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THE DIVISION MAP OF PRINCIPAL BUNDLES WITH GROUPOID
STRUCTURE AND GENERALIZED GAUGE TRANSFORMATIONS

CARLO A. ROSSI

ABSTRACT. Motivated by the computations done il [9], where | introeiiand discussed
what | called the groupoid of generalized gauge transfdonst viewed as a groupoid over
the objects of the categounc, ys of principal G-bundles over a given manifold/, |
develop in this paper the same ideas for the more generalotascipal G-bundles or
principal bundles with structure groupoid, where nowg is a Lie groupoid in the sense
of [[.

Most of the concepts introduced [ [9] can be translated stmerbatim in the frame-
work of principal bundles with structure groupoig} in particular, the key rdle for the
construction of generalized gauge transformations isygglayed by (the equivalent in the
framework of principal bundles with groupoid structure @ division mappp. Of great
importance are also the generalized conjugation in a gidupul the concept of (twisted)
equivariant maps between groupoid-spaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the paperll9], in order to construct explicit isomorphsshetween principal bun-
dles on the space of loops in a manifadld, obtained by pulling back a fixed principal
bundle P over M w.r.t. different kinds of evaluation maps, | introduced tancept of
generalized gauge transformatiomamely, ag7-equivariant (auto)morphisms of a princi-
pal G-bundleP over M correspond in a bijective way t@-equivariant maps fron® to G,
fibre-preserving¢-equivariant bundle morphisms between two (a priori) digtprincipal
G-bundles over the same base spa¢eorrespond tds x G-equivariant maps from the
fibred product bundle of the considered bundle§tavhich may be viewed as a represen-
tation of G x G. Later, | applied this correspondence to the parallel partswv.r.t. a given
connection, which can be seen, directly from its well-kno@equivariance properties
w.r.t. initial and final points, as & x G-equivariant map from the fibred productef; P
with ev* P, whereP is a fixed principalz-bundle overM, andevg, resp.ev, denotes the
evaluation map at the initial point, resp. the usual evadmanap; therefore, there exist an
explicit bundle isomorphism betweenf P andev* P.

The main tool for establishing the correspondence

{bundle morphisms betwee¥tbundle <

(.1 < {G x G-equivariant maps from fibred products@g

is the existence of a canonical map, attached to any princip&¥-bundle P; this map,
which is called by MacKenzi¢ [5] théivision mapof P, contains all the informations one
needs to characterize the fact that the grGupcts onP freely and transitively on each
fiber. Actually, the data of &-invariant surjective submersion fromto G, together with
the division mappp, characterize completely a princip@tbundle; the construction of
trivializations of P is done explicitly by means of the division map, seel[5].

Let me trace a short story of principal bundles with struetgroupoid. The notion of
division map for ordinary principal bundles has an analoigahe framework of principal
bundles with structure groupoid, i.e. when one takes a smmainifold P (possibly non-
Hausdorff), on which a Lie groupoid operates, together with a surjective submersion
m onto a smooth manifold/ (this, in turn, Hausdorff), such that is G-invariant, and
the action ofG is free and transitive on each fiberof In fact, the concept of principal
bundle with structure groupoid arises naturally in the emnhbf foliations: possibly, the
first appearance of this concept waslih [2], and laterlin [3iexe the authors examine the
monodromy and holonomy groupoid of a foliated manifold. bet say a word orn[2]
and [3]: they prefer to stress the local aspect of principaldbes with groupoid structure,
namely they consider mainly a version of nonabelian Cectomiogy for groupoids,
and view principal bundles with groupoid structure (or, &rbore precise, isomorphisms
classes thereof) as Cech cohomology classes on the basevgffagalues in the structure
groupoid. Although this point of view is correct and, fromertain point of view, more
fruitful than the one we are going to discuss, they do not maran important piece of the
picture, namely the existence of what | daltal momental prefer to skip in this paper any
local discussion of principal bundles with structure groidpdeserving to it a subsequent
paper[10].

In particular, the importance of principal bundles withusture groupoid lies in the
notion ofgeneralized morphisms between Lie groupeaidd the strongly related notion of
Morita equivalencesthese correspond, roughly, to right principal bundleswire action
of one groupoid, on which another groupoid (a priori disfiraperates from the left in
a compatible way, respectively freely, transitively andhinompatible way to the former
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right action. Conned 2] also introduced these conceptsifogroupoids, again from a
local point of view, using nonabelian Cech cohomology;rdtélsum and Skandali$ 4]
devoted a huge amount of work to generalized morphisms anddsmuivalences.

Approaching later the above subject from a global point efwiMcerdijk [6] introduces
the notion of division map for a principal bundle with struiet groupoid; here, the notion
of (global) momentum appears explicitly in connection te tivision map, and the pair
formed by (global) momentum and division map is called by Mijkra cocycle onM
with values in a Lie groupoidvhere) is the base space of a given principal bundle with
structure groupoid. The notion of cocycle dfiwith values in a Lie groupoid is equivalent
to the global definition of principal bundle with structuregpoid that Mrcun[IB] adopts
for examining in detail the properties of generalized gaidp; this is also illustrated in
detail in the booki]i7].

The paper is then organized as follows: Sediion 2 is simpéyiew of the main notions
concerning Groupoids and Lie Groupoids, the only new thigigd (as far as | know) the
notion ofgeneralized conjugation in a groupqigthich is one of the basic notions needed
in the rest of the paper. In Sectibh 4, | define principal basdlith structure groupoid
following [8] and [4]: 1 will review some basic examples andill introduce the concept
of fibred product of two principal bundles with structure gpoid. Later, | will introduce
the division map of a principal bundle (the terminology igreaved from the context of
ordinary principal bundles, followind [5]) and | will dises in detail its properties. In
Sectior[®, | will introduce the notion of bundle morphismvee¢n principal bundles with
structure groupoid and gfeneralized gauge transformatidater, using the division map,
| will establish the explicit correspondende{|1.1), leadin the notion ofgroupoid of
generalized gauge transformationsdevote a small subsection to the invariance property
of the division map w.r.t. bundle morphisms; this will play&otal réle in [10], where
| plan to discuss in detail the local nature of principal blesdand hence of generalized
morphisms and Morita equivalences between Lie groupoitisarsense specified above.

| plan to look in the future for possible applications of therrespondencd1.1) in
the framework of gauge theory for principal bundles witlustare groupoids: namely, it
would be an interesting task to introduce the notion of Togaal Quantum Field Theory,
like e.g. Chern—Simons theory, higher-dimensiaBél-theories in the framework of prin-
cipal bundles with structure groupoid: in the ordinary ¢aseh constructions rely mainly
on notions like principal bundles, associated bundlesheotions, etc. .. Once one would
have introduced and discussed extensively such notionse§pgmndencé1l.1) would be a
pivotal element in the construction of iterated integeala Chen, representing holonomy,
parallel transport and, more generally, borrowing ternosnfi1], generalized holonomy,
which are among the main constructions in Topological Fididories like Chern—Simons
Theory and higher-dimensionBIF’ Theories.

Acknowledgment.thank A. S. Cattaneo and G. Felder for many inspiring sutigesand
corrections; | also acknowledge the pleasant atmosphére Brepartment of Mathematics
of the Technion, where this work was (finally) accomplished.

2. BACKGROUND DEFINITIONS. GROUPOIDS ANDLIE GROUPOIDS

In this section | fix the main notations and conventions rég@rthe main objects that |
consider throughout the paper, namiely groupoidsto begin with, it is better to introduce
the concept of a general groupoid.

Definition 2.1. A groupoidis a6-tuple (G, Xg, sg, tg, tg, jg), whereG and X are two
sets (called respectively tiset of arrowsand theset of points or (more commonly) objects



4 C. A . ROSSI

sg andtg are two surjective maps froigi to Xg (called respectively theource map or
sourceand thetarget map or target g is a map fromXg to G (called theidentity) and
jg is a map fromg to itself (called thanversion; furthermore, introducing the subset of
G x G of composable arrowslenoted by, defined via

Ga ={(91,92) € G x G: s6(g1) = tg(g2)}

there is an operation froi, to G, theproduct of the groupoid,

G2 2 (91, 92) = 9192.
The following axioms must be satisfied
i) for any composable couplgs, g2) € G, it holds

sq(9192) = sg(g92),  td(g192) = te(gn).
ii) (Identity axiom) For anyx € Xg, it holds
sg(1g(2)) = x = tg(1g(x));
furthermore, for any € G, it holds

1g(tg(9))g = g = gtg(sg(9))-
i) (Inversion axiom) For anyg € G, it holds

sg(jg(9)) =tg(9), tg(ig(9)) = sg(9);
furthermore, the following identities must hold

9ig(9) = 1g(ta(9)), Ja(9)g = tg(sg(9))-
iv) (Associativity) For anycomposable tripl€g1, g2, g3), i.€. any triple obeying

tg(g3) = sg(g2), tg(g2) = sg(g1),
the identity has to be satisfied

(9192)93 = 91(9293)-

Remark2.2. Working in the categorical framework, one could speak ofaugpid as of a
categoryg, whose morphisms are all invertible.

| introduce the following notations: for any two points (dsjects)z, y of Xg, the set
Gz is defined via

Goy: ={9€G:sg(g) =2, tg(g) =y}

Furthermore, the fibre at € G of the source mapg, resp. of the target malg, is denoted
by G.... resp.G, . Observe that, for any € Xg, the setG, . is a group, called the
isotropy group ate: its multiplication is well-defined, as, for anye Xg, G, » C Ga, itis
associative. There is also a unit element, which is simply); the inverse of an element
g is clearlyjg(g).

