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Non abelian cohomology: The point of view of gerbed tower.

Abstract.

We define in this paper the notion of gerbed tower. This enables us to in-
terpret geometrically cohomology classes without using the notion of n-category.
We use this theory to study sequences of affine maps between affine manifolds
and cohomology of manifolds.

0. Introduction.

In mathematics, a theory is defined by axioms which describe relations be-
tween elements of a sets. The purpose of mathematicians is to classify these
elements by attaching structures modelled on reference objects. In geometry, a
structure modelled on the space L is defined on a topological set N by a Cech
0-chain whose boundary reflects properties of L. For example a n-differentiable
manifold is defined by an atlas (U;);cr, and charts ¢; : U; — IR™, such that
¢j 0 d; ! is a differentiable map, here the model L is IR", and the property
reflected is the differentiability. The manifold is obtained by gluing the sets
#i(U;) using the 1-cocycle h;; = ¢; o ¢; . Alternatively, a structure is defined
by gluing a family of sets N; using a cocycle h;;. Often the sets N; are related
to the model in the sense that each of them is endowed with a L-structure. The
natural problem of determining if a given topological space N can be endowed
with a structure modelled on L leads to the notion of sheaf of categories, when
the structure exists locally, that is when there exists on a open cover (NV;);ecr
of N, such that each N; is endowed with a L-structure, the existence of the
structure on the gluing of the elements of the family (N;);es is equivalent to
determine whether the boundary of a 1-Cech chain h;; is trivial. This has lead
to the definition of a 2-structure called gerbe which is classified in geometry by
a 2-Cech cocycle. The natural problems which occur is to provide conditions
which insure a 2-Cech chain to define a 2-type structure,..., a n-Cech chain to
define a n-type structure. On this purpose one needs to give a geometric inter-
pretation of Cech cohomology classes to define n-structures. Unfortunately the
notion of n-category needed to define n-structures is not well understood. The
main goal of this paper is to interpret Cech classes geometrically by defining
the notion of commutative n-gerbed towers. These are sequences of 2-categories
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F, — F,_1..F5, — Fy, where F} is a gerbe defined on a topos N. A n-gerbed
tower satisfy conditions which allow to attach to it a n + 1-Cech cohomology
class in H""Y(N, L,,) where L, is a sheaf defined on N. This notion represents
geometrically the connecting morphism in cohomology. More precisely we have:

Theorem.

Let f, = F, — F,_1..F5 — F; be a n-gerbed tower defined on a topos.
Suppose that there exists an exact sequence of sheaves 0 — Lpi1 — Ly —
Ly, — 0, then the image of the cohomology class of the classifying cocycle of fn
by the connecting morphism H" (N, L,) — H""2(N, L, 1 1), is the cohomology
class attached to a n + 1-gerbed tower.

An example of n-gerbed tower appears in the theory of affine manifolds:
an affine manifold (N,Vy) is a differentiable manifold N, endowed with a
connection Vy whose curvature and torsion forms vanish identically. The n-
dimensional affine manifold (N, V) is complete, if and only if it is the quo-
tient of the affine space IR" by a subgroup I'y of Aff(IR"™) which acts prop-
erly and freely on IR™. L. Auslander has conjectured that the fundamental
group of a compact and complete affine manifold is polycyclic. In [T4] we
have conjectured that a finite Galois cover of a compact and complete affine
manifold is the domain of a non trivial affine map. This leads to the follow-
ing problem: classify sequences (N,,Vp, ) — ... = (N1, Vn,) where each map
fi : (Nit1, VN, ,) = (N;, Vi) is an affine fibration whose domain is compact
and complete: This means that f; is a surjective map and each affine manifold
(N;, V,) is a compact and complete affine manifold. The classification of affine
fibrations has been done using gerbe theory (see [28]). It is normal to think that
composition sequences of affine manifolds are related to n-gerbes. We define a
n-gerbe tower which appears naturally in this context.

Characteristic classes are used in mathematics to study many objects, for
example, Witten has used characteristic classes to study Jones polynomial. This
emphasizes the opportunity to give a geometric interpretation of characteristic
classes. On this purpose, we have to interpret geometrically the integral co-
homology of a differentiable manifold N. The theory of Kostant-Weil gives an
interpretation of the group H?(N, IZ): It is the set of equivalence classes of
complex line bundles over N. In [5], is given an interpretation of H*(N, IZ) in
terms of equivalence classes of Dixmier-Douady groupoids. Our theory enables
us to interpret a subgroup of H"*2(N, IZ) as the set of equivalence classes of a
family of n-gerbed towers.

This is the plan of our paper:

Introduction.

The notion of gerbe.

The notion of gerbed towers.

Spectral sequences and gerbed towers.

Applications of gerbed towers to affine geometry.
Interpretation of the integral cohomology of a manifold.
A definition of a notion of sheaf n-categories.
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1. The notion of gerbe.

In this part we present the notion of gerbe studied by Giraud [11].

Definitions 1.1.

Let E be a category, a sieve is a subclass R of the class of objects Ob(E) of
FE such that if f: X — Y is a map of C, such that Y € R, then X € R.

Let f : E' — E be a functor, and R a sieve of E, we denote by R, the sieve
defined by Rf = {X € Ob(E'): f(X) € R}. o

Definition 1.2.

A topology on F is defined as follows: to each object T of E, we associate
a non empty set J(T') of sieves of the subcategory Er of E, above T such that

(i) For each map f : Ty — T, and for each element R of J(Ty), R € J(T}).

(ii) The sieve R of Er is an element of J(T'), if for every map f : T/ — T of
E,RF € J(T) e

A category endowed with a topology is called a site.

Definitions 1.3.

A sheaf of sets L defined on the category E endowed with the topology J,
is a contravariant functor L : E — Set where Set is the category of sets such
that for each object U of F, and each element R of J(U), the natural map:

L(U) — lim(L | R)

is bijective, where (L | R) is the correspondence defined on R by (L | R)(f) =
L(T) for each map f:T — U in R.

Let h : F — E be a functor, for each object U of E, we denote by Fy; the
subcategory of F' defined as follows: an object T" of Fi; is an object T of F' such
that h(T) =U. A map f : T — T’ between a pair of objects T and T” of Fy, is
a map of F such that h(f) is the identity of U. The category Fy is called the
fiber of U. For each objects X, and Y of Fyy, we will denote by Homy (X,Y)
the set of morphisms of Fyy between X and Y e

Definitions 1.4.

