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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to extend existence results for the Coulomb gauge from
standard gauge theory to a non-associative setting. Non-associative gauge theory is
based on smooth loops, which are the non-associative analogs of Lie groups. The
main components of the theory include a finite-dimensional smooth loop L, its tangent
algebra [, a finite-dimensional Lie group W, that is the pseudoautomorphism group
of L, a smooth manifold M with a principal W-bundle P, and associated bundles Q
and A with fibers IL and [, respectively. A configuration in this theory is defined as a
pair (s, ), where s is a section of Q and w is a connection on P. The torsion 7 )
is the key object in the theory, with a role similar to that of a connection in standard
gauge theory. The original motivation for this study comes from G;-geometry, and
the questions of existence of G-structures with particular torsion types. In particular,
given a fixed connection, we prove existence of configurations with divergence-free
torsion, given a sufficiently small torsion in a Sobolev norm.
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1 Introduction

The main goal of this work is to extend results on existence of Coulomb gauge trans-
formations from standard gauge theory to a non-associative setting. One of highly
successful areas at the intersection of differential geometry, analysis, and mathemati-
cal physics is gauge theory, which, as it is well-known, is the study of connections on
bundles with particular Lie groups as the structure groups. In [26], the author initiated
a theory of smooth loops, which are non-associative analogs of Lie groups, and began
the development of gauge theory based on loops, i.e. a non-associative gauge theory.
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The key example of a non-associative smooth loop is the loop of unit octonions. A
non-associative gauge theory has the following components:

1. A finite-dimensional smooth (right) loop L, i.e. a smooth manifold with a right
multiplication diffeomorphism R, defined for every p € L and a distinguished
identity element 1 € L, with tangent algebra [ at identity.

2. A finite-dimensional Lie group W that is the pseudoautomorphism group of I, a
non-associative generalization of an automorphism group.

3. A smooth manifold M with a principal W-bundle P, and associated bundles Q
and A with fibers I and I, respectively. We also define an associated bundle Q'
with fibers diffeomorphic to IL, but with a different action of W (defined in detail
in Sect.2).

4. A configuration is defined by a pair (s, w), where s is a section of Q and w is a
connection on P. Together they define the forsion 769 which is an A-valued
1-form on M. The torsion is then the key object in the theory, in the same way that
a connection is the key object in standard gauge theory.

5. Inaddition to standard gauge transformations of @ by W, we now also have transfor-
mations of s induced by loop multiplication. Both of these kinds of transformations
induce transformations of the torsion.

The original motivation for studying non-associative gauge theories comes from
Go-geometry [24]. A Gj-structure on a 7-dimensional Riemannian manifold is a
reduction of the structure group of the orthornormal frame bundle from SO (7) to G»,
which is the automorphism group of the octonions. A further relationship between
G»-structures and the octonions is that unit norm sections of an octonion bundle
parametrize G-structures that are associated with the same metric, also known as
isometric Go-structures. A defining characteristic of a G,-structure is its torsion, and
one of the unanswered questions in G,-geometry is which torsion types are admissible
within a fixed metric class. One of the main goals in the theory of G;-structures is to
obtain existence results for torsion-free G, -structures, similar to the Yau’s Theorem
[49], that settled the existence question for Calabi—Yau manifolds. While this goal is
formulated in terms of G-structures, the real question is the existence of a Riemannian
metric with holonomy group equal to G;. The fact that for each metric there exists
an entire family of compatible G,-structures presents a degeneracy in this problem.
Some of the existing approaches involve Laplacian flows of G-structures [4, 5, 7-9,
21, 23, 33, 38-40], with the hope of a flow eventually converging to a torsion-free
G, -structure. As shown in [21], the Laplacian flow of a generic G»-structure has a
component that moves within a metric class, and that component is precisely given by
div T, where T is the torsion of the G,-structure, expressed as a 2-tensor, so that taking
the divergence makes sense. Laplacian flows have been more successful for closed
G»-structures, in which case div 7 automatically vanishes, and thus the degeneracy is
resolved. More generally, however, this degeneracy is the source of non-parabolicity
of Laplacian flows, such as in the case of co-closed G;-structures [21]. Therefore, the
condition div 7 = 0 can be regarded as a gauge-fixing condition. Moreover, in [24],
it was found that on a compact manifold, G, -structures with div 7 = 0 are precisely
the critical points of the L?-norm of the torsion when restricted to a fixed metric class.
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As shown in [24, 26], within the loop bundle framework, this is the precise analog of
the Coulomb gauge condition.

Existence of G,-structures with divergence-free torsion has been studied from dif-
ferent perspectives by several authors in [3, 12, 25, 41]. All these approaches relied
on a flow of isometric G -structures (or more generally, geometric structures in [41]
and [13]), and have shown existence of a G>-structure with divergence-free torsion
as a long-term limit of the flow, given sufficiently small pointwise initial torsion or
another quantity, the entropy.

The interpretation of isometric G»-structures as an octonionic non-associative
gauge theory allows to adapt some gauge theory techniques in this setting. Moreover,
without much additional effort, more general loops can be considered, with potential
wider-reaching applications.

In gauge theory there are a number of versions of local and global existence results
for connections in the Coulomb gauge, depending on the desired regularity [11, 14-17,
47, 48]. In this paper we use the Quantitative Implicit Function Theorem for Banach
Spaces, as given in [17], to prove the following main result.

Theorem A Suppose 1L is a smooth compact loop with tangent algebra | and pseu-
doautomorphism group V. Let (M, g) be a closed, smooth Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 2, and let P be a V-principal bundle over M and let A be the asso-
ciated vector bundle to P with fibers isomorphic to l. Let w be a smooth connection
on P. Also, suppose k is a non-negative integer and r > 0 such that kr > n. Then,
there exist constants § € (0, 1] and K € (0, 00), such that if s € I (Q) is a smooth
defining section for which

], <
Wwk—L.r ’

then there exists a section A € Wk (Q’) , such that
(dw)* T(As,w) — 0’

where d® is the exterior covariant derivative with respect to the connection w, and

o, <8l (ol )

Wk—l.r Wk—l,r

If moreover, (k — 1)r > n, then A is smooth.

Given a 7-manifold M with a Gj-structure ¢, recall from [24], that an octonion
bundle on M can be defined as OM = A® @ T M with a product induced from the
G,-structure. Then the set of unit sections of QM , the unit octonion bundle UOM can
be regarded as a loop bundle, which each section V € I' (UOM) defining an isometric
G-structure @y with torsion 7(V). Then, Theorem A, can be reformulated specifically
for G,-structures, to give the following result for existence of smooth G-structures
with divergence-free torsion.
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Theorem B Suppose M is a closed T-dimensional manifold with a smooth G-structure
@ with torsion T with respect to the Levi-Civita connection V. Suppose UOM is the
corresponding unit octonion bundle. Also, suppose k is a positive integer and r is a
positive real number such that kr > 1. Then, there exist constants 6 € (0, 1] and
K € (0,00), such that if T satisfies

1T lwer <8,

then there exists a smooth section V. € I' (UOM) , such that
divr™") =0

and

[T < KTl (14171, ) (1.2)

The results presented in this paper are of interest and importance in their own
right, but perhaps even more crucially, they show that some well-known results
and techniques from classical gauge theory can be reinterpreted and adapted in a
non-associative setting. In particular, this may open the door to some analogues of
Uhlenbeck compactness and a better understanding of the torsion of non-associative
gauge theories. Furthermore, a non-associative version of Yang-Mills equations can be
considered. Moreover, any such advances will give immediate results in G;-geometry.

The structure of this paper is the following. In Sect.2, we give an overview of
smooth loops, extending [26]. We give the basic properties of a smooth loop L, define
the pseudoautomorphism group W and the tangent algebra [ at identity. The algebra [is
a generalization of a Lie algebra, but due to the non-associativity of L does not satisfy
the Jacobi identity. Similarly as for Lie algebras, there is a notion of an exponential
map. There is however a family of brackets [-, -] on [, defined for each point s € L.
For later use, we also give estimates for the exponential and adjoint maps. In particular,
we analyze solutions of the following initial value problem for [-valued maps 7 (¢) :

dn(t) _ (expy (t€)s)
10 = [, 0 (1)) 1
{ L0 =1 ’ o

where £ € [and s € L.

In Sect. 3, we switch attention to loop-valued maps. In particular, given a smooth
manifold M, consider a map s : M — L. Using this map, we may define prod-
ucts of L-valued maps and brackets of [-valued maps. Then, using the right quotient,
translating the differential ds to the tangent space at 1 € I, we obtain an [-valued
1-form 65 on M, which is the analogue of the Darboux derivative of Lie group-valued
maps [45]. The differentials of various operations defined by s are then expressed in
terms of ;. Suppose A (t) = exp, (&) for some [-valued map &. We show that 64,
satisfies a non-homogeneous version of (1.3).

Further, we define Sobolev spaces of maps from M, and show in Lemma
3.10 that, similarly as for Lie groups, s € W%’ (M,L) if and only if 6; €
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wk=Lr (M, T*M ®I) . Using the evolution equation satisfied by 64 ;s then allows us
to obtain Sobolev space estimates of 64(;)s and other quantities that satisfy equations
based on (1.3).

Theorem C Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold and 1L is a smooth compact
loop. Suppose k is a positive integer and r is a positive real number such that kr >
n=dimM.Lets € Wk (M, L) and & € wkr (M, 1), and suppose A = exp; (§) .
Then,

1645 [l < eCRlIENCO (@k + @) , (1.4)

where © = ||0slwi-1.r + IEllwrr, C is constant that depends only on L, and <
denotes inequality up to a universal constant factor

Similarly, if X = X (1), where X () is 1 -parameter family of l-valued maps that
satisfies

a'X(Z) é X(t)]A(t)s +Y
{ X(O) Xo,

or l-valued maps Xy and Y, then,
Jf D
IXllwer < e (k+ DIl o (||X0||wk,r + Y ||Wk,r) <®k " @) . (L.5)

In Sect.4, we introduce a principal W-bundle P over a compact manifold M, and
then apply the above results to W-equivariant maps from P to a loop L and other related
spaces. This immediately then allows to consider sections of bundles over M that are
associated to P. In particular, suppose we have a connection w on P and suppose s is
a section of the associated loop bundle Q, with fibers diffeomorphic to L. It uniquely
corresponds to a W -equivariant map s : P — L, and thus we obtain the equivariant
[-valued 1-form 65 on P. On the other hand, the connection w defines a decomposition
of T'P into vertical and horizontal subspaces. Therefore, we may compose 65 with
the horizontal projection to obtain a basic, i.e. horizontal and equivariant [-valued
1-form on P. This then corresponds to a section of a bundle over M, and gives us the
torsion T*®) of the configuration (s, ) . Defining fiberwise loop multiplication, we
see that all the possible configurations with a fixed w may be obtained by multiplying
s by some section A. Therefore, the loop gauge transformations are precisely the
transformations s — As. Moreover, as it was already known previously, [24-27, 41],
given appropriate algebraic conditions on the loop, the critical points of the functional
s fM IT(S"") |2 vol are precisely the sections s for which (d®)* T¢®) = 0, which
relates to the previous discussion on divergence-free torsion and the Coulomb gauge.

Considering the transformations of s of the form s — exp, (§) s, for [-valued
sections &, and using the loop exponential map, as developed in Sect. 2, the quantity
T (exp; (15)5.0) i then shown to satisfy an ODE with the homogeneous part of the form
(1.3). This allows to rewrite T (x5 (§)5 @) i terms of the evolution operator for (1.3).
The equation (d®)* T (s ()s.@) — () is then written as a second-order PDE for E.
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This operator then defines a smooth functions between appropriate Banach spaces
of sections of vector bundles, which allows to apply the Implicit Function Theorem
from [17], to show existence of solutions for sufficiently small initial 7¢*) in an
appropriate Sobolev norm, and thus prove Theorem A.

In Sect.5, we carefully apply the general theory of smooth loops to the particular
case of Gj-structures, and then Theorem B follows as an immediate corollary of
Theorem A.

2 Smooth Loops

For a detailed introduction to smooth loops, the reader is referred to [26]. The reader
can also refer to [29, 34, 43, 44, 46] for a discussion of these concepts.

Definition 2.1 A loop L is a set with a binary operation p - ¢ with identity 1, and
compatible left and right quotients p\g and p/q, respectively.

In particular, existence of quotients is equivalent to saying that for any ¢ € L, the
left and right product maps L, and R, are invertible maps. Restricting to the smooth
category, we obtain the definition of a smooth loop.

Definition 2.2 A smooth loop is a smooth manifold L. with a loop structure such that
the left and right product maps are diffeomorphisms of L.

Remark 2.3 In this paper we will not use the left quotient, so in fact everything that
follows also holds true for smooth right loops, i.e. where only the right quotient is
defined, but the left product is not necessarily invertible. However, for brevity, we
will keep referring to loops, rather than right loops. It should be noted that the choice
between left and right loops is arbitrary and is simply a matter of convention.

Example 2.4 Suppose G is a Lie group with a Lie subgroup H and consider the left
quotient K = H\G. Suppose o : K —> G is a section of G, regarded as a bundle over
K. In particular, o maps each right coset to a particular representative of that coset.
Suppose o (H) = 1. A product structure on K is then given by

(Ha) o (Hb) = Ha (o (Hb)). @2.1)

Consider the equation (Hx) o (Ha) = Hb, Since ¢ is a section, we can see right
away that we have a unique solution Hx = Hb (o (Ha))~'. Thus, (K, o) has right
division, and is thus a right loop [34, 43]. To define left division, and hence to obtain

a full loop structure, the section has to satisfy additional conditions [43, Proposition
1.6].

