PRINCIPAL BUNDLES WITH GROUPOID STRUCTURE: LOCAL VS.
GLOBAL THEORY AND NONABELIAN CECH COHOMOLOGY

CARLO A. ROSSI

ABSTRACT. The aim of this paper is to review and discuss in detail lasplects of prin-
cipal bundles with groupoid structure. Many results, intipatar from the second and
third section, are already known to some extents, but, dtiettack of a “unified” point of
view on the subject, | decided nonetheless to (re)defindalivtain concepts and write all
proofs; however, some results are reformulated in a mogaetevay, using the division
map and the generalized conjugation of a Lie groupoid. Irstrae framework, | discuss
later generalized groupoids and Morita equivalences fréota point of view; in partic-
ular, | found a (so far as | know) new characterization of gelimed morphisms coming
from nonabeliarCech cohomology, which allows one to view generalized misrph as a
generalization of classical descent data. | found alsotariaation formula for the division
map, which is the crucial point in the local formulation of Nta equivalences.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Principal bundles are one of the main objects of study in naaegs of mathematics and
physics, e.qg. differential geometry, algebraic topold@pological Quantum Field Theo-
ries, gauge theory. In particular, the study of principatdies encodes also the study of
many structures on them, like e.g. connections, basicrdiftéal forms, curvature of con-
nections, etc. In a previous papEkri[17], for the purposewshg the properties of the
so-called generalized Wilson loop observable Bir-theories (roughly speaking, higher-
dimensional analoga @&-dimensional Chern—Simons theory), which is a formal seoie
differential forms on the space of loops on a maniféfdwhich mimics the shape of the
path-ordered exponential giving an explicit represewngaif trace of the holonomy in some
representation of the structure groGpof a bundleP over M, | pursued in detail the idea
of viewing holonomy w.r.t. a connection as a gauge transéion of some bundle over
the space of loops if/; more generally, | introduced the concept of generalizatyga
transformations and interpreted the parallel transpart.va connection as a generalized
gauge transformation between two particular bundles amephce of curves if/. More-
over, the flatness of the connection w.r.t. which one comsigdarallel transport has some
consequences: namely, the parallel transport is a hodksattion w.r.t. a covariant deriv-
ative coming from pull-back of the previous connection. rRra more geometrical point
of view, this is equivalent to the well-known fact that thddrmmy map w.r.t. a flat con-
nection, restricted to loops with a fixed base point, factors map from the fundamental
group of M w.r.t. the chosen base pointa

Later on, | took notice that generalized gauge transfomnatmay be introduced also in
the more general framework of principal bundles with sweetgroupoid: roughly speak-
ing, they can be viewed as manifolds, projecting down to Ispsees, acted on from the
right (or from the left) by a Lie groupoid, so that the actierfiee and transitive on each
fiber. This result is an easy consequence of the existencdivision map also for princi-
pal bundles with structure groupoid; | refer [o[18] for maetails on the subject.

At that point, | thought it would be interesting to pursuelaga of the interpretation of
parallel transport w.r.t. connections also for principahdles with structure groupoid. Al-
though there is a huge amount of literature about principates with structure groupoid,
the only explicit reference to connections on them | foundhie forthcoming book of
Mcerdijk and Mr€un([15] and in[13], again by Mcerdijk and Mr% let me just point out
that they discuss connections w.r.t. a foliated structéitbebase space of the bundles they
consider. They also discuss briefly the notion of flat corinastw.r.t. a foliated structure.
This was one of my starting point towards an attempt to findravenient notion of con-
nections and flatness of connections on principal bundlgsstiucture groupoid.

On the other hand, | began also to pursue properties of pahbundles with groupoid
structure without any reference to other structures; thistldid for a better understanding
of the subject. In the mathematical literature, | found ahamount of work on this field,
e.g. [3], [6] and[7], 8], [12] and[[16], to cite the main oneldowever, each one of the
cited authors had his personal point of view about the wayealidg with principal bun-
dles with groupoid structure; e.g. Conngk [3], Hilsum andr&lalis [8] and Hafliger [7]
prefer to think in local terms, introducing the analogon gooupoids of the nonabelian
Cech first cohomology group of a manifaM (the base of the bundle) with values in the
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structure groupoid;, generalizing ideas of Grothendieck, and viewing thus isgrhism
classes of principal bundles with structure groupoid aoousiogy classes in this frame-
work. To be more precise, il[6], the author introduced nefiab Cech cohomology (at
degreel) of a topological space with values in sheaf of (topologiggbupoids; the first
nonabeliarCech cohomology group df/ with values in a sheaf of topological groupoids
canonically associated to a topological groupoid is in torene correspondence with the
set of isomorphism classes of topological principal busdigh groupoid structure over
M. On the other hand, Mcerdijk]i12], Mréuhn J16] and Mcerdijk avictun [1E5] prefer to
view principal bundles as global objects, pointing out tmaleelian cohomology theory
from a slightly different perspective, using the divisioan

Principal bundles with groupoid structure are interestireghematical objects by them-
selves, since they encode a differential-geometric analag the algebraic notion dii-
moduledetween rings or algebras, namely generalized morphismeba Lie groupoids.
Generalized morphisms between two Lie groupgidsnd? are bibundles, i.e. (roughly
speaking) principal bundles with structure groupicver the manifold of objects d,
such thaig acts from the left on the bundle in a compatible way. Genegdlmorphisms
play a central réle in many areas of modern research: akmelivn fact (which I will re-
prove later) is thatG-equivariant principaH -bundles over a manifold/, acted on from
the left byG, are in one-to-one correspondence with generalized memghirom the ac-
tion groupoidG x M to H, viewed as a trivial Lie groupoid. Connes [3] and Hilsum and
Skandalisl[B] present a nonabeli@ach cohomological version of generalized morphisms.
Last, but not least, let me spend two words on the notion ofifsl@quivalences between
Lie groupoids: this notion mimics the notion of Morita egalences in the category of
bimodules. In fact, a Morita equivalence between Lie grodeds an isomorphism in
the category of generalized morphisms; Morita equivalsrmween Lie groupoids are
central objects of study in the theory of Lie groupoids.

Motivated by the results of 18], | tried to pursue a “univaigoint of view. The key
tool, due to my previous work [17] in ordinary principal bues, is the use of the mathe-
matical object that MacKenzié [lL1] calls “division map”: [08] | analyzed carefully the
properties of the division map, and | will use it in this papepursue all local properties of
principal bundles with groupoid structure. The divisiongmd MacKenzie, in the frame-
work of ordinary principal bundles, is, in the more genemhtext of principal bundles
with structure groupoid, what Mcerdijk [12] calls a “cocydeer M with values inG” (or
also a division map); a cocycle with valuesgrdepends on a surjective submersion from
the total spacé to the base manifold/, and always comes in pair with a map from the
base manifold\/ to the manifold of objects of the structure group@idwhich I call the
momentunof the principal bundle. The main feature of a cocycle avEwith values in
G is that it contains all the informations one needs to charaxt an action o on P to
be free and transitive on each fiber of the surjective suhiorerdt is also what | use to
link the global point of view to the local one, hence drawingralge between the two
“cohomology” philosophies of[3][16] and[7].[8] arld[ILL&].

Let me now explain the structure of the paper. In Sedflon 2view the definition
of principal bundles with groupoid structure in a “globalay following closely [15]. |
also review the definition and the main properties of thesitivi map, for whose detailed
exposition | refer to[[14] and [18].

In SectiorB, | review and discuss in detail so-callszhl trivializing dataover a smooth
manifold with values in a Lie groupoid (see al$® [3] ahd [6]show that there is a one-
to-one correspondence between local trivializing datapaimttipal bundles with groupoid
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structure, once open coverings of the base space are chdsemvards, | construct exam-
ples of principal bundles with groupoid structure for sommewn groupoids, using local
trivializing data: among other things, | classify complegterincipal bundles with action
groupoids as structure groupoids. Moreover, | review thfindien and the local char-
acterization of morphisms between principal bundles withcsure groupoid (always by
choosing open coverings of the base space). To get rid oftthiee of open coverings,
one tries to reformulate the theory of local trivializingt@@nd local morphisms between
them in the framework of nonabelidbech cohomology: this is what | do at the end in a
more elegant way than in the classical references, usingaheralized conjugation of Lie
groupoids. The computations that | do in the framework ofatmiianCech cohomology
are crucial for what comes in the next Section.

In Sectior#, | first review the notion gfeneralized morphisnfollowing closely [16]
and [15], using a “global” point of view, focusing in partianon the additional properties
the division map of generalized morphisms has to satisfieri@n, | rewrite in local terms,
using the arguments of Sectibh 3, the notion of generalizegbhism, introducing the no-
tion of local generalized morphisnand | then show that local generalized morphisms and
generalized morphisms are in bijective correspondencegldbe notion of local gener-
alized morphism, | classify completely generalized maspis between action groupoids.
A local construction of generalized morphisms was alreadgyeed in([3] and[8], but the
local point of view that | take differs slightly from thein the sense that | consider not only
what in [&] is called a “cocycle on a groupaidwith values in a groupoi@{”, but with an
additional equation, which is related to nonabelath cohomologyin a (so far as | know)
new way. This additional equation is the key point in the elstarization of generalized
morphisms that | adopted: to mention one fact, in the class&ferences, the components
of a local generalized morphism are labelled as cocyclesy @he, more precisely, not co-
cycles, but coboundaries in nonabeli@ech cohomology between two cocycles obtained
by two distinct pull-back procedures. At a global levelsthieans that there is a morphism
between principal bundles, which satisfies also an additit@ocycle” condition similar
in spirit to the one appearing in classical Descent Theolgs<ical Descent Theory, to be
precise, is proved to be a generalized morphism in thisggttierefore, the theory of gen-
eralized morphisms may be viewed as a generalization adiclE<Descent Theory. Using
this characterization of generalized morphisms, | cameyhbgt | should call “Serendip-
ity”, to the result that | wanted initially to pursue ih_J1famely a new characterization
of flat bundles, motivated by the fact that flat bundles gige tb horizontal gauge trans-
formations: in fact, isomorphism classes of ffatbundles overM/ correspond uniquely
to equivalence classes of generalized morphisms from thgafmental groupoid aof/ to
G. This | will not pursue here in detail, deserving to it a fatiming paper; in fact, the
announced result could be also generalized to principadlesrwith structure groupoid,
giving a purely algebraic definition of flat connections, ethgeneralizes the well-known
correspondence between flat bundles and conjugacy clatsésepresentations of the
fundamental group in the structure group of the bundles.edeer, recently, a complete
analysis of connections on so-called princigabundles over the Lie groupoidwas pur-
sued in [10], using methods from the theory of simplicial mfads. Since connections
on principal bundles with structure groupoid may be viewsaaeneralized morphism
from the quasi-groupoid of curves M to the structure group of the bundle, connections
on principalG-bundles over a Lie groupoid, for a general Lie groupoifl, can be char-
acterized as two generalized morphisms from distinct (l#es groupoids with the same
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manifold of objects to the same groupd@idwhich satisfy an additional compatibility con-
dition, which should be expected to correspond to the \artiifferential in theCech—De
Rham bicomplex used il [10], which measures the conditiomfguasi-connection to be
a true connection. This | plan to pursue also somewhere later

In Section[b, | first review the composition of generalizedrpiisms from a global
point of view, following again[[16] and_[15]; in particularfocus on the computation of
the division map of the composition of two generalized maspts. | then proceed by an-
alyzing the concept of composition of local generalized phisms. This needs a “refine-
ment” trick, due to the (tautological!) local nature of Ibggneralized morphisms; once
this point is clear, the composition of local generalizedpimisms can be easily defined,
and moreover, it is shown that composition of local geneealimorphisms is equivalent
to composition of generalized morphisms. Let me just natiieg, by the arguments of
the final subsection of Secti@h 4, the composition of geimdimorphisms is expected to
correspond to an operation in nonabel@ech cohomology; | do not intend to pursue this
topic here, however | plan to deserve to the abstract cohmgieal aspects of the theory
of generalized morphisms a forthcoming work.

In Section[®, | first review the concept dorita equivalenceagain using as main
referencesl[16] and_[15]: | review the conceptaafnonical division mapsf a Morita
equivalence and the concept of the inveFse' of a Morita equivalencé, showing that
it is also a Morita equivalence and concentrating on the edatjpn of its canonical di-
vision maps and their relationship with those of the MorgaiigalenceP. In particular,
using arguments of [18], | find Bactorization formulaor the (at first sight complicated)
division map of the composition of a Morita equivalen@ewith its inverseP~!; this is
the starting point from which | derive a notion lofcal Morita equivalencewhich | prove
to be completely equivalent to the “global” one. Also Mor#quivalences, having local
counterparts, whose properties are strictly related tatmeposition of generalized mor-
phisms, are expected to receive an interpretation in ndiaatidech cohomology, recalling
arguments from Sectidd 5; as for the final topic of the pravg@ection, | will treat this
topic also separately.

Acknowledgment.thank A. S. Cattaneo and G. Felder for reading the manusmaigefully
and for many discussions; | also acknowledge the pleasanttspthere at the Department
of Mathematics of the Technion, where this work was accoshplil.

2. PRINCIPAL BUNDLES WITH GROUPOID STRUCTURE THE DIVISION MAP

| devote the first section to a reminder of the definition ofpipal bundles with groupoid
structure borrowed fron_[15]; in particular, |1 going to rédhe definition of thedivi-
sion mapfor principal bundles. | borrow the name “division map” fraviacKenzie [11];
Mcerdijk [12] calls the division map aocycle with values in a groupoid (although he
considers it jointly with a smooth map, which is for me the nemtum), and he already
states some of its properties. [n]18], | analyzed its prigecarefully, in particular em-
phasizing its nature as a bundle map and its equivariangegies, which will prove to be
a basic ingredient of later computations. The division mlag$a fundamental réle in the
local description of principal bundles, and its main prajesrbuild the groundstone lead-
ing the local description of principal bundles; this rolasalready known to Mcerdijk[12].
Let me only skip the introductory part to the theory of Lie gpoids which will be used
throughout the paper, referring {0 ]18] for the main conierg and notations.

| recall now the definition of principal bundles with grouggitructure.
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Definition 2.1. 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 riglgt-space orP. (Notice that usually, the righi-action is simply
denoted as right multiplication; if otherwise a particutatation is needed, | will use the
notationW or ¥ p for the right-action map.)

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
i) the map(pr,, ¥) defined via
(pr,¥): Px.G— Pxy P,
(P, g9) = (p,pg),
is a diffeomorphism; byP x ,, P is meant

PxyP: ={(p,q) € Px P:n(p) =m(q)}-
The mape is sometimes called theight) momentum of the bundre.

Let me notice that the first two requirements in Definifiod &ré the same as for ordi-
nary principal bundles with structure group; the third omeniost peculiar, but it may be
viewed as another way of saying that the group@idperatedreely and transitively on
each fiber ofP. Namely: assume first that the identity holds

pg=p, p€ P,geG suchthatg(g) =e(p).

It follows that the (a priori) distinct pairép, g) and (p, tg(¢(p))), both in P x. G, are
mapped by the diffeomorphistpr,, ¥) to the same image, namdly, p); hence,

g =1g(e(p))-

If, on the other hand, one takes any two poinndqg of P, lying in the same fibre of,
which means that

m(p) = 7(q),

hence the paifp, ¢) belongs toP xj; P, since(pr;, ¥) is a diffeomorphism, one has
immediately that

a=pg, 9g€G e(q) =sg(g), elp)=1g(g),
whence als@ € G.(4).c(p)-

2.1. First examples of principal bundles: unit bundle, pull-bad bundle and trivial
bundle. In this subsection | define three particularly importanhpipal bundles, which
will play also a fundamental réle in the local descriptiohgeneral principal bundles,
namely theunit bundle which is the basic groundstone for the subsequent theloey, t
natural notion ofpull-back bundle of a principal bundl&, from which, using the unit
bundle, from which | can define the notion wivial bundle Notice that the notion of
trivial bundle is not uniquely determined as in the case dfrary principal bundles, but,
in fact, there can be more than one trivial bundle over theesbaise space.
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Definition 2.2. Theunit bundle of the Lie groupoid consists of the-tuple(G, tg, sg, Xg)
(thus, it is a bundle over the manifolds of pointsgf and the righiG-action on itself is
given by right multiplication; it is usually denoted bi.

Let me briefly sketch the proof of the fact tHag, for any Lie groupoidy, is really a
principal bundle in the sense of Definitibn.1. That the getpnt = tg is a surjective
surjection follows immediately from the definition of Lieayrpoid; similarly, the axioms
of a Lie groupoid imply immediately that it i§-invariant in the above sense. | come now
to the last part of the proof: namely, let me consider the (pap, ) onlfg

Ug %55 G 3 (91,92) = (91,9192) € Ug X x4 Ug.
The inverse map thereof is simply given by
Ug X xg Ug 3 (91,92) = (91,97 '92) €EUg X5 G.

Notice that the previous map makes sense: in fact, if the(paip. ) belongs téfg x x,Ug,
this means that

tg(g1) = sglgr ) =tg(g2) and sg(g1) = tg(g; ).

The axiom of a Lie groupoid imply that the above map is smola¢imce it is a diffeomor-
phism. The map introduced above can be really thought of agsaath map; in fact, this
is the context where MacKenzie derived its name from.

| define now the pull-back bundle of a general principal beridithe sense of Defini-

tion[Z1.

Definition 2.3. If the 4-tuple (P, 7, e, N) is a principalg-bundle ovetN and M 4 Nisa
smooth map from the manifoltl/ to the manifoldV, thepull-back bundlef* P of P w.r.t.
f is defined by thel-tuple (f* P, pry, € o pry, M), where the spacg* P is

f7P: ={(m,p) € M x P: f(m)=m(p)},
andpr,, ¢ = 1, 2, denotes projection onto thieth term of f* P.

Lemma 2.4. Thedtuple(f* P, pr, e o pry, M) is a principal bundle in the sense of Defi-
nition[Z3.

Proof. The bundle projectiomr, is clearly a surjective submersion. Since the right
action, which is defined along the map
(m,p) =" e(p),
takes the explicit form
f*P Xeopr, G> (m7p;9) = (mapg)a

the bundle projection is also cleadjtinvariant.
If two points (mq, p) and(ma, q) of f* P belong to the same fibre, it follows

my =my = f(m1) =7(p) = f(m2) =7(q) © ¢ = Pgp.q:
for some elemeny, , € G, sinceP is a principal bundle. Thus, the map
f*P Xeopr, G 3 (m, p;g) = (m,p;m, pg)
is a diffeomorphism, where the smooth inverse is given ekpliby
[P xp f*P 3 (m,p;m,q) = (M, p; gp,q) »
and the claim follows. O
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Now, | give the definition of trivial bundles over a base matdfi/.

Definition 2.5. Given a groupoid; and a smooth magp from a manifoldd/ to the mani-
fold of objectsX¢ of G, | consider the pull-back bundte‘{g of the unit bundle of.
By its very definition, the total space of this bundle has trenf
a'Ug ={(m,g) € M x G: a(m) =tg(g)}.
The bundlex*Ug is called therivial G-bundle overM w.r.t. a.
LemmdZH implies thai* (g is in fact a principal bundle.

Example 2.6. Recall that any Lie grou@ may be viewed more generally as a Lie groupoid,
where the manifold of objects is simply a pointand target, source and identity map are
defined accordingly.
There is only one map from a manifoldM to the pointx, mapping allM onto x.
Hence, “the” trivial bundlex*/; takes the form:
o'Ug ={(m,g) € M x G: a(m) =+ =ta(g)} =
=M x G,
which coincides with the usual definition of trivial prineifbundle over\/.
Remark2.7. 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.

Example 2.8. One can consider the manifold to be a point; then, the magpy simply
sends the point to somer € X¢ and this is clearly a smooth map. The associated trivial
bundlea*Ug is the subset of of “arrows” arriving atz: namely, the base space can be
immediately identified with the point and the total space is by definition
a'Ug = {(+,9) € {x} x G: tg(g) = a(x) = z} =
= go,z-
Hence, if consider e.g. the action groupéidx M, for a smooth manifold acted on from

the left by a Lie groug, then the trivial bundle over a point mapped to the point: in
M, is simply theG-orbit in M through the pointn.

Remark2.9. Observe that the “momentum magp”along which the right action @ on P
is defined, is a surjective submersion in the case of a ttiziallle, as it is the composition
of two surjective submersions.

| introduce now the following

Definition 2.10. Given two principal bundlegP, , e, M) and(ﬁ, T, €, M) over the same
base manifold/ and with the same structure groupgigamorphism of principal bundles
from P to P is a smooth map from P to P enjoying the two requirements:

i) 7 is fibre-preserving, i.e. the following identity must hold:
ToT =T.
i) 7isG-equivariant, i.e.
gor=¢, T7(pg) =7(p)g. V(p,g9) € P xG.

Remark2.11 Notice that the first identity i) of Definition[ZID implies that both terms
in the second identity are well-defined.
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In the terminology introduced in 18], a morphism betweea twincipal bundle$® and
P over the same base manifold and with the same structure gidbigafibre-preserving
twisted equivariant map between tespacesP and P, when coupled with the identity
map of M.

| recall from [18] that any morphism of principal bundles o#lee same base and with
the same structure groupoid is invertible. Hence, two fpaidundlesP and P over the
same base space and with the same structure groupoid, foh wigre exists a morphism
in the sense of Definition2Z1L0, are said toikemorphic

2.2. The division map: definition and memento of main properties. In this subsec-
tion | discuss thelivision mapof a general principal bundIf; for the name of the map,
canonically associated t8, | have followed the convention adopted by MacKenki€ [11]
for ordinary principal bundles. First of all, | need a prelvary Lemma, whose proof may
be found in[18].

Lemma 2.12. The4-tuple (P ® P,7, e x &, M) , where the manifold® ® P is defined by

PoP: = {(p,@ € PxP:7(p) :%(@},
and the projectiorr is
7(p,p) = m(p) = 7(p),

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

Remark2.13 Itis customary to denote the fibred product bundi@atnd P by P x s P,
but | prefer to use the previous notation, which reminds wmeof the Whitney sum no-
tation, whose analogon in the framework of principal buad$eexactly the fibred product
operation.

| recall the definition of the generalized conjugation of & lgroupoidgG, referring
to [18] for a more detailed description.

The generalized conjugation of a Lie groupéictonsists of an action of the product
groupoidG? of G with itself on G; as such (see again_J15] dr]18] for more details), it
consists of 8-tuple (gQ, Je, \IJC), with J. the momentum of the action and. the explicit
action map.

