of Ω under the controlled
p-variation metric. Then,

Ω0,p−cvar = C0,p−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd).

Proof. First, we have C0,p−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) ⊂ Ω0,p−cvar since

C∞ ⊂ C0,1−cvar ⊂ Ω0,1−cvar ⊂ Ω0,p−cvar.

In the converse direction, we note that C1−cvar ⊂ C0,p−cvar since any X ∈ C1−cvar can be approx-
imated by Xn ∈ C∞ in uniform norm such that |Xn|1 ≤ |X|1 [41, Proposition 5.64], and noting
that C1−var = C1−cvar by Theorem E.10. By interpolation,

|X − Xn|pp ≤ 2|X − Xn|1 |X − Xn|p−1
∞

n→∞−−−→ 0.

Then, since Ω ⊂ C1−cvar ⊂ C0,p−cvar, we have Ω0,p−cvar ⊂ C0,p−cvar. □

Proposition G.3. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd), with p > 1. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) X ∈ C0,p−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd).
(2) lim|δ|→0 supπ∈Dδ

∑r∈π |□r[X]|p = 0.
(3) lim∥π∥→0 ∥X − Xπ∥p = 0.

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2). Let ϵ > 0 and suppose Y ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd) such that ∥X − Y∥p
p ≤ ϵ2−p.

Given a partition π ∈ Dδ, we have

∑
r∈π

|□r[X]|p ≤ 2p−1 ∑
r∈π

|□r[Y ]|p + 2p−1|X − Y |pp.

Because Y is smooth, it is also Lipschitz, and let L > 0 be its Lipschitz constant. Suppose
r = [s, s′]× [t, t′] ∈ π such that |t− t′| < δ, then

|□s,s′;t,t′ [Y ]| ≤ |Ys,t − Ys,t′ |+ |Ys′,t − Ys′,t′ | ≤ 2Lδ.
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Thus, there exists some δ > 0 such that for all partitions π ∈ Dδ, we have

∑
r∈π

|□r[Y ]|p ≤ ∑
r∈π

|□r[Y ]|1(2Lδ)p−1 ≤ ϵ2−p,

Thus, for all π ∈ Dδ, we have
∑
r∈π

|□r[X]|p ≤ ϵ.

(2) =⇒ (3). First, we note that the condition in (2) is equivalent to

lim
δ→0

sup
π∈Dδ

∑
r∈π

|X|pp;r = 0.

Indeed, consider the function (the proof of [39, Theorem 1 (iv)] shows that this is a 2D control),

ωX,δ,p(R) := sup
π∈Dδ(R)

∑
r∈π

|□r[X]|p.

Now, for π ∈ Dδ, we note that
∑
r∈π

|X|pp;r ≤ ∑
r∈π

ωX,δ,p(r),

since any partition of r must be in Dδ(r).

Now fix δ, and for any two surfaces X, Y , for any partition π ∈ D, we have

∑
r∈π

|□r[X − Y ]|p ≤ ∑
r∈π,|r|≤δ

|□r[X − Y ]|p + ∑
r∈π,∥r∥>δ

|□r[X − Y ]|p

≤ 2p−1

(
∑

r∈π,|r|≤δ

|X|pp;r + ∑
r∈π,|r|≤δ

|Y |pp;r

)
+

2
δ2 ∥X − Y∥∞.

Then, taking the supremum over all partitions, we obtain

|X − Y |pp ≤ 2p−1

(
sup
π∈Dδ

∑
r∈π

|X|pp;r + sup
π∈Dδ

∑
r∈π

|Y |pp;r

)
+

2
δ2 ∥X − Y∥∞.

Now, taking X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) and its piecewise linear approximation Y = Xπ with
respect to π ∈ D⊞

∥δ∥ from Definition F.1, we obtain

|X − Xπ|pp = C sup
π∈Dδ

∑
r∈π

|X|pp;r +
2
δ2 ∥X − Xπ∥∞.

First, we fix δ > 0 such that C supπ∈Dδ
∑r∈π |X|

p
p;r < ϵ/2, then since Xπ converges in the uniform

topology, there exists some δ′ < δ such that for π ∈ D⊞
∥δ′∥, we have

2
δ2 ∥X − Xπ∥∞ < ϵ/2.