For the sake of simplicity, a groupoid is denoted simplydbfi.e. by its set of arrows),
instead of writing down the compleéetuple (G, Xg¢, sg, tg, tg, jg)-

The concept of homomorphism of groupoids (or simply monpihid groupoids) is also
needed.

Definition 2.3. Given two groupoids; and?, ahomomorphism frong to # (or simply
a morphism frong to #), consists of a coupleb, ¢), wherei) ® is a map from the set of
arrowsg to the set of arrowd{, andii) o is a map from the set of objecl; to the set of
points X4, obeying the following requirements:
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i) (Compatibility between the groupoid structures)the three diagrams must com-

mute
¢ —2 G —2 H Xg —— Xu
2.1) sQl lsﬁ : tgl lt“ and Lgl lm :
Xg —2— Xy Xy —2 Xyu n -2 Ky
i) (Homomorphism property) For any composable paiy:, g2) € Go, the identity
must hold
(2.2) ®(g192) = 2(91)®(g2)-

Remark2.4. In the categorical language, a morphism from the grougdinithe groupoid
‘H is a functor between the two categories.

Remark2.5. Notice that the commutativity of the diagraris{2.1) and tier@2) imply
together that

P 0 jg = ja o P.

Now, having introduced, the notion of groupoid, we are redytroduce and discuss
the notion of Lie groupoid.

Definition 2.6. A Lie groupoidg is a groupoid in the sense of DefinitibnR.1, such that the
set of objectsXg has the structure of a smooth manifold (which has to be Hatfsaoa
topological space) and the set of arro@$as the structure of a smooth (but perhaps not
Hausdorff and even not second-countable) manifold; maedle source magp; has to

be a smooth epimorphism (i.e. a surjective map with sugjed¢tingent map at each point),
with Hausdorff fibres, and all other structure maps are smawdps. Accordingly, the
set of arrows is now called thmanifold of arrows while the set of objects is called the
manifold of objects

Remark2.7. Notice that, for a Lie groupoid, the identity mapg is smooth. The Iden-
tity Axiom for the groupoidg implies immediately that also the target map is surjective;
moreover, it follows, from the smoothnessigf that the target map is also a smooth sub-
mersion. Moreover, since both source map and target mapgeetive submersions, it
follows that the set of composable “arrows; inherits the structure of a smooth manifold,
since it is the restriction to the diagonal of the prodigt x X¢ of the smooth manifold

sg'(Xg) x tg'(Xg).

According to Definitio 26, a homomorphism between Lie gmids is a homomor-
phism in the sense of Definitidn 2.3, where both maps of the(gdaip) are smooth maps.

2.1. Some examples of Lie groupoidsBefore going further, let me discuss some exam-
ples of Lie groupoids.

a) Any Lie groupG is by itself a Lie groupoid; namely, consider the grodpas
the manifold of arrows and a poirtas the manifold of objects. The source map
and the target map are thus trivial, since they associatnmyg, the pointx; the
identity associates t® the usual identity ofz7 and the inversion map is simply
g — g~ %, the inverse in group-theoretic sense. The group axiomsrerbkatG
with the above structure is a groupoid.
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b) If G is a Lie group andV/ is a manifold acted on smoothly from the left Y
define theaction groupoidas the produadt’ x M as manifold of arrows andl/ as
the manifold of objects. The source map is simply the praeadnto the second
factor, while the target map is given by the left action; finghe multiplication is
defined via the assignment

(g1,m1)(92,m2): = (9192,m1), VYg1,92 € G, my,mg € M.

The action groupoid associated to a gradi@and a leftG-set M is commonly
denoted byG x M.

¢) Thefundamental groupoidl()M ) over a manifold)M is defined as follows: the
manifold M itself is the set of points. For any two pointsy, the set of arrows
(M), fromz to y is the set of all homotopy classes of paths fromo y, rela-
tive to endpoints (thus, the isotropy groupradf the fundamental groupoid aff
is the fundamental grougp, (M, ) based at the point). The source map and the
target map of the fundamental groupoid are then obviousnitkiplication is in
turn induced simply by the composition of composable pattéch is compatible
with homotopies fixing endpoints.

d) Given a manifold\/, there is a natural Lie groupoid associatedfo namely the
product groupoid of\/ with itself the manifold of arrows is the product manifold
M x M, while the manifold of objects id/ itself. The source map is given by
projection onto the second factor, while the target mapvismgby projection onto
the first factor; the identity map is simply the diagonal imsien of A into the
product of M with itself. Multiplication is then naturally given by

(x1,22)(x2,23): = (21, 23).

e) Thegauge groupoid;(P) associated to a principak-bundleP over the manifold
M is defined as follows: consider the orbit space of the diabaction of G on
the productP x P as the manifold of arrows, and the base manifalaf P as the
manifold of points. The target map is given by the compositibthe projection
onto the first factor with the projectionfrom P to M ; the source map is in turn
induced by the composition of the projection onto the sedantbr with the map
m. The product is defined so, that the quotient map from the ymmbgdroupoid
P x P onto the gauge groupoid is a homomorphism of Lie groupoidjout
going into the details, let me just say that the product idieitly constructed via
the division map ofP, for which | refer e.g. to[l5] or[l9] for more details. Let
me notice at the end that the manifold of arrows of the gaugapgid may be
identified with the total space of the bundle associated ¢ddft action ofG on
P induced by the right action @ on P; this is useful when discussimgincipal
bundles with structure groupoid the gauge groupoidPof

3. GENERAL CONSTRUCTIONS FORLIE GROUPOIDS PRODUCT GROUPOID OPPOSITE
GROUPOID AND GROUPOID ACTIONS

In this Section, | display some general constructions irthieery of groupoids; in par-
ticular, | discuss the concept of product groupoid, and, orerdetails, the concept of
left and rightG-spaces, for a general groupdid In particular, | introduce the notion of
generalized conjugation for groupoid# is well-known that it is not possible to define
conjugation for general groupoids (due to the fact that Hatreows are composable), but
as we will see later that for a general group@idt is possible nonetheless to define two
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distinct actions of the product groupoid@fwith itself ong, both inducing the usual conju-
gation on each isotropy group.. Finally, | introduce the concept of (twisted) equivariant
maps between left (and right) groupoid spaces, where th@enaatnay come from distinct
groupoids; this is the main notion that | need in order to wtadquivariant morphisms
between principal bundles with structure groupoid fromploét of view of generalized
gauge transformations.
Let me end the introduction to the topics of this section wittaveat:

From now on, every groupoidG, H is meant to be a Lie groupoid; | will explicitly
specify if otherwise.

3.1. The product groupoid of two groupoidsg, H. Given two groupoid§ andH, with
respective source, target, identity maps and inversioasnay form theproduct groupoid
of G andH by setting
i) the product manifold; x #H as the manifold of arrows of the product groupoid;
ii) the product manifoldXg x X4 as the manifold of objects of the product groupoid,;
iii) the map
sgxm(g,h) : = (sg(g9),su(h)), VY(g,h) € G xH,

as the source map of the product groupoid;
iv) the map

toxn(g,h) 2 = (tg(g),tu(h)), V(g,h) € G xH,

as the target map of the product groupoid;
v) the map

LQXH(xvy): = (Lg(l‘)7LH(y)), V(x,y) € Xg X X34,

as the identity of the product groupoid,;
vi) the map

jQXH(gah): = (]g(g),jy(h)), V(gvh) €GxH,

as the inversion of the product groupoid;
vii) the partial product of the product groupoid is definedtbg assignment

(g1, h1)(g2,h2): = (9192, h1h2),  sgxwu(g1,h1) = tgxm (g2, ha) .

We natice that the definition of product makes sense by thgdeifinition of the
source and target map in the product groupoid.

It is immediate to check that all axioms of (Lie) groupoid aedisfied: in particular, the
product of two Lie groupoids is again a Lie groupoid, as thedpict of smooth manifolds
is again smooth, and the product of smooth maps is again mdanally, the product
of the source maps is clearly surjective, and, by definitibtangent map, it is clearly a
submersion, as both its factors are submersions.

3.2. The opposite groupoid. Let me discuss briefly the notion opposite groupoidf a
groupoidg, which | denote byG°P; the opposite groupoid is a useful notion, when one
wants to switch from a lef§-action to a rightG-action and viceversa. One sets:

i) the manifold of arrows; of the initial groupoid as the manifold of arrows of the
opposite groupoid;

ii) the manifold of objectsXg of the initial groupoid as the manifold of objects of the
opposite groupoid;
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iii) the map
Sgp: =tg
as the source map of the opposite groupoid;
iv) the map
tgp: = sg
as the target map of the opposite groupoid;
v) the map
1 =g
as the identity of the opposite groupoid;
vi) the map
id s =Jg
as the inversion of the opposite groupoid;
vii) the product,,, defined via

g1 opG2: = 9201, G (91) =tg (g2),

as the product on the opposite groupoid.
It is easy to check that the opposite groupoid, as definedealsatisfies all groupoid ax-
ioms of Definitio ZZ1L. It is also easy to check that the opigogioupoid of a Lie groupoid
is also a Lie groupoid: namely, the manifold of arrows, ad aglthe manifold of objects,
are the same for both groupoids. As remarked in Section 1 apt@h 1 of [7] and in
RemarlZF of Sectidd 2, in a Lie groupdjdthe target map is also a smooth submersion,
thus the source map of the opposite groupoid is a smooth gglme Finally, one can
check immediately that the pailg,idx,) is an isomorphism of groupoids frogto its
opposite.