Example 2.5 Conversely, suppose (K, o) is a (smooth) right loop. Let G be the group
generated by the set of right translations of K and let H be the stabilizer subgroup of
1 € K in G. Assume G has a right action on K. Define the section o : I\ — G
given by o (Hg) = (Rg—l(l))_l € G for any g € G. It is then easy to see [34, Sect.
2.B] that (2.1) recovers the right loop structure on K.
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Remark 2.6 AsExamples?2.4and 2.5 above show, loops are always obtained as sections
of groups. A partial classification of topological and smooth loops in given in [43],
but a full classification is an open problem. The conditions for a smooth right loops
are less restrictive, so they are expected to be more plentiful.

Example 2.7 A loop is a rather general algebraic structure, however sometimes there
are several progressively stronger partial associativity assumptions. Here is a list of
some of the ones that we will be referring to:

1. Power-associativity Any element p € IL generates a subgroup of L. Power-
associativity allows to unambiguously define integer powers p” of elements.

2. (Left)-alternative For any p,q € L, p - pqg = pp - q. Similarly we can define the
right-alternative property (i.e. ¢ - pp = gp - p). If L is both left-alternative and
right-alternative, then it is said to be alternative.

3. (Left)-power-alternative For any p,q € L, p* (plq) = pktlg, for any non-
negative integers k, /. Similarly, we can define right-power-alternative loops.

4. Moufang loop A loop is a Moufang loop if it satisfies the identities (2.2) for any
p,q,r € L. In particular, Moufang loops are alternative.

p(g-pr)=(p-qp)r. (2.2a)
(pg-r)g=pQ@r-q. (2.2b)

5. Group: clearly any associative loop is a group.

Definition 2.8 A pseudoautomorphism of a smooth loop L is a diffeomorphism 4 :
L — L for which there exists another diffeomorphism 4’ : . — L, known as the
partial pseudoautomorphism corresponding to /, such that for any p, g € L,

h(pg) =h"(p)h(q). (2.3)

In particular, ' = R;(ll) ohandh’ (1) = 1. Theelement i (1) € LLis the companion
of &’. From (2.3), we also see the following property of 4" with respect to quotients:

h'(p/q) =h(p)/h(q). 2.4

It is easy to see that the sets of pseudoautomorphisms and partial pseudoautomor-
phisms are both groups. Denote the former by W and the latter by W’. We also see that
the automorphism group of the loop L is the subgroup H C W which is the stabilizer
of 1 e L.

Remark 2.9 To avoid introducing additional notation, but at the risk of some ambiguity,
we will use the same notation L to denote the underlying manifold, the loop, and the
G-set with the full action of W. However, since L also admits the action of ¥/, if a
distinction between the G-sets is needed, we will use L’ to denote the set L with the
action of W/,
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Letr € L, then we may define a modified product o, onL via po, g = (p - qr)/r,
so that I equipped with product o, will be denoted by (L, o,), the corresponding
quotient will be denoted by /. We have the following properties [26].

Lemma 2.10 Let h € V. Then, for any p,q,r € L,
Wpor)=h (o k' @ K (p/ra) =1 () kol @) . (2.5)
Also, forany A € L,
(por(gorA)/rA=poarqg. (2.6)

Lemma 2.11 Suppose A (t) and B (t) are smooth curves in I with A (tg) = Ao and
B (t9) = By, then

d
— o, (Ao/Bo- B (1) /Bo| . (2.7)

=1y

—dAt B
== (t) /Bo

dAl‘Bt
AW /B

t=to =1y

Consider the tangent space [ :=T1L at 1 € L. For any ¢ € L, the pushforward
(Ry), of the right translation map R, defines a linear isomorphism from [ to 7, L.
In particular, let us denote the linear map (Rq)*|1 : I — T,LL by pg;, and corre-

spondingly, (Rq_1> ‘1 1Ty — by p, !, Similarly, for left multiplication, define
%
g = (Lq)* |1 : [ — T,LL. On a smooth right loop, A, will not necessarily be invert-

ible. The corresponding maps with respect to the product o, will be denoted by R(r),
(r) 4 ()
Pg s Ag .

Definition 2.12 Forany & € [, define the fundamental vector field p (§) forany g € L,
GRS

The above definition of the fundamental vector field is the analog of a right-invariant
vector field in Lie theory. However, in the loop case, although this vector field is canon-
ical in some sense, it is not invariant under right translations. We use fundamental

vector fields to define the loop exponential map.

Definition 2.13 Suppose L is a smooth loop and suppose g € LL. Then, given & € I,
for sufficiently small ¢, define

p (1) =exp, (t§)q. (2.8)

to be the solution of the equation

dp(t)
d_:p(éﬂp(t) 2.9
{p(t0)=q ' @9
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Equivalently, p () = exp, (t§) satisfies

dp(t) (q)
=0 ®l5) | (2.10)
p (0) =1

Remark 2.14 In general, the solution exp,, will only be defined in a neighborhood of
0 € [, however as shown in [36, 42], if the loop L is power-associative, so that powers
of an element p € L associate, then p (nh) = p (h)" can be defined unambiguously.
We will show this from a different perspective further below. This can then be used to
define the solution p (¢) for all ¢, and thus this extends exp, to all of [.

Let us consider d exp,, . From the definition of exp,, for any § € [, have

d
dexp,|, (€) = P (9] =& 2.11)
=0

In particular, exp, is smooth and since the identity map is a linear isomorphism, by
the Inverse Function Theorem, we have the following.

Lemma 2.15 Foranyq € L, themap exp,, : | —> Lis alocal diffeomorphism around
Oel

Remark 2.16 To distinguish the different exponential maps on [, we will use a subscript
to denote with respect to which element of L the exponential map is used. For any
qgel,y@ = exp, (t&) is a curve on IL with y (0) = 1 and y’ (0) = &, so when
only infinitesimal behavior is needed, such as when computing differentials, we will
drop the subscript since then it does not matter which particular exponential function
is used.

On smooth loops, we can define an analog of the Lie group Maurer—Cartan form.

Definition 2.17 [26] The Maurer—Cartan form @ is an [-valued 1-form on L, such that
for any vector field X, and any p € L, 6 (X)|, = p,' (X,) € L Equivalently, for
any§ €, 0 (p(§)) =§.

The loop Maurer—Cartan form allows us to define brackets on I. For each p € L
define the bracket [-, -]”) given for any &, n € [ by

[E.0P =—=0p&.pMDI,.

As shown in [26, Theorem 3.7], we can equivalently define

»_ 4
[&.7]" = (Ad(xpo@ V)‘

d2
= 277 &P (t&) op exp (ty) o
2
~ i &P (ty) op exp (2§) . (2.12)
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where, for p, g € L, Adép ). [ —> [is the differential at 1 € L of the conjugation
map r — (qo,7)/pq €L.

Remark 2.18 In [26], the conjugation map r (q op r) /pg was denoted by Ad((f ),

and its differential as (Adép ) ) . However here we adopt notation that is more in line
*
with standard usage in Lie theory.

Definition 2.19 The vector space [ equipped with the bracket [-, -]?) is known as the
loop tangent algebra P

Since foreach p € L we have abracket[-, -]”) on [, we can define the corresponding
bracket function.

Definition 2.20 The bracket function b : . —> [ ® A*[* is the map that takes p
[-, 1% € [® A2I*, so that b (0, 6) is an [-valued 2-form on L, i.e. b (0, 8) € 2 (I).

Definition 2.21 For any 5, y, & € [, and p € L, the associator [-, -, 1P on (P s
given by

(2.13)

d3
(7. v, 5](p) = Jidrde &P (tn) op (exp (z'y) op exp (t&))

3
 dtdtdt

t,7,7'=0

(exp (Tn) op exp (r’y)) op exp (1§)

t,7,7/=0

Moreover, define mixed associators between elements of I and [. An (L, L, ) -
associator is defined for any p, g € L and £ € [ as

[p.a. 619 = (LY 0 L) &= (L4),) & € TpougL 2.14)

and an (I, [, l)-associator is defined foran p € L and n, & € [ as

d
[p,n, 19 = 72 (P o (exp (1) o5 exp (7£)))

t,7=0

, (2.15)

t,7=0

d
~ Tde ((p o5 exp (1)) o5 exp (t§))

where we see that [p, 1, & ](S) € TpLL. Similarly, for other combinations. Also define
the left-alternating associator a : . —> [ @ A2[* ® [*, given by

ap (7,8 =[n.v.€]" = [y.n.£]". (2.16)

Remark 2.22 From the definitions of the associators, it is easy to see that if (I, oy) is
power-associative, given § € [, associators with any combinations of £ and exp, (¢§) ,
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for any values of 7, in the three entries, will vanish. For example,

[£,6,6]% =0 (2.172)
£, &, exp, (t6)]®) =0 (2.17b)
[£, exp, (1) . exp, (z6)] =0, 2.17¢)

as well as any permutations.
Similarly, if (IL, oy) is left-power-alternative then associators with any combination
of £ and exp, (¢£) in the first two entries will vanish, for example

[, 61" =0 (2.18a)
&, exp, (t&) , ] =0 (2.18b)
[exp, (16) , exp, (z8), 7] =0, (2.18¢)

for any n € [ and similarly with the third entry replaced by an element of L.
From [26] we cite several useful properties of these brackets and associators.

Theorem 2.23 ([26, Theorem 3.20]) Suppose p,s € L, and &, n € 1. Then the bracket
[-, - 1P%) is related to [-, -] via the expression

-1
(£ P =15 + (pf)) a0, p). 2.19)

Theorem 2.24 ([26, Theorem 3.10]) The form 0 satisfies
1
do = Eb @,0), (2.20)

where wedge product of 1-forms is implied. Also, for any &, n € [, we have
db(§,m) =a(.n,0). (2.21)
It follows that £, n, y € |, the generalized Jacobi identity is satisfied:

Jac® (&, n,y) = a5 (€,1,y) +as (0, v, &) + a5 (v, £, 1), (2.22)

where

RI0) 10) (s)
Jac® (&, 1, y) = [é, [n. y](y)] + [n, [v. S](Y)] + [y, [, n](“)] .
(2.23)
Remark 2.25 Equation (2.20) is the loop Maurer—Cartan equation. The key difference
from the Maurer—Cartan equation on Lie groups is that on non-associative loops, b (s)

is non-constant on I, unlike on Lie groups, where there is a unique bracket on the
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Lie algebra, and hence b (s) is constant. In particular, the non-constant b leads to a
non-trivial associator (2.21) and may lead to the failure of the standard Jacobi identity
to hold.

With respect to the action of W, the bracket and the associator satisfy the following
properties.

Lemma2.26 Ifh € ¥ and q € L, then, forany &, n,y €|,

1,16, M@ = [1.g, h,n]"@
1, [0, v]Y = [n.& Win, Wy ]9

If A (¢t) is a path on L, with A (t9) = Ao, and %A () /A0|t=l() = & e [, then for any
p.qel,

d
Poand|  =1p,q, 8% € Ty, L. (2.24)
t 1=ty
Also, foranyn, y €1,
d A
—[n.v] O =ap 7. 8) (2.25)
t =ty

Proof The first part is given in [26, Lemma 3.17]. To show (2.24), consider

d

d
TP eand - = 7 (pgA®) /A0

1=ty

d
— —((poaq)-AW) /Ao

d
=7 (p(gA (1)) /Ao dt 1=ty

t=ty

where we’ve used (2.7). Now,

(P (qA (1)) /Ao = (p (q (A (1) /Ao - Ag) /Ao - Ap)) /Ao
= poa, (q0a, (A1) /Ap))
((poaeq)-A®) /Ao = (poayq)oa, (A)/Ao).

Hence,

d
il = — A(t)/A
dfpo(t)qzzro 7, P ©40 (q 0a (A (1) /Ap))

d

- (P oy q) oag (A (1) /Ao)

=0

t=0
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To show (2.25), we could use (2.21), but more directly, we can obtain it from the
definition, using (2.12):

d2

drdt
d2

" drdt

[ v]4 = (2.26)

exp (t1) oa) exp (t'y)

7,7/=0

exp (t'y) oaq) exp (tn)

7,7/=0

Then, from (2.24),

d
o exp (1) oA(r) €Xp (r/y) |t:t0 = [exp (1), exp ('C/)/) , E](AO)

d

——exp (¢'y) oa exp (xm)|,_, = [exp ('y) exp (rn) . §

(Ao)
dt ]

and from the definition (2.13), we obtain (2.25). m]

Let& € land s € L. Also let A (f) = exp, (¢£) for ¢ in some interval / C R that
contains 0. Then consider a family 7 (z) € [ that satisfies the following initial value
problem:

dn(t) (A(1)s)
= [£.7 ()] 59
{ 7 (0) = o (227

(A()s)
ad'g

In other words, this is linear first-order ODE 1 = n, so for all t € I there

exists an evolution operator U ) (t) e GL (1), with U g(s) (0) = idy, such that
n (@) = U (1) no. (2.28)

From standard ODE theory, recall that if /, 7" € I, then Ugs) (t”) Ué(s) (r’)f1 is the
evolution operator from 7’ to 7”7 and is given by:

uf () U ()" =idi+ / ad{ 199 gy
+ Z/ / / d((CXpS mE)s ) d((epr né)s )dl .dty.

(2.29)

The following properties of U s(‘v) (t) follow immediately.