Let h: F — E be a functor, m: 2 — y amap of F, and f = h(m): T = U
its projection by h. We will say that m is cartesian, or that m is the inverse
image of f by h, or x is an inverse image of y by h, if for each element z of Frp,
the map

Homr(z,x) — Homy(z,y)

n—mn

is bijective, where Hom(z,y) is the set of maps g : z — y such that h(g) = f.
A functor h : F — F is a fibered category if and only if each map f :
T — U, has an inverse image, and the composition of two cartesian maps is a
cartesian map.
We will say that the category is fibered in groupoids, if for each diagram



xi>z<iy

of F' above the diagram of FE,
v-Lwly

and for each map m : U — V such that ¥m = ¢, there exists a unique map
p:x — vy, such that gp = f, and h(p) = m.

This implies that the inverse image is unique up to isomorphism.

Let ¢ : U — V, a map of E, we can define a functor ¢* : Fyy — Fy, such
that for each object y of Fy, ¢*(y) is defined as follows: we consider a cartesian
map f: x — y above ¢ and set ¢*(y) = x. Remark that although the definition
of ¢*(y) depends on the chosen inverse image f, the functors (¢¢)* and p*¢*
are isomorphic e

Definitions 1.5.

A section of a fibered category h : F — FE, is a correspondence defined
on the class of arrows of F as follows: for each map f : U — T, there exists a
cartesian map: I/ : xy — yp of F whose image by h is f such that: 11"/ = 17 ol/.

Consider the diagram
F G

Lf Ly

u

FEi, — Es

We denote by Hom,,(F,G) the subcategory of Hom(F,G) whose objects are
functors v : F' — G which verify gv = uf. The maps of this category are
morphisms m : v — v’ such that gm is the identity morphism of the functor uf.

We denote by Cart,(E,G), the subcategory of Hom,(F,G) whose objects
are cartesian functors: These are functors which transform cartesian maps to
cartesian maps e

Let E be a category endowed with a topology J, and F' — E a fibered
category, for each object U of E, and each element R of J(U) we consider the
canonical functors Ey — E, and R — E. We can define the set of cartesian
functors Cartrq, (Fy, F) and Cartrq, (R, F). There exists a canonical restric-
tion functor Cartrq,(Ey, F) = Cartrq, (R, F).

Definition 1.6.

Let E be a category endowed with a topology, a sheaf of categories on
E, is a fibered category F' — FE, such that for each sieve R, the cartesian
functor Cartrq, (Ey, F) — Cartra, (R, F) defined at the paragraph above is an
equivalence of categories e.

Proposition-Definition 1.7.

Suppose that E is a topos, whose topology is generated by the covering family
(U; = U)ier, and h: F — E a fibered category. For each map f:V — U of E,
we consider the functor ry v (f) : Fu — Fy defined as follows: For each object



y of Fv, ruv (f)(y) is an object x of Fyy such that there exists a cartesian map
n:x — y such that h(n) = f. The functors ru, .u,(f)oru, v,(9) and ruy, v, (9f)
are isomorphic. To define a sheaf of categories on E it is equivalent to define
a correspondence F — F(U) where U is an object of E, and F(U) a category
such that:

(i) Gluing condition for arrows.

Let U be an object of E, and x, y objects of F(U). The functor from Ey
endowed with the restriction of the topology J, to the category of sets which
associates to an object V such that there exists a map f : V. — U the set
Homy (rvu(f)(z),rviu(f)(y)) is a sheaf of sets.

(i) Gluing conditions for objects.

Consider a covering family (U; — U);er of an object U of E, and for each U;
an object x; of F(U;). Lett;; : :v; — x], a map between the respective restrictions
of x; and x; to U; xy U; such that on U;, xy U, Xy U;, the restrictions of the
arrows t;, i, and ti,i,tiyi, are equal, then there exists an object x of Fyy whose
restriction to F(U;) is x;.

If moreover the following properties are verified:

(111) There exists a covering family (U; — U)ier of E such that F(U;) is not
empty,

(iv) For each pair of objects x, and y of F(U;), Homy,(x,y) is not empty
(local connectivity),

(v) The elements of Homy, (x,y) are invertible. The fibered category is called
a gerbe.

(vi) We say that the gerbe is bounded by the sheaf Lp defined on E, or
that Ly is the band of the gerbe, if and only if there exists a sheaf of sets Lp
defined on E such that for each object x of F(U) we have an isomorphism:

Lp(U) —» Homy (z, x)
which commutes with restrictions, and with morphisms between objectse

Classifying cocycle and classification of gerbes.

In this paragraph we recall the definition of the classifying cocycle of a gerbe
defined on the topos E and bounded by the sheaf L.

Definitions 1.7.

- A gerbe F' — F is trivial if it has a section. This means that Fg is not
empty.

- Two gerbes F' — E, and F' — E whose band is L, are equivalent if and only
if there exists an isomorphism between the underlying fibered categories which
commutes with the action of L. We denote by H?(FE, L) the set of equivalence
classes of gerbes defined over E bounded by L e

Suppose that the topology of F is defined by the covering family (U; —
U)ier, the class of objects of Fy, is not empty, each objects x and y of Fy, are
isomorphic. Let (z;);er be a family of objects of F' such that x; is an object of



Fy,. There exists a map u;; between the respective restrictions of z; and z; to
Fy,xyu;- We denote by uzfm the map between the respective restrictions of x;,
and T;, to F‘Ui1 X v Uiy XUy *

Theorem [11] 1.8. o

The family of maps ciyiyis = wil; Ui, ui,. 4 the classifying 2-Cech cocycle
of the gerbe. If the band L is abelien, then the set of equivalence classes of gerbes
over E whose band is L, is one to one with H*(E, L).

Notations.