Now, we note that the p-variation of the two axis paths will also converge by the standard 1D
results in [41, Theorem 5.31].

(3) =⇒ (1). This holds by Lemma G.2. □

Now, we are ready to prove that the controlled q-variation closure of smooth surfaces contain
all bounded controlled p-variation surfaces for p < q.
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Proposition 7.6. For p > 1, we have⋃
1≤p<q

Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) ⊂ C0,q−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). (7.15)

Proof. Let X ∈ Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). Then, by Lemma G.1, we have

lim
|δ|→0

sup
π∈Dδ

∑
r∈π

|□r[X]|q = 0.

Then, by Proposition G.3, we have X ∈ C0,q−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd). □

Appendix H. Characterization of Surfaces using Polynomial Integrals

In this section, we show that given a surface X ∈ Cp−var([0, 1]2, Rd) such that |X|p > 0, one
the 2D Young integrals ∫

[0,1]2
satbdX i, (H.1)

where a, b ∈N and i ∈ [d], is nontrivial. This will be done in two steps.

(1) For a nontrivial X, find a sufficiently regular bump function f (s, t) such that
∫

f (s, t)dX i

is nontrivial for some i.
(2) Approximate the bump function using a polynomial p(s, t), and show that

∫
p(s, t)dX i

is still nontrivial.

In order to do this, we will use bump functions which are in the closure of smooth surfaces
under the 1-variation metric, C0,1−var

⌞ ([0, 1]2, Rd).

Lemma H.1. The map ι̂ : L1([0, 1]2, Rd)→ C0,1−var
⌞ ([0, 1]2, Rd) defined by

ι̂(Ys,t) :=
(
(s, t) 7→

∫ t

0

∫ s

0
Ys,tdsdt

)
is a Banach space isomorphism.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the 1D case in [41, Proposition 1.31]. For any
smooth Y ∈ C∞([0, 1]2, Rd), let X = ι(Y). Then, we have

|X|1−var;[0,1]2 = |Y |L1 .

Thus, the map
ι : (C∞([0, 1]2, Rd), | · |L1)→ (C∞([0, 1]2, Rd), | · |1−var)

is an isometry. We extend ι to the closure of the two respective spaces to obtain the result. □

In particular, this shows that we can explicitly characterize the closure as

C0,1−var
⌞ ([0, 1]2, Rd) :=

{
Xs,t :=

∫ t

0

∫ s

0
Ys′,t′ds′dt′ : Y ∈ L1([0, 1]2, Rd)

}
.

Following the 1D case, we call such surfaces absolutely continuous functions (the vanishing corre-
sponds to the condition that X0,t = Xs,0 = 0). Furthermore, we find that polynomials are dense
in C0,1−var

⌞ ([0, 1]2, Rd) with respect to the 1-variation metric.

Lemma H.2. Polynomials in satb with a, b ≥ 1 are dense in C0,1−var
⌞ ([0, 1]2, R) equipped with the 1-

variation topology.
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Proof. Let F ∈ C0,1−var
⌞ ([0, 1]2, R) and f ∈ L1([0, 1]2, R) such that Fs,t =

∫ t
0

∫ s
0 f (s, t)dsdt. Note

that we have
|F|1−var;[0,1]2 = | f |L1 .

Because polynomials are dense in L1([0, 1]2, R), there exists a sequence of polynomials pn such

that pn
L1

−→ f . Now, we define

Pn(s, t) =
∫ t

0

∫ s

0
pn(s′, t′)ds′dt′,

which is a polynomial in satb with a, b ≥ 1, and we have Pn
1−var−−−→ F. □

Now, we will prove that integrals of the form of (H.1) characterize surfaces.

Proposition H.3. For X ∈ Cp−var
⌞ ([0, 1]2, Rd) with |X|p > 0, there exist some a, b ∈ N and i ∈ [d]

such that ∫
[0,1]2

satbdX i
tdt ̸= 0.

Proof. We begin by simplifying the problem.

(1) It suffices to consider one dimension at a time, so without loss of generality, we consider
1-dimensional surfaces X : [0, 1]2 → R.

(2) Given B ∈ C0,1−var
⌞ ([0, 1]2, Rd), there exists a sequence of polynomials pn(s, t) which

converge to B(s, t) in the 1-variation topology by Lemma H.2. Then, we can use the 2D
Young estimate from Proposition E.11 to get∣∣∣∣∫

[0,1]2
( f (s, t)− pn(s, t))dXs,t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|X|p−var;[0,1]2 | f − pn|1−var;[0,1]2 .