Lemma 2.27 The evolution operator Ués) (t) satisfies the following properties:

. U(S) (1) = UE(S) (tt), foranyt and T, as long as exp; (t§) and exp, (vt§) are both
deﬁned.
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2. U (1§ =¢.
3. If L is compact, and | is equipped with an inner product, then in a compatible
operator norm, there exists a constant C = sup,y, |bs| , such

—1 . "_
U () Ul ()" =iy = eI, (2.30)
Proof Item 1 follows from a change of variables in (2.27). For item 2, consider
X =0 0§ -¢.

Then,

ax @ d(UP s }
dt(t) - ( Edt ) - [g,Ué)(t)g

= [£, X (1)] A0

](A(zm

since [£, £14) = 0. Hence, X (1) = U (1) X (0) . but X (0) = 0, s0 X () = 0 for

all ¢.
_L,//
‘U“) U () id[)fexp / a dr) -1
.[/

For the estimate, from (2.29), we obtain
< exp <|f” —7'| |§] Sup|bs|> -1
sell

((exps
dg

Now, s +> |bs| is a smooth real-valued map on a compact manifold, and is
hence bounded. Therefore, there exists a constant C = sup,., |bs| and hence

< C. Thus,

SUP;e(0,1] ‘b(expS 1€)s

09 () 0 ()" — 0] = N,
O

Remark 2.28 Since Us(s) (t) = Ul(g) (1), for brevity let us denote the operator Us(s) (1)
by U[(g).

If [ is a Lie algebra, then adéA(m) = adg is independent of 7, and then Ut(g ) —

exp (t adg) = Adexp ¢ - In the non-associative case, this is no longer true in general,
but needs additional assumptions, as Theorem 2.29 below shows.
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Theorem2.29 Let s € L, &, € [, and A (t) = exp, (t§). Suppose Ut(g) is the

evolution operator for the equation (2.27) as in (2.28). Then,

t -1 —1
AdS) = U + Ufg)/o (UT(?) (p/(:()r)> ([g, A (r),n](”> dr. (231)

Moreover,

1. If L is compact, and | is equipped with an inner product, then in a compatible
operator norm, there exists a constant C that depends only on L, such that,

(s) (%)
AdA(t) —Ul%.

<cC (eC gl _ 1) . (2.32)
2. If (IL, oy) is left-power-alternative, then

®) )
AdY), =UY. (2.33)

3. If (L, oy) is both left-power-alternative and right-power-alternative, then
AdY),) = exp (rad”). (2.34)

Proof Let x (t) = Adggt) n and note that x (0) = 5. Then, consider the derivative of
x (t) . Let B (t) = exp, (tn) . From (2.10) we have

dA (1) (s) d
dt = Paw) (m) = EB (t) oy A (1)

=0

Then, using (2.7) we have

DO L4 oy BN AW
di didt os (B(1))) /s o
d? ,
= S (A() o A®) o5 (B () /A (1) L
2
e (A O BED AW o (A[F) o AODAD|
-1
= (o) e A, M
d / (s)
+— (A (') o (AdA(t) nos A (t))) [sAo)| (2.35)
d /
_ d_T(Adggt) nos (A(t)) o5 A(1))/sA (1) .

@ Springer



7 Page 16 0of 61 S. Grigorian

Using (2.6), the second term in (2.35) becomes

d
= —A (‘L'/) OA(r)s X (1)

(A o (A oy A®)) AW T

/=0
and similarly, the third term in (2.35) becomes
L AdD o (A(T)os ADO)N/AW)| = O onms A (')
dz A(D) 1 Og s s o = dr’ A(t)s -E/:()'
Using (2.12) we then conclude that
dx (1)
O e~ (05) A, (2:36)

This is an inhomogeneous linear first order ODE. The homogeneous part is precisely
(2.27), and hence we obtain precisely (2.31).
For the estimate, suppose L is compact. Then, using (2.31 ) and (2.30), we have

U“) (v¥) 1‘ ’(pﬁ,’(),))_l (A, -]“))’dr

-1
Clg|(t—1) () . 16)
s|s|/0e () (ta @ 1) e

However, (A, s) — ‘pgl ([~, A, ~](s))‘ is a real-valued function on a compact mani-

(s) (s)
dA(t) _Uts

fold, and hence there exists a constant C” which is the supremum of this function over
L x L. Hence,

(s) ()
|Ad%), U

IA

t
c' |§|/ LCIEN—0) g2
0

= S (e ).

Renaming the constant C, we get (2.32).
Now if (I, o) is left-power-alternative, the second term on the right hand side of
(2.36) vanishes, since

£, A @), M = [& exp, 18), 1] =0.
Then, Ad A(I) n satisfies the homogeneous equation, so the solution is just Ad(v( A=
Ut(g)n.

Suppose now (L, o5) is both left-power-alternative and right-power-alternative.
From (2.19), we have

1
(£, 1400 = 6,5 017 + (pf))) @ € x (1), AD).
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If (L, oy) is left-power-alternative, then first of all, the associator is skew-symmetric
in the first two entries, so

as (£,x (1), A1) = —2[x (1), &, A (],

however due to right-power-alternativity, [x (1), &, exp; (;g)](” = 0. Hence, in this
case,

&, x 014V =[5, x )]V
Then, x (¢) satisfies the first order homogeneous ODE with constant coefficients:

dx (1)
dt

=ad” (x (1)) .
so Ug (t) = exp (t adé”) and hence the solution is now

x (1) = exp (t adés)) n

Corollary 2.30 If (L, oy) is power-associative, then

®)
L Adep,ue§ =6

2. exp; (2t§) = exp; (1§) o5 exp; (1§) .

Proof From (2.31),
1
Adjyl, & = U8 + U“’/O (U) " oaty (5 A . 619)ar. @37)
However, by power-associativity (2.17),

5. A (D). §19 = [& exp, (¢6) . §] =0
Hence, using Lemma 2.27, we obtain
( (s)
Al 6 =ULE =¢.
For the second part, define

r(t) = exp, (t&§) oexp, (&) .
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Then, informally, we write

dr (1)
dt

= exp; (1€) o (& oy exp; (1€))
+ (& oy expy (t§)) oy exp, () .

Now using power-associativity, we see that & associates with exp, (#§) and since

Adg)pS 8) & = &, moreover £ and exp, (t§) commute. Hence, we can rewrite
dr (1)
T = 26 05 (expy (18) oy exp, (18)) = 25 o5 r ().

The solution is thus
r (1) = exp; (218),
so by uniqueness of solutions we then have the needed equality. O

Remark 2.31 Corollary 2.30 thus shows that indeed, power-associativity allows to
extend exp, (t&) for all . This is a slightly different proof of this fact compared to
[36, 42]. The result from Corollary 2.30 also allows to conclude that if (L, o) is
power-associative, then

exp, (t€) os exp, (&) = exp, ((t + 1) &). (2.38)

Theorem 2.32 Suppose & (t) is a path in |, with derivative & (t), then

d ®) © [ (e V7
7 (expe € () Zpe;px(so))Uszt)/o (Ur§<t>> §@dr.

Moreover,

1. If (L, oy) is left-power-alternative, then

d ®) g -
0 € 0) =38 o [ (A ) EO

2. If (IL, oy) is both left-power-alternative and right-power-alternative, then

d (s) ! )¢
o (expy (6 (1)) = Nexp, (1)) /0 exp (—‘L’ ads(t)) £ () dr.

Proof Using a similar approach as in the Lie group case, let

-1 9
I(t.1)= (p;j(i%(rs(m) o exp, (76 (1).
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We can write this (somewhat informally) as

a
(1) = (5 exp; (7€ (t))> /s exp; (& (1)) (2.39)

Note that I" (0, ) = 0. Then, consider

ar
at

a
<§ (5 (1) o exp, (1€ (t)))) /s exp; (& (1))

— (T (r, 1) 04 (& (t) oy exp; (1€ (1)))) /s expy (€ (1))
a

= i?) (é (®) Os o7 exps (r§ (t))) /s exp, (T& (1))
—I' (7, 1) oexp,(z(1))s 5 (1)

)

Y

+ [ (1), T (7, 1)]PPs(FE@s

For each ¢, the homogeneous part of ODE is precisely (2.27), and since the initial
condition is I" (0, ) = 0, we find that the solution of the inhomogeneous equation is

T 198 (1)
() )
[(z,1)= Urs(z)/ (UT’E(O) at av’

Setting T = 1, we obtain

-1y 0 (1)
() (5) (S) -1
(pexpx(so))) 37 &Ps 6 (1) = Ugq) (1) f Ugin (7)) =,

The special cases now follow immediately from (2.33) and (2.34). m|

Corollary 2.33 Let &, n € 1, then

—1 1
-1
(o53,c)  dexpl. on=uf ) / Ul («) " nar. (2.40)
0
Moreover, if I is compact, given a norm on | and a corresponding operator norm,

< Cll 1, (2.41)

-1
‘(péf(; g) dexpx|é —id;

where C > 0 is a constant that depends on L.

Proof The expression (2.40) follows directly from Theorem 2.32. We thus have

1 1 _1
(o5h,c)  dexpy —idi= /0 <U§“) (v) - id;) dv'. (242
From (2.42) we then obtain (2.41). O
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Let us now explore the dependence of exp, on s. In particular, suppose we have a
smooth 1-parameter family s (t), with s (0) = s € IL and %s (T)|r=0 = ps(n) €
IL, with nn € [. For each 7, p (7, T) = expy(q (§) satisfies

dpt,t) _ (s(7))
i = P Ol (2.43)
pO0,7)=1

Now for each ¢, %p (t, T)|r:O € Ty(1,0)LL, so define

(2.44)

_ (. Y14
o0 = (ko) gp @O =0
d
= d—(l?(l, 7) /sp (t,0)
T

)

=0

so that in particular, o (¢) € .

Lemma 2.34 Let A (t) = exp, (t§), then the quantity o (t) is given by
o0 = (U - Ay, )n. (2.45)

In particular, if (L, oy) is left-power-alternative, then o (t) = 0 for all t.

Proof From (2.43), we have

dp (t, 1)
Pd _ p(s(r)) (&)
t p(.7)

d
= % exps(,) (85) OS(T) 14 (tv T)

e=0

>

e=0

d
= %p (87 T) OS(‘[) p (t’ f)

and therefore,

do (1)  d*
dt - M(P(I’T)/sp(t,o))
2

d
= = (P D osw p(1.D) [sp (1.0)

2

dedt

=0

(2.46)

e,7=0

(p(t.7)/sp (1,0) 05 (p(e,0) 05 p(1,0)) /sp (¢, 0) ,

&,7=0

where we used the derivative of the quotient formula (2.7) and also the fact that
p(0,7) = 1 for all 7. Noting that for any 7, é%p(s, T)’s:o = &, consider the
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first term of (2.46):
d2
dedt

(P (&, D) o5y p (1, 7)) /5p (2, 0)

&,7=0
2

d
= = (P Do) p (1, D) /sp (1,0)

2

d
= = (P (.0 00y p (1.0)) /5p (1,0)

2
dedt

e, =0

e,7=0

+ (p(&,0) 05 p(1,7)) /sp (¢, 0)

e,7=0
Now,

2
dedt

! N
(’Oé;i) (l‘&)) [é’ €XPs (té) ’ 7]]( )

2

X
dedt
2

d
=7 (p(&,0) 05 (p(t,7) /sp(£,0)) 05 p(2,0)) /5p(2,0)
edt
2

(P (£,0) o5y p (1,0)) /sp (¢, 0)

e,7=0

(p(,0) o5 p(t, 7)) /sp(£,0)

eg,7=0

&,7=0

d
= P &0 opwos (P (1.0) /5p (1, 0)

e,7=0
The second term of (2.46) gives

2
dedt

(p,t)/sp(t,0)05 (p(e,0) 05 p(2,0))) /sp (2,0)

e,7=0
2

d
= Toa7 P60 [sp (. 0) op0ys p (2, 0)

e,7=0

Overall, (2.46) becomes

do (1) d?
= P (&,0) 0pi0)s (p (2, 7) /5p (2,0))
dt dedrt PSS : 6720
d e,7=0

( (;g)) E expy (1), n]()

= [£, 0 (1)](*P:(E)9) 1 (,og(; (tg))i [£. exp, (8), n](s) )
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This is precisely the Eq. (2.36) satisfied by — Adifgt) n, however with initial condition
o (0) = 0. Therefore, the solution is

o = (Vg —Adfi,)n

If (L, oy) is left-power-associative, then from Theorem 2.29, Adﬁf()t) = Ut(g ), and thus

o (t) =0 for all z. m]

We will assume that group W of pseudoautomorphisms of L is a finite-dimensional
Lie group, and suppose the Lie algebras of W and Hy; = Aut (L, oy) are p and by,
respectively. In particular, b is a Lie subalgebra of p. Also, we will assume that W
acts transitively on LL. The action of W on L induces an action of the Lie algebra p on
[, which we will denote by -.

Definition 2.35 Define the map ¢ : L. —> [ ® p* such that foreach s € L and y € p,

d
os (y) = E(Gpr ty)()/s| €l (2.47)
t=0

where exp,, is the exponential map on the Lie algebra p.