Let U, ..., U;, be objects of a topos E, and C' a presheaf of categories defined
on E. We will denote by Uy, ., the fiber product of Uy,,...,U;, over the final
object. If e;, is an object of C'(Uj,), ei,"2 " will be the restriction of e;; to
Usi,...i,- For amap h : e — €' between two objects of C(Uj,..;,), we denote by

hi»+1-in the restriction of h to a morphism between elr+1-in — g/*ptt=n

2. Gerbed tower.

The purpose of this part is to generalize the notion of gerbe to the notion of
gerbed tower. This notion will allow us to define and to represent geometrically
higher non abelian cohomological classes. In the sequel we assume known the
notion of 2-category or bicategory defined by Benabou. Recall that a 2-category
C is defined by a class of objects Obj(C), and for each objects x and y of
C, a category Homc(x,y) called the category of morphisms. The objects of
Home(x,y) are called 1-arrows and the arrows are called 2-arrows, there exists
a composition functor:

c(uy, ug, us) : Hom(ug,us) x Hom(uy,us) — Hom(uy,us)

For each quadruple (u1, u2, us, u4), there exists an isomorphism ¢(uy, uz, us, ug)
between the functors

(Hom(ug,uq) X Hom(uz,ugz)) x Hom(uy,uz) — Hom(uy,uy)

and

Hom(us,us) X (Hom(ug,us) x Hom(ui,uz)) — Hom(u1, us)

which satisfies more compatibility axioms which can be found in Benabou.
We will suppose that c(ug,us, us,us) is the identity on objects. This implies
that we can defined the category C7 whose objects are the objects of C, and
such that for each pair of objects z, y of Cy, Homc, (z,y) is the set of objects
of Home(z,y). Let h : F — E be a gerbe. We can defined the 2-category
C(E,F) whose objects are objects of F', Let = and y be a pair of objects of



C(E,F) an object of Home (g, py(,y) is an arrow between h(z) and h(y). A
2-arrow between the objects x and y is a cartesian map.

Definition 2.1.

A bicategory C, endowed with a topology J is a bicategory whose
objects are topos, and for each pair of objects x and y of C', a 2-arrow h between
x and y is a continuous map between x and y. e

Definition 2.2.

A n-gerbed tower is defined by:

1. A family F,, F,_1,...Fs, [ of 2-categories respectively endowed with
topologies Jy,...,J1, and a family of 2-functors p; : F; — F;_; which satisfy the
following conditions:

2. Iy isa gerbe p: F' — F, since we can assume that E is a 2-category such
that for each objects U and V of E, the set of arrows between a pair of elements
f and f' of Hompg(U,V) is a singleton, we will often consider the sequence of
2-categories F, — ..F} - F

3. Let U be an object of F},, and [ > p a pair of integers. We denote by
Fip, the 2-category whose class of objects is contained in the class of objects
of Fy, and such that V' is an object of Fj,, if and only if p,y1.pi(V) = U.
The category of morphisms Homp,, (X,Y) between a pair of objects X and
Y is the subcategory of Homp, (X,Y) such that the projections of 1-arrows
of Homp, (X,Y) by ppi1..p1 is Idy of U, and the projections of 2-arrows of
Homp,(X,Y) by the same functor is the identity of Idy. We suppose that for
each arrow f : U — V of E, there exists a restriction functor T%])V(f) Py —

Fyy; such that rbl_’Uz(f) o rlU27U3 (9) = rbl_’US (9f)-

4. There exists a family of sheaves L,...,L,, defined on E. The sheaf I;
induces a sheaf Li11y;, on the object U; of Fy (recall that U; is a topos) defined
by its global sections L1y, = Liy1(pp1..p1(Uy)). For each object U;—1 of Fj_q,
we suppose that the fiber of Fy_1y;, | is a gerbe defined on the topos U;—;
bounded by Ly, _, -

5. Let Uy; and Us; be a pair of objects of Fj, and u? : h} — h'll a 2-arrow,
between Uy; and Uy, that is an arrow of the category Homp, (U1, Us;) between
the objects hll and b’/ 11 Recall that “12 is a continuous functor between the topoi
Uy, and Uy;. We suppose that for every object U, of Fl+11Uzz there exists an

object Uy, of Fituyp,, and a 2-arrow u?" : U{, — U, such that the following
diagram is commutative:

2%

Ui, o Uy,

Im N

uj

Ull — U2l
This implies that for every 2-arrow v} between the pair of objects U? and
U3, for every object U’} of Fii1ys, and every 2-arrow vZ* of Fiy1 defined by

L



the diagram above, there exists an automorphism over the identity c(ul2, vl2) of
U’} such that

2% 9% 22y 2 2\«
vp oup = c(ug,vp) (v o)
We suppose also that for every object U; of Fj, and every objects U1 and V4
of Fiy1y,, Homp, ,,(Uit1, Vig1) is not empty. e

Definition 2.3.

An oo-gerbed tower, is a sequence of functors between 2-categories ...F,, —
F,_1... = F} — E such that for each integer n, F,, — F,,_1... - F; —> E is a
gerbed tower o

Definitions 2.4.
- A morphism F' between the gerbed towers F,, — ..F; — E and F}, — .. —
F| — E, is defined by a family of 2-functors f; : F; — F] such that for each [,
the following diagram is commutative:
ro L
Ip 1y

Fo 9 F

and for each object U; of Fj, the induced morphism: Fiiuy, — ﬂl+1lfl(Ul)

is a morphism of gerbes.

- The morphism defined by the family of 2-functors (f,,.., f1) is an iso-
morphism if and only if there exists a morphism between the gerbed tower
f'=F —.—>F = FEand F, —» .. = f = F| = E defined by the family of
2-functors fy, .., f{ such that for each I, fj o fi = Idp,, and fio fj = Idp

We say that the gerbed towers f’ and f are weakly equivalent if and only if
f] o fi is isomorphic to Idg,, and f; o f] is isomorphic to Idpl/. We denote by
H""(E, L,) the set of weakly equivalence classes of gerbed towers bounded by
(L1, .., Ly). Here L, is a fixed sheaf defined on E e

Non commutative cohomology of groups.

Let H be a group, V a vector space, GI(V) the group of linear automor-
phisms of V', and p : H — GI(V) a representation. To define the cohomol-
ogy groups H™(H,V,p) of the representation p, one can consider EH the 1-
Eilenberg-Maclane space defined by H. The representation p defined on EH a
flat V-bundle whose holonomy is p. The cohomology groups H"(H,V, p), are
the n-cohomology groups of the sheaf of locally constant sections of this flat
bundle. This motivates the following definition:

Definition.