The momentuny, of the generalized conjugation is simply

Jelg) : = (tg(9),56(9)), Vgeg.
Thus, the manifol@;? x ;. G, where the action makes sense, takes the form

=1
G* x5, G=1(91,92:93) € G*: 56(91) 9(93) .
sg(92) = sg(gs)
Define then the action map, of the generalized conjugation frod@* x ;. Gto G as
(2.1) V(91,92 93) © = 919395 -

Proposition 2.14. The triple (g2, Je, \I/C) defines a leftz2-action ongG, which | call the
generalized conjugation of.

See|18] for the proof.
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Remark?.15 Let me notice that there is gsimilar, still distinct, I6ft-action onG; in fact,
one can consider the map momentum miagrom G to Xg x Xg given by

Je(9): = (s6(9):ta(9)),
whence

sg(g92) =tg(gs)

G* x5 G= {(91,92;93) €G3 {59(91) = 56(95) }

and the action mag . from G2 X7 GtoGvia

We(g1,92:93) : = gagsgy -
Itis not difficult to verify that the triplg(G, J., ¥..) defines also a leff?-action ong.
Remark2.16 The maps/. and.J. define also righ§2-actions org, theright generalized

conjugationsnamely, on the s&f x ;. G2, resp g X7 G2, define the mag %, resp.@f,
by the formula

vk

(93:91,92) V5 g1 'g3ga. resp.
Th 1

(93591,92) +* 9o 9391

Define now thalivision mapof a general principal bundIB.

Definition 2.17. Given a principal bundléP, m, £, M) with structure groupoid;, the di-
vision mapgp of P is defined by the requirement

(2.2) q=popr(p,q), 7(p)=mr(q).

First of all, notice that the division map, because of Ecqpra{lZ2), is defined on the
fibred product bundlé® ® P, and that it is, in fact, the second component of the smooth
inverse of the canonical mgpr,, ¥) from P x. G to P ® P. Namely, the inverse of the
map(pr;, ¥) can be factorized as follows

(pr1, 0) " (p.0) = (@p1 (P @) Pra(p, a)).

where® p ;1 (p, ¢) belongs taP and® p 2 (p, ¢) belongs tag, for any pair(p, ¢) in the fibred
productP ® P. From the very definition of inverse map, it follows easily

(pry, V)(Pp1(p, ), Pr2(p,q)) = (Pr1(p, @), Pr1(p, ) PpP2(p. q) =
= (p,q);
whence it follows that
Pp1=pry, Pp2=0op.
Let me now list the main properties of the division map

Proposition 2.18. The mappp from P ® P to G has the following properties:

i) for any point(p, q) of P ® P, one has

OP(P,q) € Ge(g),c(p)-
i) On the diagonal submanifold of the total spacdf P, one has

¢P(pap) = Lg(E(p)), Vp € P.
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i) for any pair(p, ¢q) € P ® P, the following equation holds

op(p,q) = dp(q,p) ™"

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

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

to the rightG2-spaceg endowed with the right generalized conjugation defined

See once again to[118] for the proof of Proposifion .18

Example 2.19. Let me consider the unit bundlé; associated to a general Lie groupoid
g, see Definitiof.ZI2. It is then easy to see that the divisiop ma = ¢¢ of the unit
bundle, defined on the space of pdigs, g2) ending at the same point (which corresponds
clearly to the fibred product of the unit bundle with itsei)the “true” division map

(91,92) = 91 92, tg(g1) =tg(g2).

Example 2.20. Given a principal bundlé’ over a manifoldV, and a smooth mayp from
a manifold} to NN, it is not difficult to prove that the division magy- p of the pull-back
bundlef* P is simply

¢p-p((m,p), (m,q)) = dp(p,q), f(m)=mn(p)=n(q).
Hence, the division map of the trivial bundi€éliz over M associated to the smooth map
a is simply
Ga((m,g1), (m, g2)) = g7 'g2,  tg(g1) = tg(g2)-

Remark2.21 Given a principal bundléP, =, ¢, M) with structure groupoid, the pair
(e, ¢p) is called by Mcerdijk[[IR] a “cocycle o/ with values inG; in the next section, |
will explain in which sense this denomination has to be usitderd.

3. LOCAL DATA OF PRINCIPAL BUNDLES WITH GROUPOID STRUCTURE

In the previous section | introduced the main notion of ppatbundle with groupoid
structure and | discussed the first examples of principatitasy namely the unit bundle
and the trivial bundles associated to smooth maps; furthetroduced the division map
of a general principal bundIB and listed its main properties.

The main properties characterizing a principal burfdlare encoded in thé-invariant
surjective submersion and the division map, whose existence makes the actighaf
P free and transitive on every fibre.

Now, | want to give a “constructive” definition of principalibdles, dealing with local
data, such as in the ordinary case; in other words, | trzéalocally a general principal
bundle, with the help of the submersivity of the projectinand the division map. Later, |
will generalize the notion of local trivializing data, anavill also prove that local trivial-
izing data provide an equivalent way of defining principahties. Finally, with the help
of local trivializing data, | will construct some examplesmincipal bundles for some
particular Lie groupoids.

3.1. Local sections ofr and trivializations of P. Recall that the projection of a prin-
cipal bundleP is a surjective submersion, i.e. the tangent map at any pbiftis a sur-
jective linear map between the corresponding tangent spacee, the Implicit Function
Theorem implies the following useful
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Lemma 3.1. Any principalG-bundle( P, 7, ¢, M) is locally isomorphic to a trivial bundle,
i.e. for any pointn of M there is an open neighbourhodd such that the restriction a?
to U is isomorphic to a trivial bundle ovdy.

See alsq15]. Consider a general poimt. of M and choose a local section; of 7 (it
is possible by the Implicit Function Theorem, sincés a surjective submersion) over an
open neighbourhood = U,,,, and consider the (smooth) composite map

Ey: =¢Eooy.
Consider the map
il 3 (m, g) ¥ o(m)g € P;

by the very definition of the mapy, and DefinitiolZB, the map; is well-defined and
smooth.

Since the restriction aP to U andej;Ug are both principal bundles over the same man-
ifold U and with the same structure groupoid, to prove that both lesrate isomorphic
via ¢y, it suffices to prove thap is G-equivariant and fibrepreserving.

Let me prove first that it is fibre-preserving. Namely, for @ajr (m, g) in ef,;Ug, one
get

(mou)(m,g) =w(ou(m)g) =
=7(oy(m)) =
= pry(m, g),

where | used thg-invariance of the projection.
Now let me provej-equivariance. First, one has to show tlatrespects the momenta
of the actions ofj:

(o @u)(m,g) =elou(m)g) =
=sg(g), V(m,g) € eplig,
by the very definition of the momentum for the actiorgobn the trivial bundle;; g, and
by the very properties of the momentum. Furthermore,
eu((m, g1)g2) = pu(m, g192) =
= ou(m)gig2 =
= (ou(m)g1)g2 =
=u(m, g1)g2, V(m,g1) € e P, 5g(g1) = tg(g2).
O
The isomorphisny;, associated to the local section overU, is usually called ¢ocal
trivialization of P. Notice that the trivialization depends only on a choice lafcal section

of 7, whereas the inverse of the trivialization depends aduktiy on the division map of
P. The question that arises naturally now is:

Given two trivializing open setsU, V/, intersecting nontrivially, and correspond-
ing sections ofr, oy and oy respectively, giving rise to trivializations ¢y, resp.
v, is there an explicit relationship between the trivializaions?

This is the question | want to answer in what follows, but,doefentering into the
details, | have to fix some notations . Given a local sectigrof = over some open subset
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U of M, denote by the composite map

Ey: =€ooy,
which is a smooth map fror®y to the manifold of objects(¢ of G, called the local mo-
mentum ofP w.r.t. the open s&l; consequently, one can consider the trivial burag|élg
associated tey;. Given a principal bundl€ over M and some open subdétc M, | will
use the following short-hand notation for the restrictiéroto U

Py: =7 YU).
| need first the following technical
Lemma 3.2. If U, V are two open subsets 81, intersecting nontrivially, over which there
are trivializationspy andpy, associated to sectionrs; andoy respectively, then

(epUg)unv = (eyUg)unv
Proof. Given two trivializationsy; and ¢y on the open set§ and V' respectively, a
morphism from(e};Ug )unv 10 (e3,Ug)uny can be simply defined via
evu: =@y oy,

where, of course, | consider the restrictions of the respedtivializations, so that the
morphism is well-defined.

It remains to check thaty (s is fibre-preserving ang@-equivariant, which, on the other
hand, are both consequences of Lenimh 3.1; hence, the cliinvgo O

Now, | want to find an explicit expression for the isomorphisrhemmd3.P. Recalling
thatyy, resp.pv, is defined via a sectiom;; of = overU, resp.oy overV, one finds by
a direct computation:

pvu(m,g) = ¢y (ou(m)g) =

= (r(ov(m)g), ¢p(ov(m(ov(m)g)), ou(m)g)) =

= (m7 op (UV (m)7 ou (m))g) ;
in the previous computations, | made use of ¢hevariance of the projection, of the
fact thatoy is a section ofr and of the equivariance properties of the division map of
Propositiof 2. T8.

From now on, denote the map
UNnV>me— ¢p(ov(m),ou(m)) €G

simply by &y, for any two local sectionsy;, oy of = overU, V. | now want to anal-
yse in detail the properties of the map -y, which is called thdransition map from the
trivialization ¢ to the trivializationyy or shortly thetrivialization fromU to V.

Proposition 3.3. Given two open subsets and V' of M, intersecting nontrivially, and
associated sectiong; andoy respectively, the mapy ¢ enjoys the following properties:

i) the following identities hold:
tgo®yy =cv, sgoPvy=cy, Puv=tgocu.
ii) The following identity holds:

0 = Pyy.
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iii) For any three open subset§V and W of M, such that their triple intersection
U NV N W is nontrivial, the following identity holds:

Dy (m) = @Wv(m)q)VU(m), YmeUNVNW.

Proof. The proof of the first two statements follows directly frore thefinition of the maps
ey andey and from Proposition 2.18.

The third statement can be proved as follows: sifgey, ¢y and ¢y are all
defined via sections of, it follows from Equation[[Z]2) that

Py (m) = ¢p(ow(m),op(m)) =
= ¢p(ov(m)op(ov(m),ow(m)),ou(m)) =
= ¢p(ov(m),ow(m)) " ¢p(ov(m),ou(m)) =

= ¢p(ow(m),ov(m))dp(ov(m),ou(m)) =

= Oyy (m)Pyy(m),
where | used also Propositibn 2118. Notice that Prop@rtynplies that one can actually
multiply ®y-v-(m) and®y-¢r(m). O

3.2. Local trivializing data for principal bundles. Motivated by the results of the last
subsection, in particular Propositibn13.3 regarding thapprties of the transitions maps
Py, | want now to generalize the notion of transitions maps,smdam led to the notion
of local trivializing data Let me denote byl = {U,} , an open cover of/; borrowing
the notations from the algebro-geometric framework, | demaultiple intersections by

Uny N+ NUny =: Ut OF Upy N---NUny = Unyooay-

Definition 3.4. Given a smooth manifold/ and a Lie groupoidj, local trivializing data
over M with values inG (or shortly, local trivializing data, when the manifold and
the Lie groupoid7 are clear from the context) consist o8duple (L, ¢, ), Wherei)

U = {U,}, is an open cover ai/, ii) thee,'s are smooth maps froii, to the manifold
of objects X of the groupoidj, calledthe local momenta of the datandiii), for any
two open setd/, andUpg of the covell, intersecting nontrivially, smooth mags, s from

U, NUg to G, called alsdransition maps or cocyclenjoying the properties:

a) the following identities must hold:
tgo®ug =ca, 560Pug=¢8, Puon =tg0ocq;

b) for any three open subséfs,, Ug andU., of the covell, such that their triple in-
tersectionl/, 3., is nontrivial, the following identity fonabelian cocycle identity
must hold

Doy (m) = Pag(m)Ppy(m), Vm € Uapy-

Notice that property,) implies that the identity i) is well-defined.

The condition o) is calledcocycle conditionbecause it is reminiscent of the ordinary
cocycle condition for Lie groups; later, | will discuss intdi the cohomology theory
behind it.

Remark3.5. The notion of local trivializing data can be found already{@h and [€],
although there is no explicit mentioning of the local monaeantd the relationship between
the cocycle?,s and the local momenta,; in fact, the local momenta, in the oailogical
framework, which | am also going to discuss in subsediioh 8k be hidden as “unit
0-cochains associated tolacocycle with values in a sheaf of groupoids”. | prefer to
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consider them explicitly, since | want to express the coratam betweeri-cocycles as
in [3] and [€], emphasizing the nonabeli@ech cohomological aspects, and the approach
of Mcerdijk [12], emphasizing the presence of a momentum.

Example 3.6. Given a principal bundlé® over the manifold\/ with structure groupoid
G, Lemmatd31 and 3.2 provide an example of local triviatiziiata, namely, after having
chosen a countable open coter= {U,}, of M and associated local sections of
overU,, one has the local trivializing data

(Useq: =€00q,Pap: = ¢p(0a,08)).
Lemmal3.R is therefore the bridge to understand why Mcerdijled the division map,
together with the momentum a cocycle.
First of all, | need a technical

Lemma 3.7. Given local trivializing data(i{, eo, ), and two open set§, and Ug
with nontrivial intersectiorl/, N Ug, there is an isomorphism between the trivial bundles
(ealg)u.; and(e5Ug)u., ;-

Proof. Consider the following map frorte5Ug)u, , to (e7Ug)u.,

el > (m, g) o (m, ®ap(m)g).

One has to prove thal) ¢,z is well-defined and that it maps reallyjg)v,,, onto
(esUg)u., ., thatii) itis fibre-preserving andii) that it is G-equivariant.

To provei), recall that the paifm, g) belongs to(e;5Ug)u., if and only if

B

tg(g) = es(m);
thus, by Property) of Definition[3:4, the mag.,s is well-defined, and moreover
tg(Pap(m)g) = tg(Pap(m)) =
= eq(m),
whence it follows thap. s maps(e3Ug)u,,, onto(exUg)u., ;-

The proof ofii) is trivial, hence it remains only to show tideequivariance. Recalling
the definition of momentum map for trivial bundles, one gets

eerttg (Pap(m, g)) = €cruig (M, Pap(m)g)) =
= Sg(q)a,é’ (m)g) =
=sg(g) =
= 5621/{9 (m, g)'
Furthermore, recalling the definition of the righvaction on trivial bundleg;-equivariance
follows immediately.
Since fibre-preservingg-equivariant morphism between principal bundles over the

same base space and with the same structure groupoid aréhleyethe claim follows
immediately. O

Lemmal3Y is the groundstone of the “constructive” definitaf principal bundles,
which is the analogon of the local construction of ordinaringipal bundles. In fact,
assume one is given local trivializing dat4, e, ®5) over the manifold\/ with values
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in the Lie groupoid; in the sense of Definition-3.4; then consider the disjoinbaruf all
trivial bundless} g

Qu: = [Jertts,
i.e. the set consisting of altuples of the form

(aym,g), «isanindexforthe opencovel, (m,g) € e lUs.

Introduce then the following equivalence relation@n:

Ua,@ 7é (Z)a
(3.1) (o, m1,91) ~ (B,m2,g2) & my = mg € Uyg,

g1 = Pag(mi)ge.
The equivalence relation makes sense in spite of Lefnhar8fact, Relation[[3]1) means
simply that, whenever one restricts the disjoint unigy to double intersections of open
sets of the covetl, one has an isomorphism between them. Moreover, that thgaml
@3.1) is really an equivalence relation, it follows dirgdilom Definition[32.

Consider now the quotient @@y by the equivalence relatioi{3.1), which | denote by
Py

(3.2) Py: = Qu/ ~.

(I use the index! so as to make clear the dependence on the chose cowér)of
Define now two maps fronPy to the manifold of objects{¢ of G and toM respec-
tively:

(33) Eu([a7maaga]) L= Sg(g(!)a
Wﬂ([aama7ga]) = Ma,
where | used the notatidn, m,, g.] with square brackets for the equivalence class of the
3-tup|e(a, Me, ga) in QLI'
First of all, one has to show that both maps are well-definedadt, choosing some

other representativigd, mg, gg] for the clasga, mq, go|, then one would have obtained,
by the definition of the equivalence relatidn{3.1):

Uag #+ 0, mg= mg, ga = (I)aﬁ(mﬁ)gﬁv

whence it follows immediately that is well-defined. On the other hand, by its very
definition,e satisfies

Hence, both maps are well-defined. On the other hand, it & ¢hatn is surjective:
sincetl is an open cover oM, for any pointm in M one can choose an elementsuch
thatm € U,. Then, it is easy to verify that maps the equivalence class

[O[, m7 Lg (EO& (m))]

ontom.
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Theorem 3.8. Given local trivializing data(il, ., ®.3) over the manifold/ with values
in the Lie groupoid7 in the sense of Definitidn 3.4, tHéeuple

(Pilaﬂ-ﬂa Esl, ]\/[) )

where the sef; is defined by Equatiori{3.2) and the maps and ¢y, are defined in
Equation [3B), is a principal bundle ove¥l with structure groupoid; in the sense of
Definition[Z].

Proof. In order to show that thé-tuple (Py, 7y, £y, M) defines a principal bundle in the
sense of DefinitiofL2]11, one has to show:that P is a smooth manifoldji) that the
projectionmy is a surjectiveg-invariant submersion andi) thatG operates o freely
and transitively on each fibre.

Let me first show). SincePy is obtained as a quotient ¢fy, notice first that)y is a
smooth manifold, as it is the disjoint union of smooth maldiép moreover, the equivalence
relation [321), by which one takes the quotienthf, is defined by means of smooth maps.
Notice also that the natural mappitay, — Py maps any trivial bundle’ g bijectively
to ;' (Uy): in fact, one can identify both sets via

(3.4) erlg 3 (Ma, o) = [, Ma, ga] € wgl(Ua).

Introduce at this point a differentiable structure Bn by requiringa) the setsr; ' (Us)
to be open submanifolds df, and that the map$(3.4) are diffeomorphisms from the
respective trivial bundles /g to wgl(Ua). (Notice that any poinp € Py lies in some
setwgl(Ua), sincemry is surjective andl is an open cover of{.) Hence,Ps receives a
smooth structure, which also makes the projectigra smooth surjective submersion; in
fact, this last fact follows directly from the equivalenetation [371).

It remains only to show thaf operates freely and transitively on each fibre via the
momenture. Define the rightj-actionW on Py by

([, gali 9) ¥ [0, gagl,  5g(ga) = ta(9)-
The action oiGis well-defined, because
Uag # 0,
[Oz,ma,ga] = [ﬂvmﬁhgﬁ] ~ Mo = Mg,
Ja = (I)Ot,@ (ma)gﬂ’
whence it follows
Yy ([8,mgp, gsl; 9) = [B,mp, gpg] =
= [a,ma, Pap(ma)(gsg)] =
= [a, ma, gayl =
= Vy([o, ma, 9al, 9) -

Now, | want to show that the actiowry is free and transitive on every fibre. First,
assume that there is an elemertf G, such that, for some elemelat, m,,, g,] of Py, the
identity holds

[, Ma, ga] = [0, M, 9ag] = o = Gag = 9 = 16(56(9a)) = tg([eu([e, Ma, 9a]))
whence it follows that the action is free.

Assume now to have two points &%, say[«, ma, go| @and[3, mg, ggl, such that

mu([e, mas gal) = ma = Mg = 7u([B, mp, gs]) -
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HenceU,s # 0, and therefore

gﬁ = (I)ﬁa (ma)ga,

for someg,, such that the paifm.., g.) belongs tcee} Ug; it follows

[ﬂvmﬁvﬁﬁ] = [a7ma,§a]-

Therefore, the element; 1§, (which is well-defined by the properties of both factors) has
the property of relatinde, m., go] and[3, mg, gs] by right multiplication:

[, My, ga]gglga = [a, maq, gaga_lga] =

= [, Mma, Gol =

= [a, Ma, Pga(Ma)dagel =

= [B.mp, gsl.

Notice finally that, by the very definition of smooth struewn Py, it follows that the
momenturre of the G-action onPy is a smooth map and the right-action mhg is also
smooth. O

Corollary 3.9. Given local trivializing data(il, ¢,, ®,z3) over the manifold\/ with val-
ues in the Lie groupoid in the sense of Definitidn-3.4, the principal bundlg, whose
existence is guaranteed by Theolen 3.8, has over the opendke functionsb,s as
transition functions.

Proof. By the very definition of smooth structure dfy, the local trivializationp,, over
the open sel/,, takes the form

EZUQ > (maaga) % [aamavga] € T‘—LIl(Ua)'

Therefore, taking two open sdts, andU; intersecting nontrivially, one gets, by Lemmal3.2,
the following isomorphisnp, s between the restrictior(s;ug)Uaﬁ and (egL{g) vos
Pap(m,g) = (cpa o w;l) (m,g) =

= ¢a([B,m, g]) =

= ¢a ([a,m, ®ap(m)g]) =

= (m, ®ap(m)g), (m,g) € epls.

Hence, the claim follows. O

| have therefore proved the following fact:

There is an equivalence between principal bundles with gropoid structure in
the sense of Definitiol 2Z]1, which can be trivialized over thepen coveringl, and
local trivializing data in the sense of Definition[3.2 w.r.t.open coveringsl.