Lemma 2.36 ([26, Theorem 3.25]) The map ¢ as in (2.47) is equivariant with respect
to corresponding actions of V, in particular forh € W, s € I, y € p, we have

Onis) (Adp), y) = (B), 05 (7). (2.48)
Moreover, the image of s is |) and the kernel is b5, and hence, p = b, @ ().
Lemma 2.37 ([26, Lemmas 3.33 and 3.35]) Suppose & € pand n,y € |, then

E-ny]Y =[Eny]V + e v]Y +a,my.0€)  (249)
E-ps(n) =195 &)+ (. 1],) + o5 &), os M. (2.49b)

Similarly as for Lie groups, we may define a Killing form K on [). For &, € [,
we have

KO € n) = Tr (adf? 0ad?) (2.50)

where o is just composition of linear maps on [ and adg) () = [&, ]9, Clearly K®)
is a symmetric bilinear form on [. In [26] it is shown that for 2 € W, and &, € [it
satisfies K ")) (n,&, hn) = K (&, n).

General criteria for a loop algebra to admit a non-degenerate Killing form are
currently not known, but it is known [37] that for a semisimple Malcev algebra, the
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Killing form is non-degenerate. A Malcev algebra is the tangent algebra of a Moufang
loop, and is an alternative algebra that also satisfies the following identity [36, 42]:

[E, v, [, n]“)]m = [[é, yon]®, S](S) : 2.51)

Moreover, in this case, K is p-invariant and ad®-invariant [26]. Suppose s (t) =
exp, (ty) s, then from (2.25), we see that generally,

dKG®) d (s())
— (@)
— 6= (Tr ([5 6,100 )) 2.52)

=2Tr ([%—v Aas(t) (‘5;:9 '7 J/)](S(t))) .

In the special case of L. being a Moufang loop, and thus every [*) being a Malcev
algebra, we have the following.

Lemma 2.38 Suppose L is a Moufang loop. Then, K is independent of s and for
each y € |, then map adgf) is skew-adjoint with respect to K.

Proof If L is Moufang, then any (I, oy) is also a Moufang loop, and hence for any s, [*)
is a Malcev algebra. Since a Malcev algebra is alternative, a® G,y =21, ~](S) ,

and is moreover totally skew-symmetric. In particular, the Malcev identity (2.51) can
be written as

as (7,16 mY) = [as €. 7. . €] (2.53)

In particular, taking the trace, we get

Tras (S’ Y [gr ](?)) =Tr [aS (S’ Vs ) ’ %—](Y)

= —Tr [as (é? Y, [gv ])](S)
o (2.54)

Then, (2.52) gives dK;i(t)) (£, &) = 0. This shows that K is constant on L.

For the second part, from the generalized Jacobi identity (2.22), we obtain

K© ([% e ,5) — K (,7, [v. §]<S>) (2.55)

+Tr [T], Ay (" gv J’) +as (&7 Y ) +as (V» " ";:)](s)

+Tr [S’ ds ('7 n, ]/) + ag (Tl, Vs ) + ag (V’ ] 77)](?) .
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However, for an alternative algebra, this simplifies to

K® ([% n]". «5) =—-K® (n, [v. &](S)) (2.56)
$3Tr [n, a5 (& )] +3Te[€, a5 ()]

The second line is symmetric in & and 7, so it is sufficient to consider the case & = 7.
Indeed, for & = n,using (2.54 ), this vanishes, so we get

K® (ad;” 7 s) — _K® (n, ady s) . (2.57)
O

Remark 2.39 Note that in Lemma 2.38, we only used the trace of the Malcev identity.
The non-degeneracy of the Killing form in a semi-simple Malcev algebra also hinges
on the property (2.57), same as for semi-simple Lie algebras. This suggests that weaker
conditions could be sufficient for these key properties.

3 Loop-Valued Maps

Let M be a smooth, n -dimensional manifold and let s : M — L be a smooth
map. The map s can be used to define a product on " -valued maps from M and
a corresponding bracket on [-valued maps. Indeed, let A, B : M — I  and &, 1 :
M — [ be smooth maps, then at each x € M, define

Asl, = Aysy € L (3.1a)
Aoy Bl, = Ay o5, By €L (3.1b)

A/sBl, = Ax/s,Bx €L (3.1¢)
[, ] =& 116 e L. (3.1d)

In particular, the bracket [-, -1%) defines the map by : M — AF @l (cf. Definition
2.20) We also have the corresponding associator [-, -, -]*) and the left-alternating
associator map a; : M —> A2l* @ [* @ [ (cf. Definition 2.21). Similarly, define the
map ¢ : M —> p* @ [ (cf. Definition 2.35).

Then, similarly as for maps to Lie groups, we may define the (right) Darboux
derivative 05 of s, which is an [-valued 1-form on M given by the pull-back s*6 of the
Maurer—Cartan form on L [45]. In particular, at every x € M,

B9)]x = Pyy sl (3.2)

and for any vector X € T,M
(9.8')|x (X) = 9|v(x) (ds|x (X)) € [
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Itis then clear that 6, being a pullback of 6, satisfies the loop Maurer—Cartan structural
equation (2.20). In particular, for any vectors X, Y € Ty M,

dos (X, Y) — [6s (X), 6 (V)] = 0. (3.3)

We can then calculate the derivatives of these maps (3.1).

Theorem 3.1 ([26, Theorem 3.51]) Let M be a smooth manifold and suppose s €
C®(M,L)and A, B € C*® (M,L’), then

d (As) = ps (dA) + 14 (ds) (3.42)
d(Aos B) = p% (dA) + 15 dB) +[A, B,6,]® (3.4b)
—1 —1
d(A/;B) = (p,<;>) dA — <p§§>) (p/(:/)x BdB) (3.4¢)
A ©® - (s)
(o5") 14/B. B0, (3.4d)

where as before, Aa is pushforward of the left multiplication map L 4 at identity.
Suppose now &, n € C*° (M, ), then

d g, MY = [dg, n® + & dnl® +as (£, 1, 6) . (3.5)
The | @ p*-valued map ¢, : M —> | Q p* satisfies
dos = idy 05 — [gs, 6519, (3.6)

where idy, is the identity map of p and - denotes the action of the Lie algebra p on L.
The Killing form K : M —s> Sym? [* satisfies

K (6.6) = 27Tr (16 a (6,01 (3.7)

Given A : M — L and s : M —> 1., as shown in [26], we have the following
expression for 04

—1
04y = AdS 6, + (pfj)) dA. (3.8)

Moreover, let us consider the evolution equation satisfied by 04()s for A (r) =
exp, (t&) for some & : M — 1. This gives us the following.

Lemma 3.2 Let A (1) = exp, (t§), for§ € C* (M, 1), then

dOaw)s
dt

A(t)s

= £, 0a)s] +dE (3.9)
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and hence
) o [ (o)
Oacys = UD0, + (Utg /0 (v¥) dt) dE, (3.10)

where U ) is the evolution operator for Eq. (2.27), as given by (2.28). Moreover, if L
is compact and given a metric on M and an inner product on |,

|0acs| < e (1651 + £ 1d&)) G.11)

where C is a constant that depends on L.

Proof We will write symbolically

dA
—=§0sA,
t
SO
dOar)s d
——=—({d(A A
7 dt( (As) /As)

dA
=d<zs>/AS
d(As) /A aA A
—<( (As)/ S)'<ES>>/ s

=d ((£ o5 A)s) /As
— (Oas - (& o5 A)5)) /As
=d (£ (As)) /As
+ (Bas - (£ (As))) /As
=d& + (§ -d(As)) /As
_eAs OAs E
= dE +[£, 04,1

Solving this ODE, with 04)s = 605, we find ( 3.10). To obtain the estimate, we first
have

’9A(t)s’ < ‘Ut(gs) |6

U<‘> U(” ‘dt,

but from (2.30), < ¢CU-DEl g0

—1
< ¢C"El and ‘Ut(g) (UT(?)

Jh

Uf;’ (U'Eéf)) dr < 118l (3.12)
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since ¢t > 0, and hence,
|Oawys| < e“EN 10, ] + 178 ag ]

and thus indeed, we obtain (3.11). O

In a very similar fashion we obtain the same results for ¢;. Recall that p is the Lie
algebra of W.

Lemma3.3 Let A (t) = exp, (t§) and y € p, then

deams (v)

=[5 oams D] +y -8 (3.13)

and hence

1 -1
pams (1) = U os () + (U,(g’ [ (w2) dr) V9. (14
0
Moreover, if I is compact and given a metric on M and an inner product on |,
|awms ] = el oy DI +2ly - 8D (3.15)

Thus we see that three important quantities 04 s, U,(g ) , QA(1)s satisfy similar ODEs:

do )
&rAms [E,GA(I)S]A(”“ 4k

dt

(s)

dUy 6y An)s

dt ~ L%
d s
% = [€, (/)A(t)s]A(l)b +id -£.

Suppose we have an affine connection V on M, then by differentiating the above

ODEs, we can obtain expressions for derivatives of 645, UE(S), and ¢ 4,. However, first
we have a helpful technical lemma.

Lemma 3.4 Suppose M is a smooth manifold and L a smooth loop, neither necessarily

compact. Suppose A : M —> 1" and s : M —> L, and « is a k -linear map on | that
depends smoothly on A and s. Then, for &y, ..., & €1,

da &, ... &) =o'V (&, .. &, 6) (3.16)
+(¥(2) (él’ ceey ék’ GAS) )

where aV and «® are (k + 1)-linear maps on | that also depend smoothly on A and
s.
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In particular, given a metric on M and a norm on [, we have the following pointwise
bound

ik+1

)V"dbs‘sf(k)(s) DOAG |ves|f2...‘vk9s (3.17)

(i1,.eesik41)€l

where 1 = [(il,...,ikH) € Ng“, such that ZH] miy, =k + 1} and f®

m=1
L. — Ry is a continuous function for each k.

Proof Since o depends on s and A, by chain rule we have

oo Jo
X ods+Z oaa
as ST a0

(o) o)+ (3008) (6503

dar dar © )
— & o AdY) 6,
(a ot gaor

o (5
+<8AOIOAA>9AS7

where we have used (3.8). So now we can set

0 e,
oV Er B B = (M o ps> Eer

da

as
n <—a“ (S‘é;" -+ 5 IR Ad(s)> e
da (&1, ..., )
0@ (&1, B ) = (% “)sm

Thus, we obtain (3.16).
From (3.5), we know that for &, n € [,

(dby) (§,m) = as (5,1, 0),

where the alternating associator a; is a trilinear form on [. Hence, we have the following
estimate

ldbs| < C lag| 1651,

where C is some universal constant. However a; is smooth in s, so |as| is in particular
a continuous real-valued function on IL. Hence we can write

ldbs| < £© (s)165] (3.18)
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for some positive real-valued function f 0. Now, as we have just shown,

das (51, £, &, &) = a'V (&1, &, &, 6,),

for some 4-linear form a§‘). Therefore, for a vector field X| on M,

(VX1dbS) (é:» 77) = (dxlas) (";:7 n, 0s) + as (ss UB Vxles)
=alV (.1, 6,.0, (X)) +a, (£, Vx,0) .

so, we have the following estimate

\Vdb| < c(

a0 10,2 + las| V6,1

= V6 (162 +1v651)., (3.19)

where (D (s) = C max ( agl)
Similarly, we obtain the expression for the second derivative of db, for a multilinear

maps af) onl:

, Iasl) is continuous.

(Vx,Vx,dby) (&, 1) = a'? (&, 1,65, 6 (X1), 65 (X2)) +alV (£, n, V05, 65 (X1))
+aV (&,1, Vx, 65, 05 (X2)) +alV (&, 1, 65, Vx,0 (X1))
+ay (E’ n, VXQVXIGs) P

where X and X, are vector fields on M. Hence,

‘Vzdbs‘ < c( V20,

a®|16,° +3

aD] 16,1 1V6, | + la|

for a continuous function f®.
Note that in these cases for k = 0, 1, 2, we can symbolically write

)

< £2 @ (166 + 1651 V6, + |26,

. ; ik+1
Vb= Y aii, ((95)“,(ves)’z,...,(vkes) ) (3.20)

(i1yeees ik+1)el

where a;, i, ,, are multilinear maps thatdependon s and / = {(i1, cesdky1) € N]{)H,

such that anﬁl miy =k + 1} . Proceeding by induction, consider

. . k+1
VEdb =V YT i ((w,<V9s>’2,...,(vkes) )

@A15mesik1) €L

. . ik+1
= > . ((e.o““,(vex)” ..... (v*e,) )

(i1yeees ire1)el
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L . /28]
D A, ((e.o“ Lweyt (V) )

(i1,eikg1)€El
. . ir—1 ik41+1
SRR D DR <<9s)” Loy, (Ve ) (TRe) )
@ryeesik1)ED
k+2 : ik+1—1
+ Yt ((e (Ve (VR ,vk“es) (3.21)
(1yensik+1)El
where a'/ are new multilinear forms. The form a'” . is obtained from

it indkt ]
Vai,..ix,,» and adds another 6;. Note that since Zm | min = k + 1, replacing i
with i1 + 1, increases this sum by 1.
The remaining terms in (3.21) are obtained from differentiating the derivatives of
5. Symbolically,

v ((vfe)ij“) ~ (v@)im_l (vf“e),

so differentiation of each term decreases the power of V/6 by one, and adds another
V/+19. Again, in the sum Zm (miy = k + 1, replacing ji; + (j + 1)ij41 with
( - 1) +G+D ( ijy1+ l) increases the sum by 1.
Overall we can then rewrite (3.21) in the form

. . ik+2
viHlap, = Yo i ((es)“ (V62 .., (vk“es) )
(@1 5eenslkt1,0k42) €L
where I’ = {(il, cesdgg2) € Ng”, such that Zﬁ,ﬂl miy, =k + 2} , hence proving
the inductive step. The estimate then follows immediately. O

Lemma 3.5 Suppose now M is a smooth manifold that is not necessarily compact, but
L is a compact smooth loop. Then we have the following pointwise estimates

[V70a0| = CCUTDEl 1),
where
pj (0 =1t |Vidg| + 3" ki g 1 v, v,
J
x |dgF |vdeglke ... ‘ (3.22)
with Jy = { (i1, k) € NG 2 S0 mi + Sk = 1]
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In particular, for k = 1 and k = 2, we have
V65| = 2T (16, + 1 |dg| 6] + 12 |dg | + V6, +1[Vdg])  (323)
(V204005 | = CXE (926,] +196,116,1 + 16, +1 V6, |dg| + 116, |

1 16,] VAE| + 12 16,] |dEI? + £ |dE)® + 1 ‘v%zg() . (3.24)

Proof By differentiating (3.9), we see that the k-th covariant derivative of 64 ), satis-
fies the following initial value problem

dV¥o,
T = Y (VRbaay) (VR VP00 ) + VEa
k1+ko+k3=k

VE040)s = V¥6;

for k1, k2, k3 > 0. In particular,

dv¥o, A(t)s
T([)S = [5, Vk@A(t)s] + Z (Vkle(t)s) (VkZS, Vk39A(z)s>+de§,
ki+ko+k3=k
k3 <k

and thus the solution of the ODE is

t -1
VEbaays = UL VRO, + (U,(g) / (vs) dr) Vkde (3.25)
0
t —1
+Uy; / (Ur(?) > (Vklea)s) (szé, Vk39A(t)s) dr.
0 ki o+ =k
k3 <k

, consider

To estimate |V¥04)s
’Ut(g)VkGA(z)s’ < el ’Vkes’

© (o) x
ug | (v8))  dr)vhae

using (2.30) and (3.12), and moreover,

< 1eC1El ‘V"ds‘

‘(Vk' bA(r)s) (széi Vk39A(r)s>

< ‘Vk] bA(r)s’ ‘szg

’v’“eA(,)s .