Let H and G be a groups, Aut(G) the group of automorphisms of G and
p: H — Aut(G) arepresentation. The representation p defines on EH a flat G-
bundle pi. We denote by L, the sheaf of locally constant sections of this bun-
dle. We define H"*1(H, G, p) to be set of weakly equivalence classes of gerbed



towers of rank n F,, — .. — F; — E bounded by a sequence (L1, ..., Lp—1, Lps)
[ )

The classifying cocycle of a gerbed tower.

Let f = F, — F,_1 — ..F1 — FE be a gerbed tower. We will define in
this part the classifying cocycle of f. We suppose that the sheaves L1, ..., L,
are commutative, and there exists sheaves L!,....,L} defined on E such that for
every object U; of Fy, and Uiy1 of Fiiuy, Aut(FHuUHl) = L (p1--p(U1))
where Aut(Fj41; Uz+1> is the group of automorphisms of the object U;y; whose
image by p;+1 are elements of L;(p1...p1(0))).

Suppose that the topology of E is defined by the covering family (U; — U);er
such that for each ¢, Iy, is not empty, and its objects are isomorphic. Let u; be
an object of Fy,, and v;,;, an arrow between u; and uzf The family of arrows
Ciyinis = Vigiy 2Viyin P 0iyis 1 is the classifying cocycle of the gerbe Fy — E.

If we identify F} — E with a 2-category, then c;,iyi, is & 2-arrow. Let wi,iy4,
be an object of the fiber Fby i1:. The property 5 of the definition of gerbed

i3
towers implies the existence of a 2-arrow c¢;,,i,* of Homp, (Wi, iqis, Wiyinis) OVEr
Ciyigig- _
we can define the ¢;,4,i4:, automorphism of the object w;,;,i,"* by:
Cirigizia — 01'21'31'4“1 - Ci1i3i4*l2 + Ci1i2ii4*l3 - Ci1i2i3*l4

The property 5 of the definition of gerbed towers implies that ¢;,,i4, is an

element of LQ(UZ'1 XE Ui2 XE Ul'3 XE Uu).

Proposition 2.5.
The family c; iyigi, that we have just defined is a 2-Cech cocycle.

Proof.
The Cech boundary of ¢;,iyig6, is:

p=5
Oei.in) = D_(=1V e, i, i
p=1
p=>5 c=p—1 c=5
=D CDPOY (=0 5o+ D (FD) e L) =0

—

p=1 c= c=p+1

The last sum is zero because for each object Uy of Fy, and each element U,
of Fy1y,, the automorphisms of U, above elements of Ly (p1(Uy)) are sections of
a sheaf o

Suppose defined the classifying cocycles ¢;, iyiy,-+-,Ciy 540 | = 2 of the gerbed
tower F; — ... = F1 — F. The arrow ¢;, is a 2-arrow of the object u;, 4,
of Fy_1,, . "*2. Let u;,.

i1y

TN

be an object of Fiy1;,, . 44.. The property
i1

< Aly2



5 implies the existence of an automorphism ¢;, . ;,,," of the gerbe wu;, 4, over
Ciy.iypo- We can define:

3

T

S — —1)P A *
cll..ll+3 - ( 1) cil..ip,,’il+3
p

Il
-

We can apply the property 5 to identify ¢;, . ;,,, to a 2-arrow of uil__mzil“.

Proposition 2.6.
The family of arrows c;, ., , that we have just defined is a [+1-Cech cocycle.

Proof.
The Cech boundary of ¢;, .4, is:

p=Il+4
6(Ci1..il+3) = Z (_1)pci1..’2p..il+4
p=1
p=l+4 c=p—1 c=l44
_ +1 _
- 1 (_1)p( Zl (_1)00:1..%..%;:»» + 21(_1)0 C;"gp”gc»»ilﬂ) =0
p= c= C=p

The last sum is zero because for each object U; of Fy, and each object U;' of
Fit1y,, the elements of the group of automorphisms of U} above elements of
Li(p1..p1(Ur)) are sections of a sheaf o

Proposition 2.7.

The cohomology class [c112] is the image of [c1+1] by the connecting morphism
HYYE, L)) - HT2(E, Li,1) of the exact sequence 0 — Lj 1 — L, —Li—
0. In particular this shows that the cohomology classes of the cocycles ¢;,2 <
Il > n+1 attached to the gerbed tower F,, — F,,_1... = F1 — E are independent
of the choices made to construct them.

Proof.

To construct the cocycle ¢;4 2 we pick elements c;, .5, , which represents au-
tomorphisms of an object u;, 4, "2 that we lift to the automorphism c¢;; 4, ,,"
of the object u;, 4, of Fll,luiluilﬂilﬁ. The representant ¢;, .., of [ci42] are
the Cech boundary of the family ¢;, . 4,,,* acting on u;, .;,.,. This is by definition
the construction of the connecting morphism H'*Y(E, L;) — H*2(E, L;11) of
the sequence 0 — Ly — Lj, 1 — L —0e

Definition 2.8.

A gerbed tower f, = F,, — F,_1...F1 — E is trivial if and only if there
exists a gerbed tower f,_1 = F)_ — F,_, — .F{ — E and an element
p € {1,..,n — 1} such that F} is F} if | < p, F} is a sub 2-category of F}41,
for each 2-arrow h of Fj_1, the arrow h* of F) defined by the axiom 5 is the
restriction of a 2-arrow u* defined by a 2-arrow of u of F}, over h by axiom 5.
The gerbed tower f,_1 is called a trivialization of f, e

10



Proposition.
The class [cn11] of a trivial gerbed tower F,, — .. — Fy — E is zero.

Proof.

Let f, = F, — F,—1 — ...F1 — E be a trivial gerbed tower, and F,_; —
E!_,... = F| — E atrivialization of f,,. Suppose that the integer p of the defini-
tion above is n—1, this means that if | < n—1, F} is F;. We denote by L”,, respec-
tively L!,_; and L/ the sheaves defined on E such that for every element U, _o
of F,,_o, respectively U,_; of F,_; the group of automorphisms of F7’1_1U L,
respectively Fi,—1y; _,, Fay,_, s a section of L’ (p1--pn—2(Un—2)), respectively
L (p1.-pn—2(Un-1)), L' (p1.-Pn—-1(Un—1)). We denote by (L1, ..., L,,) the band
of the gerbed tower F,, — ...F; — E. We have the exact sequence:

0—L,—L,— L, 1—0

1 Ll

0—0L,—L", — L, 2—0

The map of L), — L”,, is defined by the morphisms u*, where v € L,,_1,
and the map L,_1 — Lp_o is zero. This exact sequence gives rise to the
commutative diagram:

H"(E,L,—1) — H"(E,L,_2)

1 I
H" (B, Ly) — H""Y(E,Ly)

Since the map H"(E, L,,—1)—H"(E, L,,_2) is zero, and the map H"*Y(E, L,,)—H"*(E, L,)
is the identity, we deduce that the class of the classifying cocycle of the gerbed
tower F,, — F,,_1... > F1 — FE is zero.