3.3. Left-andright G actions for the groupoidG. Given now a groupoi¢ and a smooth
manifold M, | want to clarify the notion of lefg-action on)/; the notion of righiG-action
is similar, and | mention it briefly.

Definition 3.1. A left G-action of the groupoid on the (smooth) manifold/ consists of

a3-tuple(M, Jas, ¥ys), wherei) Jy is @a smooth map fromd/ to the manifold of objects
X of the groupoid; (called themomentum of the actiaor, more briefly, thenomentum

andii) ¥y, is a smooth map frorg x ;,, M to M, where

Gxgu M: ={(g,m) e G x M: sg(g) =Ju(m)}.
It is customary to write
Urr(g,m): =gm

(Usually, one speaks also of lgftaction w.r.t. the momentumiy,.)
Moreover, the following requirements must hold

i)
Jau(gm) =1g(g), V(g,m) € G xy, M;
ii)
91 (g2m) = (9192) m,  ¥(g1,92) € G2, (9192, m) € G X g,y M;
Observe that Conditiof) implies that the previous identity is well-defined.
iii)

tg (Ju(m))m=m, Vm e M.
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Remark3.2 Notice that the s&f x ;,, M is in fact a manifold, as it is the pull-back w.r.t.
the momentuny;,, of the smooth fibration oveXg defined by the source map.

Remark3.3. The definition of rightG-action is similar, the only difference being that one
has to switch the rdles of the source and target maps; caes#ly, the mapl ,, goes from
the productM x ;,, G to M, and is denoted by

Upr(m, g): =mg.
Equivalently, a righG-action is a leftG°P-action, and the switch between the two actions
is provided by the inversioyy.

One says that a left groupoid action@fvith momentum/,, on a manifold)M is free,
if the following condition holds:

gm=m, sg(g9) =Ju(m) = g=1g(Ja(m)).
This implies that, for any € X, any isotropy groufy, , operates freely (in the usual
sense) on the fibrd,,' ({z}). (The concept of freeness for a righitaction is similar.)

On the other hand, one says that a gfaction with momentuny,,; on a manifoldM is
transitive if the following requirement holds:

Vm,m € M,3g € G, (m),sn(m) SUCh thatn = gm.
(The definition of transitivity of a righg-action is similar.)

Remark3.4. Notice that, if a left (or right}j-action with momentuny,, on a manifold\/
is free and transitive, the transitivity condition may bsteted as

VYm,m € M,3lg € th,(m)7Jh,(m) such thatn = gm.

3.3.1. The generalized conjugation ¢f. As | have already remarked at the beginning
of the Section, a groupoid does not admit a natural notioroafugation as a usual Lie
group. In fact, in a usual Lie group, the conjugation by anmeletg of an element:

is given by the formulagghg—!. The natural notion of conjugation for a groupoid would
be then to consider conjugation on any isotropy gr@upwhich is clearly a Lie group,
and corresponds naturally to the conjugation for a usualgt@ip, since, in this case,
any isotropy group is equal to the groupoid itself; but thedimition is too restrictive. In
fact, one needs a momentufg from the manifold of arrowg to the manifold of objects
Xg and a left action maplg from G x5, G to G, obeying the three requirements of
Definition[311; the left action map, intuitively, has to takkee form, whenever it makes
sense,

v _
(9,h) =5 ghg™".
The conjugation equation requires, by its very definitibwag t
tg(h) = sg(g), sg(h) =tg(g™") = sg(g) = tg(h) = sg(h).
Thus, the usual conjugation makes sense only on the isogr@pypss,, ., foranyx € Xg.

On the other hand, for any Lie group it is possible to construct four distinct actions of
the productG x G on( itself, namely

((91,92),93) — 919395 ",
((91,92), 93) = g2g3g7 "
(93, (91, 92)) — 91 9392,
(93, (91, 92)) = 95 9391
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All four actions are clearly smooth; the two first actions kefeactions, while the remain-
ing two are right actions. There is a natural subgroup of floelpctG x G, namely the
diagonal subgroup, which is naturally isomorphicdpwhen restricting the two first ac-
tions of G x G on the diagonal subgroup, one gets the same actiéhafG, which is the
left conjugation ofG, as the following easy computation shows

(9,h) = ((9,9),h) = ghg™" = c(g)h.

Similarly, the restriction to the diagonal subgroup of the tight actions of7 x G equals
the conjugation off composed with the inversign— ¢!, which is the right conjugation
of G. Therefore, the (left or right) conjugation éf can be viewed as particular cases
of two more general actions of the produ&€tx G on G, which | call thegeneralized
conjugation ofG.

As the following arguments show, the generalized conjogatif groups admits a nat-
ural extension to Lie groupoids, which | also call theneralized conjugation of Lie
groupoids The first ingredient one needs isreomentunfior the action:

Je(g) 1 = (ta(9),59(9)), Vgeg.

Consequently, the manifolg? x ;. G, where the action makes sense, has the form
g2 X g _ (91 92_93) c g3: Sg(gl) = tg(gg) )
‘ sg(g2) = sg(g3)

It makes thus sense to define a migpfrom G2 x ;. G to G as follows:

(3.1) Vel(g1,92:93) © = 919395
where | set for simplicityy, *: = jg(g2).

Proposition 3.5. The triple (gQ, Je, \IJC) defines a left;%-action ongG, which we call the
generalized conjugation of.

Proof. First of all, we notice that the mapg and V. are smooth on their domains of
definitions.
We then compute, for any triplgy, g2; g3) in G? x ;. G, the following expression:

(Jo o We)(g1, 923 93) = Je (919395 ) =

by definﬂon of J. (tg (919392—1) , Sg (919392—1)) _

= (ta(91),56(9: ")) =
= (tg(91),tg(g2)) =
= tg2(91392)a

which proves the first requirement (g2, J., ¥.) to be a leftg> action.
Second, we compute explicitly

Ue(g1,92; Vel (h1, ha; g3)) = (g1, gos hagshy ') =
=0 (hlgshz_l) 95" =
= (g1h1)g3 (g2h2) ! =
= We(g1h1, g2h2; 93) ,

whenever the identity makes sense.
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Finally, we compute
V(g2 (Je(9)):9) = Velig(ts(9)), 16 (sg(9)); 9) =
= 15(tg(9))gtg(sg(9)) ™" =
=9, Vgeg,
which ends the proof of the Proposition. O

Remark3.6. There is a similar (still distinct!) lefG2-action ong; in fact, one could
consider the mag. from G to Xg x X given by

Je(9): = (sg(9):ts(9)),

G* x5 G= {(91,92;93) €g’: {Zg(m; _ () } ;

and the mapl. fromG? x5 Gtog via

whence

Ue(g1,92:93) © = 929397 -
Itis not difficult to verify that the triplg(G, J., ¥..) defines also a leff>-action ong.

Remark3.7. Notice that the mapd. and.J. define also right;2-actions ong, theright
generalized conjugationsamely, on the sef x ;. G2, resp.g X7 G?, we define the map

TR respT., by the formula
vE
(93391, 92) = 91 "gsg2, resp.

KT 1
(93591,92) V g5 9391

3.4. Twisted equivariant maps between groupoid-spaced. define and discuss briefly
the concept okquivariant map between groupoid-spacé®r simplicity, by groupoid-
space, | mean here a manifadld acted on from the left by a groupoitl

For our purposes, | will consider the most general situatitamely a leftG-space
(M, Jr, V) and a leftH-space N, Jy, ¥ n ), whereG, H are two groupoids andl/, N
are two manifolds .

Definition 3.8. A (twisted) equivariant mapetween the lef§-spaceM and the leftH-
spaceN consists of a triplé©, @, ¢), where© is a smooth map from the manifold to
the manifoldV, and the paif®, ¢) is a morphism from the groupoi@to the groupoid
in the sense of Definition2.3.

Moreover, the following two diagrams must commute:

i)
M —°2 4 N
JMl J/JN 7
Xg —2— Xy
i)

gXJMML@)’HXJNN

o [on

M —_— N
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Remark3.9. The first commutative diagram in Definiti@n B.8 implies tidaix © maps
really the manifoldj x 5,, M, where th&j-action is well-defined, to the manifold x ;,, IV,
where the#{-action is well-defined, as the following explicit compudatshows:

In(O(m)) = p(Jar(m)) =
= ¢(sg(g)) =
= su(®(g9)), V(g;m) € G xyy M.
Usually, the second diagram may be rewritten as the identity
O(gm) = ®(9)O(m), V(g,m) € G x s, M,

which corresponds clearly to the usual definition of (twdsy ) equivariance of a map
O from a leftG-space to a left{-space, foiG, H usual groups.

The concept of (twisted) equivariant map between right goidrspaces is similar, the
only difference being that one has to invert the factorsé&yitoductsj x s, M, H x j, N
and® x O, or, equivalently, to switch to the opposite groupoids.