3.3. Examples of principal bundles with groupoid structure. In this subsection | want
to discuss some examples of principal bundles with groupwictture, for particular Lie
groupoids. Let me start with the easiest exampl&afsitive Lie groupoidnamely the
product groupoid of a manifol&'.
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3.3.1. Principal bundles with the product groupoid x X of X as groupoid structure.
The product groupoiX x X associated to a smooth manifoldis defined as follows:

i) The product manifoldX’ x X is the manifold of arrows of the product groupoid,;
i) the manifoldX is the manifold of objects of the product groupoid,;
i) the source map, resp. the target map, is defined as giojeer; onto the second
factor, resppr, onto the first factor; the identity map is the diagonal nigp;
iv) the productis simply defined as

(xvy)(yv Z): = (Iv Z)

It is easy to prove thak’ x X is a Lie groupoid. | want now to describe precisely local
trivializing data on)M with values inX x X . Following Definitior 3.3, one needsan open
coverilof M, i7) smooth maps,, : U, — X andiii) smoothmap@,s : Usg — X x X,

for any nonempty intersection of any two open set$ljrsatisfying additional identities,
when composed with source and target map, and cocycleti@snilhe identities relating
the “cocycles"®,z4 to the mapsg,, imply that there is only one possible cocycle, for any
pair of open seté/, andUyg, intersecting nontrivially: namely, such a mép s takes the
form

Pap(m) = (@}!B(m), ‘I’iﬁ(m)) ;

recalling the definition of source and target map for the povbdjroupoid, it follows im-
mediately:

‘I’iﬁ = pr; oPap = €a;
and similarly
It follows immediately that the mapB,g = (., €g) satisfy the cocycle condition.
The trivial bundle associated tq, takes the form
erlxxx = {(m,(z,y)) €Uy x X x X: gq(m) =2} =
=U, x X.
The isomorphismg,, 5 take the form, using the above natural isomorphism betwgsfy « x
and the product manifolti, x X, for any indexx:

Uag X X 3 (m,z) — (m, (Eﬁ(m)vx)) 4

Y (m, (ea(m), 7))

— (m,x),

hence, one identifies in an obvious way the trivial bundletricted to the intersections.
Thus, the equivalence relatido{B.1) is the trivial relatimduced by the identity; therefore,
the principal bundle” equals the disjoint unio@, which turns out to be simply

Qu=[J(Ua x X) =M x X,
sinceil is an open cover of/.

Thus, for any open covering 4t of M, there is only one principal bundle
over M with structure groupoid the product groupoid X x X, namely (M x
varlvprQaM)'
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3.3.2. Principal bundles with a Lie groug: as structure groupoidlt is already known
that any Lie groupz can be made to a Lie groupoid, by putticgitself as the manifold
of arrows and a point as the manifold of objects; the source map, the target maphend
identity map are defined respectively in a trivial way by gt
sa(9) =tc(g) =+ VgeEG; a(x)=c¢,

whereas the product is the usual produafin

I want now to describe explicitly local trivializing dataew/ with values inG, viewed
as a Lie groupoid. First of all, one needs, by Definifiod 34 0pen covetl of M and
mapse,, from U, to the manifold of objects ofs; since this is simply a point, then all
€, Map the respective open dét, onto the point«, and, as it was already remarked in
ExampldZB in Subsectidn 2.1, the trivial bundi¢s( take the formlU, x G, which is
thetrivial bundle with structure grougr overU,. Consider now the cocycles,g; they
take their values i+, and satisfy additional identities relating them to the sw@ap which
are all equal, contracting the open sets to the paiftherefore, the identities relating the
cocycles to the maps, reduce simply to the equation

Do = €.
The cocycle condition becomes
fbaﬁ(m)@ﬁv(m) = fI)a.Y(m) S G, VYm € Ua[jfy 7£ @,

which is the ordinary cocycle condition f@ech cochains o/ w.r.t. the open covesl
with values inG.

Therefore, the principal bundle ovéd with structure groupoids associated to the
local trivializing data(il, ., Pog) takes the form

PL[ = H(Ua X G)/ ~,

o

where the equivalence relatienis simply

Uap # 0,
Uag X G 3 (0, ma, ga) ~ (B,mg,98) € Ugg X G & Ma = Mg,
9o = Pap(ma)gs.
Hence, by the theory of ordinary principal bundles, it folo
Principal bundles over M with groupoid structure G, for G a Lie group, triv-

ialized over the open coveringil, are ordinary principal bundles over M with
structure group G, trivialized over the same open covering.

3.3.3. Principal bundles with the action groupoi@ x X as structure groupoidNow
comes a more interesting example of Lie groupoid, namelattien groupoidassociated
to a Lie groupG and a manifoldX, on whichG acts from the left; let me recall briefly its
definition. The action groupoi€ x X associated t6: and X is completely defined by the
following requirements:

i) the product manifolds x X is the manifold of arrows;
ii) the manifoldX is the manifold of objects;
iii) source map, target map and identity map are defined otispdy via

SGD(X(ga:E): =, tGD(X(g7x): =gz, LGD(X(x): :(e,l');
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iv) the productis defined via

(91, 927)(92,%): = (g192,7), z€ X, g1,92 €G.

Now consider local trivializing datgsl, ¢,, ®,3) over M with values inG x X. First
of all, there is a family of maps,, from the open set/,, of the coveril to X, andCech
cochains®, s over nontrivial intersection&,z of any two open set&,, andUs. Notice
first that every cochait,g can be written as

(1)065 (m) = (q)g,é’ (m)a q)i(,@ (m))a
where
G5 Uap = G, ®)5: Uap — X.
It follows from Conditiona) of Definition[3.3 that
Saxx 0 Pag = ‘I’fg =€8, laxx oPag = Pupeg = €q.

Hence, Conditior) of Definition[3.3 establishes a relationship between thesmgmnd
the G-component of the cochairis, s:

(3.5) ga(m) = @gﬁ(m)sg(m), Vm € Uyp # 0.

Examine now the cocycle condition for the cochadns;: take any three open subsets
U., Ug andU,, of the covetl, such that their triple intersectidn, g, is nontrivial, then:

Do (1) = Pap(m) Py (M) =
= (85, (m), &5 (m)) = (5(m), 8F, (m)e- (m)) (®F,(m), 25(m)) ;™ € Vas,
whence the cocycle condition for tifévalued cochain®S;:
(3.6) o, (m) = DGs(m)®F, (m),  Vm € Uags.
Let me describe now the trivial bundiél/c . x : by definition, a pair
(m, (9,2)), meUa, (g9,2)€GxM,

belongs to the trivial bundle’, i« x if and only if

1

ca(m) = gz = 3 = g 20 (m).

Hence, the trivial bundle} i« x can be diffeomorphically identified with the triviél-
bundleU, x G viathe map

enllonx 3 (m, (9,97 ea(m))) & (m.g) € Ua x G,
with inverse given by

1

g1
Ua xG 3 (mvg) = (mv (9797 Eac(m))) € EZL{GMX-

Furthermore, the isomorphismgs, s, induced by the cocycle®.g, between the restric-
tions of the trivial bundles to the (nontrivial) intersexts of the open sets they are defined
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over take the following form, when identifying the triviahbdles:=}, U x with the trivial
G-bundleg,, x G:

Unp X G 3 (m.g) 5 (m, (9,9 es(m))) € (5Uanx
- (m, %B( >(<g,g-lsﬂ< ) =
= (m, (2 /5( m))((g,9" 'es(m))) =
= (

m, (®55(m)g, g~ ®pa(m)ea(m))) =

= (m ( 7<<1> <>>* a(m))) 5

(m,q>a6( )9) € Uas x G;

notice that | made use of Equatidn{3.5).

Hence, the isomorphismsyp,s reduce to the isomorphisms between trivialG-
bundles induced by theG-valued cocyclesbaﬁ, and thus they give rise to a prin-|
cipal G-bundle P over M.

Since the manifoldX is acted on from the left bgz, one can form the associated fibre-
bundle P§ x ¢ X with typical fibre X, and Equation[{3]5) implies that the functions
glue together to form a global section Bff x X. To prove this, recall the construction
of associated bundles: given a princigabundleP over M and a manifoldX, acted on
from the left byG, one can form the quotient space of the product manifold X by the
right G-action

) Pap

((p,2),9) = (pg, g~ ');
the projectionrx is given by
mx([p,z]) 1 =7(p),
« being the projection of onto M. Given trivializationsy,, over open subsefs,, be-

longing to some open covelrof M, trivializationsg of the associated bunde{ x ¢ X
are then

7% (Ua) 3 [p, 2] B3 (n(p), (prg ova) (p)z) € Uy x X,
wherepr. denotes the projection frofi, x G ontoG; it is not difficult to verify that the
map is well-defined and that it is invertible, with inversekositly given by

Uy x X 2 (m,z) = [p5 ' (m,e), 2] € 1" (Uy).
It is also easy to verify that the transition maps w.r.t. thee trivializations are simply
given by
Uag X X 3 (m,2) %5 (m, ®op(m)z) € Uns x X,

.5 being the transition functions of the bundfeassociated to the trivializations, .
Given now a section of the associated bund}éf x g X, sincerx on = idyy, consider
the composite map

No: = gpgf on: Uy — Wil(Ua) — Uy x X,
which takes the form

na(m) = (m,aa(m)),
for e, a smooth map fronv,, to the fibreX. Now, since

oX =X o (0F) ok
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on the intersectio®, s, it follows
o = o 01 =
= (#¥ o (¢F) ) opF on=
= <P§/5 °ng,
and the last identity takes the form
ea(m) = @ap(m)eg(m), Vm € Uyg,

which is exactly EquatiorL(3.5).

On the other hand, given a princip@tbundle P with trivializationsy,, over an open
coverl, a family of functions:,, associated téf, with a behaviour as in Equatiof(B.5),
gives rise to a global sectiopin the following way: any poinin in M belongs to some
U,, becausél is an open cover of/, then

n(m): = 05" (m,e),ea(m)] € 7" (Ua).

The section is well-defined, because, picking up anothealizationyz and functioreg,
then

25t (me),25(m)| =[5 (m, @ap(m)), 25(m)] =

= [pa"(m,e), ap(m)es(m)] =
= [pat(m,e),ea(m)], VYm € Uap.
Thus, I have proved the following important fact:

A principal bundle P over a manifold M with structure groupoid the action
groupoid G x X, for a Lie group G and a manifold X acted on from the left by
G, trivializable over the open coveringil, is equivalent to a principal G-bundle p
over M, trivializable over the same covering, and a global section of the associ-
ated bundle P x ¢ X; such a bundle I will call an X-pointed principal G-bundle
over M.

Let me consider some particular examples. Considenatimensional manifold\/,
and consider the obvious representatioiizoE GL(m), the general linear group &,
on R™; this induces in turn representations on the dudR®f, on tensor powers dR™
and/or its dual, on exterior powers Bf” and/or its dual, etc...Then, it is easy to verify
the following equivalences:

i) X = R™; then, the choice of a global vector field @i corresponds to a prin-
cipal G x X-bundle overM. So, in particular, paracompact manifolds admit al-
ways such bundles. Specifically, the principdl (m)-bundle is the frame bundle
GL(M) of M and the associated bundl€lid/, the tangent bundle af/.

i) X = A™(R™)*; then, the choice of an orientation &f corresponds to a prin-
cipal G x X-bundle overM. This causes, by classical arguments, a reduction
of the structure grouL(m) to SL(m), and the principal bundle in question
corresponds to thieundle of oriented frameSL(M) over M, and the associated
bundle is the line bundld™ T* M.

iy X = Sym2>0(m), the space of positive-definite, symmetric bilinear formsRy®;
then, the choice of a Riemannian structure\ércorresponds to a principélx X -
bundle overM. Again, paracompact bundles admit always such bundlesinAga
by classical results, the principal bundle in question &a'm)-bundle, which
admits a reduction to the orthonormal groygm); thus, the bundle is simply
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O(M), thebundle of orthonormal framesver M, and the associated bundle is a
subbundle ofR* T* M.

From the previous examples, one sees that in fact principadles over action groupoids
encode many informations about the geometry of the basefoténi

3.3.4. Some explicit constructions of principal bundles with stasie groupoid(P). Re-
call first the main features of the gauge group@{d) associated to an ordinary principal
G-bundleP = X, for a smooth manifold( and for a Lie groug (notice that the defini-
tion of gauge groupoid makes also sense for a principal leunith structure groupoid

i) The manifold of arrows ofj(P) is set to be the quotient manifold of the product
P x P w.r.t. the diagonal action af.
i) The manifold of objects ofj (P) is set to be the base manifald of the bundleP.
iii) The source map, resp. the target mapgoP) is set to be

sg(p)([p1,p2]) © =m(p2), resp. tgp)([p1,p2]) : = w(p1),
wherer denotes the projection of the bundie Notice that, by their very con-
struction, both maps are well-defined; moreover, singe a surjective submer-
sion, both mapsg p) andtg py are also surjective submersions.
For the construction of the unit map 6 P), consider an open covélrof X,
such thatP is trivializable over any open set &f thus, smooth sections, of P
over any open séf,, can be constructed, and one can set

tgpy(x): = [oa(x),00(x)], x € U,.
It is not difficult to verify that the unit map is well-defineide. it does not depend
on the choice of the section.

iv) The productinG(P) is constructed by means of the division maprohs follows:
consider two composable elementgidf), say[p1, p2] and|q1, ¢2], in the sense
that

sg(p)([p1,p2]) = 7(p2) = m(q1) = tg(p)(lg1; g2]) -
Hence, by the very definition of the division map, it follows:

p2 = q1op(q1,p2), OF q1 = p20p(p2,q1)-
Thus, it makes sense to set

[p1,p2] [q1,G2]: = [P19P (P2, q1), 2] -
It is not difficult to verify that the5-tuple (g(P),X, 56(P)> tg(pP)s Lg(p)) defines a Lie
groupoid, which is called thgauge groupoid of the principal bundFe.

Before going into the details of the construction of priradipundles with groupoid
structureG (P), notice that the manifold of arrows 6f P), endowed with the natural pro-
jectiontg py onto X', may be given another interpretation in terms of associatediles.
In fact, observe first that the total spaPeof the (ordinary) principatz-bundle may be
viewed as a lefti-space, wheré! acts smoothly; namely, set the I€ftaction to be

(9.p) = pp(9)p: =pg "

Hence, one can consider the product manif@la P with the following rightG-action:
((p1,p2):9) = (Pr9:9™ 'p2) = (Pr9:P29) -

Taking the quotient of? x P by the diagonal action aff and considering the map from
the quotient space t& given by

[p1, 2] — m(p1)
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shows that the manifold of arrows of the gauge groupoid isdte space of the associated
bundleP x & P, defined by considering as a left7-space as pointed out above; the target
map is then simply the projection from the total space onedoise spack .

For later purposes, let me compute the transition functafnthe associated bundle
P x¢ P; thus, consider an open trivializing coveirof P, with trivializations £ and
associated transition functio@gﬁ. In order to avoid cumbersome notations, denote the

transition maps of” x ¢ P associated to the transition ma‘pgﬂ, resp. the trivializations

of P x P associated to the trivializationg,, by @Z%P), resp. bytpg(P); it is well-known

that both transitions maps are related to each other by thaula

G(P) _ L(HP
q)aﬁ =Pp (q)aﬁ) )
-1
whence it follows that the composite map%(P) o ((pg(P)) take the explicit form

@gwo(@gu’)) -t
Uag X P 3 (2,p) — (2,05 (Pap) () © = (2,pPf,(2)) -
Last, recall ([1] for details) that the SE{ X, P x & P) of sections of the associated bundle
P x¢ P is in one-to-one correspondence with the@et(P, P)¢ of G-equivariant maps
from P to P, where theG-equivariance has to be w.r.t. the righitaction ofG on P and
the left actionp%; this is equivalent to the following requirement

Vr e C®(P,P)°, VpeP, VgeG, t(pg)=pk(g")7(p)=11)g.

Moreover, observe that the composite map ~ from P to X is G-invariant and is obvi-
ously smooth.

Translating this in the language of groupoids, thel&eX, P x P) is in one-to-one
correspondence with tHesections of the gauge groupdid P).
Two principal bundles over X .

| construct in the following two principal bundles ov&rwith structure groupoid (P),
associated to a particular choice for the local momeptaConsider an open covér of
X, in such a way that th&'-bundleP is locally trivializable over any open sét, in the
coveril. | borrow the notations for trivializations and transitioraps of P w.r.t. open
coversl from above; notice that the (local) sectionBfcanonically associated tof, will
be denoted by”. Since | make an extensive use of the division map, it is bedtarite
the explicit relationship between the local sectiefjsand transition map@fﬁz

@55(:10) = ¢p(0§(x),0§(x)) . x € Uyg.
A natural choice for the local momenta is simply:
ot =ta: Uy — X,

i.e. the natural inclusions of the open sEtsinto X.

Consider a general cocycle, 3 with values inG(P), associated to the local momenta
€q- First of all, any component of the cocycle is a smooth mamft,s C X to the total
space of the associated bundte< ; P; moreover, it has to satisfy

tg(p) o} (I)aﬁ = lq = ld,

whence it follows thatb,g represents a smooth section Bfxs P overU,g. By the
arguments at the beginning of this subsectiby; is determined by &-equivariant map
Tap from P, restricted tdJ, 5, to P. Moreover, since

Sg(p) [e] (I)aﬁ = 1d,
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it follows thatr,s preserves the fibres @f, hence it is a smoot&y-equivariant map from
P restricted tal,, s to itself, which is moreover known to be invertible.
Hence, a general cocycle, s takes the form

Pap() = [0 (2), Ta (00 ()],

whererg,, lies in the gauge group d? restricted taJ/, 3.
Now let me check the cocycle condition:

o (2)Ppy(2) = [07 (), Tpa (00 (2))] [0F (2), 745 (05 (2))] =
= [od (:E)QSP(TBa(U (@) ;05 (@), 75 (05 ()] =
= [0 (2). 715 (0§ (2)) 0P (0F (), 750 (07 (2)))] =
= [0 (2). 75 (750 (0 (2)))] =
= [0 (@), 7ya (0 (@)
Hence, it follows that the local gauge transformatiofs satisfy the cocycle condition
TyB O Tha = Tya-

Since gauge transformations grare in bijective correspondence with smo6#equivariant
maps fromP to G (G viewed as a5-space via conjugation), one h&@sequivariant maps
@7 5 from P restricted talU, 4 to G, which satisfy the cocycle condition

00, (p) = ©5,(P)Ps(p), VP € Plu,,, -

There are many possible candidates: consider e.g. the tlea/iiog cocycles:

i)

py\—L P
(3.7) @) = ((¥5) " o9k ) (). VD€ Plu,,
or

ii)

(3.8) Tap(p) =7(p), Va8, VpeP

Notice that the second case corresponds to a global gaungédraation, i.e. &-equivariant
morphism from the bundI® to itself. In general, observe that the trivial bundigs(; p)
may be identified with the product manifolds, x P. Namely, by its very definition, a
general element of; U p) takes the form

(w5 [p1,p2]), Ua 32 =7(p1),

whence

p1 = 0a(2)pp(0a(x),p1) = (73 [p1,p2]) = (;[0a(x),p20p (1, 0a(2))]) .

Therefore, it makes sense to define the (smooth) map fromith@ bundlec’, g p) to
U, x P:

(3.9) ealhg(py 2 (73 [p1,p2]) = (2,p20p(p1,0a(2))) € Uy X P,
which is invertible, with (smooth) inverse given by

Ua X P> (z,p) = (x;[0a(x),p]) -
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Consider now any two open subséts andUg with nontrivial intersectiorl/,,g; the dif-

feomorphismp, s, induced by a general cocyct],;, takes the following form on the

trivial G-bundleU,g x P:
Uap X P 3 (z,p) = (z,[0s(2),p]) =

= (@, Pap()[op(2),p]) =
(

= (@, [0a(2), T8a(0a(2))] [05(2), P]) =
= (2, [0a(2),0a(2)®]4(0a(@))] [05(2), p]) =
= (2, [0a(2)¢p (0a(2)®4(0a (@), 05(2)) ,p]) =
= (2, [0a(2), pop (05(2),00(2) 85500 (2)))]) =
= (2, [0a (@), PPy (2) @75 (0u(@))]) —

— (a:,pq)Ba(a:) 5(0a(x ))) € Uyp X P,

It is not difficult to verify that the maps

U 3 2 57 (2): = (84, (2)874(0a(x)) ' € G

satisfy the cocycle identity, hence they define a smoothifargl) principalG-bundle over
X, which | denote byP; (so as to make explicit the dependencefofthrough the tran-
sition mapsrbgf3 and the family of gauge transformationg,), by the usual gluing pro-
cedure, and hence the total space of the pringi§&l)-bundle may be identified with the
associated bundlB; x  P; the (right) momentum of the principgl P)-bundleP; x s P

is simply

[pr,p] = m(p) € X,
and the rightG (P)-action onP;, x ¢ P takes the explicit form

Prxg P 3 [pr,pl, [p1,p2] € G(P), 7(p) =7(p1) = [pr,p20p(p1,p)].

The preceding formula may be checked directly by twisting déletion ofG(P) on the
trivial bundless},Ug py by the diffeomorphism$13.9).
If one considers now e.g. the cocyde{3.7), one sees tha®gny o, equals(I)aﬁ,

hence the cocyclé)fg reduces to the identity elemeatof G, independently from the
choice of indicesy, 8. The bundleP. is thus simply the trivial principalz-bundleX x G,
and accordingly the associated princigdlP)-bundle P, x P is given by thed-tuple
(X x P,pry,mopry, X). Consider now the cocycl&(3.8) far = idp, then it follows
easily

P,
@aﬁT = @aﬂ,

whence it follows thaf?, = P, and it is immediate to verify that the associated principal
G(P)-bundle is simplyP x¢ P, which, by previous arguments, equals the unit bundle
Ugpy itself. For a general global gauge transformatiofwhich obviously induces a
family of local gauge transformations obeying the cocydadition), one gets a bundle
P, in the same isomorphism class Bf hence, the&j(P)-principal bundle may be also
canonically identified with the unit bundié; p).
Two principal bundles over P.

Consider the base manifold of titg P)-bundle to belM = P, the total space of the
principal bundle defining the gauge groupi@lP). Consider an open covéfof X, the
base space aP, which is assumed for simplicity to be a trivializing covébhorrow the
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notations for trivializations, transition maps and sewsiof P w.r.t. 4l from the preceding
paragraph. Then, take the open covePofith elements given by

Va: =7 HUy) .
It makes thus sense to consider the local momenta
ot Vo = X,

p—7(p) €Uy Vau

Therefore, with this choice of cover and local momenta, gclecb, s on P with values in

G(P) is is represented by maps from any nontrivial intersectipn (which is contained in

the restriction td/, 3 of P) to the total space of the associated burfdle ¢ P, satisfying
tg(p)ofbaﬁ:ﬂ', Sg(p)oq)aﬁ:ﬂ'.

Notice that any representative of a general cocyicle may be viewed as a local section
overV,gs of the pull-back w.r.tzg py of the associated bundfe x P over X.