If p is not n — 1, the last argument show that [cy41] is zero. This implies
that [¢] =0forl >p+1e

Theorem.
Let F,, — F,_1..F1 — E be a gerbed tower bounded by the family of sheaves
(L1, ..., Ly,) whose classifying cocycles are (ca,...,cn+1). Consider an exact se-

quence of sheaves 0 — Lyi1 — L, 1 — L, — 0. Then there exists a gerbed
tower Fn11 — F,... > F1 — E whose classifying cocycles are ca, ..., Cni1, Cnt2,
where cpy2 s a n + 1-cocycle whose cohomology class is the image of the class
of cni1 by the connecting map H" Y(E, L,) — H""2(E, L,11) defined by the
previous exact sequence.

Proof.

Let U, be an object of F,,, and U,_; its image by the projection map
Pn : Fn — F,_1. The topos U, is a Ly-torsor defined over an object of the
topos U,_1 since an,lU%l is a L,-gerbe defined on U,_;. An object V,
of an,lU%1 is a Ly-torsor defined over an object U/ _; of the topos U,_1.
This torsor is defined by a trivialization (V;);cr, and coordinate changes u;; :
Vi xv,_, V; = Ly. This coordinate changes defined a principal L,,-torsor over
U/ _, by gluing V; x L,,. Without restricting the generality, we can suppose that
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the objects of Fan—1y,_, are Ly-principal torsors. We define the fiber Fot1y, to
be the gerbe bounded by L, 41 defined on U,, which represents the obstruction
to lifts the Ly-torsor py, : U, = Up_1 to a L;_H—torsor whose quotient by L, 1
is the previous L,-torsor py, : U, = Up_1.

The objects of the category of morphisms Homp, ,(Un41,U}, ;) between

the objects Uy, 41 of Fotiny, and U, 1 of Fyiiny, is the 2-arrows between U,

and U/, of F,,, the 2-arrows are the morphisms of torsors u2n+1 such that there
exists a 2-arrow u) : U, — U/, such that the following diagram is commutative:

2
Un+1 ﬂ> U/n-i-l
4 Pnta ) 4 Pnta
U, - U,

We show now that Fj,41 = F),... = F}, — E is a gerbed tower:

Let U, be an object of F,,, and U the object p;1..p,(U,) of E. For each map
f:V = U, we can define the restriction 7y, ;;(f) : Fryy — Fpy. The restriction
TQJrUl is defined on F, 11y, by the pull-back of U, 41 by the arrow 7"37U(f).

The definition of F,; implies that for every object U, of F,, the gerbe
Fn+1Un is bounded by L, +1.

For every 2-arrow u2 : hl — h2, (recall that u? is a morphism between
the topoi Uy,, and Us,,) of F,, the functor Ui* is defined as follows: Without
restricting the generality, we can suppose that Uy, is the trivial torsor to V; x L,
and Us,,, the trivial torsor Vo x L. u% is then a morphism of L,-torsors, u%* is
a morphism such that the following diagram is commutative:

u2*
Vix L, —= VaxLi,
3 . 3
‘/1 X Ln &) ‘/2 X Ln

This shows that Fj,11 — ...F1 — E is a gerbed tower.

The classifying cocycle of this gerbed tower is constructed by considering
the automorphism ¢;, . 4,,, of the object w;, . 4,,, of 41 that we suppose to
be isomorphic to a trivial torsor V;, .., x L}, the morphism ¢;, ;,,, can
be lifted to an element ¢;, ., ,* of Vi, .., x L;, ;. The Cech boundary of
Ciy..inyo 18 the classifying cocycle of the gerbed tower. The cohomology class
of this cocycle is the image of the cohomology class of ¢, 4+1 by the connecting
morphism H" Y (E, L,) — H"2(E, L, 11) e

3. Spectral sequences and gerbed towers.

The goal of this part is to apply spectral sequences to study commutative
gerbed towers.

Let E(L4,..,Ly,...) be an co—gerbed tower, where (L, )nen is a family of
commutative sheaves defined on F. We suppose that the topology of F is defined
by the family (X; — X);e;. We define L = @;>0L;, and denote by (C*(X, L), d)
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the complex of Cech L-chains defined on E. We can endow this chain complex
with the following filtration:

VP = C(Xu @Lllzp)u

and with the graduation
VP =CP(X,L)

We will calculate the terms associated to the spectral sequence associated to
this graduation.
Denote by Z? = {z € V,, : d(z) € Vpir}, B? = d(Vp—r) NV,, and E? =
ZP

T
Sl g
ZT*I +BT71

We suppose in the sequel that » > 1.
Determination of ZP.

Let = be an element of V},, d(z) is an element of Z? if and only if d(z) is an
element of V.. We can write x = z;, + .. + ;,, where x;, is the homogeneous
component of  which takes value in L;, d(z;) is an element of V., if and only
if | >p+rorif dx;) =0. We deduce that x is an element of Z? if and only if
its components z;,, such that j < p + r are cocycles.

Determination of B?.

Let z be an element of V,,_,, and its component z; which takes values in L;
is an element of BP if and only if d(z;) is an element of V. This equivalent to
saying that d(z;) is zero or I > p. This implies that BE = d(V},).

Determination of E?.

We have Z? = ZP*] @ Z(V) N C(X, L,). We deduce that E? = H(X, L,).

ZPa
-
Pq p+1,q—1-
BT‘71+Z7‘71

Now we set ZP4 = ZP N VPT4, BPd = BP O VP+4 and EP9 =

Determination of ZP9.