4. PRINCIPAL BUNDLES WITH STRUCTURE GROUPOID

An important notion in differential geometry is that pfincipal bundle a principal
bundleP with structure groug over the manifoldV/ is a triple(P, =, M), whereP and
M are both smooth manifolds,is a surjective submersion frofto M (i.e. a map whose
tangent map at any poiptof P is surjective) such that the following requirements hold:

i) the groupG acts freely from the right o®;
i) the projectionr is G-invariant:

n(pg) = w(p), Vpe P,geG;

iii)y P islocally trivial in the following sense: given a point € M, there exists an
open neighbourhood = U, of z in M and a diffeomorphisnpy

pu: T N U) = U %G,
andyy is G-equivariant

du(pg) = du(p)g,

whereG acts from the right oV x G by right multiplication on the second factor
of any pair inU x G, and satisfies the equation

pr; oy =T,
wherepr; denotes projection onto the first factor of any paitink G.

The trivial principal bundle ovel/ is simply the triple(M x G,pry, M), whereG acts
from the right on the product manifolt x G by right multiplication on the second factor
of any pair.

| give now the notion of principal bundle with groupoid sttuie, namely, | want to
define an analogue of principal bundles in the above senserewtreplace the structure
group G by a more general groupoi@d. The natural concepts appearing in the theory
of usual principal bundles that may be translated immelgidtethe theory of principal
bundles with structure groupoid are that of rightpace and of surjective submersion; it
remains therefore to give a criterion which in some senseicsithe “triviality condition”.
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Definition 4.1. A principal bundleP with groupoid structureg; over the manifoldV/ is
a4-tuple (P, m, e, M), wherei) P and M are smooth manifolds and) the pair(P, <)
defines a structure of rigigt-space orP (we drop the right action map, denoting it simply
by a product or, when needed, .

Moreover, the following requirements must hold:

i) the mapr is a surjective submersion frofto M.
i) The mapr is G-invariant, i.e. the following diagram commutes

Px.g —2Y ., p

prll lﬂ :

P —T— M
iii) The map(pr,, ¥) defined via
(pry,¥): Pxc G — P xpy P,
(p,9) = (p,p9),
is a diffeomorphism; byP x 5, P, we mean

PxyP: ={(p,g) € PxP:7(p)=n(q)}.

Remark4.2. The notion of principal bundles with structure groupoid mghe previous
definition is not new: in fact, it was introduced by ConnesiZihfor studying the holo-
nomy groupoid of a foliation, and used extensively later lzgfliger in [3], although they
used a local description in terms of nonabelian Cech cohogydbr groupoids (still, their
notion of nonabelian Cech cohomology for groupoids, altfooorrect, lacks of an ex-
plicit mentioning of what | call local momenta; | plan to retuto this point in subsequent
works). Later, Mcerdijki5] took a different point of view, wiang nonlocally, introducing
the notion ofcocycle onM with values inG, which mentions explicitly the presence of a
momentum, and which corresponds, in terms of groupoidhgdivision map for ordinary
principal bundles discussed extensively by MacKeriZie Bihally, the nonlocal point of
view was formulated in a definitive way by Mrcun [8] and Moekdid]], which is the point
of view that | take here. Let me notice that the local pointiefw in terms of nonabelian
Cech cohomology, has also many advantages, among themthe guossibility of con-
structing explicitly many examples of principal bundleslj,sl will only mention briefly
the local nature of principal bundles with structure gradpdiere, devoting subsequent
works to this aspect of the theory.

Remark4.3. The meaning of the third axiom is that the groupgidperatedreely and
transitively on each fibre af. In fact, assume the identity holds

pg=p, p€ PgeG suchthatg(g) =c(p).

It follows that both pairgp, g) and (p, tg(2(p))), both in P x. G, are mapped by the
diffeomorphism(pr,, ¥) to the same image, namely, p); hence,

g = 1g(e(p)).
If, on the other hand, we take any two poiptandq of P, lying in the same fibre of,
we have(p, q) € P x s P; since(pry, ¥) is a diffeomorphism, it follows that

a=pg, 9€G (g =sg(9), =) =tg(9),
whenceg € Ge () (p)-
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The smooth inverse of the mapr,, ¥) is usually denoted b$ p. It follows by its very
definition:

Pxu P53 (p.a) *5 (Pp1(p,q), ®pa(p.q) € P x. G,
whencedp;, resp.®p o, is a smooth map fron? x,; P to P, resp.G; clearly,

®p1(p,q) =p, Y(p,q) € Pxpy P
On the other hand, since the imagedgf lies in P x. G, it follows

£(®pa(p,q) =) = tg(Ppa(p, ).

| denote, from now on, the mapp > simply by ¢p. | will analyze its properties in detail
later; notice that the functiofir was already introduced by Mcerdijk inl [6], where the pair
(¢p,e) was called a cocycle ol with values inG, and earlier by MacKenzie iii[[5] in the
case of ordinary principal bundles with structure gratipvhere it was called theivision
map ofP. | prefer the notatiow p in order to make explicit its dependence on the principal
bundleP.

4.1. The unit bundle of a groupoid G and the trivial bundle. In this Subsection, | con-
sider two important examples of principgdbundles, namely thenit bundle ofG and the
trivial principal G-bundle

As the readers have surely noticed, there is no trace (apghgran Definition[Z] of
the triviality condition present in the definition of a pripal G-bundle. This is because,
in fact, the definition of trivial principaff-bundle requires more care that the definition of
the usual trivialG-bundle, and requires also the notion of unit bundle; nozlets, we will
see later that some sort of triviality condition holds alspgrincipalG-bundles.

Remark4.4. | will later discuss more carefully the “local triviality pblem” for principal
bundles with structure groupoids: | will namely prove an iggience between Defini-
tion[4] and local data obeying some cochain propertiesadt the second characteri-
zation provides a useful way for constructing non-trivighpipal bundles with groupoid
structure.

Definition 4.5. Theunit bundle of the Lie groupoid consists of the-tuple(G, tg, sg, Xg)
(thus, it is a bundle over the manifolds of objects)f and the righiG-action on itself is
given by right multiplication; it is usually denoted bi;.

Notice that the choice of right multiplication @has rightG-action on the unit bundle
is in accordance with our choice of the mam the previous definition. Notice also that
the unit bundlé/{s is a principalG-bundle in the sense of Definitign #.1: namely, sidgce
is a Lie groupoid, the target map is also a smooth submensioence;) of Definition[4.1
is satisfied.

It remains to show that alse) holds; | show this explicitly to motivate the terminology
“division map”. The map(pr,, ¥), where¥ is the right multiplication map, takes the
explicit form

G xs5 G2 (g,h) = (g,9h) € G x5 G.
It is then easy to prove that the previous map has an expiigibsh inverse, which turns
out to be

g Xtg Gg>s (gah) = (gag_lh) €g Xsg g;
hence, the division magy,, associated to the unit bundle is simply given by

d’l/{g (gvh) = g_lhv



THE DIVISION MAP OF PRINCIPAL... 15

which is the nonabelian version for groupoids of the usuabidin map for abelian groups.
The unit bundlé/g is also called thérivial G-bundle overXg.

In order to give the definition of trivial princip&l-bundle over a manifold/, one needs
the notion of pull-back bundle.

Definition 4.6. If the 4-tuple (P, 7, e, N) is a principalG-bundle overN and M L Nis
a smooth map from the manifoll to the manifoldV, thepull-back f* P of P w.r.t. f is
defined via

fTP: ={(m,p) € M x P: f(m) = 7(p)}.

Considering thel-tuple (f* P, pry, e o pry, M), then one can prove that it defines a
principal G-bundle over)M, wherepr,, i = 1,2, denotes projection onto thieth term of
f*P. In fact, it is easy to verify thapr, is a surjective submersion; the rigftaction is
defined along the map

(m,p) =" e(p)
and takes the explicit form
[*P Xcopr, G 2 (m,p; g) = (m,pg).
If two points(m1,p) and(ms, ¢) of f* P belong to the same fibre, it follows
my =mz = f(m1) =(p) = f(m2) =7(q) & q=por(p,q)-
Thus, the map
[*P Xeopr, G 3 (m,p; g) = (m,p;m, pg)
is a diffeomorphism, where the smooth inverse is given ekpliby
7P xa f7P 3 (m,pym,q) — (m,p; dp(p,q)) ,
using explicitly the division magp of P.
Definition 4.7. Given a groupoid; and a smooth magp from a manifoldd/ to the mani-

fold of objectsXg of the groupoid;, one may consider the pull-back bundi&/; of the
unit bundle ofG. By its very definition, the total space of this bundle hasftren

aUg ={(m,g) € M xG: a(m) =tg(g)} -
The bundlex*U is called therivial G-bundle overd w.r.t. a.
Remarld.8. Notice that, while there is only one trivial princip@tbundle over a manifold

M, with G a group, there can be in principle madtigtincttrivial G-bundles over the same
base.

Remark4.9. Observe that the momentum mapalong which the right action af on P
is defined, is a surjective submersion in the case of a ttivialle, as it is the composition
of two surjective submersions.

It is possible to prove a local triviality condition for paipal G-bundles( P, 7, e, M).

Proposition 4.10. Any principalG-bundle( P, 7, e, M) is locally diffeomorphic to a trivial
bundle.