Therefore, a natural choice for a local sectiom*gqu) (P x¢ P) overV,z would be the
section induced by the cocycle represented by

(3.10) Vap 2 p = ®35(n(p)) € P xg P,

where@fﬁ is a general cocycle fog(P) over X. In the preceding paragraph, given a
trivialization of P over X, the general shape of such cocycles was computed:

®5p(x) = [07 (2), 7pa (00 (2))]

for a family of local gauge transformations satisfying tloeycle relation
Tﬁ,y O Tap = Ta'y-

As in the preceding paragraph, it is better to work withequivariant mapsp7 , with
values inG canonically associated to the gauge transformatigpsas seen before, these
also satisfy some cocycle condition. Consider now e.g.wleecbcycles[(317) and(3.8) of
the preceding paragraph, the induced cocyglesk3.10) kedwespective shapes:

(3.11)

O5(m(p)) = [0a(n(p), 05(7(p)] = [0a(7 (D)), 0a(m(p)®Ls(m(p)], p € Vagp,
(3.12)

.5(m(p)) = [oa(m(p)), 0a(m(p)] = tg(p)(7(p)), P E Vags.

Keeping these results in mind, one finds the following exgioesfor a possible cocycle on
P with values inG(P):

Vag 3 p e [08 (m(p)), 0 (7(p) @75 (o, (m(p)))] -

Notice, additionally, that there are also diffeomorphisrtveen the trivial bundles, g p)
andV, x P: namely, a general element of a trivial bundle takes theiexfdrm

e gy 2 (p; [p1,p2]),  7(p) = w(p1) = p1 = pop(p,p1), Whence
= (9: [p.p20p (p1. D)) &% (. p26P(p1.p)) € Vo X P,
its inverse being simply

et .
Va x P> (p,q) ¥ (p;[p,q]) € eallg(p)-
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With this identification, let me compute the transition mée$ween the ordinary trivial
bundlesV, s x P associated to the cocycle, s as above:

Vas % P2 (p,0) 3 (p3[p. q)) € ehlho(r) >
= (p; Pap (p) [p q]):
p; [oh (m o (@(p) @75 (00 (m(p)))] [p,q]) =
; [Ga(ﬂ ( L (m(p) @75 (0a(m(p))):p) ,q
[ o (T

1) =
) =

Oé (
p; [p,adp (p, ok (7(p))) ®L5(00(7(p))dr(0a(n(p)),p)]) =

v [, a®(0)]) 5
— (p,q®75(p)) =
= (2, rp(®os(0) ") q) € Vap x P.
By the previous arguments, it follows easily that the maps
Vap 20— fb;ﬁ(p)fl e @G,

= (

= ( (

= (p; [oa(n(p) q¢P( , (1)) ®%5(0a(m(p))
= ( (
= (

define a cocycle iz over P w.r.t. the open covep.

Thus, by the usual gluing procedure, a smooth principal luRd over P arises, and
consequently the princip@l(P)-bundle overP defined by the family of gauge transfor-
mationsr,s is simply the associated bundie x s P, with momentum map given by

[p7,p] = m(p),
and rightG(P)-action given by

P; xg P> [pr,pl, [p1,p2] €G(P), =(p)=m(p1)=
(D, pl[p1,p2]: = [pr,p20pP(P1,D)] € Pr Xc P.

In particular, consider the cocycle(3111); then, the titaorsmaps of the bundIl®, are
simply the pull-backs of the transition maps of the bunBlemeaning thatP; is in this
case the tautological bundi& P over P, and therefore the associated bunBlex o P is
simply the pull-back ofP x P w.r.t.w and the principai( P)-bundle is the pull-back of
the unit bundle w.r.t. the target map @ P) itself.

On the other hand, consider the cocydle (B.12); then one isgesdiately that the
transition maps of the bundIB, equal the identity maps, therefore the princigaP)-
bundle specified by is in this case is given by thaiple (P x P, pry,m o pry, P), with
right G(P)-action given by

P x P> (p1,p2), [p1,p2] € G(P), m(p2)=m(p1)—
= (p1,p2) [P1,P2] = (p1,D20P (D1, P2)) -

3.4. Morphisms of principal bundles. In this subsection | discuss morphisms of princi-
pal bundles over the same base manifdldand with the same structure groupoid from
a local point of view; in fact, the global point of view was edidy discussed extensively
in L8], constructing a generalization of gauge transfdiomes. | borrow the main nota-
tions and definitions fron1]18]: so, given two principal bleglP and @ over M with
structure groupoig;, a morphisn®: between them is a (righ§j-equivariant map, preserv-
ing projections and momenta.
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| consider an explicit morphisrit from P to Q); in [19], it was shown thak: is au-
tomatically invertible by a global argument, and | denote/y the unique map from
P © Q to G, equivariant with respect to rigigt?-action on the fibred produdt © Q and
the (right) generalized conjugation ¢gn seel[18] for a complete description of such maps,
calledgeneralized gauge transformatigresd their relationship with (iso)morphisms be-
tween principal bundles over the same base space and wisathe structure groupoid.
Consider an open coveriigof M, such that there are section$, resp.o2, of P, resp.
Q, overU,; as usual, denote by}, resp.e2, the local momenta; o o}, resp.e; 0 02,
and by®! 5, resp.®? 5, the transition functions w.r.t. the trivializations Bfw.r.t. the local
sectionsr}, resp. ofQ w.r.t. the local sections?. Define the following maps

Ya:Us— G,
z = Kx(04(2), 05(2))

whereKy is the generalized gauge transformation associated to

Proposition 3.10. The local map&,, enjoy the following properties:
i) (Compatibility with local momenta)
tgoXa =e2, SG0Y, =cn.
ii) (Coboundary relation)
S5(x) = 93, (2)Sa(2)0Ls(2), Y € Ung,
providedU,, andUg intersect nontrivially.

Proof. | refer to [18] for the properties of generalized gauge tfamsations. Then, the
compatibility with local momenta follows and the coboundilation follow immediately
from the (global) compatibility of generalized gauge tfansmations with (global) mo-
menta and from thg2-equivariance of generalized gauge transformationsl|lieghat
oh(z) = ok (2)0Ly(x), 0(z) = 0% (2)@24(x), Y € Unp.
O

The very definition of:,, implies that
Sa = (p2) " 0o,
wherey?, resp.p?2, is the trivialization of P w.r.t. the local sectiom}, resp. ofQ w.r.t.

the local sectiom?.
More abstractly, it makes sense to introduce the following

Definition 3.11. Let (u, el, @iﬁ), resp.(u, g2, @iﬁ) be two local trivializing data over
M with values in the groupoid, with the same open covering

A local morphisn® from (4, e}, @}!B) to (u, g2, @Zﬂ) is a family of maps:,, from
U, to G, such that the following requirements hold:

a) ¥, puts the local moments, ande? in relationship as follows:
tgoYa =e2, sgoX, =ek.

b) For any two nontrivially intersecting open séts andUsg, the nonabelianCech
cocyclesd] ; and®? ; are cohomologous w.rE:

Ya(x) = <I>2a(a:)2a(x)<1>iﬁ(x), Vx € Uqag.
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By the previous computations, and since by Theofer 3.8 tbal livializing data
(11, ai,@}lﬂ) and (11, ai,fbiﬁ) give rise to principaG-bundlesP = Py andQ = Qg
respectively, it is natural to argue that the the morphisshould give rise to a morphism
from P to @, which | denote also by, as follows by

Theorem 3.12. Given two local trivializing data oved/ with values in the groupoid
(11, el @éﬂ), resp. (11, g2, @Zﬂ), with the same open coverirify and a morphisnt
between them in the sense of Definifilon .11, there is a menphifrom P to Q, the
principal G-bundles associated téu, el, @}yﬁ) and (u, g2, @Zﬂ) respectively.

Proof. Recall the construction d?, resp.Q, from the proof of Theorein3.8:

p=]lelts) ~ Q=]][rus/ ~

where the equivalence relation is induced@%, resp.q%ﬂ. Given a family¥,, define
the morphisni: by the following rule:

E([avxvg]) L= [a,l‘,za(l‘)g], relUs,, g€g, 6(11(.%') = tg(Q)?

where the right-hand side of the previous equation has tawderstood iny.

First of all, one has to check that is well-defined, i.e. that it does not depend on
the choice of the representatives and that(farz, g) in e1*Ug, the triple(a, z, X, (z)g)
(which is well-defined sincag o ¥, = €l) belongs tos2*{;. The second statement
follows immediately from the relatioty, o ., = £2. As for the first statement, let

[OL,I,g] = [ﬂayvgl]a
thenz = y in U,p andg; = <I>}M(x)9, whence it follows

18,9, S5(W)on] = [B, 2, Bp(2)Pp, ()g] =
= [8,2, 93, (2)a(2)g] =
= [oz,:c,Za(x)g].

ThatX preserves projections and momenta ar@-exjuivariant, it follows immediately by
the definition of the projections, momenta and rigkactions forP and(@. O

Therefore, the combined results of previous computatios Eheoreni-3.12 can be
resumed as follows:
There is an equivalence between morphisms of principal burids over the same
base spaceV/ and with the same structure groupoidg in the sense of{15], [19],
trivializable over the same open coverindl, and local morphisms between local
trivializing data over the same manifold M with values in the groupoid G in the
sense of Definitior 3111

3.4.1. Examples of morphisms of principal bundles.

Principal bundles with a Lie group G as structure groupoid.Given a Lie groupG,
viewed as a (trivial )Lie groupoid over a poif¢} and a manifold}M, it was proved in
Subsubsectiof=3.3.2 that a principal bunélevith structure groupoid= over M is the
same as a principal bundle with structure grakipver M. Now, let me consider local

trivializing data(u, el, <I>}lﬂ) and (11 g2 ‘I’ZB) overM with values inG; then, clearly all

» S

local momenta’ ande? are trivial. Consider now a local morphistfrom (u el ‘1’315)

y Sy
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to (u, e, ®25) in the sense of DefinitioR=3.111; the compatibility betwees thapsy,,
and the local momenta are hollow, since the local momentatanthrget and source map
of G are trivial. It remains to check the significance of the naiiam cohomological

condition, namely:
Sp(x) = @3, (2) S0 (2)P25(2), Va € Uas.

By classical arguments of the theory of usual princigddundles, it follows thak defines
a morphism between usu@tbundles, whence

Local morphisms ¥ between local trivializing data over M with values in the Lie
group G, viewed as a trivial Lie groupoid, correspond to (iso)morplisms betweer
usual principal G-bundles.

Principal bundles with the action groupoid G x X as structure groupoid. Consider

a Lie groupG acting from the left on the manifold’, and the associated Lie groupoid
G x X, the action groupoid; consider furthermore a maniféfd From the results of
Subsubsection3.3.3, one knows already that a principallbun over M with structure
groupoidG x X correspond to aX -pointed principalz-bundlesP over M ; the X -point

of P is a global section of the associated bunBlle o X. Given now two local trivializing

data(u et @iﬁ) and (u 2 @iﬁ) over M with values in the action groupoi@ x X, |

» Ca »Ca

consider a local morphisi between them. Decomposing the md}:}%, @iﬁ andX, as

Lam)s = (855 (m), @X(m)) . Salm) = (5 (m), =X (m).
with maps
5y Uap = G, @y Uap — X,
v, —»aG, 2X:U,—-X,

where, again by the computations done in Subsubs,@é‘; = ¢}, then the com-
patibility condition with local momenta in Definitidn -3l fnplies immediately

(saxx 0 Xa) (m) = SGKX(ES(m)a Ef(m)) =
= 2 m) =
= a(ll(m), Ym € U,,
and
(taxx 0 Xa) (m) = thX(ES(m), Ef(m)) =
= 2G(m)=h(m) =
=¢e2(m), VYm € U,.

On the other hand, the nonabelian cohomology condition iimRien B11 can be rewrit-
ten as follows:

S(m) = (S§(m), eh(m)) =
(@5:20m).22.m)) (56 (m), 2L m) (®53 (m), = (m) ) =

(#5:20m)55 ()@, (m),2h(m)) . Vim € Uas,
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where | used-$ (m)el (m) = €2(m). Hence, one gets the nonabelian cohomological

(e

condition with values in the Lie grou@:

5§ (m) = 052 (m)=E ()3 (m),
which corresponds to an isomorphisinof principal G-bundles. On the other hand, the
identity

56 (m)el (m) = €2(m), ¥m € Uag,
has a significance: in fact, the local momesitaare the local realizations of global sections
n; of the principalG-bundlesP; associated to the local trivializing da@h e, tI)fm) , the

so-calledX -points of P;, and the previous identity states that the isomorphisrwhich
induces also an isomorphism between the associated buRdles X by the rule

(m, ] = [m, 25 (m)z], @ € Ua,

(the isomorphisnt is well-defined, because of the local constructionpfxs X and
of the cocycle condition), maps the global sectigrto 7,; this is evident from the local
construction of the associated bundles.

Local morphisms ¥ between local trivializing data over M with values in the ac-
tion groupoid G x X correspond to (iso)morphisms betweetX -pointed principal
G-bundles; since anX -point of such a bundle P corresponds to a global section
of the associated bundleP x5 X, (iso)morphisms of X-pointed bundles must
preserve X -points.

The last condition translates, for the examples considatatie end of Subsubsec-
tion[3.3.3, to the fact that the isomorphism of the tangentl®, of the top exterior power
of the cotangent bundle and of (a subspace of) the symmetn@riant power of degree

2 of the cotangent bundle df/ preserve global vector fields, orientation forms and Rie-
mannian metrics respectively.

3.5. Cohomological interpretation of principal bundles with structure groupoid. In
this Subsection, | want to point out and discuss a cohomeébgiterpretation of principal
bundles with structure groupoids. In fact, it is well-knotirat isomorphism classes of
principalG-bundles over a manifold/, G being a Lie group, are in one-to-one correspon-
dence with the firshonabelianCech cohomology groul! (M, G) of M with values in
G, developed and discussed first by Grothendieck; | refértdgfand [2] for a complete
discussion of the subject. Moreover, Hafliger [6] introdd@ natural generalization of
the first nonabeliaech cohomology group for the case of a topological grougoithe
more precise, he discussed the first nonabefiach cohomology grou* (M, Sg), for

S being a sheaf of topological groupoids. Since Lie groupbigse a smooth structure,
| will consider here a sheaf of groupoidsover a manifoldM and will define a slightly
different notion of1-cochains and-cocycles on it from the one of Hafliger; in fact, the
two definitions are completely equivalent, although Hafligoes not mention explicitly
the presence of local momenta, which, in my setting, makésitlens and computations
more elegant. In fact, for any open coveritigf M and for a sheaf of Lie groupoid$
over M, 1-cochains ovefM! with values inS are shown to receive a natural left action
of the groupoid of0-cochains ove/ with values inS, which descends to an action on
1-cocycles: the latter permits to define in a very explicit wlag notion of cohomologous
1-cocycles as orbits of a groupoid space, and, via refinentgonzgents, to define non-
abelian cohomology classes of degtemver M with values in the sheaf of Lie groupoids
S. Finally, a Lie groupoid; gives rise in a natural way to a she®f of Lie groupoids over
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M, and local trivializing data in the sense of Definitianl3.4dutw local morphisms in
the sense of Definitio 3L 1 correspond uniquely to nonab&lech cohomology classes
in H' (M, Sg), cancelling moreover the dependence on open covering, giroving that
the first nonabeliaGech cohomology groul' (M, Sg) classifies isomorphism classes of
principal bundles ovei/ with structure groupoid;.

Definition 3.13. Consider a smooth manifoltf; then, asheafS of Lie groupoids oven/

is a collection of Lie groupoid§(U), for U any open subset a¥/, such that, whenever
there arel/, V' open subsets ai/ such thatU C V, there is a morphismy ;s of Lie
groupoids in the sense of Definitign¥.1 frafi{}’) to S(U). Moreover, the following
compatibility condition must hold: whenevér, V andWW are three open subsets &f,
such that/ C V C W, then the following identity must hold:

pw,U = pv,u° pw,v, puu = idsw)-

Additionally, the following gluing condition has to be ssfted: assum#’ is an open subset
of M, andilis an open cover d¥, and assume there are local sectispsE S(U,, ), such
that

PUx,Uap (Sa) = PUs,Uup (Sﬁ)a Ua,@ # @;
then, there is anique sections in S(U), such that

Sa = PU,U, (5)

Remark3.14 It follows immediately from Definitiol.3.13 that a sheaf ofeLgroupoids
can be viewed as a functor associating to any open sébeét\/ two smooth manifolds,
S(U) and X 51y, the manifold of arrows and of objects respectively, plesafive) target,
source, unit and inversion maps. Moreover, the restriati@psp,y, for U C V open
subsets of\/, consist of two maps, namely the restrictjaf, on the manifolds of arrows
and the restrictiom;,; on the manifolds of objects, both compatible via (relattzeyet,
source and unit maps. It follows easily that the assignménts X ) andU — S(U)
define two distinct sheaves of smooth manifolds, with restm mapspy,y and ryy
respectively, folU' C V open subsets a¥/, called the (sheaf of arrows and of objects
respectively. In accordance to the usual terminology, Isehto denote a the manifold
of arrows of a Lie groupoid@ by the same symbol, deserving a distinct notation for the
manifold of objects; hopefully, this will not cause confusi

Remarl3.15 In [14], Mcerdijk gives a different notion of sheaf of Lie gimeids. Namely,
a sheaf of Lie groupoidS over M is a Lie groupoidS, with manifold of objectsSy, such
that there are twé&tale maps (i.e. local diffeomorphismsandp, from S, resp.Sy, to M,
which are compatible with the structure of Lie groupoidSofThis notion of sheaf of Lie
groupoids is equivalent to the one | propose; still, for coiagional reasons, | will stick to
Definition[3I3.

Example 3.16. i) A sheaf of Lie groups is a sheaf of Lie groupoids, with taivi
sheaf of objects.
ii) Let M be a smooth manifold ar@be a Lie groupoid and consider, fbran open
subset ofM/, the sets

C*®U,Xg): ={f:U— Xg: fsmooth},
C*(U,G): ={F:U — G: F smooth}



PRINCIPAL BUNDLES WITH GROUPOID. .. 35

and consider the following maps

sy(F): =sgokF,

tU(F)Z =tgoF,

jU(F): :ngF'7 VFGCOO(U,Q),

LU(f): :Lgof, v.fecoo(Uan)v
and restriction mapgy, v andry,y given simply by

puyv(F): =Fly, FeC*\V,G),

TU.,V(f): :f|U7 feOOO(V7Xg)

Itis easy to verify that the assignmefis— C>°(U, G) andU — C*(U, Xg) de-
fine a sheaf of (infinite-dimensional) Lie groupoids ow¢rassociated tg, which
| denote bySg, and which | call thecanonical sheaf of Lie groupoids associated
to G. Alternatively, the canonical sheaf of Lie groupoids ass®e toG may be
defined as the sheafification of the presheaf of germs of srmafts from)M to

G (this way of constructing the canonical sheaf associated nmakes it evident
the relationship to the Definition ih [14]).

Consider now an open coverifigof M and a sheaf of Lie groupoids over\/.

Definition 3.17. A 0-cochainX over M with values inS (w.r.t. the open covering) is
given by a collection of sections,, in the manifolds of arrows(U,). A 0-cochainX
over M with values inS is a0-cocycle if the following identities hold:

on“Uag (E(!) = pUg,Uag (Eﬂ)7 U(!B # @

It is clear that, since is a sheaf, that &-cocycleX over M with values inS is the
same as a global sectidhof S, i.e. an element of S(M).

Remark3.18 To give a0-cochainX over M with values inS is equivalent to giving a
0-cochains over M with values in the sheaf of arrows, and two0-cochains:! ande?
over M with values in the sheaf of objec§s, such that the following condition holds:

sU.(Ba) =€hs  tu,(Za) =€%, Vo

On the other hand, @-cochainX over M with values inS gives rise to twad)-cochains
with values in the sheaf of objects, namely, (X,) andsy, (£, ); these0-cochains are
calledthe target, resp. sourc@;cochain oft, and are denoted byX), resp.s(X).

Definition 3.19. A 1-cochain(g, ®) over M with values inS (w.r.t. the open covering)
is given byi) a0-cochaire with values in the sheaX s of objects ofS andii) a1-cochain
over M with values in the sheaf of arrows i.e. a collection of arrow® .5 in S(Uap),
such that the following additional condition holds:
$Uas (Pap) =T05,0.5(€8),  tUas (Pap) = TU,,U0s(Ea);,  Uap # 0.
A 1-cochain(g, @) over M with values inS is al-cocycle if it obeys the following iden-
tities:
(I)aa = ly, (Ea)a VO(;
PUos,Unps (q)aﬁ)pUg.y,UQg’y ((I)B’Y) = PUa~,Uapy (q)av)a Ua,@a UB'ya U(!Va Ua,@v 7& 0.
Notice that the left-hand side of the previous identity nsad@nse, because restriction maps
are morphisms of Lie groupoids.
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Remark3.20 For the sake of simplicity, from now on | will drop from all fowlae the
restriction mapsy,v andry,y, if their presence is clear from the context. Thus, the
cocycle condition above will be written simply

DopPpsy = Pay € S(Uapy)-

Example 3.21.Given a smooth manifold/, an open covering of M and a Lie groupoid
G, then al-cocycle(e, ®) over M with values inSg is equivalent to local trivializing data
over M with values inG: in fact, the local momenta,, are the components of the
cochain overM with values in the sheaf of objects, and the transition fionst®, 5 are
the components of the.cochain with values in the sheaf of arrows.

Remark3.22 Let me point out now the difference between DefinifionB.19-ebchains
and1-cocycles overM! with values in a sheaf of groupoidsover M and the one given
by Hafliger in [6]. What Hafliger called &-cochain overM with values inS is simply a
1-cochain oveM with values in the sheaf of arrows, which | denote by the samésl as
the sheaf of groupoids itself; analogously,-aocycle is al-cochain satisfying the cocycle
identities. What is apparently missing is any informatidoat the0-cochain with values
in the sheaf of objects af; | wrote “apparently”, because ttiecochain is hidden in the
“diagonal sections®,,, overU,. In Definition[3IP, | assumed,,, to be a unit of the
groupoidS(U.,), i.e. to be the image w.r.ty;, of a sectiore,, of X5y, which can be
obviously thought as a component of-&ochain with values in the sheaf of objectsf
the so-calledunit 0-cochain associated to thecochain®; this is the idea that Hafliger
had in mind, although he did not mention it explicitly. Nolneless, | preferred to change
the definition of Hafliger by mentioning explicitly the sadted unit0-cochain with values
in X¢; this has the advantage of simplifying the notion of cohargolus cocycles, by the
arguments that | will sketch in Remdrk3124.

Assume now d-cocycle(g, ) and a0-cochainX over M with values inS are given;
assume additionally that the souf&eochains(X) of X coincides withe.