Let z be an element of Z?, one of its homogeneous components x; which
takes values in L;, is an element of ZP9, if x; is a V,, p + g-chain, and d(z;)
is an element of V,;,. We have seen that d(x;) is an element of V,, if and
only if x; is a cocycle or r > p + r. We deduce from this fact that ZP9 =

CPTUX, Lptr) ® ZP (X, Ly & .. ® Lpir_1).
Determination of B9,

Let x be and element of B??, one of its homogeneous components x; which
takes value in L; is an element of BP? if and only if it is a p 4+ g-chain and
there exists an element y in V,_, such that d(y) = ;. We deduce that B?? =
d(CPT171(X | K)).

Determination of E.
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The vector space ZP7 is the summand of Z?*1¢~! and of ZPT4(X, L,). We
deduce that EP? = HPT4(X, L,).
Now, we will denote by ZZ , the set of cocycles contained in V},, by B,

the set of boundary contained in V},, and by EZ = Zﬁzlig" We remark that

+B%
EP = H(X,L,).
The following proposition can be deduced from [God] p. 84 Theorem 4.6.1.

Proposition 3.1.

Suppose that there exists an integer n > r such that HP*4(X,L,) = EPY1 =
for p #£ 0,n and an integer s such that L, = 0 if n > s, then we have the
following exact sequence

.= HY(X,L,) - H(X,L) - H(X,Ly) - H™(X,L,) - H™(X,L) — ...

3. Application of gerbed towers to affine manifolds.

An affine manifold (N,Vy), is a differentiable manifold N, endowed with
a connection Vy whose curvature and torsion forms vanish identically. The
connection Vy defines on N an atlas whose coordinate changes are affine trans-
formations. Auslander has conjectured that the fundamental group of a com-
pact and complete affine manifold is polycyclic. Let (NV,Vy) and (N, V)
be two affine manifolds of respective dimension n and n’ whose affine struc-
tures are defined by the respective atlases (Uj,u;), (U}, u}). An affine map
f+ (N,VN) = (N',Vn/) is a differentiable map f : N — N’ such that
uj o flu, o u; 1 is a restriction of an affine map from IR" to R". Suppose
that (N, V) and (N, V) are complete and compact. It is shown in Tsemo
that in this case, there exists a compact complete affine manifold (N1, Vy,) of
dimension n’/, and an affine submersion f1 : (N,Vy) — (N1,Vy,). Ehresman
has shown that submersions between compact manifolds are locally trivial dif-
ferentiable fibrations. The typical fiber F' of the fibration N — Nj inherits from
N complete affine structures. The homotopy exact sequence of this fibration
gives rise to the sequence:

1 — 7T1(F) —>7T1(N) —>7T1(N1) —1

If the fundamental groups of 71 (F) and m(N7) are polycyclic, then 71 (N) is
also polycyclic. This has motivated the following conjecture:

Conjecture.

Let (N, Vy) be a n-dimensional compact and complete affine manifold, then
there exists a complete affine structure (N',V n/) defined on a finite galois cover
N’ of N, and a non trivial affine map f: (N',Vn/) = (N1,Vn,). Non trivial
means that the dimension of the fibers of f are different from zero and n.

This conjecture implies the Auslander conjecture, and leads to the problem of
classifying sequences of affine submersions (N,,Vy,) — .. = (N1, Vi, ). This
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if the last conjecture is true, will allows to know all the compact and complete
affine manifolds. The theory of gerbed towers has been first constructed to
study this classification problem. We have the following proposition:

Proposition.

Let f : (N1,Vn,) = (N,Vy) be a surjective affine map between compact
affine manifolds. The fibers of f are affinely isomorphic to an affine manifold
(F,VF). There exists an affine structure (N1,V'y, ) on Ni, an affine bundle
' (N, Vi) = (N, V) diffeomorphic to the differentiable bundle f, such
that the affine structure (N1, V'y, ) induces on each fiber of f' an affine structure
whose holonomy is the holonomy of (F, V).

Proof.

Using the result of Erhesman, we can suppose that f is a locally trivial
differentiable bundle whose typical fiber is the differentiable manifold F. Let
u be an element of N, and F, the fiber of f over u. The affine structure of
(N1, Vi, ) induces on F, an affine structure (Fy,, Vp,) since f is an affine map.
Consider (N7, Vg,) and (N, V) the respective universal cover of Ny and N,
endowed with the respective pull-back V A and Vg of Vy, and V. We can

lift f to a map f : ]571 — N. The fibers of f are cover of the fibers of f. The
affine structure of (Ny, le) is defined by the developing map Dy, : Ny — R™.

The restriction of Dy, to the fiber F, of f over F, defined the affine structure
of F,,. The construction of the universal bundle in Goldman, [] shows that the
set of affine structures F,, are a differentiable deformation of an affine structure
(F, V) of F. Since N is compact and connected, Goldman [] shows that these
affine structures are isomorphic to a given affine structure (F, V).

Let U be a contractible open subset of N diffeomorphic to an open subset
of IR™, then the restriction of f to p~!(U) is the trivial differentiable bundle
U x F. Let Vi be the restriction of Vi, to p~1(U), and Vyp the connection
defined on U which defines the affine structure U x (F, V) which is the product
of the affine structure of U identified with an open subset of IR" and (F, V).
The paper of Goldman [] shows that there exists a differentiable automorphism
¢y of the trivial bundle U x N such that ¢y*(Vy) = Vyr. Suppose that
the differentiable trivialization of the bundle f is defined by (U;,u;;), then
gbUiuij(bU]._l defines a trivialization such that the trivialization maps of this
fibration defined on U; N U; x F by (z,y) — (=, ¢v,ui;éu, ' (y)) are affine
automorphisms of U; NU; x (F, V) e

Definition.

An affinely locally trivial affine fibration, whose typical fiber is the affine
manifold (F, V) is an affine map f : (N1, Vn,) = (N, V) which is the total
space of a bundle whose fibers inherit from (N1, V), affine structures whose
holonomies is the holonomy of the affine structure (F, V) e

The proposition above shows that to study the topology of complete compact
affine manifolds up to the conjecture, we need to classify sequences (N, Vn, ) —
.(N1,Vn,) = (N, Vn) where each map f, : (Np, Vn,) = (Np—1,Vy,_,) is an
affinely locally trivial affine fibration.
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Let f: (N1,Vn,) = (N,Vy) be an affinely locally trivial affine fibration
whose typical fiber is the affine manifold (F,Vg). We suppose that the affine
structure of (N7, Vy,) is complete. This implies that the affine structure of
(N,Vy) is complete see Tsemo[]. We can identify my(N;) with its image by
the holonomy morphism of (N1, V,). Suppose that the dimension of Ny and
N are respectively n; and n. Let h : m(N1) — Aff(IR™) be the holonomy
representation of (N1, Vy, ). We can write see Tsemo IR™ = IR" x IRP, and for
each element y of 71 (N1), y(,y) = (L1, (2) 411, L2, (y) + L3, (x) +12,). Where
Ly, and Ly, are respective automorphisms of IR" and IR”, Lz : IR" — IR is a
linear map, and /;., and [z, are respective elements of IR" and IR”. An element y
of 71 (F) is an elementry of 711 (V1) such that L., is the identity of IR", and I,., is
zero and L., is zero. We can identify 71 (V) to the set of affine transformations
(L1y,114).