Thus, it suffices to show that there exists an B ∈ C0,1−var
⌞ ([0, 1]2, Rd) such that∫

[0,1]2
B(s, t)dXs,t ̸= 0.

Now, we build the desired function B. First, there exists some 0 < u < u′ < 1 and 0 < v <

v′ < 1 such that □u,u′;v,v′ [X] ̸= 0. Next, for s < s′ and δ > 0, we define 1D bump functions
βs,s′,δ : [0, 1]→ [0, 1] by

βs,s′,δ(t) =


0 : t /∈ [s− δ, s′ + δ]

t−(s−δ)
δ : t ∈ [s− δ, s]
1 : t ∈ [s, s′]

t−s′
δ : t ∈ [s′, s′ + δ]

(H.2)

We construct a 2D bump function Bδ(s, t) : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] by taking the product of two 1D bump
functions

Bδ(s, t) := βu,u′,δ(s)βv,v′,δ(t).
Note that Bδ(s, t) is piecewise smooth, so it is contained in C0,1−var([0, 1]2, R). Given sufficiently
small δ > 0, we also have Bδ ∈ C0,1−var

⌞ ([0, 1]2, R). Now consider the following decomposition of
the support of Bδ.

The integral can thus be written as∫
[0,1]2

Bδ(s, t)dXs,t =
∫
[u,u′]×[v,v′]

dXs,t +
4

∑
i=1

∫
Ri∪Ti

Bδ(s, t)dXs,t
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The first integral evaluates to
∫
[u,u′]×[v,v′] dXs,t = □u,u′;v,v′ [X] ̸= 0 by assumption, and let ϵ =

|□u,u′;v,v′ [X]|. We note that the shaded red regions are the only regions where the 1-variation of
Bδ is nonzero. Then, by the 2D Young integral estimate (Proposition E.11), we have∣∣∣∣∫R1∪T1

Bδ(s, t)dXs,t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|Bδ|1−var;R1∪T1 |X|p−var;R1∪T1 .

On R1, we have Bδ(s, t) = st
δ2 + C1s + C2t + C3, for some constants C1, C2, C3. Thus ∂2Bδ

∂s∂t = 1
δ2 , and

|Bδ|1−var;R1 =
∫

R1

1
δ2 dsdt = 1.

On T1, we have Bδ(s, t) = t
δ + C4, for some constant C4, so |Bδ|1−var;T1 = 0. Therefore,

|Bδ|1−var;R1∪T1 = 1.

Furthermore, we note that |X|p−var;R1∪T1 → 0 as δ → 0. The same bounds can be done for the
other Ri ∪ Ti, though we need to rotate the functions to properly apply the 2D Young integral
estimate with the correct boundary conditions. Finally, we choose some δ > 0 such that

4

∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∫Ri∪Ti

Bδ(s, t)dXs,t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ

2
,

and thus, we get ∣∣∣∣∫
[0,1]2

Bδ(s, t)dXs,t

∣∣∣∣ ≥ ϵ

2
.

□

Appendix I. Towards Brownian Sheets

While we can immediately compute surface holonomy for fractional Brownian sheets in the
Young regime (see Section 9.3), with h ∈ ( 1

2 , 1), surface holonomy is not yet well defined for
Cp−cvar([0, 1]2, Rd) with p ≥ 2. This is due to the lack of an integration theory for such nonsmooth
surfaces. Here, we consider the special case of the Brownian sheet with h = 1

2 , and provide
a preliminary step towards the definition of surface holonomy via multiparameter stochastic
integration.

Suppose B : [0, 1]2 → Rd is a multidimensional Brownian sheet (Definition 9.12) with inde-
pendent components. Our goal here is to show that the area process As,t(B) is a martingale with
respect to each parameter.
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Theorem I.1. For every fixed s ∈ [0, 1], the process (As,t(B))t≥0 is a continuous, Λ2Rd-valued martin-
gale in the filtration (Ft)t≥0 defined as8 Ft := σ((Bs,u)u≤t, (Bv,t)v≤s).