Proof. consider a point» and we choose a local sectierof 7 (it is possible, sincer is a
surjective submersion) over an open neighbourhdod U,,,, and consider the (smooth)
composite map

a=qy =: =€00.
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Consider then the map

aUg 3 (m, g) & a(m)g;
by the very definition of the map and DefinitionZb, the mapy is well-defined and
smooth. Moreover, it has a smooth inverse, which is given by

TH(U) 3 p Y (2(p), ép(o(x(p)),p)).-
Itis clear by the very definition of that the previous map maps the restriction'(U) of

P to U to the trivial bundlex*Ug and that it is smooth, as a composition of smooth maps.
Let me prove that the mapy is the inverse ofr;. Namely, one has

ou(Yu(p)) = du(n(p), op(o(m(p)),p)) =
=o(n(p))opr(o(r(p)),p) =
=D
by Propositiol 23, which will be proved later in Subsenfg3. On the other hand, one
has
Yu(du(m, g)) = Yu(o(m)g) =
= (w(a(m)g), ¢p(a(n(c(m)g)),o(m)g)) =
= (m,¢p(o(m),a(m)) g) =
= (m, 9),
where was used the fact thais a section ofr, thatr is G-invariant and again of Proposi-
tion[ZT3. O

4.2. Product bundle and fibred product of bundles. | consider two principal bundles
P, P, with the same structure groupofdand over the same manifoltd/, whose right
G-actions are defined along the mapande respectively, and whose projections araend
7 respectively.

Lemma 4.11. The 4-tuple (P X P,mx T,e x &M x M) is a principal bundle over
M x M with structure groupoid; x G.

Proof. The rightG2-action onP x P is defined via the smooth mapx ¢ as follows: the
manifold, where the action is well-defined, is

(PXIS) xexz (G7) - —{(paﬁ;gl,QQ)erﬁXQQ: {E(p) :tg(gl)’}7

e(p) =tglg2)
and the right action map is simply

(P x 15) Xexz (G%) 3 (0. By g1, 92) — (pg1,Pga) € P x P.

It is easy to check that this defines a riglitaction onP x P.

The bundle projection is, by definition, the product of botimile projections and,
hence itis clearly a smooth surjective submersion. By dedimand by the second require-
ment of DefinitiorT41L, it follows immediately that the pradwf the bundle projections
andT is G2-invariant.

It remains to show the third requirement of Definitionl4.1. Wave to show that the
map

(4.1) (P X 13) Xexz(G?) 3 (p, B3 g1, 92) = (0, B pg1,Dg2) € (P x P) X prxar (P x P)
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is a diffeomorphism. It is a smooth map, as one may view it axtmposite map

(Px P) xexz (6%) 3 (g1, 92) = (. 90). (o 92)) € (P % G) x (P x &)
= ((p,pg1), (B, Bg2)) € (P xar P) x (P xpr P)
= (9, 55091, Pg2) € (P x P) xarxar (P x P),

and all maps are clearly smooth.
Its inverse is given by the composite map

(P X ﬁ) XMxM (P X ﬁ) = (paﬁ;qva) = ((paq)v(ﬁaa)) S (P XMP) X (ﬁ XM ﬁ)
= (p 6r(p.0)): (7.0 (5. D) € (P x: §) x (P 2 G)
= (0,5 62 (p, ), 05 (5,0) € (P x P) xoxz (6%).

It is clear that all maps are smooth, thus the map in Equalidl) @defines a diffeomor-
phism, hence completing the proof. O

Now, let me consider the restriction to the diagofal, ¢ M x M of the principal
bundleP x P, for any two principal bundle® andP over the same base and with the
same structure groupoig, introduced in LemmBZ:11; | prove that it is a principal biend
over M with structure groupoid?, which | call thefibred product bundle oP andP.

Lemma 4.12. The4-tuple (P ® 13, T, e X &, M) , where the manifold® ® P is defined by

PoP: :{(p,@er]B:w(p):%(@}7

and the projectiorr is
7(p,p) = 7(p) =7 (D),

defines a principag;Zbundle overM, which is called the fibred product bundle Bfand
P.

Proof. Itis clear that the right action @2 on the product bundI® x P restricts to a right
G2-action on the total spad@ ® P on the fibred product bundle along the same mayz.

It remains to show that the bundle projecti®iis a surjective submersion and that the
map
(PT{D@Z;I’PQP)

(PO P)xexz(6%) 3 (0, 91, 92) (p,Ds pg1,D92) € (PO P) x 21 (PO P)

is a diffeomorphism; it is clear that this map is well-definad both projections and=

areG-invariant. The bundle projectiofi is obviously smooth and surjective; by its very

definition and by the definition of tangent map, it followsaatkat7 is a submersion.
Finally, it is clear that the map

(P©P)xa (PO P) 3 (p,50,0) = (p.5: 62(p.0): 0p(5.0) € (PO P) xoxe (67)

is well-defined and smooth; it is also immediate to check ithiatthe inverse of the map

(prfeﬁ, ‘I’p@fa)' which is thus a diffeomorphism. |
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4.3. Properties of the division map¢p. In this Subsection | analyze in detail the previ-
ously introduced division mapp, the second component of the inverse of the diffeomor-
phism(pr,, ¥). As already seen, the majp is defined onP x,; P and takes its values
in the structure groupoid of P; it is obvious that one can identiff x 5, P with the total
space of the fibred product bundie® P, which is, by Lemm&Z.12 of Subsectibnl4.2, a
right G2-space.

Moreover, the map p satisfies by its very definition the equation

tg(op(p,q)) = £(p),V(p.q) € PO P.
Sincedp is the inverse ofpr,, ¥), it follows immediately

(p7 q) ‘I"j (pa ¢P(pa Q))

( rl_’\II) !
" (0, pop(pq) = (p,9), Y(p,q) € PO P,

whence it follows that the division mafy- is defined uniquely by the equation
(4.2) q=por(p.q), V(p,q) € POP.
Proposition 4.13. The mappp from P ® P to G has the following properties:
i) for any point(p, ¢) of P ® P, we have
OpP(P,q) € Ge(q),c(p)-
ii) On the diagonal submanifold of the total spacdof P, we have
or(p,p) = 1g(e(p)), VpeP.
i) for any pair(p, ¢) € P ® P, the following equation holds
¢p(p,q) = dp(e,;p) "

notice that the previous equation makes sense, sineg € P © P implies that
(g,p) € P ® P also.

iv) The triple (¢p, idge, idxé) is an equivariant map from the riglit>-spaceP © P

to the rightG2-spaceG endowed with the right generalized conjugation defined in
Remarl3J7 by the pair of mags/?, U%) in Subsubsectidn3.3.1.

Proof. i) As already seen, for any p&ip, ¢) in P ® P, one has

tg (¢r(p,q)) = <(p).
On the other hand, Equatidn_{l.2) implies, sigcacts from the right o, that

sg (6p(p,q)) = £(q),

whence the claim follows.
ii) Again, | make use of Equatiofi{4.2): namely, for any pairp) it implies

p =pdp(p;p),
whence it follows, by Remaik4.3,

op(p:p) = 1g (¢(p)) -
ii) This follows immediately from Equatioli{4l.2):

q=pdp(p,q) < p=qop(q,p), Y(p,q) € POP.
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iv) First of all, one has to show the commutativity of the filsagram in Defini-
tion[383; recall that, in this contexi/ is the fibred product bundl® ® P, N is
the manifold of arrows;, the smooth map,, is the product x ¢ andJy is J.
from Propositiofi 315, an@® is ¢ andy is the identity ofX 2.

Thus, one can compute directly, with the help of the resulved in:):

(Jc o QSP)(pa Q) = ']C((bp(p? Q)) =
= ((tg (¢p(p,q)) ;56 (6p(p,q))) =
= (e(p),e(q)) =

- (idxé oe % 5))(1% 9, V(p,q)e POP.

To prove the commutativity of the second diagram, considgerserald-tuple
(p,q; 91, 92) In (P ® P) xcxe (G%); then one has by Equation(#.2)
492 = pg19p(pg1,q92) =
= popr(p; q)g2-
Notice that all identities make sense, in virtue of the cortativity of the com-

mutativity of the first diagram in Definition3.8.
The freeness of the rigigt-action onP from Remar{ZB implies that

or(pg1,992) = g1 ' p (P, )92,
which is equivalent to the identity

(Ve o (pp xidg2))(p,q; 91,92) = (0P © Yper)(p, ¢ 91, 92),
Y(p,q;91,92) € (P © P) xexe (G7),

whereVU p, p denotes the right action map for the right-spaceP @ P.
O

5. EQUIVARIANT MORPHISMS BETWEEN PRINCIPAL BUNDLES AND GENERAIZED
GAUGE TRANSFORMATIONS

In Sectior[#, | defined the notion of principal bundles wittusture groupoid and dis-
cussed the notion of fibred product bundle of any two prindpadles; finally, | associated
to any principal bundle” with groupoid structure a canonical (twisted) equivariaitp
from the fibred product bundle @? with itself to the structure groupoid itself.

In this Sectionj) | first review the concept of fibre-preserving, bundle mospfs be-
tween principal bundles with the same groupoid structudecuer the same base manifold
M, andii) | develop a theory of generalized gauge transformationisdrsénse of[9]; the
main tools for the development of such a theory are the natidibred product bundle and
the canonical division map from Propositian4.13.