Let Tr be the translation group of (F, V), that is the group of affine auto-
morphisms of (F, V) whose elements lift to translations of IRP. Since the group
71 (F') is a normal subgroup of 71 (Ny), the holonomy of (N1, Vy,) induces a
representation w1 (N) — Af f(F,Vg)/Tr which defines a flat Af f(F,Vp)/Tr-
bundle pr over (N, V). The composition of the holonomy of (N1, Vy,), and
the conjugation of Af f(F, V) defined a flat bundle Tr-bundle p over (N, Vy)
see Tsemo. An isomorphism h : e — ¢’ between a pair of locally trivial (F,Vg)-
affine bundles e and ¢’ defined over (N, Vy), is an affine map h : e — ¢’ which
is an isomorphism of bundles which cover the identity.

Given affine manifold (F,Vp) and (N,Vy) and a flat Aff(F,Vg)/Trk-
bundle pr, we can define the first extension problem as follow: study the ex-
istence and classify affinely locally trivial affine fibrations f : (Ny,Vy,) —
(N, V) which give rise to the flat bundle pp.

Proposition.

Let (F,V ) and (N,V ) be compact and complete affine manifolds, and pr
a flat Af f(F,V)/Tr bundle defined on N, The bundle pr induces a flat Tp-
bundle pln. For each open subset U of N define the category Cr(U) to be the
category whose objects are affinely locally trivial (F,V r)-affine bundles which
induce the restriction of pp to U. A map h : ey — e}, between two objects of
Cr(U) is an isomorphism of affine bundles which gives rise to the identity of
the restriction of pr to U. The correspondence defined on the category of open
subsets of N by U — Cp(U) is a gerbe whose classifying cocycle represents the
obstruction to the existence of an affinely locally trivial bundle which gives rise
to pp. The gerbe Cp(U) is a gerbe bounded by the sheaf of affine sections of
p/F7 LF.

Proof.

Gluing property for objects.

Let (U;)ier be an open covering of an open subset U of N, e; an object of
Cr(U;), and u;; - ez» — eg an isomorphism such that uilizie'uizisil = uilisiz. The
definition of a bundle implies the existence of a bundle e defined over U whose
restriction to U; is e;. Since the coordinate changes u;; are affine isomorphisms
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between affinely locally trivial (F, V)-affine bundles, this implies that e is an
affinely locally trivial (F, Vg)-affine bundle.

Gluing conditions for arrows.

Let e and ¢’ be two objects of Cr(U), the correspondence defined on the
open subsets of U by V' — Hom(ey, eiv) where ey, and eTV are the respective
restrictions of e and €’ to V is a sheaf of sets, since it is a sheaf of morphisms
between two bundles.

This shows that Cr is a sheaf of categories. It remains to show that C is a
gerbe.

Let (U;);cr be an open covering of N by contractible open subsets which are
domain of affine charts. Then U; x (F, V) is an object of Cr(U;).

Let U be an open subset of N, and e and ¢’ a pair of objects of Cr(U). The
respective restrictions e,y and e( UinU of e and €’ to U; NU are isomorphic to
U;NU x (F, VF)

An isomorphism h of an object e of Cp(U) is an isomorphism of affine bundle
which gives rise to the identity of the restriction of pr to U. The restriction of h
to ejyny, is an isomorphism h; of the trivial bundle U NU; x (F, V). The fact
that h gives rise to the identity of pr is equivalent to the fact that its restriction
to a fiber projects to the identity of Af f(F,V)/Tr. This implies that h; is a
Tr valued affine map, and h is a section of p e

Proposition.
Suppose that the gerbe Cr is trivial, then the objects of Cp(N) are diffeo-
morphic manifolds.

Proof.

Suppose that the gerbe Cr is trivial, then the holonomy of a global object
(N1,Vy,) is defined by a representation h.(z,y) = (Li(z) + l1,, L2 (y) +
L3 (z) + l2,). Which defines an Af f(F,Vp)-bundle. The bundle defined by
the representation hf (z,y) = (L1, () + 11, L2y (y) + Lz (x) +12,), 0 <t < 1
defines an homotopy between the bundle 1 defined by k! and the one h{, defined
by h°. We deduce that hg and hy are isomorphic differentiable bundles. This
implies that N; is diffeomorphic to the F-bundle defined by h° e

Let (N,Vr) = (Fo,VE,), (F1,VE),....(Fy, VE,) be affine manifolds. We are
going to define a gerbed tower which will allow us to study the classification of
sequences (Np,,Vn,) = (Np—1, VN, ;) = -..(N, V), where (h; : (N1, Vn,) —
(Ni—1,V,_,) is an affinely locally trivial affine bundle).

Denote by T, the group of translations of (Fj, V). We suppose defined a
flat Aff(F;,VE,)/Tr-bundle pg, over (F;—1,Vp,_,). The bundle pp, induces a
gerbe C) defined over F;_; see proposition.

Definition.

We define L,, — Ly —1... = L1 — Lg to be the sequence of 2-categories such
that L1 — Lo is CF,, supposed defined L, an object of L, is an affinely locally
trivial (F},, VF,)-bundle. A 1-arrow between a pair of objects e, and e}, of L, is
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an affine map between there base space. A 2-arrow is an isomorphism of affinely
locally trivial bundle which cover a 1-arrow.