Let us first sketch the key idea of the proof of Theorem I.1; for brevity, we write At instead of
As,t(B) given a fixed s ∈ [0, 1]. We need to show that for every 0 ≤ t1 < t2

E[At2 |Ft1 ] = At1 . (I.1)

Because the Brownian sheet vanishes along the boundaries s = 0 and t = 0, we can write At as
the sum of two area contributions, one comes from running along the right vertical line and the
other comes from running along the top vertical line

At = Area(Bs,•, [0, t])−Area(B•,t, [0, s]). (I.2)

The reason for the negative sign in front of the second term, is that we run along the top vertical
in reverse which in turn reverses the sign of the signed area. We claim that both of these terms
are martingales with respect to (Ft)t≥0. For the first term, this is fairly straightforward since it
this is the contribution from running along an axis parallel slice of the Brownian sheet which is
a martingale (in fact, a scaled Brownian motion). However, the second area term is of a different
nature and more interesting; instead of measuring how the area changes in t, it measures how the
area changes as the underlying process changes in t by translating a slice of the Brownian sheet. We
prepare the proof of Theorem I.1 with a lemma about slices of the Brownian sheet.

Lemma I.2. For every 0 < t1 < t2 there exist two independent, d-dimensional Brownian motions w1 =

(w1
•)•∈[0,s] and w2 = (w2

•)•∈[0,s] such that

B•,t1 =
√

t1w1
• and B•,t2 =

√
t1w1

• +
√

t2 − t1w2
• (I.3)

where equality holds almost sure for the processes9 indexed by •. Moreover, w2 is independent of Ft1 .

Proof. We write
[0, s]× [0, t2] = [0, s]× [0, t1] ∪ [0, s]× [t1, t2]

and use the white noise representation of the Brownian sheet [30] to write

Bs,t2 = B([0, s]× [0, t2]) = B([0, s]× [0, t1]) + B([0, s]× [t1, t2]),

where the two random variables on the right hand side are independent by properties of Gauss-
ian noise. Let ϵ = t2 − t1. To show that the two processes

s 7→ β1 := B([0, s]× [0, t1]) (resp. s 7→ β2 := B([0, s]× [t1, t2]) )

are d-dimesional Brownian motions scaled by
√

t (resp.
√

ϵ) we note that both are Gaussian with
mean zero. Without loss of generality, we take s < s′. Their covariances are

E[β1
s β1

s′ ] = E[β1
s (β1

s + β1
s′ − β1

s )] = E[β1
s β1

s ] + E[β1
s (β2

s′ − β1
s )]

= E[B([0, s]× [0, t1])
2] + 0 = t1 · (s ∧ s′)

and

E[β2
s β2

s′ ] = E[(Bs,t2 − Bs,t1)(Bs′,t2 − Bs′,t1)]

= st2 − st1 − st1 + st1 = ϵs = (t2 − t1)(s ∧ s′)

respectively. Hence, the claim follows. □
8Ft is the smallest σ-algebra such that Bs,u is measurable for every u ∈ [0, t] and Bv,t is measurable for every v ∈ [0, s].
9The events {Bu,t =

√
tw1

u, ∀u ∈ [0, s]} and {Bu,t2 =
√

t1w1
u +
√

t2 − t1w2
u, ∀u ∈ [0, s]} have both probability 1.
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Proof of Theorem I.1. We use the decomposition of (I.2), and show that both terms on the
right hand side in

At = Area(Bs,•, [0, t])−Area(B•,t, [0, s]) (I.4)

are continuous (Ft)t≥0 martingales in Λ2Rd, where we note that the area is anti-symmetric,
and is thus valued in Λ2Rd. For the first term, the contribution from the vertical line, this
follows immediately from well-known properties of the Brownian sheet: linearity of conditional
expectation gives

E[Area(Bs,•, [0, t2])|Ft1 ] = E

[
Alt
(∫ t2

0
dBs,• ⊗ dBs,•

) ∣∣∣Ft1

]
(I.5)

= Alt
(

E

[∫ t2

0
dBs,• ⊗ dBs,•

∣∣∣Ft1

])
, (I.6)

where Alt : (Rd)⊗2 → Λ2Rd is the antisymmetrization operator Alt(v⊗ w) := 1
2 (v⊗ w− w⊗ v).