Lemma 3.23. The 1-cochain (t(E),c(E)(I)) over M with values inS is a 1-cocycle,
where

(c(2)®) = Ta®usl;' € SUap).

af :
Proof. First of all, one has

0., ((E()0)05) =t (Sa®as=;?) =
= tUaB (Ea) =
= TUn Uap (tU. (Za)),

where | used the fact that the restriction map is a morphistiefroupoids. Similarly,
one proves

U (€28 05) = 100t (55)):
Moreover, one gets
(c(D)P),, = LaPuaX,! =
= Yo, (€a)2, " =
=, (tv. (Xa)),
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using the properties of the unit map and the fact that sy (X, ). Finally, the cocycle
relation follows from the above computation:

(e(B)®) 45 (c(2)D) 5, =Ta®PapX;  TpPp, X! =

= B0 PapPs X" =

=SaPay ;" =

= (C(E)q))a'y :
In the previous computations, | used implicitly the factttfestriction maps are morphisms
of Lie groupoids, along with the properties of the unit map. O

Remark3.24 Notice the particular notation | used for thecocyclec(X)®: in fact, the0-
cochainX acts on thd -cocycle® via generalized conjugatian On a more abstract level,
the setC%(4, S) of 0-cochains oveM/ with values in the sheaf of groupoids(w.r.t. an
open coveringl) form an abstract groupoid, with the setistochains ovei! with values

in the sheaf of objects a$ (w.r.t. the open coveringf) as set of objects, the source and
target map of this groupoid being

with unit map
we): =ue), we)ar =tw,(a), Yo,
and inversion map

(&) =i3), i(a: =ju.(Za), Vo

Finally, the product of two composatflecochains:! andx:? is defined via
(2'%?), : =%i%2, Vo

The setC! (s, S) of 1-cochains ovel/ with values inS in the sense of Definitiof"3.1L9,
with momentum given by the projection onf (41, Xs) is then a leftC® (4, S)-space,

with action given by

(6 2) ~ (HD).c(@)e).

wheres = s(X), and

(C(E)q))aﬁ b= We(Xa, 2g; CI)(!B)’
where | used the notations of Subsecfiod 2.2 for the (leflegalized conjugation; notice
that generalized conjugation makes sense here, ¢indg is a1-cocycle with values in
S. Notice also that | used an improper notation, hiding thé&riet®n maps applied to the
components of. Lemma:3.2B states that the previously described acti@if¢ft, S) on
C* (41, S) descends to an action ¢ft (41, S) of 1-cocycles ovel/ with values inS.

Definition 3.25. Two elementge!, ') and (g2, $2) of Z* (4, S) are said to beohomol-
ogous if there exists an elemeitt of C°(4(, S), such that

(2,2 =2 (2.
| will call the class of(g, @) in Z1 (41, S) by the previous equivalence relation t@homol-
ogy class ofe, @), and | will denote it by, ®]. The set of all cohomology classés @)
of elements ofZ! (4, S) is called thefirst nonabelianCech cohomology group &f w.r.t.
the open coveringl, and is denoted bi* (1, S).

Remark3.26 It is clear that the first nonabelidbech cohomology group & w.r.t. 4l is
the quotient space df! (4, S) w.r.t. the left action of>° (4, S) described in Remaik3P4.
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Consider a smooth manifolt/ and a Lie groupoidj. As | have proved previously,
fixing an open coveringt of M, elements ofZ! (4, Sg) are in one-to-one correspondence
with local trivializing data ove\/ with values ingG; it is also clear that a local morphism
Y between two such local trivializing data in the sense of DidimB.T1 corresponds to
the fact that the corresponding elementsZéfsl, Sg) are cohomologous w.r.E. Hence,
given an open covering of M, one gets the following result:

The first nonabelian Cech cohomology groupH! (41, Sg) over M with values in
the canonical sheaf of groupoids associated @ is in one-to-one correspondenc
to isomorphism classes of principal bundles with structuregroupoid G, trivialized

w.r.t. the open coveringsl.

[}

So far, | have discussed the fitsch nonabelian conomology group ovéwith values
in a sheaf of Lie groupoids with a particular choice of an opeveringil of M. But, as
one can see directly from the above correspondence betlesecohomology group and
principal bundles with structure groupoid, there arises problem, namely, one could
consider different open coverings 81, leading to different local trivializations of such
principal bundles, leading in turn to a priori different amerelated firsCech nonabelian
cohomology groups, which are but related to the same obj8olsing this problem leads
to the definition of thdirst Cech nonabelian cohomology gro#i (1, S), for a sheaf of
Lie groupoidsS over M.

Definition 3.27. Given two open coveringd and® of M, U is said to be aefinemenbf
i1, if, denoting by, resp.J, the set of indices dff, resp.J, there is a functiorf from J
to I, such that

ViU, Vi€l
Equivalently, one says that the open covefthi finerthanil, and this property is denoted
byl < 5.

In order to avoid notational problems, let me switch momelytilom Greek indices for
open coverings to Latin indices; in particular, given anropeveringil and a refinement
0 thereof, the respective sets of indices will be denoted Agd.J, respectively.

Now, assume we are given an elem&nof C°(4(, S), for Ll an open covering oi/,
and a refinemeny thereof, with associated functigh The function defines a mafy* as
follows: given an elemeri of C° (%, S), its image w.r.t.f*, denoted byf*Y, is defined
as

(f"8)j: = pusgy v (Bpiy) € S(Vy), Vje
(The preceding operation of restriction makes sense, Sific& Uy(;), andX ;) €
S(Uy(;)).) The mapf defines in a similar way a maf on C°(&l, Xs) by the rule

(fre)is =10,V (E55)) € Xsvyy, Vi€ .

Recall by Remark=3:24 that, for any open coverihgf M, C°(4,S) has the structure
of a groupoid ove (4, X ). Since restriction maps are morphisms of Lie groupoids, it
follows easily that the source and tar@etochains ot obey

[ (s(2) = s(f7(Z), ) =t (%))

moreover, given an elemenbf C°(4, Xs), itis easy to verify that

f((e)) = u(f*(e)),

and f* commutes obviously with the inversion map. Finally, it isai that

(e = D rE),
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for any two composablé-cochainst! and¥2 in C9(u, S). All these computations can
be summarized in the following

Lemma 3.28. Given an open covering of M and a refinemenyJ thereof with associated
function £, the mapf* is a morphism of groupoids frofi® (4, S) to C° (5, S).

The shape of this morphism depends explicitly on the choidbemapf; still, one
could in principle consider the same refinem@®ntf 41, but a different map, say: J — I,
such that, for any € J, the inclusion holds

Vi © Ug(jy-

Such a mapy determines a morphismgr from CY((,S) to C°(, S), which is a priori
distinct from the one induced by. Still, considering thé-th nonabeliarCech cohomol-
ogy groupH' (81, S) of 0-cocycles oven/ with values inS (w.r.t. the open covering/),

it is easy to prove that it is also a groupoid over the set oéatsjZ’ (41, Xs), consisting

of all 0-cocycles overM with values inXs, because restriction maps are morphisms of
groupoids. A choice of a map associated tol < U defines a morphisnfi* of groupoids
from HO(4, S) to H° (5, S).

Lemma 3.29. Given an open covering of M and a refinemenryJ thereof, and two maps
f,g:J — I,suchthat, forany € J,V; C Uy;y andV; C Uy, then
ff=g" onHY,S).
Proof. Since, foranyj € J, V; is contained irU;;y andUy;), it follows V; C Uy (j)4(;)-
Since any elemerX satisfies
PU:yUigiy (Elo) = PU;; Uigiy (Ei1)7 Uioil 7é @7
it follows, for anyj € J,

PUs ) Usyat X)) = PUg1) Usirai (Xg()),
whence the claim follows, by restricting furtherig. O

Consider now an open coveritigof M and a refinemeny thereof, withamay : J —
I. Then,f determines a magp* from C! (4, S) to C* (U, S) as follows:

[e2): = ("), (D),
where
(f*(I))jOJI - = pr(jo)f(h)ijoh ((I)f(Jo)f(ﬁ)) ’ V}Ojl 7é @
(The previous definition makes sense, sifGe C Uy, ), whenceVj,;, C Uyoyrer)-)
That £* is in fact a map fromC! (4, S) to C' (5, S) follows again from the fact that
restriction maps are morphisms of Lie groupoids. By the \samne reasonj™ restricts

to a map fromZ! (4, S) to Z*(0,S). | recall from Lemmd=323 that! (s, S) is a left
C°(4, S)-space.

Lemma 3.30. For an open coverindg!l of M and a refinemen®J thereof, with a map
f:J — I, f* defines a twisted equivariant map from the &L, S)-spaceZ* (4, S) to
the leftC°(0, S)-spaceZ! (U, S), w.r.t. the morphisms of groupoids.

Proof. It suffices to prove, for any elemeht of C°(s(,S) and(g, ®) of Z*(4l, S), such
thats(X) = g, that the following equality holds:

fEER)=reree.



40 C. A . ROSSI

Writing down explicitly the left-hand side of the previouguation, one gets:
I @) = 1 (UD), o(2)®) =
= (f*(t(z)),f*(c(z)cb))

By the very definition off* acting onZ! (4, S), and sincef* is a morphism of groupoids,
it follows immediately

[rE)) =t(f*(2)).
On the other hand,
f*(c(z)q))jojl = (C(E)(I))f(jo)f(jl) =
= 260 @ 1(0) 10 1) =
= (F*%)jo (F*®)joss (F72);) 7" =
= (c(f"E)f" @), -
(I

Therefore, a refinemef of any open covering of M, together withamag: J — I,
defines a map between first nonabelizath cohomology groups with valuessrby

fe2): =[f (2),
for any cohomology clasg, @] in H* (4, S).
Let me come now to the main point of the construction.

Lemma 3.31. Consider, for an open covering of M and a refinemen®J thereof, two
mapsf,g: J — I, such thatV; C Uy; andV; C Uy, respectively, for any € J.
Then, the induced mag andg* onH' (4, S) coincide.

Proof. Let me consider an eleme(t, ®) of Z! (4, S). Then, | define the following ele-
mentinC%(3, S):
S(£:9)it = PUs61000 Vi (RrGat)) - T €.

The definition of2(f, g) makes sense, sind§ is clearly contained in the intersection of
Uy(jy andUgy;y. | claim now that

[f(e2) =X(/,9)(g" ().

First of all, the right-hand side of the previous equatiorkesasense, because
sv; (5(f,9)5) = sy, (prmg(j)ij (q)f(j)g(j))) =
= TUs(io Vi (SUf(j)y(j) ((I)f(j)g(j))) =
= TUshaw Vi (TUg(j)=Uf(j)g(j) (o)) =
= TU, .V (E905)-
Then, let me computeX(f, g))g* ®:

(C(X(f,9)9"®) = P o)gGo) PaGo)ain) Pa(i) £(G1) =
= P1(jo)g () Lol f 1) =
= PrGo)fG) =
= (f*q))jojl :
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Again, | used implicitly that restriction maps are morphssai Lie groupoids, and thai
is al-cocycle. Thus, the image w.rt* of the 1-cocycle(e, ®) is cohomologous to its
image w.r.t. tog* in Z'(0, S), thus their conomology classes coincide. O

Lemmd3.3D and3:B1 imply together that, given an open cogéerdf M, a refinement
0 thereof, a magf: J — I, such that; C Uy, there is a mag* from H' (4, S) to
H' (25, S), which does not depend on the choicgofThus, the assignmefit— H' (4, S),
for any open coveringl of M, defines arinductive systerover the partially ordered set
of all open coverings of\/, where the partial order is given by the refinement relation i
Definition[3.2T.

Definition 3.32. Given a smooth manifold/ and a sheaf of Lie groupoids ovei\/, the
first nonabeliarCech cohomology group aff with values inS, denoted byH' (M, S), is
defined as the direct limit of the direct systém- H' (41, S) over the partially ordered set
of all open covering$l of M:

H'(M,S) : = lim H' (4, S).
p1t
As a consequence, consider a Lie group@jdhen, the first non abelian cohomology
groupH' (M, Sg) of M with values inSg parametrizes isomorphism classes of principal
bundles overM with structure groupoidj; it is customary to denote this cohomology
group simply byH' (M, G). E.g. if one considers a Lie group acting from the left on a
manifold X, then

H' (M, G & X) 2 HO(M, X)) M6

where byHO(M,GX)H](M’G) | have denoted the map associating to any cohomology class
in H' (M, G) the isomorphism class of a global section of the isomorplaisiss of a fiber
bundle with typical fibetX over M.

Given now a Lie groupoid;, a smooth manifold/ and a principal bundl& over M
with structure groupoid@ as in DefinitioZZ1L, consider the division map of P. At this
point, it should be clear why Mcerdijk chose [n]12] fop the namecocycle ofP with
values ingG: its invariance w.r.t. the action of morphisms of princigabundles ovei\/,
proved e.g. in[[18] makes the division map an invariant of ifmnorphism class oP
with values inP; moreover, composing it with the product of sectiong®fgives the the
naturall-cocycles ove/ with values inSg. Thus, the division map can be thought of
as a generator of the cohomology class’ah H' (M, Sg), and, viceversa, a cohomology
class inH' (M, Sg) gives rise to a unique division map; thus, division maps siad of
global cocycles with values ig.

4. HILSUM—SKANDALIS MORPHISMS AND A LOCAL VERSION OF GENERALIZED
GROUPOIDS

A central notion in the theory of Lie groupoids is thatgg#neralized morphisms of Lie
groupoidsor Hilsum—Skandalis morphismgeneralized morphisms, reddorita equiv-
alencesbetween Lie groupoids, mimic in the framework of Lie grougsivhat ordinary
generalized morphisms, resp. ordinary Morita equivalenoepresent for algebra mod-
ules. The former were first introduced by Conriés [3], [6] amdenstudied in great detail
by Mréun. The main purpose here is to produce a differenal’ characterization of
generalized morphisms, resp. Morita equivalence, in terfinescycles as in Definitioh 3.4
of SectiorB.
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Before entering into the details, let me briefly recall theioro of morphism of Lie
groupoids.

Definition 4.1. A morphism between two Lie groupoidsand is a pair(®, ), con-
sisting ofi) a map® between the respective manifold of arrograndH andii) a map
between the respective manifolds of obje&is and X4, such that the following condi-
tions are satisfied:

a) (Compatibility between the groupoid structures)the following three diagrams
must commute

g 2 n G —* ., x Xg —2— Xy
(4.1) sQl lsﬁ , tgl lt“ and Lgl l‘“ .
Xg —5— Xy Xy —2 s Xy G — 2., H

b) (Homomorphism property) For any composable pail;, g2) of arrows, such
that

sg(g1) = tg(g2),
the identity must hold
(4.2) ®(g192) = 2(91)®(g2)-
In order to understand to significance of generalized memhj | need the following

Lemma 4.2. A morphism(®, ¢) between the Lie groupoidsand # induces a principal
bundle(p*Us, pry, s34 o pry, Xg), such that there is a lef§-action on this bundle w.r.t.
the momenturpr,, which is compatible with the righ-action.

Proof. Consider the trivial bundle over the manifold of objedfg obtained by pulling
the unit bundle ofH back w.r.t. the mapp; clearly, by previous arguments, thetuple
(¢p*Uy, pry, s34 © Pray, Xg) is @ principalH-bundle overXy. Consider then the mapr,
from the trivial bundle taXg as a momentum for the following left action:

G Xpr, 9"Ug 3 (g, (2, 1)), sglg) ==z, @(x)=1tu(h)—
= (tg(9), @(g)h) .

First of all, notice that the action is well-defined, i/ehi(g) andh as above are compos-
able, since

4.3)

su(®(9)) = ¢(sg(9)) = p(x) = tg(h),
and the result belongs to the trivial bungi&{,, since
o(tg(g)) = tru(®(g)) = ta(®(h)g) ,

by @1).
One has now to show th&f(#.3), together with the momemttjndefines a lefg-action

on*Uy,. First of all, it is clear from[{413) that
prl(g(xa h)) = tg(g)v V(g, (Ia h)) S g XPY1 QO*MQ
Second,[[412) implies directly that
(9192)(x, h) = (91 (g2(x, 1)), (g2, (z,h)) € G Xpe, 9" Ug, sg(g1) = tg(g2),
and finally, by [Z11) and{412), it follows immediately
Lg(ZC)(I, h) = ('rvh)a V(x,h) € (p*u?-[,
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It remains to show that leff-action and the right{-action are compatible. This is equiv-
alent to showing) that the momentum for the righit-action isG-invariant (it is already
known that the projectiopr, is H-invariant) and) that the following identity holds
(g(x,h1)) he = g ((x,h1)h2), Vg€ G,z € Xg,hi,ha € H such that
sg(9) =z, (@) =tu(h1), su(hi)=tyu(h2).
(Notice theG-invariance of the momentum for the right-action makes the preceding
expression well-defined.) So, let me show
(s 0 pra)(g(z, h)) = (s o pry)(tg(9), ®(9)h) =
= su(®(g)h) =
= (S'H o pI‘Q)(I, h)v v(gv ('rvh’)) € g Xprl (p*Z/[g
To showii), let me compute, by the associativity of the product stmecin the groupoid
Hl

(9(z, h1)) ha = (tg(g), ®(g9)h1) he =
= (tg(9), (2(9)h1) h2) =
= (tg(9), ®(g) (hih2)) =
= g(x, h1ha) =
=g((x,h)h2), sglg) =z, @(x)=1tg(g)
This proves the claim. O

Remarkd.3. Consider the following map, which we denote &y
Xg 3% (2,4(0(2))) € 0" Un.

The map is clearly well-defined, i.e. the image lies in facthie trivial bundlep*iy,; it
is also clearly a (global) section of the trivial bunadtéi{;;. Moreover, the composition
of the sectionoe with the momentum for the righit/-action equals simply. A triv-
ial, but remarkable property of the global sectiafi may be derived from the following
computation:

goa(sg(g)) = g (sg(9), tu(e(sg(9)
(

)
u@
x
—~
S
~
Q
—~
)
~—
~—
~
i
—~
)
~—
~—
Il

in other words, the lef§-action onp*Uy is intertwined by the global sectian; with the
right H-action via®:

(4.4) goa(sg(g)) = oa(tg(g))®(g9), Vgeg

A variation of Equation[{4]4) will play a central role laiarthe discussion of local versions
of Morita equivalences.
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So, a morphism of two Lie groupoids and# in the sense of Definitioh 4.1 defines
automatically a right principak-bundle on the manifold of objects ¢f endowed with a
left G-action, which is compatible with the principal bundle sture. This motivates the
following

Definition 4.4. [[L6],[12]] Given two Lie groupoidsj and#, a generalized morphism
from G to ‘H or a Hilsum—Skandalis morphism froghto # is a right principatX-bundle
(P, e, Xg) over Xg, such that the following conditions are satisfied:

i) the pair(P, ) defines a lefj-action onP with momentumr;
i) the momentunz for the rightH-action isG-invariant, and moreover both actions
are compatible in the sense that

(gp)h = g(ph), sg(p) =7(p), tu(h)=e(p).

Notice that theG-invariance of the momentum makes both sides of the compatibility
condition between both actions well-defined.

Remark4.5. By LemmalZP, it follows that every “ordinary” morphism besgn Lie
groupoids gives rise to a generalized morphism betweenihéma sense of Definitidn4.4.

Definition[43 is an “intrinsic” definition of generalized mphisms: in fact, one does not
see immediately the “morphism” hidden behind it. Howewe{d], the authors give at the
beginning of the paper an equivalent characterizatiorringef local versions of “ordinary
morphisms”, in the sense of Definiti@n#.1. More precisdig decompose a generalized
morphism from the Lie groupoi@ to the Lie groupoidH into a Morita equivalence (see
later for the precise definition) and morphisms defined war¢hosen open cover of the
manifold of objectsX of the groupoidj. This decomposition is a formal way of exposing
the definition of Hilsum—Skandalis morphisms proposedin[g]; again via the division
map, | will soon come to this different, still equivalent,fidétion, although with some
slight modifications.

In the next subsection, | will give a slightly different egalent characterization of
generalized morphism between Lie groupoids, based on tpepties of local trivializing
data in the sense of Definiti@n 8.4 of Subsecfion 3.2.

4.1. From generalized morphisms to local generalized morphismsConsider a gener-
alized morphism P, 7, e, Xg) between the Lie groupoid$ and# in the sense of Defi-
nition[£4. Lemmd3]1 of SubsectiGnB.1 enables us to find @m gpveril of the base
manifold X of the generalized morphism and corresponding local sextig of the pro-
jectionm, such that the restriction of the total spaé¢o any open sel/,, of the covell is
diffeomorphic to the trivial bundle},i{;;, wheres,, is the local momentum w.r.t. the open
setU,, defined by

Eq = EO0 OG-
As was proved before, the local trivializatiops, associated to the local sectiong, give
rise to the transition maps

Dop(x) = dp(0a(2),05(2)), Vi € Uap.

Let me fix at this point some conventions: given two open&gtandUs of X, belonging
to the trivializing open covell (not necessarily intersecting in a nontrivial way), define

Guavs: =19 €G:s6(9) €Ua, tg(g) € Us};
| call G, s thelocal («, 3)-component of.
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Remark4.6. Given an open covering of X, the disjoint union of all local components
of G give rise to a groupoid, which is equivalentdatself; this can be found in]8] and also
in [L4], although in a bit different shape. Hilsum and Skdisdase the following notation

Ga,p = ng, Yo, B.
When the open cover is clear from the context, | will use thrertstand notation:
Gap: =GUsUs» Ga: = GU, U
It is not difficult to prove the following

Lemma 4.7. The5-tuple(G,, Uy, sg, tg, tg) is a Lie subgroupoid of, for any choice of
the indexa.

Proof. The topological spaces, andU,, are clearly smooth manifolds: in fadt,, is an
open subset of the smooth manifotd;, and alsdj,,, since

Go = 55 '(Ua) Nt5'(Ua).

It is easy to verify that the restrictions of source and targapsg andig to G,, are still
surjective submersions; moreover, the axioms for souerget and unit map of the Lie
groupoidg are clearly still valid for their respective restrictions @, andU,,.

It remains only to prove that there is a well-defined assvaanultiplication ingG,,.
Consider two composable elemeptsandgs in G, ; this means that

Ua 2 sg(g1) = tg(g2) € Ua.
Then, consider the usual multiplicationghas multiplication inG,,:
9192 € G.
It is clear thaty, g, still belongs toG,,, since
sg(9192) = sg(92) € Ua, tg(g192) = tg(g1) € Ua.