5.1. Equivariant maps between principal bundles. | consider any two principal bundles
Py, Py, with the same structure groupajdand over the same base manifaltd

Definition 5.1. A fibre-preservingG-equivariant map between the principal bundigs
and P, (shortly, a bundle morphism betwedh and P,) is a twisted equivariant map
(0,idg,idx, ) in the sense of Definitioi3.8 of Subsect[onl3.4 from the rigispaceP;
to the rightG-spacePs, with the additional property to Hére-preservingn the following
sense:

T 00 = Ta.
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It is not difficult to check that, for a tripléP; , P>, Ps) of principal G-bundles over the
base manifold// and bundle morphisms;> from P; to P, andoss from P, to Ps, their
composition is, by its very definition, again a bundle mosphiromP; to P;. Clearly, the
identity mapidp of P is a bundle morphism from the principg@tbundleP to itself.

Thus, it makes sense introduce the catedryg s by the following assignments:

i) Objects: the objects oBung ,, are the principai-bundles over the base manifold
M
i) Morphisms: a morphism between two objects, P the categonBung s is a
bundle morphism fron®; to P, in the sense of Definition 3.1
Morphisms in the categofgung s have the remarkable property of being bijective, as the
following Lemma shows

Lemma 5.2. Every bundle morphism between any two objectg,, P, of the category
Bung s is bijective.

Proof. One has to show) injectivity andii) surjectivity ofo. Let me first show injectivity.
Namely, consider two poinfs;, ¢; of Py, such that

a(p1) = o(q1)-
Sinceo is fibre-preserving, it follows that; andg; lie in the same fibre, whence

q1 = p1op, (P1, q1)-
The G-equivariance of implies readily

o(q1) = o (p1ép, (p1,q1)) = o(P1)dp, (P1. 1) = o(p1)-
The freeness of the action gfon P, implies

op. (p1,q1) = tg(e2(a(p1))) = g (e1(p1))
whence
q1 = pitg (e1(p1)) = pr1.

As for surjectivity, one has to show that for any poatof P, there exists a point;

of P;, such that
o(p1) = p2.

From the fact that is fibre-preserving, it follows immediately that surjedtjvis a fibre-
wise property for equivariant morphisms. Consider theneefopointp, of P, and we take
its projectionmy (p2) =: x; by the surjectivity ofry, consider a poing; , of P, such that
71 (q1,z) = x. Consider further the image w.rd.of ¢1 ,; it lies in the same fibre ofs,
whence

P2 = U(Ql,m)Qng (Q1,17p2)-
By Propositioi 2113 and Definitidn .1,
tg(op, (q1,2,p2)) = €2(0(q1,2)) = €1(q1,2),
hence, one can form the element
p1i = q1,29p,(0(q1,2), P2)-
An easy computation, using tlieequivariance of, gives
a(p1) = o (q1.20p,(0(q1,2),p2)) =
= 0(q1,2)0P, (0(q1,2),p2) =
= P2,
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by Equation[[ZR). O

Remark5.3. Meerdijk showed that every bundle morphism between pringjpbundles
is an isomorphism, by reducing the problentrgial principal bundles Later, | will give
another characterisation of morphisms of the cate@aity; 1, and | will also see that, in
fact, every morphism is an isomorphism, by using global arguts.

5.2. Generalized gauge transformations.| want now to discuss a different characteriza-
tion of bundle morphisms between principal bundles withddtire groupoid; in the previ-
ous Subsection, we have viewed bundle morphisms betweecipalG-bundles as special
types of equivariant morphisms between righspaces in the sense of Definitioni3.8.

| define now generalized gauge transformations between timoipal G-bundles anal-
ogously to what | did in Section 4 ofl[9], although the facttthaleal with groupoids,
instead of groups, requires more care; but the idea is nelesththe same, i.e. to consider
maps from the fibred product of two princigaibundles to the structure groupdjdtself,
satisfying some particular properties.

Definition 5.4. A generalized gauge transformation between the principaundlesP;
and P; is, by definition, a (twisted) equivariant mz(rK, idg2,idxé) from the rightG2-
spaceP; ® P, andg, viewed as a righG2-space via the right generalized conjugation
defined in Remark33 7 via the pair of ma@f,@f) in Subsubsectidn3.3.1.

The set of all generalized gauge transformations betwesmptincipalG-bundlesP;
2
and P, is denoted by’ (P, ® Py, G)¢
Remark5.5. Let me give a more detailed account of the properties of gdized gauge

transformations. First of all, a generalized gauge tramsédion between the principal
G-bundlesP; and P, is a smooth map from the fibred produét ® P to the structure

groupoidg. The fact that the triple(K, idg2,idxé) is a twisted bundle morphism from

P, ® P, to G, viewed both as righ§2-spaces, can be translated into the following set of
equations:
i) The first diagram of Definitioi=3]18 implies immediately
sg(K(p1,p2)) =e1(p1),
tg(K(p1,p2)) =c¢e2(p2), VY(p1,p2) € PO Pa.

ii) The second diagram of Definitidn 3.8, which defines prelgitheG2-equivariance,
may be restated as follows:

—=R
JC OK—€1X€2:>{

K(p1g1,p292) = 95 " K(p1,p2)91,  (p1,D2:91,92) € (P © Po) Xey e, (G?) -
| now prove the following

Theorem 5.6. The set of bundle morphisms between principdundlesP; and P; i in the

sense of Definitioi @ 1 is in one-to-one correspondencedsthC> (P, © Pa, g) of
generalized gauge transformations betwédgrand P.

Proof. Consider first a bundle morphism betweenP; and P, in the sense of Defini-
tion[53; | associate to it the following composite map
o~ Ko(p1,p2): = ép,(p2,0(p1)), Y(p1,p2) € PL© Pa.

First of all, K, is a well-defined map fronP, ® P, to G: namely, it is already known
from Sectiorl# that the mapp, is a smooth map fronP, © P to G, and, if the pair
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(p1, p2) belongs to the fibred produéy © P, then the pairps, o(p1)) belongs to the
fibred product ofP, with itself, since

ma(o(p1)) = m1(p1) = ma(p2).

It remains to show the commutativity of the diagrams in D&fni[3.8, which have been
translated in two sets of equations in RemfarR 5.5. Using thpgsties of the mapp,,
displayed in Propositiodn 4.1 3, one shows commutativityheffirst diagram, namely:

36(Ks(p1,p2)) = sg(¢p, (P2, 0(p1))) =
e2(o(p1)) =
e1(p1),

and

tg(Ko(p1,p2)) = tg(9p, (P2, 0(p1))) =
= e2(p2).

As for the second diagram, one gets, again by Propo$ifidh 4.1

Ky (p191,p292) = P, (p292,0(p191)) =

by g—equiv_ariance ofr

b, (P292,0(p1)g1) =
= g5 'op,(p2,0(p1)) g1 =
=95 "Ks(p1,p2)91,  V(p1,p2:91,92) € (PL © P2) X, e, (G°).
On the other hand, given a generalized gauge transformatibatweenP; and P, it
is possible to define a bundle morphism from P; to P, by the following rule:
ox(p1): =p2K(p1,p2), (p1,p2) € PO Py,

The previous formula is well-defined, in the following sensgthe right multiplication
makes sense and) it doesnot depend on the choice gk, as long as the paiip;, p2)
belongs taP; ® P,. To provei), notice that

tg(K(p1,p2)) = €2(p2) = (p2, K(p1,p2)) € Pox.,G,¥p1 € P1 S.t. (p1,p2) € PLOPs.

To proveii), consider, forp; in P, fixed, another pai(p;,g2) in P, ® P; it follows
immediately, by Definitiofir411, that

g2 = p20p, (P2, ¢2),

whence

ox(p1) = @K (p1,q2) =
= p2dp, (P2, 42) K (p1, p26p, (P2, 42)) =
= P20p, (P2, 42) 0P, (P2, 42) " K (p1,p2) =
= patg(op, (p2,q2)) K (p1,p2) =
= p2g2(p2) K (p1,p2) =
= p2 K (p1, p2).
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It remains to show that the tripléaK, ing,idxé) is a bundle morphism betwedn
and P; this is equivalent to showing the commutativity of the twiagtams in Defini-

tion[3:8. To show the commutativity of the first diagram, wenpuite
e2(0k(p1)) = e2(p2 K (p1,p2)) =

= sg(K(p1,p2)) =

=cei1(p1), Vp1 € Pi,p2 st (p1,p2) € PO P

The commutativity of the second diagram follows by the failog computation:

ok (p1g1) = p2 K (p1g1,p2) =
= p2K(p1,p2)01 =
orx(p1)gi, (p1,91) € P1 %, G.
The property o being fibre-preserving follows from

Ta(0k (p1)) = m2(p2K (p1,p2)) =
= Ta(p2) =
=m(p1), p1€ Py,

since the paifp;, p2) belongs taP, © Ps.
One has to show that the assignments
c~ K, and K ~ ok
are inverse to each other. A direct computation shows

UKU(Pl) =P2Ko(p1,p2) =
= p2op, (p2,0(p1)) =
=o(p1), Vp1€ P

on the other hand,

Koy (p1,p2) = ¢p,(p2, 0K (P1)) =

= ¢p, (2, P2 K (p1,p2)) =

= ¢p, (P2, p2) K (p1,p2) =

= 1g(e2(p2)) K (p1,p2) =
K(p1,p2), Y(p1,p2) € PL© Py

O

It was proved in LemmBH 2 of Subsectlonl5.1 that any bundlghism between any
two G-principal bundles?; and P; is bijective. Moreover, every bundle morphisnbe-
tweenP; andP; is invertible: namely, consider the generalized gaugestamationk’,,
canonically associated toby Theorenfi5l6.