Then, by definition of Ft we have

E

[∫ t2

0
dBs,• ⊗ dBs,•

∣∣∣Ft1

]
=
∫ t1

0
dBs,• ⊗ dBs,• + E

[∫ t2

t1

dBs,• ⊗ dBs,•
∣∣∣Ft1

]
. (I.7)

From the Markov property of the Brownian sheet, it follows that the process • 7→ Bs,t1+• is
independent of Ft1 . Therefore, the last term on the right hand side of (I.7) equals 0. This shows
that (Area(Bs,•, [0, t]))t≥0 is indeed a continuous (Ft)t≥0 martingale.

We now show that second term in the sum (I.4), which is the contribution of the top horizontal
line, is also a (Ft)t≥0-martingale. That is we need to show that

E[Area(B•,t2 , [0, s])|Ft1 ] = Area(B•,t1 , [0, s]). (I.8)

We use the decomposition of Lemma I.2 to write

Area(B•,t2 , [0, s])−Area(B•,t1 , [0, s]) = Area(
√

t1w1
• +
√

t2 − t1w2
•, [0, s])−Area(

√
t1w1

•, [0, s]).

By linearity,

Area(
√

t1w1
• +
√

t2 − t1w2
•, [0, s]) = t1 Area(w1

•, [0, s])

+ (t2 − t1)Area(w2
•, [0, s])

+
√

t1(t2 − t1)Alt
(∫ s

0
w1
• ⊗ dw2

•

)
+
√

t1(t2 − t1)Alt
(∫ s

0
w2
• ⊗ dw1

•

)
.

Taking the conditional expectation E[·|Ft1 ] gives

E[Area(
√

t1w1
• +
√

t2 − t1w2
•, [0, s])|Ft1 ] = t1 Area(w1

•, [0, s]) (I.9)

+ (t2 − t1)E[Area(w2
•, [0, s])|Ft1 ] (I.10)

+
√

t1(t2 − t1)E

[
Alt
(∫ s

0
w1
• ⊗ dw2

•

) ∣∣∣Ft1

]
(I.11)

+
√

t1(t2 − t1)E

[
Alt
(∫ s

0
w2
• ⊗ dw1

•

) ∣∣∣Ft1

]
, (I.12)

where we used the fact that w1
• is Ft1-measurable by definition of Ft1 for the first term. Further,

by definition of w1 we have t1 Area(w1
•, [0, s]) = Area(B•,t1 , [0, s]). Hence, to finish the proof we
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need to show that all the other conditional expectations are 0. For the second term in the above
expression, we have that w2 is independent of Ft1 by Lemma I.2, and therefore the conditional
expectation

(t2 − t1)E[Area(w2
•, [0, s])|Ft1 ] = (t2 − t1)E[Area(w2

•, [0, s])] = 0 (I.13)

is an expectation of a martingale starting at 0, hence it indeed equals 0. For the third term, (I.11),
we have

E

[∫ s

0
w1
• ⊗ dw2

•

∣∣∣Ft1

]
=
∫ s

0
w1
• ⊗ dE[w2

•|Ft1 ] =
∫ s

0
w1
• ⊗ dE[w2

•] = 0

since by Lemma I.2 the process w2
• is independent of Ft1 , and that w1

• is Ft1 measurable for every
• ∈ [0, s] which follows directly from the definition of Ft1 . The linearity of Alt and Area then
implies that (I.11) equals 0. Finally, for the last term, (I.12), we have

E

[∫ s

0
w2
• ⊗ dw1

•

∣∣∣Ft1

]
=
∫ s

0
E[w2

•|Ft1 ]⊗ dw1
• =

∫ s

0
E[w2

•]⊗ dw1
• = 0

where we used again the measurabilty (resp. independence) of w1 (resp. w2) with respect to
Ft1 . □

In fact, one can use the same argument to prove the analogous statement of Theorem I.1
that for fixed t ∈ [0, 1], the process As,t(B) is a martingale with respect to the filtration Fs :=
σ((Bs,u)u≤t, (Bv,t)v≤s) in the s-coordinate. This shows that As,t(B) is an orthomartingale in the
sense of [20, 43]. At this point, we can consider the application of multivariate stochastic integra-
tion methods [19, 83] or recent stochastic estimates [12] to define the integral Z (7.12). Once this
integral is well defined, one may solve the 1D CDE, such as by using rough path methods. We
leave this extension for future work.
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