From (3.17), and using the fact that I is compact, we know that

ik

‘Vkle(t)s

<C Z |9A(r)x|i1 |V9A(f)s |i2 ... ‘Vk‘_IGA(r)S

(i],...,ikl )lel

(3.26)
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where [, = {(il, R ikl) e N¥I| such that Zln{;:l miy, = kl} and C is a constant

that depends only on L.
To proceed with an induction argument, we now need to complete the base step.
First, from (3.11), we know that

0acys| < "B (1051 + 1 |dE]) .
Thus, for k =1,

(VOa@s| < e B1 (VO] + 1 |VdE])
t
+CeCrél fo CE ([bacers| 1GET [Bacers| + |dbacors] 18] [Oacers]) d
< OBl (V6| 41 |VdE])

t
_ 2
+CeC"f'/ e €Tl (|d$||9A<r>s|+|9A<r>x| |5|)‘”
0

where we used the estimate |dbA(,)x| <C }GA(,)S} (3.18). Moreover,

¢ t
/e_Ct|§||V$I|9A(r)s|dT§/(; IVEI (1651 + T |déD) dT
0
< t|VE[ |0, + 17 |d&
t 2 ! C 2
/efCrISI |9A(r)s| |$|dr§/ eCTlél <(|9s|+‘c|d§|) |$|)d1’
0 0

1
EeC"E' (165] + 1 |d&])?.

IA

Hence, for some new overall constant C, we have
V65| = Ce2CE1 (16,2 + 1 |dg| 6] + 12 |dg * + 1 [Vdg| +|V65]) . (3.27)
Let us also complete the k = 2 case.

] = (7] 1)

t
reeerdt [Mectst (5 [y,
0 k1+ko+k3=2

vkg d.

‘Vh Oa(r)s
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More explicitly,

> ’Vk' baws
2

ki+ko+k3=
k3<2

vk g

‘Vk3'9A(r)s

= |deA(r)s| |€| |9A(T)S|

+ |dbA(r)s| |d'§| |9A(r)s|
+|dbas| 181 [VOaces |

Let

po () = 165] + 7 |d&|
p1(v) = 165* + T |d&| 65| + % |dE|> + | V6| + T |VdE|

so that

0aco)s| < T Elpg (1)
[VOas| < Ce* ™l py (7).

Using also (3.18) and (3.19) we have
|Vdbays| €] |0aq)s| < CceCET ] py (P(% + Pl)
|dbaceys| 1dE] |Oac)s| < Ce*C1I g 1dE|

|dbacs| 1E]|[VOarys| < CEIT 1€ popr
At =< ¢ Po-
|bacoys| IVAEN |Oacys| < CeCBIT | VdE|

Since pg and p; are non-decreasing functions of T, we can evaluate them at 7 = ¢. In
particular,

t t
eCt\é\f e TN |Vdb ao)s | 1€] |0ays| dT < CIE] po (P(% + Pl) €Ct|§|/ CEldr
0 0
= Celpo (p§ + 1)

t
€1l / e T db oy | dE] |Bacers| dT < Cre®V pdlag| < Cre®E1 p lag
0

and similarly for other terms. Overall, we find

’VZQA(t)s‘ < Ce3Ckl (po (17(2) - p1) + tpd |dE| + pop1 + 1 |VdE| po + ’Vzé‘v
t1 ‘Vzdé‘)

< CXEL(|V20, |+ V6,1 1651 + 16, + 1 1V6, | 1dg| + 1 16,1 |ds]

16,1 |Vdg| + | V2dg| + 216, ldg P + 7 Jdg ).
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Suppose for each j < k,

‘VJQA(I)S < CelHDCTIEL, ()
where

. . . . i;

pi() =1 ‘V/dé‘ + 3k g e ‘VJHS "
J
x |dg | |Vd§|k2...‘
where J; = {(il, co bk, ...,kj+]) e N2j+2 . Zf;:;llmim + ZL:N”km
=j+1}.
Therefore,

> (Vkle(r)S) (V"2S ; V"39A(r)s)

ki+ka+kz=k

k3 <k

<C Z ‘Viof‘ |0A(r)s|il |V9A(r)s|i2 e ‘VkileA(f)s

(i0+i1,.-ip)EI]

ik

<C Z oClk+1=io)Tl8| ‘Viof il pi ..p;{k]171
(i0511,-vip)€EI,
<C Z Clk+1—in)elE| ‘ViOE pii p? ”p]l‘(k_l

(001,55 ik)ED
i0>0

Ck+1 T ik
+C Y LCEEITE N pl R
(O,il,..‘,ik)ellé

where I} = {(io, i1,...,0k) € N](‘)H, such that an:l Miy +ig =k + 1} .
Now, from (3.25), we find

(V¥ 0a0s| = Ce8 | VE0, | 4+ 1€ | VEag|

i
+CeCr\sw/ S eChTlph ‘szg

Tk )Elkl
k1+k2 k, kp>0

+CeCt\§\/ Z Ck‘L'|§|pllpl ) 'p]i(k—l |§|d1’
i) €l

< a0 ok 4160 et

dt
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. . ik
+C Z tec(kl"'l)tlslpé)‘ p’l2 . plqlfl ‘szé

(i] ..... ikl)elkl
ki+ky=k, k>0

+C Z eC(k+l)t|§|p61 pllz o p;ck_l’

(i15enik)Elg

where we have bounded p; () < p; (), since these functions are non-decreasing.
Also, in the first integral, we bounded fot eChitlElgr < teChitlEl and in the second

integral, we used fé eCkrlE] Eldt < C’eC*El for some new constant C. Further, we
can bound

‘v"@A(,)S‘ < CeClkHDIE] )vkes) ¥ ’V"dé‘

+ Z tpo Py - - ple1 ‘szg

+ > PP Pl
(i1yeesik)EIlR

< CeCEHDIE ()

O

Remark 3.6 In the estimates that follow, to avoid introducing arbitrary constants, we
will use the notation < to denote inequality up to a constant factor, where the constant
factor may depend on M and L.

Corollary 3.7 Under the same assumptions as Lemma 3.5, for k > 0, ba)s satisfies
‘kaA(t)s‘ S e (1),
where py (t) is given by (3.22).

Proof From (3.17),

ik

‘V"b s (3.28)

SO IoaltIVoslR . [VE e

(i1emip) €y

where I}, = {(il, ...,Ix) € Nk, such that anzl mi, = k} . However, from Lemma
3.5,

[V90a0s| S €U s (),
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where
. . . .l
pi () =t |VIdg| + 3 e v | vie |
J
x |dE|F | VdEgle ...
with ;= [k k) € NG i+ Y 'k
=j+1}.So0

k Ck i
‘V bA(t)s‘ < eCHrEl E PopE - P
(i1,-ix)€lg

S el @)
O

More generally, suppose we have 1-parameter family X (¢) of [-valued maps that
satisfies

dX(t) A(t)s
=[5, X (] + Y (3.29)
X (0) Xo,
where Y is also an [-valued map. We know that
<s) 0) )"
X () =UD Xy + (U / (UT§ ) dr) Y, (3.30)
0
and in particular,
X ()] S T (1 Xol +21Y]). (3.31)

Differentiating (3.29), we obtain estimates for higher derivatives of X.

Lemma 3.8 Under the same assumptions as Lemma 3.5, suppose X (t) is a 1-
parameter family X (t) of l-valued maps that satisfies (3.29). Then,

(V"X (t)‘ S KD N 1 (1) (’V"”Xo‘ +1 ’vk”YD ,
K/ +k" =k
with p_1 (t) = 1 and for k > 0, pi (t) is given by (3.22).

Proof Differentiating (3.29), for k > 1, we get

dVkX (1) (0)s

dt [g vix (t)]

+ (Vk' bA(z)x) (V"2€ VB X (t)) +Vky

ky+ko+kz=k
k3 <k
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and hence,

. ! -1
VEX (1) = UL (Vo) + (U,(g) / (vs) dt) vky
0

+ Y <Uf§> /Ot (Uﬁg))_l (vkle(m) (v"zs, v’@xm) dr)

Let go (t) = | Xo| + ¢ |Y|, so that
X (O] < e Flgo ().
Suppose for all j < k,
‘VJ'X (t)‘ < e(j+1)Ct|$|qj ),

where g (t) is non-decreasing. Then,

g /Ot (U) " (Fbacn) (V2. V9 X () dr

1
SeCtIH/ ICTIE] ‘Vk‘bAms
0

vk

qr; (T)dt

t
5ea|s|/ ptrtkCelEl (V"ZS g (1) dt
0

For k, =0,

t
U1 [l |9 0 11y (01t S TV g, 1)
0

For kr > 0,

t
ecm/ e"3CT‘5“V’“bA(,)S vk s (1)
0

G, () dr < etkithatDCrEl, ‘V"ZS

< eEHDCIEl 1y (1)

Thus,
’VkX(t)‘Se(k“)C"g‘ ‘VkXo‘—Ft‘VkY‘—i— Y pea
k'+k"=k—1
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Therefore, for k > 1,

qx = ‘VkX()‘ +t ’VkY‘ + Z Pi'qr -
Kk =k—1

Setting x; = }VkX()! +t |VkY} , it is then easy to see that

Jo _Ji Jk—1
QkZZP0P1 - P X
Ly

where
j-1
Li =1 Gooo oo i) NG L4 Y " m+ 1) i =k
m=0
and thus
G Sxt Y pexe
K 4k"=k—1
Therefore,
‘V"X(t)‘ S eFHDCEL N ey (‘Vk”Xo‘ +1 ‘Vk”YD,
K +k"=k
with p_; = 1. O

We will need to be able to define loop-valued maps with Sobolev regularity. First,
let us recall Sobolev spaces WX P of functions between manifolds.

Lemma 3.9 Suppose M is a compact n-dimensional manifold and suppose N is an
l-dimensional manifold. Let k be a non-negative integer and r > 0 such that kr > n.
Let ® : N —> R?! be a smooth embedding (by Whitney Embedding Theorem) and
suppose {(Uy, o)} is an atlas for N. Suppose f : M —> N is a continuous map.
Then, the following are equivalent:

1. feWhkr (M, N)

2. ®o fewhkr (M RY)

3. g0 f e Wkr ((l)(;l (Uy) , Rl)for any chart (Uy, ¢g)

4. f*0g € WL (M, T*M ® g) in case when if N = G, a compact Lie group,
with Lie algebra g and 0 is the Maurer—Cartan form on G.

In particular, conditions (2) and (3) are independent of the choice of the embedding
® and the atlas (Uy, ¢y) , respectively.
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Note that the condition kr > n is needed in Lemma 3.9 due to the Sobolev
embedding W5 < C° for kr > n. We will prove a characterization of loop-valued
WX P-maps in terms of the loop Maurer—Cartan form that is similar to item (4) in
Lemma 3.9.

Lemma 3.10 Suppose M is a compact n-dimensional manifold and suppose L is a
smooth loop of dimension | (not necessarily compact) with tangent algebra | and -
valued Maurer—Cartan form 0. Let k be a non-negative integer and r > 0 such that
kr > n. Suppose s : M —> L is a continuous map. Then, s € W5 (M, L) if and
only if 0, € WE=Lr (M, T*M Q1) .