Lemma 5.7. For any bundle morphism betweenP; and P, the map

K _
Py® Py 3 (p2,p1) & Ko(p1,p2)~teg,

defines a generalized gauge transformation betw@eand P; .
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Proof. First of all, notice that the definition makes sense, since
(p1,p2) € PL © Py < (p2,p1) € P2 O Py.

It remains to show the commutativity of the two diagrams irfiligon B:8. To show the
commutativity of the first one, one computes

—R —R
Je (Ko(p2,p1)) =T, (Ko(p1,p2)~") =

(56 (Ko (p1,p2)7")  tg (Ko (p1,p2)7")) =
= (tg(Ko(p1,p2)), s6(Ko(p1,p2))) =
= (e2(p2),e1(p1)) =
= (g2 X €1)(p2,p1), V(p2,p1) € P, ® Pr.

The commutativity of the second diagram follows from

Ko-1(p2g2, p191) = Ko(p1g1,p2g2) " =
= (97 ' Ko(p1,p2)gn) =
= g1 'Ko(p1,p2)92 =
=97 'Ky-1(p2,p1)g2. V(p2,p1:92,91) € (P2 © P1) Xcyue, (G7)

O

Hence, to any bundle morphissrbetweenP; and P, one associates in a canonical way
two generalized gauge transformatiofs, betweenP; and P, andK ,-: betweenP, and
P.

The next lemma shows their relationship explicitly.

Lemma 5.8. The unique bundle morphismassociated to the generalized gauge trans-
formationK -1, for any bundle morphism from P, to P, by Theoreri 56, is the inverse
map too.

Proof. By definition the bundle morphismsatisfies the equation

T(p2) = p1Ko-1(p2,p1), Vp2 € P,

and the paifp2, p1) belongs taP, ® P;. Then, by a direct computation on gets:

U(T(Pz)) =0 (M Ky-1(p2,p1)) =
o(p1)Ks-1(p2,p1) =
o(p1)Ko(p1,p2) " =
(p1)ép, (P2, 0(p1)) ™' =
(p1)op, (0(p1),p2) =
Vp2 € P,

o
o
b2,

where the paifps, p1) belongs taP, © P;.
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On the other hand, one has

T(o(p1)) = P1Ks-1(0(p1),p1) =

=pi1Ko(pr,o(p)) " =

= piop,(0(p1),a(p1)) " =

=p16p,(0(p1),0(p1)) =

= pitg(e2(a(p1))) =

=pug(ei(pr)) =

=1,
where was used the fact that the pair, o(p1)) belongs toP, © Ps. O
5.2.1. Gauge transformationsin this Subsubsection, | want to study the notion of gauge
transformation of a princip&-bundleP. First of all, | consider a bundle morphisifrom
P to itself in the sense of Definitidn3.1. By Theor€ml5.6, thisra unique generalized

gauge transformatio&’, on P, i.e. aG2-equivariant map from the fibred product &f
with itself, defined via

Ka(paQ): = (bp(q,a(p)),

where¢p is the canonical map associated to the burieéll¢horoughly discussed in Sub-
sectiofZB. On the other hand, sincés fibre-preserving, one has

o(p) =pGs(p), Vp€EP,

for a unique element,, (p), depending smoothly o and belonging to the groupo@l
By the freeness of the action gfon P, it follows

Go(p) = ¢p(p,0(p)) = Ks(p. p),
i.e. G, is the restriction to the diagonal ¢t © P of the unique generalized gauge trans-
formation associated t®.
Moreover, by the properties of generalized gauge transftoms,
sg(Go(p)) = sg(Kq(p,p)) = e(p),
tg(Go(p)) =tg(Ks(p,p)) = £(p),

.. 95(p) € Ge(p),c(p), fOr anyp € P. Furthermore, the following equivariance property
of G, holds:

Go(pg) = ¢r(pg,o(pg)) =

= ¢p(pg,o(p)g) =

=g '¢p(p,o(p)) g =

=97 'Gs(p)g, V(p,9) € Px:G.

On the other hand, if we have a smooth map frBrto G, satisfying
(5.1) G(p) € Gep),e(p)s VP E P,
(5.2) G(pg) = g~ 'G(p)g, (p,g9) € Px.G,
the well-defined assignment
p 5 pG(p), VpeP,
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defines in an obvious way a bundle morphisminwhich | denote byr. Therefore, by
Theoreni&l6g defines a unique generalized gauge transformdtigrby the rule

Ka(p,q): = ¢p(g,06(p)) =
= ¢r(q,pG(p)) =
= ¢pr(q,p) Gp) =
=¢p(p,a)"'G(p), Y(p,q) € POP.
Computations similar to those used in the proof of Thedrdirbply that the assignments
G~ K¢ K~ \K,

are inverse to each other, whe¥ds any map fromP to G, satisfying both EquationE(%.1)
and [52), ands is a generalized gauge transformationbfthe map. A denotes here the
imbedding of the diagonal a? ® P.

By Equation[[&11), one can define on the&et (P, G)Y of maps fromP to G satisfying
Equations[(511) and{3.2), a product structure: in fact,

(G1G2)(p): = G1(p)Ga(p), Vpe P.

Itis clear that the mag'; G enjoys again Equations($.1) afid{5.2). Moreover, the prbdu
is associative, since, for apye P, the sey. (., -(,) iS a group.
Furthermore, the map

(5.3)

tgoe: P—§G
satisfies both Equations(b.1) alid{5.2): in fact, e.g. Hqu4E.2) holds because:
tg(e(pg)) = tg(sg(g)) =
= gilg =
=g ig(e(p) g, ¥(p.g) € P x:G.

Itis not difficult to prove thatg o ¢ is the unit for the product i’ (P, G)¢. Analogously,
to anyG in C*°(P,G)Y, the map

G (p): =G(p)~', VpeP
belongs again t¢'>= (P, G)Y, and a direct computation shows that
GG '=G"'G=goc.
Hence, it is possible to summarize all the computationsisimfidae following

Proposition 5.9. For any principalG-bundle, the se€>°(P,G)Y of maps fromP to G,
satisfying Equation$(3.1) and{5.2), is in one-to-one espondence via the maps

C®(P,G)9 3G~ Kg € C®(P®P,G)9Y 5 K~ 3K € C*(P,G)°

with the set of generalized gauge transformatiGiis (P ® P, G)9*9; here, K denotes
the map defined by Equatioii{b.3). Moreover, the®t(P,G)Y is a group, called the
gauge group ofP’; thus, the set of bundle automorphismdfbeing in one-to-one corre-
spondence with the gauge groap® (P, G)Y, inherits a group structure via composition,
and the mapr — G, for any bundle automorphismof P, is an isomorphism of groups.

Remarks.1Q The previous Proposition implies readily that the gaugeigraf a principal
G-bundleP may be viewed as the isotropy groupfabf the groupoid of generalized gauge
transformations, which | will introduce and discuss in théSectioi 5 14.
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5.3. Invariance of the division map w.r.t. bundle isomorphisms. In this short subsec-
tion, | will display a trivial, but important property of thdivision map, namely its invari-
ance w.r.t. bundle morphisms. In other words: one alreadwsrthat bundle morphisms
between right principaf-bundles over the same base space are isomorphisms. Tiegrefo
considering isomorphism classegibundles over the same base space, one may consider
one representativ®, and consider subsequently its division map the latter is an in-
variant of the isomorphism class, i.e. it does not depentiewthoice of the representative.
More formally, the content of the previous discussion maydstated in the following

Theorem 5.11. Let o be a bundle morphism from the right principg@tbundle P; to the
right principal G-bundle P, both over the same base space.
Then, the following identity holds:

(54) ¢p2 O(O’ X O') = ¢p1 onP, ® Py.

Proof. First of all, let us check that the map on the left-hand sideali-defined. This is
not difficult: in fact, considering a paip:,p,) in P, ® P, it follows immediately that the
pair (o(p1),0(p,)) belongs taP» ® P», sinceo is fibre-preserving.

Second, the identity follows from the following computatio

o(p1)¢p,(o(p1),o(Py)) = o(py) =
=o(p1op (p1,DP1)) =
:U(p1)¢Pl(p1,]71), v(plaf_jl)epl ®P1a

by the definitions of the division maps>, and¢p,, and by th&j-equivariance of. Since
the action ofG is free, Identity[R4) follows immediately. O

As a simple consequence, the assignment to a bundle morphitweenP; and Ps,
right principalG-bundles over the same base space, of a generalized gangf@tnaation
of Theorenf 56 may be also rewritten as follows:

o~ Ko(p1,p2) = ¢p, (07 (p2),p1), (p1,p2) € PL O Pa.