Associativity of the multiplication igj,, follows from the associativity of the multiplication
in G, and, along the same lines, also the other axioms for thapticgttion. O

Consider now the following map, for any open gt
Ou: Gy — H,
g = ¢r(0altg(9)),90a(s6(9))),

whereo,, is the local section of onU,,. | denoted by

(4.5)

90a(sg(9))
the leftG-action ofg on the element, (sg(g)).
First, | need the following technical
Lemma 4.8. The map,, is well-defined.

Proof. Let me check the following statements:

i) the elements,(tg(g)) ando,(sg(g)) are well-defined.
ii) The left action ofg ono,(sg(g)) is well-defined.
iii) The elementsr, (tg(g)) andgo,(sg(g)) belong to the same fiber af
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The proof ofi) is trivial, sinceg € G,,, whence it follows

sg(9) €Uy, tg(g) € Us,.
Partii) follows from the fact that, is a section ofr, whence

m(0a(s6(9))) = sg(e),
and from the fact that the lef-action has momentum.
Partiii) follows again becauseis the momentum of the lef-action: in fact,

m(90a(56(9))) = tg(9) = m(0a(tg(9))) -

The mapo,, is the explicit “local morphism” ofi[B], as it is shown in thelfowing

Proposition 4.9(Local morphism of Laurent-Gengoux, Tu and Xd}he pair(Q,, ) is
a morphism from the Lie groupoid, to the Lie groupoid-.

Proof. | have to show) the commutativity of the three diagranis{4.1) and the honremo

phism property[(Z12).
Let me begin by showing the commutativity of the first diagrian): this follows
from Point:) of Propositio 218, as the following computation shows

t31(0alg)) = tu(dp(oaltg(9)) 9oalsg(9)))) =
= e(oaltg(g)) =
= ¢caltg(9)) -

The commutativity of the second diagram follows again froomP;) of Propositior 2118
and from the fact that the momentunfor the right?-action isG-invariant, so

s1(0a(9)) = su(¢p(0a(ts(9)), 90a(s6(9)))) =
= e(goa(sg(9)) =
= e(0alsg(g)) =
= ealtg(9)) -

On the other hand, the commutativity of the third diagranofes from Pointii) of Propo-
sition[ZIB and from the axioms for a lgftaction; namely,

Oa(tg(2)) = dpr(oalte(g(x))), tg(x)oa(sg(ig(z)))) =

= ¢p(0a(2),16()00 (7)) =

= ¢p(0a(z),00(2)) =

= (ea()) .
It remains to show the homomorphism propeliyl(4.2); for thigpose, consider a compos-
able pair(g1, g2) in G, X Ga, i.€.

56(91) = tg(g2)-

Then, one gets

O4(9192) = dp(0a(tg(g9192)), (9192)00(56(9192))) =
= ¢p(0altg(g1)); 91(920a(sg(92)))) -
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| want to prove now thagso,, (sg(g2)) belongs to the same fiber w.niti aso, (sg(g1)):
in fact, a direct computation using the axioms of @faction with momentumr gives
m(920a(sg(92))) = tg(g2) =
= sg(g1) =
=m(0a(sg(91))),
whence it follows
9204(5g(92)) = 0a(sg(91))0pP(0a(sg(91)), 920a(sg(g2))) =
= 0a(56(91))Oa(g2)-

Equation [[Zb), which is the local analogon of Equationly4ifplies now, together with
Pointiv) of Propositio 2218, that

(4.6)

Oa(g9192) = op(0altg(91)), 91(920a(s6(92)))) =
= ¢p(0a(tg(91)), 9104(56(91))Oalg2)) =
= ¢p(0a(tg(91)), 910a(sg(91))) Oalg2) =
= 04(91)Oa(92)-
Hence, the claim follows. O

Let me point out the following transformation behaviour bé tlocal morphism®,,:
for this purpose, assume to have two nontrivially interisgobpen sets of the covél, say
U, andUjg, and denote by, and©g the respective local morphisms. It is immediate to
see that

Ga N gﬁ = gaﬁa
which is, in virtue of Lemm&4]7, a groupoid over the intet®etU,z.

Corollary 4.10. For any two open subsetd, andUg, intersecting nontrivially, the cor-
responding local morphisnm3, and©z of Propositior 4P are related as follows:

(4.7) Oa(9) = Paplts(9))Os(9)Psalsg(9)), Vg € Gag,
where®, s denotes the transition map &f associated to the local sectioag andog.

Proof. By Equation[[4b), the claim follows immediately, since

Pap(x) = dp(0a(z),08()) .
Moreover, the leftG-action and the righ#{-action onP are compatible; the claim then
follows by the?{ x H-equivariance of the division map. O

All the preceding computations are present in a differeapshin Proposition 2.3 of[9];
but, in fact, the local morphisnf3,,, arising directly from the “bibundle” structure @,
are only one piece of a more general construction, which | amgoing to illustrate.

Consider the local componeft, s; it is an open submanifold of, since it can be
written in the following way:

Ga,p = 55" (Ua) Ntg " (Ug).
Let me associate to the local componénjs the following map:
@[5(15 ga_ﬂ — H,

(4.8) g— gf)p(Uﬁ(tg(g))vgaa(SQ(g)) .
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Remark4.11 The maps9,s were already introduced inl[3] andl [8] for the holonomy
groupoidsG: = Hy, p, andH: = Hy, p, of two foliated manifolds(M;,V;) and
(M, Va); the family of such maps was called by the authoceeycle oveG with values

in H. The properties stated in the next Lemma are a slight genatiah of the properties
of the cocycle oveG with values in#H of [3] and [&], in the sense that | consider an
additional equation, which | will derive in the subsequemrtadlary (which follows along
the same lines of Corollafy Z110). Later, in a more implicaywvcocycles oveg with
values inH were considered also by Mcerdijk in]14], although the autls®d a different
notation in a slightly different framework.

Remark4.12 For later purposes, let me just point out another intergicataf the local
componentg, g: the product sel/,, x Ug is open inXg x Xg w.r.t. the product topology.
The family of all such open sets is obviously an open covesingg x Xg; then,G, s is
the preimage ot/, x Ug w.r.t. the smooth mapg x tg from G to Xg x Xg. Since the
Ua x Ug coverXg x Xg, itis clear that th&j, s form an open covering &f.

The same arguments used to prove Lerimh 4.8 lead to the fotjowi

Lemma 4.13. The map 3, of Equation[Z.B) is well-defined, for any choice of indiags
B.

Then, one has the following

Theorem 4.14. The map® 3., enjoy the following properties:
a) The following diagrams commute:

Gop —— H Gap —— H
(4.9) s% lsH, tgl lt,{
U, —5 Xy Us —2— Xy

b) For any three indices;, 5 and~, andg; in Gz , andgs € G, g, such that

sg(g1) = tg(g2),
the following identity holdsgeneralized homomorphism property:

(4.10) ©-a(9192) = ©5(91)Opalg2)-

Notice that both sides of IdentitfZ{4]110) are well-definddces clearly, by the
axioms of a groupoidg; g» belongs taG, -, and by the commutativity of the dia-

grams [4D).

Proof. a) The commutativity of the diagranfs{#.9) follows usingshene arguments
displayed in the proof of Propositidn #.9 for showing the camativity of the
diagramsl[{Z11).

b) First of all, since
sg(g1) =tg(g2), tg(g192) =tg(g1), sg(9192) = sg(g2),
one gets

m(920a(sg(92))) = tg(92) =
=m(os(lg(92))) ,
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hence, one can writgo,(sg(g2)) as follows

)

9200(56(92)) = 05(tg(g2))or(05(tg(g2), 920a(s6(g2))) =
=03(tg(92))Opalg2) =
=03(56(91))Opalg2)-

Then, Identity[[Z110) follows from the equivariance of theision map.
(|

The following Corollary is an immediate consequence of Hona@.3), recalling the
Definition of the transition maps a?, and of the compatibility of both lef§- and right
‘H-action onP and of theH x H-equivariance of the division map:

Corollary 4.15. Consider four open subsets &, sayU.,, Ug, U,, Us, such that

Ua'y ?’é ®a U55 ?’é ®7
then the following Identity holds:

(4.11) Opalg) = Pps(tg(9)) Osy(9)Pralsg(9)) -
Hence, the following fact has been proved:

Given a generalized morphism( P, 7, e, X¢) from the groupoid G to  in the sense
of Definition &4, given local sections, of = subordinate to a trivializing cover
i1, there are local generalized morphism® g, from any local componentg,, g of
G to H, transforming according to Equation (£11).

4.2. From local generalized morphisms to generalized morphismsAssume to have
two Lie groupoidsi and#, with respective manifolds of objecf§g and X3,. Assume
additionally to have a fixed open covgrof Xg and corresponding local trivializing data
(U, eq, Pag) On Xg with values in, with local momenta,,: U, — X and cocycles
Dyp.

Definition 4.16 ([3], [B]). A local generalized morphism fromg to A subordinate to
the local trivializing data (4, e, ®o3) consists of smooth map33, from any local
componeng, g of G to H, such that the following conditions hold:

a) the following diagrams commute

Ga.8 % H Gao,s % H U —>— Xy
(4.12) sgl lsH ; th/ lm and Lgl lLH ,
Uo —— Xy Us —— Xy Go —22 H

where the notation was used
O.: =0O4a, VYo
b) The following identity must hold, for any choice of indge, 3, v:

(4.13) ©40(9192) = ©45(91)Osal92), 91 €Gs~, 92 € Gap, s6(91) = tg(g2);

moreover, the local morphisnt3g, are related to each other by the following
equation:

(4.14) Osa(9) = ps(tg(9)) Osy(9)Pra(sg(9)) Vg € Ga,s N Gys,
for any four open subsets,, Ugs, U, andUs of X, such that

Uay #0, Ups #0.
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Remark4.17. | will discuss later a cohomological interpretation of Etioa (4.I3) along
the same patterns of Subsectionl 3.5: this suggests theriatation of generalized mor-
phisms between Lie groupoids as generalizationdesfcent data Moreover, it permits
to construct more interesting examples of generalized hismps: e.g. one feature that |
will address in a subsequent paper is that generalized risongtfrom the homotopy path
groupoid of a smooth manifold/ to the trivial Lie groupoid associated to a Lie group
G corresponds to a flat principél-bundle over), and this also suggests another way of
constructing flat bundles with groupoid structure.

Given a local generalized morphiséh from G to H, subordinate to local trivializing
data(il, eq, Po ) OVerXg with values in, | want to prove that we can produce out of it
a generalized morphism froghto H in the sense of Definition4.4. To do this, | first need
the following technical

Lemma 4.18. For any choice of indices, 3, there is an “action” of the local component
Ga,p Of G from the trivial bundle=7 U4 to the trivial bundlesify,, i.e. there is a smooth
maptlfgﬁ with the following properties:

a) U/ ; is amap from
Gap Xpr, Ealtn: ={(g; (z, h)) € Ga,p x el sg(g) = x}
to the trivial bundles;i43,; usually, the “action map” will simply be denoted by

vy
ga,,@ Xprl EZU'H > (gv (.I',h)) '_Sﬁ g(:v, h) € EEU'H
Moreover, choosing = «, the following equation holds:
Lg(ZC)(I, h) = (Ia h)v V(ZC, h) € EZUH'

b) For any choice of three indices, 3, v, the actions¥ ;, ¥} and ¥}  are
compatible in the following way:

(9192)(x, h) = g1 (g2(x, b)), Vg1 € Gy g2 € Gayp,  56(91) = tg(g2).
Proof. Define the action?; ; as follows:
(4.15) G, Xpr, Ean 3 (9, (z, h)) = (tg(9), Opalg)h).
Notice that the action is well-defined: in fact,
51(08a(9)) = €alsg(9)) = ealx) = tn(h).
First thing, one has to show that the result belongs reatlyadrivial bundles ;L4 For this

purpose, | use the commutativity of the second diagrafni4and one sees immediately
that

t1(Oa(9)h) = t2(Opalg)) =
es(ta(9))

whence the claim follows.
An easy computation shows:

pri(g9(z, h)) = pri(tg(9), Opalg)h) = tg(9),
hence the relations between action and momentum is ver@fiedosings = «, the “iden-
tity axiom” for the action[[4115) is an easy consequence efdbmmutativity of the third

diagram in[Z1R).
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It remains to verify the compatibility condition for any dhe of indicesa, 5 and~;
this is but an easy consequence of Idenfify (¥.13) and EmquédiIB), recalling that, if;
is composable witly,, andg;, € G 4 andg. € G, 3, then their producy, g lies in G, +:

(9192)(z, h) = (t5(9192), Oyal(g192)h) =
= (tg(91): ©45(91)Opalg2)h) =
= 91(sg(91), Opal(g2)h) =
= g1(tg(92), ©pa(g2)h) =
= g1(g2(z, h)) .
O

TheorenZ3B of Sectidd 3 states the equivalence betweehttagalizing data over a
manifold X with values in a groupoid, in the sense of Definitidn 3.4, and principal bun-
dles overX with structure groupoid; in the sense of Definition 2.1 of Sectibh 2. Hence,
given a local generalized morphism as in Definifilan#.16 osdimate to local trivializing
data(il, 4, Pop) Over Xg with values in#H, one gets automatically a rigit-principal
bundleP over Xg by the “gluing procedure”.

Here comes now into play IdentitfZ{4114), relating explicthe cocycle®,zs to the
local generalized morphis®: the actions of the local componerds s from the trivial
bundlese; s to the trivial bundles s, from Lemmal4.IB “glue” together to give a
well-definite leftG-action onP along the projectiom from P to Xg, which is compatible
with the right?{-action.

Lemma 4.19. Let G and H two Lie groupoids, an® be a local generalized morphism
from G to H subordinate to the local trivializing datél, ., ®,5) over X¢g with values
in #, and let(P, 7, e, X¢) the right#-principal bundle overX associated to the above
local trivializing data.

Then,© endowsP with a leftG-action with momentum, which is compatible with the
right #-action.

Proof. Recall that the total space &fis defined as the quotient of the disjoint union
H EZUH
by the following equivalence relation:

Ua,@ 7& @7
(a,l'l,hl)"v(ﬁ,l'g,hg)@ Tr1 = T2,
h,l = (I)aﬁ(Il)hQ.

The projectionr, resp. the momentum for the right-action, is defined via
[, z,h] &z, resp. [o,z,h] = sy (h).

Let me now define the leff-action simply by “quotienting” the left actions of the ldca
componentg,, g, i.e.

(4-16) (97 [O" Z, h]) = [ﬁ,tg(g), GBa(g)h] )
where
sg(9) ==z, tg(g) € Up,
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for some index3. One has to show first that the action defined in Equalionk4si®ell-
defined, i.e. it does not depengneither on the choice of the representativer, i] nor
i1) on the choice of the inde&, such that the target gfis in Ug.

Let me first show independence of the choice of the repretbemtadn fact, any other
representative would have the form

[Oé,il?,h] = [Vaxaq)’ya(lﬂ)h’]? U’Ya # @
Then,

(9,17, %, Pya(@)h]) = [B,1g(9), Opy (9)Pyalz)h] =
= [ﬁatg(g)vGBW(Q)Q)WM(SQ(Q))M =
= [ﬁatg(g)v Gﬁa(g)h] )

using Equation[[434) withlB = 6. On the other, when the target gfbelongs to the
intersection/;z of two open subsets in the covéof Xg, consider the action af to be

(9, [ov, 2, h]) = [6,4(9), Osalg)h] .
But then, again by Equatioh{4]14), one gets

[0,t6(9), Osalg)h] = [B,tg(g), Pss(t(9))Osa(g)h] =
= [B,tg(9), Opalg)h],

by takingy = «a. Hence, the lefg-action is well-defined.

One has to show that its momentumrighis follows immediately by its very definition.
The fact that Equatioli{Z116) defines really an action is aequence of Lemnfa4]18.

Therefore, it remains to show that the I€ftaction is compatible with the righ#-
action, i.e. one has to show thgtthe momentunz of the right?{-action isG-invariant
andii) both actions commute with each other.

To showi), notice simply that the momentum is defined via projectiotodhe second
factor of any pair(z, k) in a trivial bundles’ 43, with the source of{; since the source
map ofH is invariant w.r.t. left multiplication iri{, the claim follows.

To showii), compute both actions:

(9 [,z ha]) he = [B,1g(9), Opalg)h1] he =
= [B,tg(9), (Opalg)h1)ho] =
= [ﬂ,tg(g) Opa(g)(hihs)] =
glo, T, hihe] =
=g (lo,z, ] ha),
where
sg(9) ==z, tg(g) €Ups, su(h)=tyu(ha).

Finally, notice that the lef§-action is smooth; this follows from the fact that its locaitrh
is smooth and by the usual definition of a smooth structur®on O

Hence, LemmBAZ.19, together with Theolem¥.14, impliesaleviing fact:

There is a one-to-one correspondence between generalizecbmphisms in the
sense of Definitior 4} and local generalized morphisms in ¢hsense of Definit
tion 18, provided one chooses an open covering of the mawiidl of objects of the
source groupoid
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Remark4.20 Let me just notice that an equivalent statement was alreeebept, for the
special case afnonodromy groupoids of foliated manifolds [8] and in a more general
form e.g. in [14]: in fact, a generalized morphism frghto # is equivalent to a choice
of an open covering okg and a strict morphism of groupoids fro]ﬂaﬁ Ga,p (Which is
equivalent tag) to H.

4.3. Some examples of local generalized morphismsgn this subsection, | construct
some examples of local generalized morphisms in the senBeefifition [ZI6, and to
relate them to the ordinary version of generalized morphjshat of Definitioi 4.

4.3.1. Local generalized morphisms between action groupofssume given two action
groupoids, sayr x X andH x Y, whereX andY’, resp.G andH, are smooth manifolds,
resp. Lie groups acting from the left oxi andY respectively; for the definition of action
groupoids, | refer to Subsubsectibn313.3. Consider lavahlizing data (i, ., Pos)
over the manifold of objects a@f x X, which is X, with values inH x Y’; as was proved
in Subsubsectidn3.3.3, this is equivalent i5-@ointed principalif -bundle overX, in the
language adopted in Subsubsecfion3.3.3.
Consider now a local generalized morphi€nsubordinate to the aforementioned local

trivializing data. First of all, the local componerits x X),, ; take the form:
(GxX),s=1(9:2) € Gx X: 2 €Uy, gz € Us}.

Then, there are smooth maps,, from (G x X)a,/a to H x Y, satisfying a certain number
of properties, listed in DefinitionZL6. First of all, write

Opal9,2): = (OFalg,2), Okalg,2)) ,
where
@ga(g,x) € H, ®§a(g,x) ey.

Since (by the commutativity of the diagraris(4.12)) thedwihg equations hold

13100y =cgotg and sy 00Og, =¢eq 0 sg,
it follows immediately

Okal9:7) = cal@), eplga) = Ofy(9,2)ea(2).
Let me introduce the following notation

0sa(g,x): = @ga(g,:v) €eH, (g9,2)€(GK X)aﬁ.
Moreover, by the commutativity of the third diagram bf{4).1@ne has
Oale,z) =€, Va € U,.

Writing down explicitly Identity [Z1B), one gets the folling identity:

0ya(9192,2)) = (Bra(g192,2), €a(@)) =

= 0,1(01, 927)) Opalg2, 7)) =
= (048(91, 922),€8(92)) (03 (92, 2), €a(z)) =
= (045(91, 922)08a(92, 7), €0 (@) ,

whence it follows

Oral(9192, ) = 045(91, 927)05a(92,2), Vo € Us, gox € Up, g1927 € U,.
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There is also Identityf{414) to be considered, relatingdisal generalized morphisms to
transition maps of the bundle: namely, it takes the form

Opal9,7) = (Bpalg,7), 2a()) =
= ®5(92)Os5 (g, 7) D0 (1) =
= (@55(g2), £5(92)) (05, (9,), €4 (2)) (BT, (2), €0 (2)) =
= (@5(g2)05, (g, 2) 01, (2), €0 () ,

whence one easily deduces the following relation betweemtaps) s, and the transition
maps of principal -bundleP:

0sa(g,x) = @55(996)957(5],:6)(1)5&(96), reUanU,, greUsgnU,.
The right principalH -bundleP is given explicitly by

P=]JU.xH/~,

where the equivalence relatienwas described explicitly in Subsubsection3.3.3.
The map9;s, define a lift of the left action ofy on X to P. In fact, define the left
action of G on P as follows:

(4.17) G x P> (g,[a,z,h]) — [8,9%,084(g9,2)h] € P, gx € Ug.
The left action[[4.117) is well-defined, since, picking upetindicesy andd, such that
zeU,, gveUs,
so that
[, 2, h] = [y, 2, @5, (2)h], (B, 92,05a(g, 2)h] = [0, gz, ®55(g2)8pa (g, x)h] ,
one gets, by the above versionbf(4.14),
G x P> (g,[y,z, @, (x)h]) = (g, [, x, h])
— [579%967(9796) o(2)h] =
= [8, 92, Do (92)" Opa (g, 2)] =
= [B,9%,0pa(9, 7) ]
Sinced,, (e, z) = e, it follows that
(e, [o, z, h]) = [a, z, b,
and since.,o (9192, ) = 03(91, g2x)03q.(g2, ), it follows

h] =
(g2, v)h] =

(9192)[c, z, h] = [, (9192)2, 010 (9192, @)
= v, 91(922), 015(91, 92)0
= 91(B, 927, 05092, 2)h] =
= g1 (g2l h]), gigex €Uy, gox €U, x€U,.

Finally, since the projection from® to X is simply

[a7 I? h] H x?
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it is clear thatr is G-equivariant, and it is obvious that the leftaction is compatible
with the right H-action. Moreover, notice that the associated buriélle ; Y may be
constructed via the gluing procedure:

PxpY =][UsxY/~,

where now the equivalence relation takes the form
Uaﬁ 7£ Qv

[, 21, y1] ~ [B, 22, 92] & T1 = T2,
y2 = 4, (z1)y1.
The leftG-action onX may be then also lifted to the associated burfdle ;; Y via the
formula:
PxgY 3 (g, [, z,y]) = [8,97,084(9,2)y] € P xp Y.

Repeating almost verbatim the arguments and the compusati®ed for showing tha?
inherits a lift of the leftG-action onX, one can show that the leff-action onP x g Y is
well-defined and lifts exactly the le€f-action onX.

Moreover, the global section of P x g Y is defined by the local momenta. The
sectiony is G-equivariant, i.e.

n(gz) = gn(x), VgeG, wzelX.
Namely, the following identities are already known:
eg(x) = @ga(x)sa(x), Vo € Uyp; ep(gx) = 0salg, 2)ea(z), x €Uy, gz € Up.