Proof Suppose s € Wk (M, L). By Lemma 3.9, if {(U,, ¢)} is an atlas for L, then
for each chart (U, ¢o) . o 05 € WE (¢3! (Us) ,R) . Now, {s~! (Uy)} is an open
cover of M, but using compactness of M, let {s_1 (Ui)} be an finite subcover, and
suppose {u;} is a smooth partition of unity subordinate to this subcover. Then, we can
write

05 = Os: = ) (wi0) s,

= Z ((ul-e) (¢>f1)*> (i) 5) -

For each i, (i), 55 = ($ios), € Wh=Ir (¢;1 (Ui),R’). On the other hand
(u;0) (qﬁi_ 1) is a smooth function, and hence composition with it is a continuous
k

map W17 (¢;1 (U,-),R’) s Wkl (¢;1 WU, T*U; ® [) (using [48, Lemma

B.38]). Overall, we see that each term of this finite sum is bounded in the W*=1-" norm,
and thus 6, € W= (M, T*M ® g) .

Conversely, suppose now 6 € wk=Lr (M, T*M ® g) . We will use item (2) in
Lemma 3.9 to show that s € Wk (M, L) . This adapts the proof of [48, Lemma B.5].
Let ® : L —> R2! be a smooth embedding, so that ® o s is continuous. In particular,
®ose L (M,R?). Now, letx € M and consider

d(®os)|, = dq)|s(x) ds|,

= (d®|s(x) ,Ox(x)) (ps_()lc) dslx)
=E (s (%)) (6s)y»

where, for each p € L, we have the linear map E (p) = d®|[, pp : | —> R?!, and
the map p +— E (p) is a smooth map from LL to Hom (I, R?') . Thus, we can write

d(®os)=(Eos)b,
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with E o s being bounded in the operator norm, since s is continuous. Hence, there
exists a constant C > 0, such that

ld (®os)lpr < ClibslLr = Cllbsllyr1r

This shows that ®os € W' (M, R?') . To show further that ®os € Wh" (M, R?')
k > 2, similar estimates are obtained by considering higher derivatives. O

Theorem 3.11 Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold, and 1L is a compact smooth
loop. Let k be a non-negative integer and r > 0 such that kr > n = dim M. Let
se Wk (M,L)and € € WK (M, 1), and suppose A = exp, (§) . Then,

1045 llyi-1r < e“FlElco (OF 4 @), (3.32)
W ~Y

where ® = ||9; Ilwk—],r + ”gllwkr .
Similarly, if X = X (1), where X (t) is 1 -parameter family of l-valued maps that
satisfies (3.29). Then,

X [y < eCEEDIEO (X0l war + 1Y ) <®k+1 n ®>
Proof From Lemma 3.5, for each j < k, we have the pointwise estimate

‘Vj_lQAs‘ S ey,

where
. . . ij . k;
i =Y 16,11 |v95|’2...‘w—19s " |dgla |Vd$|k2...‘Vf_1d$ (3.33)
Ji-1
with Jj— = [ (1o djokis k) €NG S0y i+ Xy k= | Thus,
[v7-100],, 5 e oyl
Now, from Lemma A.1, if Zf,/:l girmy < k, then
/4 kK
| R S [ 2 (3.34)
i'=1 i'=1

Lr
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We can apply this to (3.33), with the weight g; = i for each |V6;| or [V~ !dé&| factor.
Then,

k//
1 l, l//_l
|pj- 1|LrNZHHV Wk’r]_[ Hv d& ‘kaw.r
Jj—1i'=
— i j—1 ij-
_JZII@IIWH_r.. N R 1 P 2]
-1
Since for each i’ < k, ‘vf’—les » 165 ot andei,_ldSH <
wk=i".r wk=i".r
l€ [l yx.r, we obtain
i1ttt ky+-+k;
lpiztl < D06l e, (3.35)

The right hand-side of (3.35) is thus a polynomial in [|6;||yy«-1.- and [|& ||y« , and
from the definition of J;_1, the degree of this polynomial is j and the lowest order
terms are ||6; || yyx-1.- and ||& ]|y« . Hence, we can write

ijflgAs H < (Cilllco (@j +®>
Lr
where © = [|6; [lyyx—1,» + I€ ||y« . In particular,
16451l < eClElc0@ < (Cillllco (@j n @) '
Now, since
1Basllwiorr S 16asller + | V¥10as | S el (6F 4 0),

which gives us (3.32).
Now from Lemma 3.8, for each j,

‘VJX) S UHDCEL § 1<‘v1 XO‘JF‘VJ YD
]/+J// :

Hence,

HVjX

< UHDCIEl o Z ”pj_l (’er/X0’+‘Vj/,Y’> )
=J

L"

gl vagl. |

< Il H|9s|i] Vel |
=

(v xo] +[77¥ ),
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where
2j+1 / d
C= gk kg ) €NGTT Y i+ Y mk + 7 =
m=1 m=1
Hence, from Lemma A.1,

< UHDClEN o " i’
p S ([ S0, + 7Y )

7

j—1 ; J
L
i'—1, || i"—1
x 1_[ ” v QS Wk—i’,r 1_[ H V dg )
i'=1 i”=1

i it
< UHDCIIC (11X lyr + 1Y llyr) D 106 er, I
J/

Jj=1

S eCUDIEICD (1 Xo e + ¥ 1) (©7 + ©),

v

ki”

kai”,r

ki+-+kj
wk.r

similarly as before. Hence, we conclude that

”X”Wk,r ,S ec(k+1)||§“(;0 (||X()||Wk.r + "Y”Wk,r) (@k-H + ®> .

O

Corollary 3.12 Under the same assumptions as Theorem 3.11, suppose A €
CO(M,L'). Then, A € Wk (M, L) if and only if 045 € W17 (M, T*M ® ).

Proof The map n : I x L. — L given by (A, s) + As is smooth, hence the
composition with s is a continuous map from W*” (M VL x ]L) to WEr (M, L) . If
A€ WrT (M, L), then since s € WE (M, L) ¢ C°(M,L), As € W& (M, L),
and hence from Lemma 3.10, 64, € wk=Lr (M, T*M ® ), and thus GS) S

Wk—l,r (M, T*M ® .
Conversely, if 045 € W=7 (M, T*M ® 1), then As € WX (M, L) . Since right
division is a smooth map, and s € co (M, L), we conclude that A € whk.r (M, L’) .
O

4 Gauge Theory

Let L be a smooth loop with pseudoautomorphism group being the finite-dimensional
Lie group W. Similarly, let " be the same underlying set as IL but with the partial
action of W, as defined in Sect.2. Also, let p be the Lie algebra of W. Let M be a
smooth, finite-dimensional manifold with a W-principal bundle 7 : P — M.
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Definition 4.1 Lets : P — L be an equivariant map. In particular, given p € P, the
equivalence class L D, S pJ‘p defines a section of the associated bundle @ = PxyL,
where |_ p,S pJ  1s the equivalence class with respect to the action of W :

(p.sp) ~ (ph. =1 (sp)) = (ph,spn) forany h € W. @.1)

We will refer to s as the defining map or defining section.

We will define several associated bundles related to P. As it is well-known, sections
of associated bundles are equivalent to equivariant maps. With this in mind, we also
give properties of equivariant maps that correspond to sections of these bundles. Let
h € W and, as before, denote by 4’ the partial action of A.

Bundle Equivariant map | Equivariance property

P k:P— W kpn = h~ Tk,

Q =P xy L/ q:P—1L q[,hz(h’ _1qp

Q =PxylL r:P—1L rph:h_ (}’p) 4.2)
A="Pxyl n:P—1 n,,h:(h/);l Np

PP =PxX(ag) P | §:P— g = (Ady") &
Ad(P) =P xaqy ¥ | u:P — W upn = h~tuph

Given equivariant maps ¢, r : P — L/, define an equivariant product using s,
given for any p € P by

qosrlpZonsp I'p. 4.3)

Due to Lemma 2.10, the corresponding map gogr : P —> L/ is equivariant, and hence
o, induces a fiberwise product on sections of Q'. Analogously, we define fiberwise
quotients of sections of Q. Similarly, we define an equivariant bracket [-, -]*) and
the equivariant map ¢y (cf. Definition 2.35). Similarly, the Killing form K ) (2.50) is
then also equivariant.

Suppose the principal W-bundle P has a principal Ehresmann connection given
by the decomposition 7P = HP @ VP and the corresponding vertical p-valued
connection 1-form w. Let S be a smooth manifold with an action of W on it. Given an
equivariant map f : P — S, define

V@f = feoprojy : TP — HP — TS. 4.4

This is then a horizontal map since it vanishes on any vertical vectors. The map V® f
is moreover still equivariant, and hence induces a covariant derivative on sections of
the associated bundle P xy S.

Ifinstead S is a vector space, then this reduces to the usual definition of the covariant
derivative of a vector bundle-valued function and V® f is a vector-bundle-valued 1-
form. In a standard way we can then define the covariant exterior derivatives on
vector-bundle-valued p-forms. This will be denoted by d®.
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Following [26], let us define the torsion of the defining map s with respect to the
connection .

Definition 4.2 The torsion T *-®) of the defining map s with respect to w is a horizontal
[ -valued 1-form on P given by 7¢®) = (s*0) o projs, where 6 is Maurer—Cartan
form of IL. Equivalently, at p € P, we have

T(“")‘p = (&5'). Vsl 4.5)

Sp

Thus, 7 is the horizontal component of §; = s*6. We also easily see that it is
W-equivariant. Thus, 7 >®) is a basic (i.e. horizontal and equivariant) [-valued 1-form
on P, and thus defines a 1-form on M with values in the associated vector bundle
A="Px 4 [.

Recall that the curvature F(©) e Q? (P, p) of the connection w on P is given by

1
F@ —dopo projy = dw + 3 [0, @]y, 4.6)

where wedge product is implied. Given the defining map s, define FG0) ¢ Q2 (P 1)
to be the projection of the curvature F® to [ with respect to s, such that for any
X, Y, eT,P,

PO — (F“U)) . 4.7)

Theorem 4.3 ([26, Theorem 4.19]) F©-®) and T G- satisfy the following structure
equation

()

F"v(s,w) — da)T(s,a)) _ % I:T(s,w)’ T(s,w)] (48)

where a wedge product between the 1-forms T-®) is implied and d® is the covariant
exterior derivative with respect to the connection w of T e Q' (A).

In the case of an octonion bundle over a 7-dimensional manifold, this relationship
between the torsion and a curvature component has been shown in [24].

As discussed earlier, equivariant horizontal forms on P give rise to sections of
corresponding associated bundles over the base manifold M. So let us now switch
perspective, and work in terms of sections of bundles. In particular, now we will
consider s to be a smooth section of the bundle Q, so that we will say s € T (Q),
and will refer to it as the defining section. Similarly, we can also consider sections
Ael (Q’ ) , which admit the partial action of W. The product on elements of I/ and IL,,
then carries over to sections of bundles, so that we have a product I' (Q/ ) xI'(Q) —
Q).

The connection w on P then induces connections on the associated bundles and
correspondingly, covariant derivatives on sections of these bundles. The torsion 7' ¢-®)
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as defined earlier, was a horizontal and equivariant 1-form on P with values in [, so
it uniquely corresponds to a 1-form on M with values in the bundle A4, i.e., now we
will consider T¢-®) € Q1 (A4).

In standard gauge theory, the key object is the connection, however, in the non-
associative theory, in addition to the connection @ we also the defining section s. We
then make the following definition.

Definition 4.4 A non-associative gauge theory is defined by the following objects:

1. A smooth loop Il with a finite-dimensional pseudoautomorphism Lie group ¥ and
tangent algebra [ at identity.

2. A smooth manifold M with a principal W-bundle P, and associated bundles Q,
Q', A, with fibers I, I’, and I, respectively

3. A configuration (s, w), where s € I (Q) is a defining section and w is a connection
on P. Each configuration carries torsion 7¢®) € Q! (A) .

As we see, the key components are the loop L, with its pseudoautomorphism group,
and the corresponding principal bundle P — M. Up to a choice of the configuration
(s, w), everything else follows uniquely. In particular, the associated bundles are
unique because particular actions of W are used to define them.

The group W acts via standard gauge transformations on @ and also acts on the
section s. These actions are related in the following way, as shown in [26],

7O = () 00, (4.9)

where £ is a section of Ad P, so is fiberwise in W. However, we will define loop gauge
transformations in the following way.

Definition 4.5 A loop gauge transformation is a transformation of the defining section
s by right multiplication by a section A € I (Q’) , such that s +— As, and hence
T T(As,w).

With respect to a loop gauge transformation, the torsion and curvature F transform
in the following way.

Lemma 4.6 ([26, Theorem 4.28]) Suppose A € T’ (Q/) ands € T' (Q). Then,

-1
TAs.) _ (P,(AS)) VOA + Ad(j) T (.) (4.10a)
A _l y 7~
FAs.o) _ (pz(AS)) (F/ . A) + Adf;) F(S’a’), (4.10b)

where F' - A denotes the infinitesimal action of p on L.

Let us fix the connection w, and suppose we have a path exp, (1§) s € I' (Q) . Then
from Lemma 3.2, just by taking the horizontal projection, we immediately obtain that
the corresponding one-parameter family of torsions satisfy an ODE similar to (3.9).
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Lemma 4.7 Suppose T®®) is the torsion with respect to a defining section s € T' (Q)
and a connection w. Suppose A; = exp; (t§) € I’ (Q’ ) , then

%T(A,s,w) — I:gﬁ T(Als’w):I(A[S) +dw€ (411)

Using (4.10a) and (3.10), given & € T" (A) , we get
70 8s0) = gO7ie) (4.12)
1
+U ( / U (o) dr) dt.
0

Now suppose the base manifold M is compact and Riemannian with a metric g
and also that the loop I admits a non-degenerate Killing form on [. Then, define the
functional

2
volg, (4.13)
(s)

Eu(s) = / T
M
where || (5 is a combination of the metric g on M and the Killing form K ) on sections

of A. Critical points then become analogues of the Coulomb gauge condition in gauge
theory [10, 24-27, 41]

Theorem 4.8 Suppose L is a semisimple Moufang loop, then the critical points of the
functional (4.13) with respect to deformations of the defining section s are those for
which

(@) T =0, (4.14)

where (d®)* is the formal adjoint of d°.