5.4. The groupoid of generalized gauge transformations As shown in Theorefi 3.6 in
Subsectiofi 512, any bundle morphism between two pringgalindles is invertible, thus,
by definition, every morphism of the categd@yng_,/ is invertible, makingBung s to an
abstract groupoid. | want to discuss this groupoid from thmtpof view of generalized
gauge transformations. Let me begin with a notational rémar

A bundle morphism from an object P; to another object P; of the category
Bung, as will be denoted byo;;

| consider now a tripld Py, P, P3) of objects ofBung 5/, and corresponding bundle
morphismsri, andoss. Sinceoss o o192 is obviouslyG-equivariant and fibre-preserving
from P; to P; in the sense of Definition 3.1, there is a unique generalized)g transfor-
mation inC>(P; ® P3,G)9*9 by Theoreni 56, given explicitly by:

(023 0012) ~ Kogps001,(P1,03) = ¢p; (3, (023 0 012) (p1)) . m1(p1) = 3(p3).
A direct computation shows
(023 0 012) (1) = 023 (P2 K51, (P1,02)) =
= 023(p2) Koy, (P1,02) =
= p3Ks,, (p2,03) Kopb (P15 D2)
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wherep, € P, such thatra(p2) = m1(p1) = 73(ps). The freeness of the action gfon
Ps implies finally
Ki3(p1,13) : = Kooyo01, (P1,03) = Kops (P2, 03) Koy, (P1,02) -

(In order to avoid cumbersome notations, | simply abbrexvdt,, by K, and so on.)
Now, for any triple(P;, P>, P3) of objects ofBung, »s, consider the product operation

C(Py ® P3,G)9%9 x C°(Py @ P2,G)979 5 (Kaz, K12) — (K23 % K12) (p1,p3): =
= Ka3(p2, p3)K12(p1,p2),
for any pair(p1,p3) in Py ® Ps, andps in P satisfying
(p1,p2) € Pr © P2 = (p2,p3) € P2 © Ps.
First of all, the operatior is well-defined, since

5g(K23(p2,p3)) = €2(p2) = tg(Ki2(p1,p2)) -

Moreover, sincek1, and K»3 are both generalized gauge transformations, their product
Ko3% K12 does not depend on the choiceefe P, aslongas (p1) = ma(p2) = m3(ps3)
holds: namely, for another representatjye= p2¢p, (p2, g2) in the same fibre ofro, we

get

K13(p1,p3) = Kaa(p20p, (2, q2)  p3) K12(p1, 20, (P2, 42)) =
= Ka3(p2, p3)6p, (P2, @2) o1, (D2, ¢2) K1o(p1, p2) =
= Ka3(p2, p3)ig (tg(dp, (P2, g2))) Kia(p1,p2) =
= Ka3(p2,p3)ig(e2(p2)) Kio(p1,p2) =
= Ka3(p2, p3) K12(p1, p2),

since
sg(HK23(p2, p3)) = e2(p2).
On the other hand{o3 x K12 IS G x G-equivariant:
K13(p19,p3h) = Kay(p2, psh) K12p19, p2) =
= h™ ' Koy(p2, p3) K12(p1, p2)g =
= h 'Kis(p1,p3)g, Vg,h€G.

Consider now al-tuple (P, P, P3, P;) of objects of the categorBung s, and the
three respective sets of generalized gauge transfornsation

C(P,® Py,G)9%9, C(P,® P3,G)9%9 and C°(P3® Py,G)9%9.
It makes sense to consider the following iterated operatidithe map-:
Ksy* (Kog x K12) and (Kszgq* Ko3) * Ko,

forany K12 € C(Py ©® P»,G)9%9, Koz € C(Py ® P5,G)9%9 and K34 € C(P3 ©

Py, G)9%9. Explicit computations give

(K34 % (K3 % K12))(p1,p4) = K34(p3,pa) (K23 *x K12)(p1,p3) = (m3(p3) = m1(p1))
= K34(p3, pa) Ko3(p2, p3) K12(p1,p2) = (m2(p2) = m1(p1))
= (K34 % K23)(p2,pa) K12(p1,p2) =
= ((K34 % Ka3) x K12)(p1,p4),

which proves associativity of the operatiepwhenever it makes sense.
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On the other hand, considering a péi;, P») of objects of the categorBung s, by
what was proved in Propositidn 5.9 of Subsubsediionb.21¢,baindle automorphism
of P;, hence a gauge transformation, corresponds uniquely tdeameat of C>°(P, ©®
Py,G)9%9. In particular, the unique element associated to the itemiap onP; is simply
¢p,: namely

Kiap, (p1,q1) = ¢p, (01, 1) = ¢p, (.q1) "
| want to compute an explicit expression Kﬁg*(b;ll, foranyK € C(P 0Py, G)9%9:
(K12 % 65, ) (p1,p2) = K11, p2)opy(p1, 1)~ =

by independence of the choice @f

Kiop1,p2)op,(p1,p1) =
= Kiop1,p2)ig(e1(p1)) =
= Kio(p1,p2),

wherer; (p1) = m1(¢1) and since
5g(Ki2(p1,p2)) = e1(p1)-
On the other hand, using the same notations as before, | dempplicitlyqb}j * Ko:

(‘b;zl * K12) (p1, p2) = épy(q2, p2) ' K1a(p1, ¢2) =

by independence of the choice @f 1
= Gpy(p2,p2)” K1Ap1,p2) =

= 1g(e2(p2)) K12p1,p2) =
K1op1, p2),
wherems(p2) = m2(g2), and by

tg(K1o(p1,p2)) = e2(p2).

Hence, for any objecP; of the categoryBung s, there is an eIemeraI;ll, which corre-
sponds to the identity for the operatien

At last, for any pair(P;, P») of objects of the categorBung 5 and any morphism
between them represented By, € C°(P; ® P»,G)9*9, Lemmd&al of Subsectidn.2
implies that there is another generalized gauge transtismavhose associated bundle
morphism is the inverse of the bundle morphism representddb; | denote this gener-
alized gauge transformation Hg’/lg. Let me compute explicitly the produ&lg * K1o:

(f{u *KIQ) (p1,q1) = f(lz(pz, q1)Kio(p1,p2) =

= K1o(q1,p2) ' K1op1,p2) =

by definition of¢ _
= " Kiapiop(pr, ar), pe) T Kas(pr, pe) =

by G x g—equi_variance ofq o

op,(p1,q1) " Kiop1, p2) " Kiop1,p2) =
= ¢p(p1,q1) "1g(sg(Kiop1, p2))) =
= op(p1, 1) Mig(er(pr)) =
= ¢p(p1. 1),

wherep, € P, is such thatry(p2) = m1(p1), and since

sg(op(pr, @) ") = tg(dp(p1,a1)) = epr).
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On the other hand, similar computations yield
K2 % K12 = ¢p,,
whence the assignment
K12 € C(P, ® Py, G)9%9 ~ C(P, ® Py,G)9%9 Ko

gives an inverse for the operatien

Putting all these computations together, one sees thattiegaryBung 5, with prin-
cipal G-bundles overM as objects and bundle morphisms in the sense of Defififidn 5.1
between them as morphisms igeupoid Namely, to any pair of object&P;, P») of
Bung as, | associate the set

(P, Py) ~ C(P, ® Py, G)9%9

of generalized gauge transformations betw&gmnd P,. There are maps, ¢ (the source
and target map respectively) from the set of all sets of the10><(P, ® P, G)9*9, for
any two objects’;, P> of Bung, i, to the objects oBung is; ¢, the so-calleddentity, from
the objects of the categoBung, i/, to the selC>(P © P,G)9*9, for some object of
Bung, as, defined respectively via

s(Ki2): =P, Kz € C(PL© Py, G)99,
t(Ki2): =P, Kip € C(P 0 P,G)9%9,
i(P): =¢pt € C(P® P,G)9*9 = C=(P,G)°.
There is a partially defined, associative product of the $sets of the formC>(P;
P27g)g><g:
*: C°(Py @ P3,G)9%9 x C(P; © P2, G)9%9 — C(P; © P3,G)9%9
(K23, K12) — Koz % Ki3.

It is obvious that
(5.5)

s (Ko3 % Ki2) = P = s (K12) ,
t(Kgg*Klg) = P3 = t(Kgg),
s(i(P))=P=1t(i(P));

i(t(Klg))*KlgzKlg, Klg*i(S(Klg)):Klg, VK12€COO(P1®P2,Q)QXQ.

It was also proved that there exists, for diiy, € C(P; © P, G)9*9, a unique element,
which was previously denoted iy, € C(P, ® Py, G)9*9, which satisfies the property

Kiox Kio = ¢p, =i (t (K12)), KiaxKiz=¢p, =i(s(K12)).
Hence, it makes sense to define the inversion map
j(Ki2): = Kia, VK12 € C%(P @ Py, G)9%Y.
Thegroupoid of generalized gauge transformatiégnslenoted by>>>9*9 | so that
(5.6) OG0 =C=(PLo P, G)7"Y, o979 =0=(P,g)7,

the latter being, as was said before, a consequence of Riopsd of Subsubsectidn 5.2.1;
the source, target and identity map@?-9*9 are defined in[{Gl5).
Summarizing all the computations so far, | can finally sthgefbllowing
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Theorem 5.12. The6-tuple (C>9%9 Bung s, s,t,14, j), for any manifold)/ and any
groupoidg, is an abstract groupoid in the sense of Definitiod 2.1, whkessource, tar-
get and identity map are defined [@{5.5), and the inversiop malefined in[[&16); it is
obviously isomorphic to the abstract groupoid of bundle phisms with set of objects

Bung, v by Theoreni 56 of Subsectibnl5.2. For any objeadf Bung as, the isotropy

groupOff’gxg is isomorphic to the gauge group & which is denoted' (P, g)g.
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