The first identity together with the identity relating tharsition maps o and the Now
we have:

n(gz) = [B, gz, ep(g9v)] =
= [8,97,0pa(g, 2)e0a ()] =
=gl z,ea(x)] =
=gn(z), z€U,, gzecUs.

(The choice of the indices andg is completely uninfluent, because of the above relation-
ship between the various local momenta and transition maghatween transition maps
and the map8gs,.)

Hence, the following equivalence has been established:

A local generalized morphism® from the action groupoid G x X to the action
groupoid H x Y, hence, a generalized morphism betwee& x X and H x Y,
subordinate to local trivializing data over X with values in H x Y/, is equivalent
to ) a right principal H-bundle P over X, ii) a smooth lift of the left G-action
on X to P andto P xy Y and iii) a G-equivariant global sectionn of P x g Y;
Such a datum | will call a G-equivariant, Y'-pointed principal H-bundle over X,
provided one chooses an open covering d&f.

Remark4.21 Notice that in the special cagdéis a point, on whichH acts trivially (so,
the action groupoid reduces to the trivial groupéid with trivial source, target and unit
maps), there is no condition abddtpoints, and one gets simplyGequivariant principal
H-bundle overX, which is, in the language ofl[9], a particular example girancipal
H-bundle over the action groupoi@ x X.
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4.3.2. A local generalized morphism from the product groupdidx X to the gauge
groupoid G(P), for a right principal G-bundle P over X. Consider an ordinary right
principal G-bundle over the manifolk’, whereG is a Lie group; toX is associated the
product groupoidX x X (I refer to Subsubsectidn3.8.1 for more details), whereds t
and X is associated the gauge groupgGid) (I refer to Subsubsectidn 3.8.4 for more de-
tails). The aim now is to produce a local generalized morpltisfrom X x X to G(P),
subordinate to the local trivializing data ovErwith values inG(P) associated to an open
coveril, local momenta given by the canonical inclusiong/gfinto X and associated to
the P-values cocycld(317) of Subsubsection 3.3.4; such lotddlizing data give rise to
the rightG(P)-bundle(X x P,pr,, T o pry, X).

Recall the explicit form of the transition maps of the localitlizing data:

(I)Ot,@(‘r) = [Ua(x),U,@(l')] , T € Ua,@a

whereo,, denotes a local section éf overU,,
The maps

(4.18) Osa(z1,22): = [0s(x2),0a(x1)], 1 €U, x2€ Upg,

define a local generalized morphism frothx X to G(P) subordinate to the above local
trivializing data; moreover, the associated generalizedpmism fromX x X to G(P) is
the bundlg X x P, pr;, 7 o pry, X), with left X x X-action given by

(4.19) (z,y)(y,p): = (z,p), w,y€X, peP

(Itis immediate to verify that the above righit P)-bundle, endowed with the leff x X-
action of Equation{4.19), satisfies all the propertiessta Definitior[Z1.)

By the very definition of source map and target magok X and ofG(P), it follows
immediately that all diagrams ii{Z112) commute. |denHEyIB)is an easy consequence of
the definition of the product ig(P) and inII(X), namely:

Oa((71,72)(22,73)) = Or0a(71, 73

) =

= [oy(21),0a(23)] =
(
)

)
= [o4(21), 08(22)] [05(72), 00 (23)] =
= 0,5(21,22)Opa (T2, 73).

Moreover, Identity[[4.14), relating transition maps ofdbtrivializing data and local gen-
eralized morphisms, follows from the very same argumerdsseE that in fact the gener-
alized morphisn® as defined in Equatiof.{Z118) corresponds to the generatineghism
(X x P, pry, 7o pry, X), with left ITI( X )-action as defined in Equation{4]19), recall the
construction of Subsectidn 3.1, where, given a generalizephismP from G to H in
the sense of Definitidn 4.4, | constructed a local genemdlimerphism in the sense of Def-
inition E18. In this particular case, one has to computedilission map of the bundle
(X x P,pry,mopry, X). Itis in fact simply given by

(4.20) dxxp((x1,p1), (x1,p2)) : = [p1,p2]-

The verification that Equatiofi.{ZR0) is an in fact the divismap of the above bundle is
immediate.
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Then, it is known that the corresponding local generalizedahism is given by Equa-
tion (£38): let me compute explicitly the result

Opa(x1,22) - dxxp(os(tnx) (@1, 22)), (21, 22)00 (513 (21, 22))) =
= ¢xxp(op(1), (71, 22)00(12)) =
= ¢xxp((x1,08(21)), (21, 22) (T2, 00 (22))) =
= ¢xxp((z1,08(21)), (21,04(22))) =
= [og(z1),0a(z2)], 1 €U, x2€ U,.

Notice that | have adopted the same notation for local sestd.X x P w.r.t. pr; and local
sections ofP overU,,: in fact, a local sectiow,, of P overU,, specifies a local section of
X x P overU, in the following way:

On:Uy > Pr~roy: Uy =X XP, a0 (x,04(2)).

4.3.3. Alocal generalized morphism from the action groupGid X to the gauge groupoid
G(P) for aright principal H-bundleP over X. Consider in this subsubsection a manifold
X, acted on from the left by the Lie growp, and a right principaH -bundleP over X, for
H a Lie group; consider furthermore the action group@ick X and the gauge groupoid
G(P) associated td.

Given the local trivializing data consisting of an openiaiizing coversl of X w.r.t.
P, the local momenta given by the inclusiotiy — X and the cocycle ovekX with
values inG(P) given by Equation[{3]7), | construct a local generalizedph@m from
G x X to G(P) subordinate to the above local trivializing data, whickelin the previous
subsubsection, define the rightP)-principal bundlg X x P, pr;, 7 o pry, X ). The maps

(4.21) Opalg,x): = [os(gz),00(x)], x €Uy, gx€ Upg,

ando,, denotes a local section ovEy, of the right principalH -bundleP.

First of all, the very definition of target map, source map aniimap of both groupoids
G x X andgG(P) show immediately that the three diagramdin{#.12) do indesdmute.
Identity (ZI3) follow from the following computation, whee| make use again of the
product laws in bottz x X andG(P):

O5a((91,922), (92:2)) = Oyalg192,7) =
= [04(91927), 00 (2)] =
= [04(91922), 08(927)] [08(g27), 0a (¥)] =
=0,5(91,922)O8a(92,2), €Uy, gox €U, gigazx €U,.

Analogous computations, recalling the explicit shapearisition maps of the rigti(P)-
bundle(X x P, pry, o pry, X) associated to the local sectioms of P, show that Iden-
tity (E13) also hold.

Recalling the shape of the division map of the buridex P, pr,, 7 o pry, X), let me
now prove that the local generalized morphism defined by fimugZ21) corresponds to
the generalized morphisX x P, pr,,w o pry, X ), where the lefGx X -action is defined
via

(4.22) (g,z)(x,p): = (9x,p), g€CG, z€X, peP

(It is immediate to verify that X x P, pry, 7 o pry, X), endowed with the lefG x X-
action, satisfies all the requirements of Definitlon] 4.4.)fdat, using the computations
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of Subsectiol 411, one gets the following expression forldisal generalized morphism
associated to the above generalized morphism:

Opalg,2) = dxxp(op(taxx (g, 7)), (9, )oaltaxx(g,2))) =
= ¢xxp(o(97), (9,2)00(r)) =
= ¢xxp((z,08(g2)), (9, 7)(x, 00 (1)) =
= ¢xxp((z,08(92)), (92,04(2))) =
= [og(92),04(x)], x€U,, gzeUs,
which corresponds exactly to the local generalized momhisEquation[[421).

4.4. Equivalences between generalized morphismd=inally, | want to discuss the local
aspects of equivalences between generalized morphisms grgroupoidg to another
groupoid#; by these, | mean morphisms of rightprincipal bundles in the sense specified
in [15], [18], which are additionally lefG-equivariant. | discussed already global aspects
of such morphisms ir_[18]; in particular, since they are ninisms betweerH-principal
bundles, they are invertible (whence the choice of nameitatpnce”) and there is a
one-to-one correspondence between these equivalencésianariant generalized gauge
transformations with values iH.

Let me now consider two groupoids and H, two generalized morphisng B

and g LY ‘H; as usual, | denote by, ande;, resp.my andes, the projection and the
momentum respectively dP, resp.QQ. | consider additionally an equivalen&ebetween
P and @, in the sense specified above; B, like in Subsectiofi 314, | denote thk
invariant generalized gauge transformation associatéglaly to 3. Assume that there
is an open coveringlt of Xg, such that there are local section’s of P, resp.o2 of Q,
over any open sét/,,; the corresponding local trivializations, transition raamd local

momenta are denoted as in Subsedfioh 3.4. In analogy to &idrdd.4, Define
Yo(z): = Kx(ok(z),02(x)), Va € U,.

Eiye

Now, recall from Subsectidn 4.1 the formula for the local gatized morphism®?” and
©%, associated respectively foandQ:

O5al9) = 6r(04(tg(9)), 904 (s6(9)) s ©F,(9) = do (05 (ta(9)), 902 (s6(9))) ,
for g belonging to the local componegi s, defined explicitly also in the same subsection.

Proposition 4.22. The local map&:,, enjoy the following properties:
i) (Compatibility with local momenta)
ty 0 X zsi, CEVR-DIN :5(11.
ii) (Coboundary relation I)
Sp(x) = 83, (1)Za (@) @hs (1), o € Uap,

providedU,, andUg intersect nontrivially.
iii) (Coboundary relation II)

Oha(9) = (Ss(ta(9))) ' 05,(9)Sa(56(9)), Vg € Gap-

Proof. The proof of Propositiofi-3:10 of Subsectonl3.4 implies irdiately the compati-
bility with local momenta and coboundary relation I; it reémstherefore to show cobound-
ary relation 1.
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Using the explicit form of the local generalized morphi%ﬁa and@?a, the relation
E(Ué(l‘)) = UZ(CC)EQ(I), Va,
as well as Theorem 5.11 af [118], one gets:

0%.(9) = op(oh(tslg)), go < <>>)

= 00 (S(05(ta(9))), B(90a(s5(9)))) =
= 0q(B(05(tg(9))), 9% (0a (36 (9)))) =
= 00 (03 (tg(9))Bs(tg ( )),903( 3(9))%a(s6(9))) =

= (Zs(te(9))” 1¢Q(%(tg(g)) o2(s6(9))) Salsg(g)) =
= (3s(tg(9)) 1 ©5,(9)Sa(56(9)), Vg € Gap-

The previous proposition motivates therefore the follayvin

Definition 4.23. Let G and?# two groupoids. Let(Ll,sl @1[3) and (11 g2 @25) two

"y Car
local trivializing data ovetX¢ with values in#H, with the same open covering, and &t
resp. H, a local generalized morphism in the sense of Definifionl4ifordinate to the

local trivializing data(u, el ‘1’}1/3)’ resp. (u €2, P24

A local equivalence between® andH conS|sts of a family of maps,, from U, to
‘H, such that the following requirements hold:

a) X, puts the local momentgd, ands2 in relationship as follows:
toXa =62, sgoX,=cl.

b) For any two nontrivially intersecting open séfs andUsg, the nonabelianCech
cocyclesp] ; and®? ; are cohomologous w.rE:

Ys(x) = (I>2a(x)2a(x)<1>a5(ac), x € Uqyg.

c) For any two open setS, andUg, consider the local componegy, g; then, the

local generalized morphisnt3g, andHg, are “cohomologous” w.r.tt as fol-
lows:

Opal9) = (Z5(t6(9))) " Hoa(9)Sa(s6(9)), Vg € Gap-

Remark4.24 Notice that Conditiorb) makes Condition:) compatible with Equation
#.13) in DefinitioZ.I6: namely,

Opal9) = Dhs(ta(9))Os4(9)@L o (56 (9)) =
= @L;5(ta(9)) (Ss(ta(9))) " Han(g) S (s <>><1>W<SQ<9>>=
(Ss(tg(9))Ls(ta(9)) " Han(g) (S m(sg<g>>)=
= (®35(t6(9))Sa(te(9))) " Hasy(g) (2, Sa(s6(9))) =
= (Bs(tg(9))” 1@%5@ (9)) Hsy (9)®2 < <>>za<Sg<g>>=

= (Z5(tg(9)) ™" Hpalg)Ealsq(9)),
for U, andU,, resp.Ug andUs, intersecting nontrivially, and € G, g N G 5.
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Itis already known that the generalized morphignandH, together with their respec-
tive local trivializing data, give rise, by LemriiaZ]19, tavgealized morphismBg and Py
respectively betwee@ and#; it is natural to figure out that a local equivalericdetween
© andH should give rise to an equivalence between the associatetajzed morphisms
Po and Py. This is the content of the following

Theorem 4.25. Given two local trivializing data(il, el, @iﬁ) and (11, g2, @iﬁ) over
X¢ with values in#{, with the same open covering two local generalized morphisngs
andH subordinate to(il, el @}yﬁ) and (11, g2, @iﬁ) respectively, a local equivalenégz
betweer® and H in the sense of Definitida 423, there is an equivalendeetween the
generalized morphismBg and Py.

Proof. By TheorenZ32, it is already known that there is a morphisfrom Py to Py
(i.e. a generalized gauge transformationf@y Py with values in); it remains therefore
to prove that it ig7-equivariant. Recall the constructionB§ and Py from Subsectiofi4]2:

Pg = Héi*UH/ ~, Pg= ]:[5(21*2/{7—[/ ~

and the equivalence relatiorsare in both cases induced by the cocycﬂ%% and ‘1%5
respectively. The leff-action onPg and Py is defined respectively by

g[OL,I,h]: = [ﬂ,tg(g),@ﬁa(g)h], g[avxvh]: = [ﬂ,tg(g),H,@a(g)h],

wheresg(g) = = € U, andUg is chosen so, thal(g) € Us (S0,g9 € Ga,p); it was
already shown that the definition of lgftaction is independent of any choices. Recall
also the definition ok:

Y ([a, x, b)) = [o, 2, B0 ()R], € Us, ty(h)=cl(z).
Hence,

E(gla, z, h]) = X([8,tg(9), Opalg)h]) =
= [B.tg(9),Xs(tg(9))Opalg)h] =
= [B,tg(9), Hpa(9)Za(sg(9))h] =
=gla,z,Xo(x)h] =
= g%([a, x,h]),  sg(g) =z € U,
which shows th&j-equivariance oE. The compatibility between Conditiar) in Defini-

tion[£2Z3 and Equatiofi{Z114) in Definititn 4] 16 makes thevelmmmputation independent
of any choice. O

The results of Theore@ZP5 and the previous computatianbeaesumed as follows:
There is a one-to-one correspondence between equivalenadgieneralized mor-
phisms from a groupoid G to H in the sense ofl5], [18], and local equivalences
between local generalized morphisms frong to  in the sense of DefinitiofZ.23.

4.4.1. An example of equivalences between generalized morphigrascase of action
groupoids. Consider two Lie groupé& and H, and two manifoldsX andY’, such tha
operates from the left oA and H from the left onY. The results of Subsubsectibn13.1
imply that any generalized morphism from the action grodgeix X to H x Y is, in the
language introduced in the very same subsubsectiGhequivarianty -pointed principal
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H-bundleP over X, and theX-point corresponds in this case taaequivariant global
section of the associated bundtex ; Y.

Consider thus two local trivializing datéu, gt @Qﬂ), i = 1,2, and local generalized

morphism®, H, subordinate t((u, ai,fb}lﬁ) and (u, g2, @3[3) respectively; finally, con-
sider a local equivalencg between them in the sense of Definition4.23. As such, it is
possible to decompose the maps as follows:

Yo(z): = (B (2),2Y (2)), Ve U,,
where
s?. v, - H .U,V
First of all, | am going to inspect the compatibility conditiwith the local momenta:
(sHxy ©3a)(x) = spwy (35 (2), 5) (x)) =
=50 (x) =
=¢cl(z), Vrel,,

and

(trwy © Ba)(2) =ty (S8 (2), BY (2)) =
=2 ()% () =
:52 (.’L‘), Yz € Ua,

[e3%

whence it follows:
Sl (z)el (x) = el (x).

By the same arguments used in Paragfaphl3.4.1, the nomabeliamological condition |
translates into

£H (2) = 2.2 (@) S (@)@ (x), Va € Uag

(having decomposed the cocycle§, as in Subsubsectidn3.B.3), which tells us that the

nonabeliarCech cocycle@fg over X with values inH are cohomologous, hence they
give rise, by classical results, to isomorphic princifiabundlesP;, the isomorphism be-
ing realized locally by the nonabelifiacocycleX:Z .

Let me now write down the nonabelian cohomological conditibexplicitly, after
having decompose® s, andHg, as in Subsubsectidn-3.B.3 (writing down only tHe
component):

-1
Opalg,2) = (25 (92))  nsalg, )8 (2), Vg€G, x €U gz €Up.

This cocycle condition translates immediately into thet that the isomorphisnx. pre-
serves also the lefir-action on bothP;; moreover,X gives rise also to an isomorphism
of associated bundleB; x i Y, which moreover preserves the induced [@faction on
both of them. Moreover, the identity? (x)el (z) = £2 (z) means simply that maps the
global section; to 75, and, since: preserves the lefff-action onP; x g Y, X preserves
also theGG-equivariance property of; andn,. Hence

An equivalence between two generalized morphisms from thectéion groupoid
Gx X to H xY corresponds uniguely to a morphism ofG-equivariant, Y -pointed
principal H-bundles overX, provided a choice of an open covering oX .
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4.5. Cohomological interpretation of local generalized morphsms: generalized mor-
phisms as generalizations of descent datdn this subsection, | discuss a more formal
cohomological setting for local generalized morphismsi{ejently, for generalized mor-
phisms) between Lie groupoids. To fix notations once andIfdn ¢his Subsection, le¢
be the “source” Lie groupoid, whereasis the “target” Lie groupoid of any local general-
ized morphism. Let me go back to Definitibn4l.16 and try to mefalate in more abstract
terms Equationd (41 2). 74113) arid (4.14). The first thing can notice is the presence
of local trivializing data onXg: using the language of Subsectionl3.5, local trivializing
data, which encode the choice of an open covering gf are in one-to-one correspon-
dence withl-cocycles oveXg with values inSx, #, the sheaf of Lie groupoids ovefg
naturally associated t&. (Let me just point out that in this Subsection, the natuhnales
of groupoids associated to a Lie group@idover a manifold)/ will be denotedS,;, 4; |
will explicitly label the sheaf by the base manifold, sinoghe subsequent computations,
the base manifold is not always clear from the context.) &fwee, in an even more for-
mal setting, the first ingredient should naturally be a skeaf groupoids overXg, an
open coverindl of Xg and al-cocycle(g, X)) over Xg with values inS, in the sense of
Definition[3I9.

The first important fact is that an open coveriitg@f X¢ defines three different open
coverings ofG, which | call thesource coveringthetarget coveringand thesource-target
coveringof G w.r.t. 4, and denote byt*, 4 andy*? respectively:

U:: :sél(UQ)7 Va,
Ul: =tg'(Ua), Va,
ULt = (sg x tg) " (Ua x Ug), Yo, p.
Notice that the source-target covering is labelledy indices; moreover, it is clear that
Us:tﬁ =U:n Ué = Ga.ps

[e3

with the notations of Subsectign®.1, as was already mesdioNotice also that the index
set of the source-target covering'® is the Cartesian product of the index setof the
coveringil with itself; there are two natural maps frorh x A to A, namely the two
projectionsp;, i = 1,2. The projectiorp;, resp.p2, can be viewed as a (natural) map
associated to the common refinemg#t of L%, resp.?.

Let me now consider the three commutative diagramB_of{4 A& mentioned before,
a local generalized morphism froéhto H consists of local trivializing datéil, ¢, o)
overXg with values in#; these data correspond uniquely to an elenienk) of Z* (U, Sx, ),
by the arguments of Subsectibnl3.5. Consider now the sivgestibmersionsg andtg
from G to Xg: the pull-backs of the local momentg w.r.t. the source and target maps of
G define smooth maps frobis andU¢ respectively taX 4, whereas the pull-backs of the
component®,s W.r.t. thesg andtg define smooth maps dii; N U; andU;, N Uf. Since
the pull-backs w.r.tsg andtg obviously commute with source, target, unit and inversion
maps and product of the canonical sh&af, of groupoids ove; associated tG{, one
has

Lemma 4.26. Writing s§ (g, @), resp.t; (g, @), for the 1-cochains oveg with values in
Sg  W.r.t. the coveringl®, resp.U’, obtained by pulling back thé-cocycle(e, @) w.r.t.
sg, resptg, one gets:
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Let me then compute the image of batftocyclessg (g, @), resp.tg (e, ) w.r.t. the
mapp?, respp; (see Subsectidn 3.5 for more details). | begin by compuliegéspective
restrictions of thé-cocycless;e andtge: in fact, by the very definition, one has

P1(558) 05 = 55(8)a =
= (Ea o} Sg)
Pa (tzé)ag =1g(e)s =
= (epotg) [y

st
Ua,B’

Choosing now two nontrivially intersecting open sé@ and Usf; in the source-target
covering ofgG, let me compute the respective restrlcnonggxl[) andtgq) w.r.t. p; andp}
respectively:

pa’j (Sz’/g)aﬁ,fyé = SZ’/ (Q)av =

= (Pay 0 5g) |U;L:,B(5
P (tzg)aﬁ,vé =1g(2)gs =

= (Pgs o tg) [y

The component® g, of the local generalized morphisé may be thought also as the
components of &-cochain© over G with values in the sheaf of groupoidg; 5 w.r.t.
the coveringil*'*; moreover, the three commutative diagrams of Equafioiflj4t Defi-
nition I8 obviously imply together that the restrictidngthe covering(** of G of the
0-cochainssic andtge are respectively the source and the tafgebchains ofo, using
arguments of Subsecti@nB.5.