Proof From Lemma 2.38, we know that for a Moufang loop, K *) is actually indepen-
dent of s, so we will drop the superscript and will just denote it by K. Moreover, it is
invariant under ad®® for any s. Let (-, -) denote the combination of the metric g on M
and the Killing form K on sections of .A.

Let us consider deformations of s. The semisimple condition implies K is non-
degenerate. Consider a path s, = exp, (t£) s where & € I' (A) . Then,

_ i/ ‘T(st,w)
t=0 dt M =0

= 2/ <T(‘”"), iT(‘Y”‘”) >volg
M dt =0

(s)
- 2/ <T(“’), [g,T@M]Y +d“’$>volg, (4.15)
M

d 2
Eé‘ (s¢, w) . volg
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where we have used (4.11). The condition that K is invariant with respect to [-, -]¢*)
means that forany &, 7,y €[,

K (6. [nv]V) = =K (.61 7).
Therefore, the first term in (4.15) becomes:

S 376 ) (s)
<T(s,w)7 I:'i:’ T(A,w)] > — gabK (Ta(a,w)’ [E’ Tb(s,w)] )

-0,

and thus,

d
ES (St7 (,())

= 2/M (@) 76 &) vol, .

1=l

Thus critical points of £ with respect to deformations of s satisfy
(@”) 7 =o. (4.16)

]

Remark 4.9 In Theorem 4.8, we use the fact that the tangent algebra of a Moufang
loop is a Malcev algebra, i.e. is alternative and satisfies the additional identity 2.51.
Moreover, the semisimple condition implies that the Killing form is non-degenerate.
As noted in Remark 2.39, the full Malcev algebra condition is likely to be too strong,
and a weaker assumption may be sufficient to obtain these key properties and in fact
obtain (d®)* T} = 0 as the equation for critical points. On the other hand, other
techniques, such as introducing a different metric (such as the Killing-Ricci form on
Lie triple systems [35]) or introducing modified connections may produce similar
results in other settings.

To prove existence of transformations of s that lead to (d®)* T¢® = 0, we will
adapt the procedures from [17], and in particular will apply the Banach Space Implicit
Function Theorem (Theorem A.2). The relevant Banach spaces for us will be spaces
of sections with appropriate regularity. The previously used notations I and QF will
always denote smooth sections and smooth bundle-valued forms, respectively. Given
a smooth defining section s € I" (Q) and a smooth connection w, for any k € N
and g € [1, o0], denote by W(ks’ffu) (A'T*M ® A) the Sobolev space of sections of

A'T*M ® A with the norm given by

1 1
q ? ok ¢ !
P—— vol + / ‘ v ‘ vol ) ,
”X”W(SZ)) <A4|X|(s) g) ( y ( ) X ©) g
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for1 < g < oo and

k
koo = €SS SU o+ esssu ‘ v ‘ .
“X”W@.w) XP|X|(A) XP (V) x )

Similarly we will denote W w) as Lr )" Differential operators on smooth sections
extend naturally as bounded hnear maps between Sobolev spaces, and will be denoted
in the same way.

By Definition 4.2, the torsion of (s, ) is just the horizontal component of 65, so we
can immediately adapt the estimates from Sect. 3, we obtain the following estimates
for torsion.

Lemma 4.10 Suppose LL is a smooth compact loop with tangent algebra | and pseu-
doautomorphism group V. Let (M, g) be a closed, smooth Riemannian manifold of
dimensionn > 2, and let P be a \V -principal bundle over M with connection w and let
A be the associated vector bundle to P with fibers isomorphic to . Let o be a smooth
connection on P and let s € T (Q) be a smooth defining section. Also, suppose k is a
non-negative integer and r > 0 such that kr > n. Let & € W(kx’ﬁrw) (A), and suppose
A =exp, (§). Then,

k—1,r ~

e
(s,0)

< CkllgG.ollco <@k + @) , (4.17)

where © = [T i + 1§l ytr -

Lemma 4.11 Now suppose that (k — 1) r > n. Given other hypotheses the same as in
Lemma 4.10, if & € W(ks’rw) (A), and given A = exp, (§) such that

(a®)" T =, (4.18)

then in fact A is smooth.

Proof Using the Whitney Embedding Theorem, suppose L is smoothly embedded in
some RY . We can define a loop product and quotient on the image of the embedding.
Hence the bundles Q and Q' can be regarded as subbundles of a vector bundle over
M. In particular, since s is smooth and exp, : [ — L is also a smooth map, we find
that since kr > n and & € Wr" (A) , then A = exp, (§) € WK (Q) c €°(Q').In
particular, A is a continuous section of a vector bundle. Using (4.10a), we have

(dw)* 7 (As,0) _ (da))* (('01(:))—1 d°A —{-Adf&v) T(s,w))

(pff)) (d)* d”A — <d‘” (p§§>)_1 ,de>

+ (dw)* (Adx) T(s,w)) ,

™™
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where (-, -) 7, 1S the inner product on 7M. Thus, we can rewrite (4.18) as

(d°)* d”a = p¥ <d‘” (p§§‘))_l ,de> — o ((d‘“)* (Adﬁj) T<S~w>)) (4.19)

™
— <(dwp§;')) (pﬁf))_l ,d“’A> + ) (a2 AdR. TO)  @.20)
™
— o (A (@) TC). @.21)

The operator (d®)* d® on vector-bundle-valued 1-forms has a leading term of the form
—g“b d,0p and is thus elliptic. From the hypothesis (k — 1) r > n, must have k > 2,
s0 (d®)* d“ extends to a bounded linear operator wkr s wk=2r

Now since A € W& < €9, and T4 is smooth, for any p > 0,

(@) aal,, e ([laaP|  +laoa],, +| @) re] ) @2

Also, ‘ |d“’A|2||L,, < ||d“’A||i2p . Since kn;l > }, we see that % > } — [ll for any
q > 0. By the Sobolev Embedding Theorem, this shows that

[@Al e S 1Al yerr S 1Al

Thus, (4.22) shows that || (d*)* d® A||, , is bounded. By elliptic regularity, this implies
that A € W27 Inparticular,if p > n, thenk > %—I—l, andthus A € C'. Bootstrapping
the elliptic regularity argument we then obtain the smoothness of A. In particular, note
that this does not depend on the choice of embedding. O

Remark 4.12 The proof of Lemma4.11 is an adaptation of the proof of [ 11, Proposition
2.3.4], where in particular the regularity of a gauge transformation to the Coulomb
gauge was proved. In that case, r = 2 and n = 4, so the conditions kr > n and
(k — 1) r > n were equivalent since k is an integer. More generally, the condition that
is needed for smoothness is somewhat stronger than the one needed for continuity.

Then, we have the main theorem.

Theorem 4.13 Suppose L is a smooth compact loop with tangent algebra | and pseu-
doautomorphism group V. Let (M, g) be a closed, smooth Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 2, and let P be a V-principal bundle over M with and let A be the
associated vector bundle to ‘P with fibers isomorphic to |. Let w be a smooth connec-
tion on P. Also, suppose k is a non-negative integer and r > 0 such that kr > n.
Then, there exist constants § € (0, 1] and K € (0, 00), such that if s € T (Q) is a
smooth defining section for which

7oLy <
/4

k—1,r
(s,w)

@ Springer



7 Page500f61 S. Grigorian

then there exists a section A € Wk (Q/ ) , such that
(dw)* T(As,w) =0

and
T (As.0) <K 76-0) 1+ |76® i . (4.23)
k—1,r k—1 k—1
LU Wk=1.r WhE=Lr

If moreover, (k — 1) r > n, then A is smooth.

Proof Consider & € W(’;’;)) (A) anda € W((f;)] »r (T*M ® A) . For now, let us drop

the (s, w) subscript in function spaces. Since k and r satisfy kr > n, by the Sobolev
Embedding Theorem, Wk embeds in C. Define the function
G :WEDT(T*M @ A) x WET (A) — WwEDT ()

by
1
G(a, &) = (d*)" (Ug”a +ud ( / v (0! dt) d‘”’g‘) : (4.24)
0

The assumption that & € C?, together with the smoothness of U ) and the derivative
maps, leads to the conclusion that G is a smooth map of Banach spaces. Note that
using (4.12), we can write

Ga, &) = (da))* (UE(S) (Cl _ T(s,w)) + T((expsg)s,a))) (4.25)
Using the connection w, let us define the bundle-valued Hodge Laplacian
A@ = (d®)"d” + (d”)"d®.

On 0-forms it reduces to A = (d)* d®. It extends as an operator of Sobolev spaces
as

AW WE (AT M @ A) — WD (AT M ® A).
and by standard elliptic theory is Fredholm with index O and a closed range
L k=2 l
(ker a@) " AWk (AT M ® A),

where L denotes the L>-orthogonal complement. Note that the kernel of A is
independent of k.

@ Springer



Non-associative Gauge Theory Page 51 of 61 7

To be able to apply the Implicit Function Theorem (Theorem A.2), in (4.24), let us
constrain £ € (ker A(“’))l , and we also see that In G C (ker A(“’))L. This can be
seen immediately. Suppose o = (d(“’)))k o for some p € W*=D-r (T*M ® A) and
y € ker A@ ¢ Wk=2:r (4), then

(0, y)2 = ((d(”’)>*p, V>L2 = <p,d(“’>y>L2 =0,

since on a compact manifold, y € ker A if and only if )y = 0. Hence the image
of G is contained in (ker A(“’))J‘ , which we’ll denote for brevity by K=, and so in

fact,

G WD (T M @ A) x (KN WE () — K- w27 ().

Now let us consider the differential of G at (a, &) = 0 in the direction (b, n) €
WEDr (T M @ A) x (KN WEr (A))

d ! _
DGl (b.1) = — (@?)* (Uf;) (th) + U ( /O Uy () 1dr> d® (tn))

= (d°)" b+ (d”)" dn,

t=0

since Ués) = id; . In particular, the partial derivative in the second direction is given
by

9:Gl9,0) (1) = A
In Theorem A.2, let

X = W(k—l),r (T*M ® A)
Y = K-nwhk (A

Z=K'nw{" .

Then, the map 3Gl g9y : ¥ —> Z is an isomorphism, and we define

—1
N = ”(32G|(o,o)) ‘Hom(Z,Y) '

Let

U={xe WD (1M @A) Ixllyen <<} cx
v

{y e KX N WE ()1 (Iyllyer < ;} cv,
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where ¢ € (0, 1] is small enough such that

1
(X»)slelng H 82G|(XV)’) - aZGl(O’O) ”Hom(Y.Z) = 2_

Also define the constant 8 as

p= (x,y?elng [91Glex.y) “Hom(X,Z> =< 0.

Then, by the conclusion of Theorem A.2, there exist an open set U C U, given by

0={xe Wk ("M @A) : xlya-ns <8} C X,
where § € (0, min {§ , 2/3LN ” and a unique smooth map

E:U—V,
such that £ (0) = 0, and

G(a,£()=0,VaelU
-1 ~
DS'a = — (82G|(a,§(a))) 81G|(a,§(a)) € Hom (X, Y) , Ya e U
I€ (@1) — & (a)lly <2BN llay — azllx, Yai.az € U.

A

In particular, for any a € W*=D7 (T*M @ A) with lally&-n. < 8, there exists
a section A (a) = exp, (& (a)) with & € Wk (A), for which

(dw)* (Ug(S) (a . T(s,w)) + T(As,w)) =0,
and

1§ @llwrr < 28N llallya-v.r .

Since s is smooth and exp, : [ — L is a smooth map, this shows that A € wkor (Q’) .
Now suppose s and @ are such that | 7¢<)|| ), < 8, then setting a = T

gives §5.0) = § (T(X’“))) . for which
(dw)* (T(As,a))> -0
||€(S,a)) H whk.r < {

|56, | yer < 28N HT(W) HW

(k=1),r
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where A = exp; (§(s.) - From (4.17), we have

H T4s.) H < CKllgGmllco (@k ¥ @) , (4.26)

Wk—1r ~

where ® = (|| 76 H wh-tr T ||§(S,w) H Wk”) . Now, using the estimate for £ in terms
of T, we get

05 +2pN) (|70 WH,,) :

and since kr > n, \E(s,w) ”cO S ||5(s,m) H whr < ¢ Overall, combining the constants
into a single constant K, we obtain

H 7 (As.0) H _x H 760 H (1 n ” 6.0 H/H ) @)
Wk—1.r Wk—1.r wk=1.r ) ’
and hence (4.23).
If (k — 1)r > n, then by Lemma 4.11, we see that A is smooth. ]

5 Gy-Manifolds

The general picture considered in the previous sections can now be specialized to the
case of manifolds with G-structure. The 14-dimensional group G is the smallest of
the five exceptional Lie groups and is defined as the automorphism group of the loop
of unit octonions UQ. Let M be a compact 7-dimensional manifold with vanishing
first and second Stiefel-Whitney classes, so that the manifold is both orientable and
admit a spin structure. Then, as it is well-known [18, 19], M admits a G, -structure,
that is a reduction of the structure group of the frame bundle to G. Since G is
a subgroup of SO (7), the G, -structure can be extended uniquely to an SO (7)-
structure, and thus defines a Riemannian metric g and orientation on M. Equivalently,
given a Riemannian metric g, an SO (7) -structure on M lifts to a spin structure,
which is a principal Spin (7)-structure. Given the spin structure, we can then construct
a spinor bundle S which will necessarily admit a nowhere vanishing section. Any such
spinor section will then reduce the spin structure to a Ga-structure on M. Indeed, any
unit spinor will hence define a G»-structure that is compatible with the metric g.