An object of L, is an affinely locally trivial (F,i1,VE,,,)-bundle e,
defined over an open subset U, of an object e, of L, such that the restriction to
each fiber of U, — e,_1 of the Af f(Fp41,VF,,,)/TF,,,-bundle induced is the
restriction of the Af f(Fpi1,VF,,,)/TF,,,-bundle induced is pr,,,. A l-arrow
hiiy ¢ epr1 — €, between a pair of objects e,41 and €], of L,y is a affine
map between their respective base spaces e, and e; induced by a 2-arrow of L.
A 2-arrow between ep11 and e}, is an isomorphism of affinely locally trivial

(Fp+1, VF,,,)-bundles which covers a 1-arrow. We define h11,+1* to be a 2-arrow
which cover h}, , e

Proposition.
The sequence Ly, — Ly _1... — L1 — Lg that we have just defined is a gerbed
tower.

Proof.

The fibered category L1 — Lg is a gerbe by definition. Let V be an open
set of IV, and U an open subset of V, the restriction functor ry v : Ly, — Ly,
is defined by the restriction of bundles.

Let U be an open subset of IV, and ¢; be an object of L;;;, the band of Ll+1el
is the sheaf of sections the Tf,,,-bundle p, defined on e; induced by p;, this
sheaf does not depend of the objects chosen in the fibre L4, , since for each
open subset U of N, the objects of LP+1p+11U are locally isomorphic.

Consider morphisms uy, : e, — €, of L, and uj, : e, — €”,,. We have defined
in the paragraph above the proposition a morphism u,* : Lp+1ep — Lp+1e/p.

These morphisms satisfy u/,“up* = c(up, u},) (upu,)* ®
Interpretation of the integral cohomology of a manifold.

Characteristic classes have been used by many mathematicians to study
geometric objects. On this purpose, we have to give a geometric interpretation
of the group H™(N, IZ). This is what we propose to do in this part.

It is a well-known fact that the group H2(N, IZ) is the set of equivalence
classes of line bundles over N. Brylinski has defined an equivalence between the
space of equivalence classes of line gerbes and H?(N, IZ).

Consider L% the sheaf of ' — {0} = U™ functions defined on N. We
say that a class [c,]) of H"(N, L) is geometric, if and only if there exists an
(n — 1)-gerbed tower which classifying cocycle is ¢,,. A sufficient condition for a
class ¢, to be geometric is the following: there exists a classifying cocycle ¢, 1
of a commutative (n — 2)-gerbed tower E(Lq, .., L,,—2) which is an element of
H" (N, L,_3), an exact sequence of sheaves 0 — L% — L — L,,_3 — 0 such
that [c,] is the image of [c,—1] by the boundary map § : H" }(N, L,,—2) —
H™(M, ™).

We have an exact sequence

0= ZSDONZD* Ny — 0.
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It results from this sequence an isomorphism between H" (N, L'y ) and H"t(N, I7).
An element of H" (N, IZ) will be said geometric if and only if it is the image

of an element of H"™ (N, L'y) which is the classifying cocycle of a (n — 1)-gerbed
tower by the preceding isomorphism.

We have the following result:

Theorem .
Let N be a differentiable manifold, then each geometric class of H" 2(N, IZ)
is the classifying cocycle of a n-gerbed tower defined on N.

A definition of a notion of sheaf of n-categories, and n—category.

In this part, we will define notion of sheaf of n-categories over a topos V.

Definition 6.1.

A 0-pseudo-category is a set, a pseudo-category C1, is defined by a class of
objects, for each objects z, and y of C1, a set Hom(z,y) denoted the maps
between x and y,

Suppose defined the notion of n-pseudo-category.

An (n+1)-pseudo-category Cy, 41, is defined by, a class of objects Ob(Cy41),
for each objects x, and y, the n-pseudo-category of morphisms Hom(z,y).For
each objects u1,us and ug of C, 41, there exists a composition n-functor:

Hom(ug,us) x Hom(uy,us) — Hom(uy,us)

We suppose the existence of an object 1, of Hom(z, x), such that for each arrow
h:x — y, hol, is isomorphic to h, and for each arrow h' : 3y — z, 1,1’ is
isomorphic to h'.

An isomorphism between z and y, objects of an n + 1—pseudo-category is a
map f : x — y such that there exists h : y — = such that hf is isomorphic to
1, and fh to 1.

A functor between two n-pseudo-categories of set C,, and C/ , is defined as
follows:

(i) A map F : Ob(C,) — Ob(C}), and for each map f : z — y, a morphism
F(f): F(x) = F(y). Such that F(f o f’) is isomorphic to F(f) o F(f’).

(ii) A natural transformation between two functors F' and F”, is defined by
a family of maps u, : F(x) — F'(x) such that For each map [ : x — y, uy F(f)
is isomorphic to F’(f)u, At this stage, we do not precise the gluing datas.

Definition 6.2.

A 0O-sheaf of sets defined on N, will be a sheaf of sets. Suppose defined the
notion of sheaves of n — 1-pseudo-categories. An sheaf of n-pseudo-categories,
will be defined by the following data: for each pair of objects U and V of N,
and a map h : U — V, a restriction functor v ;v (k) : C(V) — Cpn(U).
Such that for each triple of objects Uy, Us and Us, there exists an isomorphism
c(Uy, Ua, Us) between 7" 17, 17,7 " 1,15 and 7" ¢, v,
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Gluing condition for objects:

Let (U;);er be an open cover of U an object of N, and x; an object of C,, (U;).
If there exists, a family of map uj : v v,y 0, (1) = 7" Ui xnu,.00 (7)), &
sheaf of n — 1-pseudo-categories C),—1 defined on U, such that the restrictions
map r“"—'y, . vu,u, are uj; then there exists an object  of Cy,(U) such that
the restriction of x to U; is x;.

Gluing conditions for arrows:

For each x, and y in C,,(U), the map defined on sub-objects of U by V —
Hom(z)y,yv) is a sheaf of (n — 1)-categories o

We denote IV, the category whose objects are the elements of the set
{1,...,n} Hom(j1, j2) has one element if j; inferior to js if not it is empty. We
endow it with the topology such that the covering family of [ are the integers
inferior to .

Definition.

An n-category, is a n-pseudo-category, such that for any objects zg, ..., Tp42
of C, for each family of maps w;; : ; — ; such that w; s, Uiyi; = Uiy4s, the
map defined from IN, 12, i = Hom(x;,x0),i = 1,..n + 2 is a sheaf of n — 1-
pseudo-categories whose restrictions functors u;; : Hom(zj, x¢) — Hom(x;, o)
are defined by the 1—maps u;; : x; — z; ®
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