Recall that Spin (7) has three low-dimensional real irreducible representations: 1-
dimensional representation Vi, 7-dimensional “vector” representation V7, and the
8-dimensional “spinor” representation S7 [2]. The representations V; and V7 descend
to representations of SO (7) . Moreover, the Clifford product gives the map

Vi x §7 — $7. 5.1)
Setting Vg = V| @ V7, we can then extend this map to m : Vg x S — 7.

This product is non-degenerate, and fixing £ € S7 allows to identify Vg with S7.
Both spaces are then identified with the octonions and the product m then gives rise
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to octonion multiplication. The element & is identified with 1 € Q. The stabilizer
of £ € §7 under the action of Spin (7) is isomorphic to G;. Note that Vg here then
corresponds to the irreducible “vector” representation of Spin (8) , while the two copies
of ;7 are identified with the irreducible 8-dimensional chiral spinor representations
Sgt of Spin (8) , and thus gives the normed triality of Spin (8) [2]. Since the map m
preserves norms, it restricts to unit spheres in Vg and S7, which we will denote by
UQ' and UQ), respectively, because they correspond to I” and LL in the general theory
in Sect.2. Clearly, UQ is a compact smooth loop. The tangent space at 1 to UQ is
then isomorphic to R7 = Im Q. We thus have the following identification of objects.

Object Loops Octonions
Pseudoautomorphism group v Spin (7)

Partial pseudoautomorphism group | W’ SO (7)
Automorphism group H Ga

Lie algebra of W P 50 (7)

Loop with full action of W L UO c$y

Loop with partial action of W L U0’ c Vg
Tangent algebra [ ImO =Vv; =R’

Therefore, on the manifold M as above, the spin structure corresponds to a principal
W-bundle in the general theory, the unit spinor bundle US corresponds to the bundle
Q and the unit subbundle UOM of OM = A @ TM corresponds to Q’. This
is precisely the octonion bundle introduced in [24]. Hence, we have the following
dictionary relating objects in the general loop bundle theory and G;-geometry.

Loop bundles G>-geometry

P Spin structure: principal Spin (7)-bundle over M
Q =P xg L/ Unit octonion bundle UOM

Q =Pxyl Unit spinor bundle US

A=Pxyl Bundle of imaginary octonions: T M

pp = Px (Ade), P 50 (7)-bundle over M = A>T*M

Ad (P) =P xady ¥ | SO (7) gauge transformations

G-structures can also be described using differential forms since G, is alternatively
defined as the subgroup of GL (7, R) that preserves a particular 3-form ¢g [30].

Definition 5.1 Let (e, ¢2, ..., ¢’) be the standard basis for (R7)*, and denote ¢! A
el A ek by e'7%. Then define ¢y to be the 3-form on R7 given by

123

00 = €15 4 145

167 +6246 _ 257 347 356. (5.2)

+e e —e —e
Then G is defined as the subgroup of GL (7, R) that preserves ¢y.

It turns out that there is a 1-1 correspondence between G, -structures on a 7-
manifold and smooth 3-forms ¢ for which the 7-form-valued bilinear form B, as
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defined by (5.3) is positive definite (for more details, see [6] and the arXiv version of
[28]).

1
By (u,v) = 3 (uap) A (vap) A @. (5.3)

Here the symbol J denotes contraction of a vector with the differential form:
Wa@)py = u’ Qamn -

A smooth 3-form ¢ is said to be positive if By is the tensor product of a positive-
definite bilinear form and a nowhere-vanishing 7-form. In this case, it defines a unique
Riemannian metric g, and volume form vol, such that for vectors u and v, the fol-
lowing holds

1
8¢ (U, v) vol, = 3 (uap) A (vap) A @. (5.4)

An equivalent way of defining a positive 3-form g, is to say that at every point, ¢ is in
the GL (7, R)-orbit of ¢g. It can be easily checked that the metric (5.4) for ¢ = ¢ is in
fact precisely the standard Euclidean metric go on R”. Therefore, every ¢ that is in the
GL (7, R)-orbit of ¢y has an associated Riemannian metric g thatisinthe GL (7, R)-
orbit of go. The only difference is that the stabilizer of go (along with orientation) in
this orbit is the group SO (7), whereas the stabilizer of g is G, C SO (7). This shows
that positive 3-forms forms that correspond to the same metric, i.e., are isometric, are
parametrized by SO (7) /G2 = RP’ = §7/7Z,. Therefore, on a Riemannian manifold,
metric-compatible G,-structures are parametrized by sections of an RP’-bundle, or
alternatively, by sections of an S”-bundle, with antipodal points identified. The precise
parametrization of isometric G,-structures is given in Theorem 5.2.

Theorem 5.2 ([7]) Let M be a 7-dimensional smooth manifold. Suppose ¢ is a positive
3-form on M with associated Riemannian metric g. Then, any positive 3-form ¢ for
which g is also the associated metric, is given by the following expression:

b =0a (@) = (® = la?) ¢ — 2000 (i) + 20 A (@) (5.5)

where A = (a, @) is a pair with a a scalar function on M and o a vector field such
that

a’+ el =1 (5.6)

The pair A = (a, @) can in fact be also interpreted as a unit octonion section, where
a is the real part, and « is the imaginary part. The relationship between octonion
bundles and G» -structures was developed in detail in [24]. In particular, sections of
a unit octonion bundle over M parametrize G -structures that are associated to the
same metric.

Definition 5.3 The octonion bundle OM on M is the rank 8 real vector bundle given
by
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OM=A'eTM (5.7)

where A = M x Ris a trivial line bundle. At each point p € M, 0,M =R & T, M.

The definition (5.7) gives a natural decomposition of octonions on M into real and

Re A . .
ImA)' Since OM is
defined as a tensor bundle, the Riemannian metric g on M induces a metric on OM.

Let A = (a,a) € ' (OM) . Then,

imaginary parts. We may write A = (ReA,Im A) or A = (

A]> =d® +|el} (5.8)

The metric allows to define the subbundle UOQM of octonions of unit norm and allows
allows to define a vector cross product on 7M.

Definition 5.4 Given the G;-structure ¢ on M, we define a vector cross product with
respect to ¢ on M. Let o and B be two vector fields, then define

(a erﬂJ/):‘P(av,B,V) (59)
for any vector field y [20, 31].

Using the inner product and the cross product, we can now define the octonion
product on OM.

Definition 5.5 Let A, B € I' (OM) . Suppose A = (a, @) and B = (b, ). Given the
vector cross product (5.9) on M, we define the octonion product A o, B with respect
to ¢ as follows:

_ ab — (a, B)
AO‘pB_<aﬂ+ba+ax(pﬂ> (5.10)

If there is no ambiguity as to which G-structure is being used to define the octonion
product, we will simply write AB to denote it. In particular, |AB| = |A| |B| .
Given a G>-structure ¢ with an associated metric g, we may use the metric to define

the Levi-Civita connection V. The intrinsic torsion of a Gp-structure is then defined
by V. Following [22, 32], we can write

Va(pbcd = _2Taewebcd (5'1 1)

where T, is the full torsion tensor. Similarly, we can also write

VaVbede = 8Ta[b(pcde] (5.12)

We can also invert (5.11) to get an explicit expression for 7

1
T," = =2 (Vagbea) ymbed, (5.13)
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This 2-tensor fully defines Vo [22].

Remark 5.6 The torsion tensor 7' as defined here is actually corresponds to —7" in [24],
—%T in [22] and %T in [32]. Even though this requires extra care when translating
various results, it will turn out to be more convenient.

Given a unit norm spinor section £ € I' (5) , a G2-structure 3-form ¢ is defined
in the following way:

where - denotes Clifford multiplication, «, B, y are arbitrary vector fields and (-, -) 5 is
the inner product on the spinor bundle. The Levi-Civita connection lifts to the spinor
bundle S, giving the spinorial covariant derivative V. Then, the torsion 7€) of Qg 1s
given by [1, Definition 4.2 and Lemma 4.3]

vee=TY g, (5.15)

Note that in [1], the torsion endomorphism is denoted by S.

As discussed above, in the special case of G-structures on 7 -manifolds, the cor-
respondence with the general loop bundle picture is the following: the W-principal
bundle is the Spin (7)-principal bundle that is the spin structure and the loop bundle
Q is the unit spinor bundle US. Then, fixing a section & € I' (US) , we can rewrite
the general Definition 4.2 of the torsion 7¢Y) of the section & with respect to the
Levi-Civita connection V precisely in the form (5.15), showing that the torsion 7 ¢)
of the G-structure ¢; is precisely equal to 7¢>V).

The covariant exterior derivative d in the general case is then equal to the Levi-
Civita covariant exterior derivative dV, and in particular, the adjoint (d®)*, which
appears in Theorem 4.13, is then equal to (d V)* . On vector-valued 1-forms, such as
the torsion, it is easy to see that in components, ((dv)* T)a =-VIT ¢ = —(divT)“.
Therefore, the condition (d“)* T = 0 is equivalent to div 7 = 0 in this case.

Similarly, given a unit octonion section A € I' (UOM) , A -& is again a unit spinor
which defines a G, -structure @4.¢ . Considering both A and & as octonions in U Q' and
UQ, respectively, this is just octonion multiplication A&, and g 4.6 = @ag = 04 ((pg) .
Therefore, all isometric G-structures are given by ¢ 4¢ for some unit octonion section
A. The curvature component F is then equal to a particular component of the Riemann
curvature tensor. These relationships are explored in detail in [24].

Thus we can reformulate Theorem 4.13 for G,-structures.

Theorem 5.7 Suppose M is a closed T-dimensional manifold with a smooth G-
structure ¢ with torsion T with respect to the Levi-Civita connection V. Also, suppose
k is a positive integer and p is a positive real number such that kp > 7. Then, there
exist constants § € (0, 1] and K € (0, 00) , such that if T satisfies

IT llwer <8,
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then there exists a smooth section V. € T' (UOM) , such that
divr™) =0
and

|79 0, < K0T lwer (11T W) (5.16)

Remark 5.8 1f we choose p = 2 to work with Hilbert spaces, then for a smooth section
V, weneed k > 4, so the condition on T is to be sufficiently small in the W42_norm.
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Appendix

LemmaA.1 Letk, k', n be positive integers and kp > n, for a positive real number p,
andlet Ay, ..., Ay be real-valued functions on a compact n-dimensional Riemannian
manifold M. Also, suppose my, ..., my are non-negative integers and q1, . . . , qi’ are

"

positive integers such that Z];:l qgjm;j <k, then
kK kK
mj . m_/-
1_[ Aj S_, 1_[ ”AJ “ Wk*qj,p . (A'l)
=1 Ly j=1

Proof Let K/ = le‘ﬁzl gjm;j < k. Then suppose p; = ;;—I:,:j for all j for which

. . ’
m; > 0, sothat pl = 477 and hence ZI; L — %.Thus, from Holder’s inequality,
J

= k7 =17p;
we have
14 14
m; m;
HAjI SHHAJ"L'{UPJ'
j=1 =l
Now note that using the definition of p;, % = —L2_ <1, and hence
pjmj
k—aj _k (1 _ q/)
n n k
> E( -9
- n k//
k
_k (1 __r ) .
n pjm;

@ Springer



Non-associative Gauge Theory Page 59 of 61 7

. . k 1 .
Since by assumption, w > pewe obtain

k—gq; 1 1

n P pjmj'

Using a version of the Sobolev Embedding Theorem, this shows that indeed,
“ Aj ” L"iPj < ” Aj ” wk=aj-p »
and (A.1) follows. O

Theorem A.2 (Banach space quantitative implicit function theorem [17, Theorem F.1])
Let k > 1 be an integer or oo, and let X,Y,Z be real Banach spaces. Suppose
U C XandV C Y are open neighborhoods of points xo € X and yp € Y and
f:UxV —s Zisa C*map such that f (xo, yo) = 0 and the partial derivative of
f at (xo, yo) with respect to the second variable, 9 f |y, y,) €

Hom (Y, Z) is an isomorphism of Banach spaces. Define

1
N = H(82f|(m,yo)) ‘

Hom(Z,Y)

Let ¢ € (0, 1] be small enough such that the open ball B; (xo) C U and B (yo) C V,
and assume

1

sup || 32f|(x,y) - a2f|(xo.,yo) HHom(Y.Z) = 2N

(x,y)EB¢ (x0) X Bz (yo0)

B = sup ||81f|(’)H < 0.
(.)€ B; (x0) % Be (30) *7) IHom(X,Z)

Then there exist a constant§ € (O, min [{, MLN }] and unique C¥ map g : By (xg) —>
B¢ (yo) such that yo = g (xo) and

(g (), x) =0, Vx € Bs (xo)

-1
Dg|x — (82f|(x’g(x))) 31f|(x,g(x)) € Hom (X, Y) N Vx € B5 (.X())
g (x1) — g (x2)lly <2BN llx1 —x2llx, Vx1,x2 € Bs (xo) .

A
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