Let me then consider Equatidn{4114): it can be rewritterodeviis

6504(9)(1)&7(59(9)) (@67(9))_1 = ‘bﬁg(tg(g)), Vg € U;: Uj f;,

which can be further rewritten as (according to the abovepdations and recalling the
arguments of Remafk=3R4)

(4.23) Opi (s5(e, 2)) = p3(t5(c, 2)) ,

borrowing notations also from Subsectfanl 3.5. Therefarmluining Equation{Z4.23) with
LemmdZ.2Zb gives the following

Lemma 4.27. Given an open covering of X¢, the manifold of objects of a Lie groupoid
G, a local generalized morphisi® from G to a Lie groupoid# in the sense of Defini-
tion I8 is the same aslacocycle(e, @) in Z1(4, Sxg,3), such that the twad-cocycles
sg(e, @) andt (e, @), respectively iz (41°, Sg ) and Z* (4U*, Sg ), are cohomologous
when restricted t&Z* (4%, Sg ) W.L.t. to a0-cochain®, whose components are given by
the components of the local generalized morphsm

Thus, using the results of Subsecfion 3.5, at a global leMekal generalized morphism
O from G to H is equivalent to a principaf{-bundle P over Xg, such that there is a
morphismo of H-principal bundles fromsg P to ¢ P.

Remark4.28 Given a generalized morphisffrom G to #, in the sense of Definitidn 4.4,
notice that the pull-back aP w.r.t. the source map is the manifold of arrows of the grodpoi
version of the action groupoid; this plays an important i tharacterization of principal
G-bundles over groupoids of [10].
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It remains to inspect the meaning in this setting of Equaf@i3) of DefinitioZ.1b;
clearly, such an equation gives further informations abfeeibundle morphism®. The first
thing to notice is that, using the language from the first ¢dapf [10], the Lie groupoid
G gives rise to simplicial manifoldg,; presently, | am interested only in the piecedqf
of degree2 (therefore, | will not define all now components @§, deserving to it some
attention later), which is the set abmposable arrows of/, where multiplication in a
groupoid makes sense:

Go = {(91,92) € G*: sg(g1) = tg(g2) } -

There are three naturlce mapgusing again the language of simplicial manifolds) from
Go to Gi: = G, namelypr;, i = 1,2, andu, wherepr, is the projection onto the-
component ang is the multiplication map; notice the following obvious id#ies, which
follow from the groupoid axioms:

(4.24) tgopr; = popry, Sgopry=s8gof, lgopry=sgopr.

The second thing to observe is that Equat[on{4.13) makesesamany open subset Gf

of the formU” U” intersected witlj,. In fact, the collection of all such open sets,
which | denote byus"fv2 is an open covering of;: namely, consider a pailyi, g2) in
Ga, then, sincell is an open covering akg, it follows that there are indices, g and~y
such thatsg(g2) is in Uy, sg(g1) = tg(g2) is in Ug andtg(g1) is in U, which implies
the claim. There are three maps from the the triple prodidaif the index set of the open
coveringdl onto A%, namelyp;;, 1 < < j < 3; with this in mind, Equation{Z13) can be
rewritten as

(4.25) pi3(1" Q) = p33(pri ©) pio(pr; ©)

as0-cochains oveg, with values inSg, 3 W.r.t. the coveringl*:*:2; to be precise, the pull-
backs of thed-cocycle® w.r.t. i andpr; are0-cocycles with values in the she8g, 4,
but w.r.t. to different coverings @f», which admit a common refinement, which is in fact
us,t,2.

Furthermore, thd-cocycless; (g, @) andtg (g, @) can be further pulled back to give
rise to six cocycles it * (42, Sg, 3 ), namely:

pri(sg(e, @), pri(tge. @), pri(sgle, @),

pr3(t5(e, @), 1 (s5(e @), n(tzle®)),
Notice that each of these sixcocycles takes value in the same sh&af »;; but any
is defined w.r.t. a different covering ¢f. E.g., the firstl-cocycle is defined w.r.t. the
covering ofG, with elements

pri (U3), Vo,
i.e. open subsets @k, of all pairs(gi, g2) such thatsg(g1) € U,. Itis clear that(s?
is a common refinement &f-P*1 and of all the open coverings w.r.t. which the remaining
pulled-backli-cocycles are defined. For the sake of simplicity, | will omiit restriction
maps to the common refinemeuit>2 of Gs.
Notice also that the first-cocycle is equal to the fourth one, the second one is equal

to the sixth one and the third one is equal to the fifth one, byaiqns[Z.2K); at a global
level, it means that there are three identities betweercipah?-bundles oveg,:

pri(s5P) = pry(tsP), pri(tgP) = u'(t5P), pry(s5P) = u'(syP),
for P being the principal{-bundle overXg corresponding to thé-cocycle(g, ).
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Lemma 4.29. The following coboundary relations hold it (115-”, Sg2ﬂ):

pri (t5(e, @) = (pri ©) pri (s5(e, @) ,

pr5 (t5(e, @) = (pr3 ©) pr3 (s (e, @))

1 (t5(e, @) = (1°0) p* (s5 (e, @)) -
Proof. The proof is a trivial consequence of Equati@n (#.23), bynglpull-backs and
restrictions. O

Notice also the following coboundary relations:

pri (Sé(év Q)) (pr3 ©) prs (52( a@))v
I (tz(éa @)) (pri ©) pri (32( a@))
1 (t5(e, @) = (1) pr3(sg(e, 2)) -
At a global level, it means that there are morphisms of ppialcH-bundles oveiG,,

namely:

prs ©
pry(sgP) = p*(sgP) = pry(tgP) = pri(sgP),

kel
=
@

* * * * ;\J * * * *
pry(tgP) = pri(sgP) = pri(tgP) = p(tgP),
)
pri(sgP) = (5 P) = wi(t5P) = pri(tP).
Combining the above coboundary relations, provided ornictsthe 1-cocycles and)-
cochains to the common refinemeétit’:2, one gets the following

Lemma 4.30. Equation [£IB) satisfied by the components of the localrgéined mor-
phism®© is equivalent to the following compatibility condition féf-bundle morphisms

overgs:
(4.26) w*O =pri ©opr; 6.
Putting Lemmat&Z274P9 ahd 4.30 together, one gets How/fog

Theorem 4.31. Given two Lie groupoid§ andH, local generalized morphisms from
G to H are in one-to-one correspondence with principal bundtesver X ¢ with structure
groupoid?, such that there is a morphis@ of principal #-bundles betwees; P and
t5 P, inducing in turn compatible morphisms; © from pr3(sg P) to pri(sgP), pri ©
fromprj(s; P) to pri(t5 P) andp*© fromprs (sg P) to pri(t5 P) in the sense of Equation

E29).

Let me now consider, for a given open coveritigtwo local generalized morphisms
© andH from G to H, and a local equivalence between them, in the sense of Defini-
tion[£23. The generalized morphisn@sandH correspond to respective local trivializing
data, which in turn give rise tb-cocycles(¢!, ') and (2, #2), and it is clear, from the
arguments of Subsecti@nB.5, that an equivalendetween them induces a coboundary
2 in CO(4, Sx,,x) between(e!, @) and (2, #%). Furthermore, one can pull e
cochainX back w.r.t.sg andtg, obtaining two0-cochainss; X andt;X in COU%, Sg %)
andCO (U, Sg 3,) respectively; it is clear that thesecochains induce coboundaries be-
tween the respective pull-backs of theocycles(e!, 1) and (2, ®2). This means that
the principal{-bundlesP; and P,, associated respectively to tﬂlecocycles(i , gl) and
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(ﬁ, 22) are isomorphic; obviously, their respective pull-bagk#; andsg P», as well as
tg P andtg; P, are isomorphic.

Consider now the restrictions of the two pulled-b@ekochains to the common refine-
ment of{l* andy{’ given by the source-target coveringdfthen, by recalling the definition
of the restriction morphism, the third equation in Definitib.23 can be rewritten as

(4.27) p3(t52) © = Hpi (s52);

the above equation makes sens€'f{L(**, Sg 3,), which is a groupoid, as proved in Sub-
sectior[3b. Itis already known that the pull-basks”, andt; P, as well assg P, and

tg P>, are isomorphic ag{-bundles. Equatior[{Z.27) means simply that the following
square ofH{-bundle morphisms commute:

s5Pl —2— 1P,
(4.28) sgzl ltéZ
s5Py —— 5P

By the compatibility condition expressed in the remark mBefinition[£23 between the
Conditionsb) andc), it follows that the higher pull-backs at w.r.t. the three maps from
G- to G previously introduced induce morphisms#gfbundles ovet,, which respect the
compatibility condition[[4.26) for the pull-backs 6f andH.

So, the following result is a consequence of all the prevammputations:

Theorem 4.32. Given two Lie groupoid¢/ and 7, equivalence classes (in the sense of
Subsectioi414) of generalized morphisms fi@rnto # (in the sense of Definition4.4)
are represented by isomorphism classes of princigabundles overXg, which induce
equivalence classes of bundle morphisms from the pullsbafckuch bundles w.rtg and

tg; these equivalence classes of bundle morphisms obey thzatibitity condition [£.2B)

as morphisms of bundles over the term of de@rethe simplicial manifoldj, associated

to the groupoid;.

Example 4.33. Let me discuss an interesting consequence of Thebrerh 4e22né con-
sider a smooth, surjective local homeomorphigitom a manifold X to a manifoldY’,
and consider thébred productX xy X, namely the submanifold of the Cartesian product
of X with itself consisting of all pair§z, z2), such thatf(xz1) = f(z2). Itis clear that
X xy X can be viewed as a Lie subgroupoid of the product groufioidX of X, with the
same source, target, unit, inversion maps and product. kedlso consider a Lie group
G, which can be thought of as a Lie groupoid. Theofeml4.32 alimgive an explicit
description of generalized morphisms froXh xy X to G. Namely, consider the mani-
fold of objects of X xy X, which is simply X itself; then, a generalized morphism from
X xy X to G consists of a principal bundle ovér with structure groupoidr, which, by
the arguments of Subsubsection3.3.2, is simply a prin€igalindle over X . Later, the
source, resp. target, map &f xy X is the projectiorpr,, resp.pr;, from X xy X to X;
then, Theore 432 implies the existence 6f-bundle morphisn® from pr} @ to pri Q.
Furthermore, let me consider the term of dedred the simplicial manifold associated to
X xy X: itis not difficult to prove that it can be identified with thepie fibred product
X xy X xy X; similarly, the face maps fro’X xy X xy X to X xy X are simply
given by

pry = Pprig, Prg = Prog, [ = PIy3.



PRINCIPAL BUNDLES WITH GROUPOID. .. 67

The compatibility condition{Z.26) satisfied by the pulleka of§ w.r.t. pr
3, can be written as

(4.29) priz © = pri, © pry; O,

whereprs; © is a G-bundle morphism frompri @ to prj Q, pri, © is a G-bundle mor-
phism frompr} @) to pr; @, andpri; © is a G-bundle morphism fronpr; @ to pri Q.
Recalling e.g. from{[15] or [18] that an-bundle morphism is an isomorphism, if | con-
sider the inverse of © as aG-bundle isomorphism from; @ to p3@Q, then a generalized
morphism fromX xy X to G is equivalent to classicdl-descent data w.r.t. a smooth,
surjective local homeomorphism from X to Y, see e.g.[l2], Chapter 5, Section 1 for
more details on such descent data. Equivalently, this neetgin leads (see alsbl[2]) to a
principal G-bundleP overY’, such that th&r-bundle@ over X is naturally identified with
the pull-back ofP w.r.t. f. To any smooth, surjective local homeomorphismX — Y
corresponds the category Gfdescent data w.r.f., whose objects consist 6f-bundles
overX, such that there is@escent morphismfrom pri @ to pr; @ asG-bundles over the
fibre productX xy X, satisfying the compatibility conditioi{ZP9), and whaoserphisms
areG-bundle morphisms, which are compatible with the respectascent morphisms. By
Proposition 5.1.3. of]2], the pull-bagk w.r.t. a smooth, surjective local homeomorphism
f: X — Y induces an equivalence of categories between the catef6iybandles over
Y and the category af-descent data w.r.f, i.e.

Theorem 4.34. Given a smooth, surjective local homeomorphigmX — Y, equiva-
lence classes of generalized morphisms flinxy X to G are in one-to-one correspon-
dence via pull-back w.r.tf to isomorphism classes 6f-bundles ovet’, also to isomor-
phism classes df-descent data w.r.tf.

Theoreni 434 is the main reason, why generalized morphiambe looked at as gen-
eralizations of classical descent data for principal besdl

Example 4.35. Let me just mention another consequence of Thedrend 4.32rekuilt,
although at the beginning | did not expect it, was the mainivatibn, coming from Topo-
logical Quantum Field Theory, to pursue the theory of ppatibundles with structure
groupoid. Namely, consider tfandamental groupoidl(1/) of a smooth manifold/,
whose manifold of objects %/, and, for any two objects, y, the set of arrows from to y
consists of all endpoints-preserving homotopy classesofsh curves fronx to y; mul-
tiplication is given by composition of homotopy classesicgionly endpoints-preserving
homotopy classes of curves i are considered, and since one may assume that all such
curves are parametrized over the unit intefy#then the target, resp. source, maplgfi/)

is the well-knowrevaluation magt1, resp. ab); let me also notice that the isotropy group
at x corresponds to the fundamental group\dfbased at:. Let me also consider a Lie
groupG, viewed as a trivial Lie groupoid. Then, using the result§ldf and of Theo-
rem[Z32, one can view isomorphism classes of flat prindpaundles agquivalence
classes of generalized morphisms froml(M) to G. | will pursue this topic extensively
in a subsequent paper, where | will prove the previous clai@lithe details; let me just
mention the main idea, namely to formalize in a fancy way ttapeprties of the parallel
transport, and then to obtain a connection starting frorh suncabstract parallel transport,
such that the corresponding parallel transport equalsttbieact one. The fancy version of
the parallel transport is given in terms of generalized gaugnsformations, following the
computations in[1l7]. Let me also mention that one could warsmore generally, gener-
alized morphism froniI(M) to a Lie groupoid7, using also methods introduced In[18]:
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this is expected to give a meaningful concept of flat connaestof principal bundles with
structure groupoid; | plan to pursue also this topic in a subsequent paper ingerin
abstract parallel transport.

Let me now formulate the results expressed in Thedreni 4.38ercontext of non-
abelianCech cohomology, restricting here to the canonical sieabf groupoids asso-
ciated to a Lie groupoid{. | plan to come to the subject in more detail in subsequent
works; in particular, it would be interesting to formulatgeneralization of the theory of
descent in the framework of Lie groupoids for general shea¥groupoids, motivated by
the previous results.

An open coverindl of Xg gives rise to an open covering of the simplicial manifold
G, associated t@, i.e. it is possible to construct an open covering of gny and these
coverings are compatible with each other by the face mapsersénse that | am going
to explain below. Consider the pieck, of degreen, which is by definition the set of
neighbour-to-neighbour pairwise composable elemengg'in

Gn={(g1,--.,9n) € G": s(gs) = tg(gir1), i=1,...,n—1}.
An open covering of;,, constructed fronl is given by the collection of all sets of the form
Ua1 B {(917 cee 7971) € gn: tg(gl) € quvsg(gnJrl) € Uan+1v
Sg(gi) = tg(gi+1) € Uai+1} :

Itis clear that any sét,, ,.....,.., IS Open: in fact, it can be written as the intersection with
G,, of the product of open sets @* of the form

n
H Uziocwl’ Uziowrl = (tg x Sg)_l (Uai x Uaiﬂ) :
=1

(Notice that | have inverted the roles of source and targgbsnw.r.t. the previous nota-
tions; | did so for consistency reasons with the notationavehchosen for the indices.)
Furthermore, it is not difficult to prove that the collectiofsuch open sets is truly an open
covering ofG,,: namely, let(¢gs, . .., g,) be an element df,,, then there exist + 1 indices
ai,...,op, such thatg(g,) € Uy, 56(gn) € Ua,., andsg(gi) = tg(gi+1) € Ua,yys
sincell is an open covering aK¢. | denote byil™ the covering ofG,, previously con-
structed; similarly, byi® | denote the collection of all open covering8. | now explain
the compatibility conditions fof(®. The simplicial structure of, is encoded in the exis-
tence of the so-called face maps. There are exactiyl such face maps frog, to G,, 1,
denoted by, ., k =0, ..., n, which are explicitly given by

(921"'1971)7 k=0
Lkﬂl(glv"'vgn): (gla---agigi+17---7gn)7 1§k§n_1
(915, 9n—-1) k=n.

SetGy = Xg, andy 1 = tg andi;; = sg. Observe that, to be more precise, a simpli-
cial manifold possesses another set of face maps, which tieiopposite direction (the
face mapsy , encode a sort of “homological data”, while the second sebéaccoho-
mological data”). Since, for my purposes, | need only themibtogical” face maps, | will
simply neglect the “cohomological” face maps; nonetheligésgas worth mentioning their
existence. All face maps must satisfy a set of compatihdiityditions, for whose explicit
definition | refer to[[10]; as an example, all compatibiligrditions for the face maps from
G2 to G; with the face maps frong; to Go = Xg are written in [£214). Given the open
covering"~! of G,,_1, one can construct in principle + 1 different open coverings of
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Gn by pulling backi”~! w.r.t. to then + 1 face maps; | denote " the pull-back of
=1 w.rt. the face mapy ,, i.e. the collections of all open sets of the form

LI;;(Ual-,---yan)a (Oél,...,Oén) € Ana

A being the index set of the open coveritigThere are exactly + 1 projectionsp;,...;,,
from At to A", for1 <i; < -+ <ip <n+ 1.

Lemma 4.36. Any projectionp, = .. which forgets the: + 1-th factor, makes(",

whose index set is by constructidit ™! a refinement of(*", for any1 < k < n; hence,
4™ is a common refinement of all open coveriggs®.

Proof. Consider first, foi = 0, the pull-back(®"; one has to show that

Ua1,~~~7f¥n+1 C W(Ua2,~~~7(¥n+1) ) V(alv SERE) an+1) € AnJrl'
Namely, considefg, ..., gn) iNUaq,,....a.4.» then, by its very definitiony ,, (g1, . . . , gn) =
(92,---,9n), and by the construction dfi”, is follows immediately tha(gs, ..., g.)

belongs toU,,.....a,.,- Similarly, one proves the claim fot = n. Let me consider
0 < k < n; then, one has to show

1
Ua1,~~~7f¥n+1 C tkn (Um »»»»» ReTANE P an+1) , V(ow,...,an41) € At
In this case, one has

e (91, -+ 9n) = (91, -+, GkGh+1, - -+ Gn);
sincetg (grgr+1) = tg(gr) andsg(grgr+1) = sg(gr+1), One has
to(grgr+1) € Uays  56(grgr+1) € Uaypn)
which implies the claim. O

This is the compatibility condition for the open coveritit).

Now, consider the first nonabeligbech cohomology groupl' (4, Sg, 7,) W.r.t. the
open coverindl, introduced in Subsectidn38.5; its elements correspondamorphism
classes of principak-bundles trivialized w.r.tt{. Then, the face map 1, resp..1 1, in-
duce by pull-back a map frodd" (U, Sg, %) to H' (4%, Sg, %), resp.H' (U1, Sg, ).
By LemmalZ3b and Lemnia—3130 of Subsecfiod 3.5, there is aghapesp.p;, from
H' (U%, Sg, 3), respH' (U1, Sg, ), to H' (U, Sg, 2). Thus, there are two different
maps fromH" (4, Sg, ) to H (U, Sg, 3). Furthermore, there are three face maps
from G, to G;; these induce, by pull-back, three different maps frHﬁ(LlHSgl,H) to
H' (uk2, Sg, 4) respectively, fob < k < 2. Also, again by LemmiaZ:36 and Lemma3.30
of Subsectioli3]5, there are three mapsfrom H' (Uk2, Sg, ) to H' (U2, Sg, %); the
indexk, according to the above notations, is such that is the missing indexif1, 2, 3},
when sorting ouf, j}. So, there are three different natural maps fﬂdh(u S, 1 ) to
H' (LLQ, Sg,. H). This procedure can be iterated at every orddhus, one gets

Proposition 4.37. Given two Lie groupoidg and #, an open coverlngl0 = il of Gy,
there is a sequence of first nonabeli@ach cohomology grougs' (4", Sg, #), denoted
collectively byH! (U*,Sg. »), and, for everyn, n + 1 mapspin, 0 < k < n, from

H' (U=t 8g, . u) to H' (U, Sg, 7); these maps depend only on the face maps of the
simplicial manifoldG, and satisfy, by their very construction, compatibility ddions
contravariant to the ones satisfied by the face maps.
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Proof. It is clear from the construction; that in fact the magps, depend only on the
corresponding face maps is a consequence of Leinmh 3.31 eeé&id{3b. Taking the
pull-backs of the compatibility conditions between facegpsgives the compatibility con-
ditions between the mapg ,,. O

Consider now an equivalence class of a local generalizeg®m®; by Theoreni 432,
the cohomology clasg, ®] in H' (U°, 8g, x) is such that its images w.rag 1 andpy ; in
H' (111, Sglﬂ) coincide. In fact, the restriction @&, viewed as &-cochain, provide the
desired identification. Moreover, the further images wa,t, of this cohomology class
also coincide, again by Theorém4.32. Iterating this praoedne verifies that the images
w.r.t. p », Of the higher images of the cohomology class corresponditiget equivalence
class of the local generalized morphisivalways coincide.

Consider now a refinemefi® of Gy; by LemmaZ36 one has a corresponding open
coveringl*® of G,.

Lemma 4.38. Denoting byf any refinement map associatedd8, the Cartesian products
of f with itself, collectively denoted bf?, makel® into a refinement off®.

Proof. Namely, conside®3™, for a general index; one has to show that**!, the Carte-
sian product off with itself n 4 1 times, has the property that

Vﬁl,...,ﬁn,Jr] g Uj([jl) cois f(Br1) V(Bla v 7ﬁn+l) S Bn+1a

B denoting the index set @8°. In fact, by definition, if(gq, ..., g,) liesin VB, B it
means that

tg(gl) € Vﬂla Sg(gi) = tg(gi-‘rl) € V,@w 2<i<m, Sg(gn-‘rl) € V5n+1'
But sinceVs C Uy (s, foranys € B, it follows

tg(g1) € Upay), 56(9i) =tg(giv1) € Uppyy 2<i<n, 56(gnt1) € Upsi)

which is equivalent to the result. O

If we are given a refinemen® of 4°, then this induces, by Lemnia_3131 of Sub-
section[3b, a well-defined restriction map in nonabelianoteology; furthermore, by
LemmalZ43B, it induces a well-defined restriction map from tlonabelian cohomology
groupH* (4°, Sg, #) to H'(U*, Sg, #). It remains to check that the restriction maps are
compatible with the mapgs;. ,,, for everyn.

Lemma 4.39. The following square of maps is commutative, for any indard for every
0<k<n:
H' (U1, Sg, ) —"= H'(YU", g, x)

| [y
H (071, S, 1) —" HYY", S, ),
wheref is any refinement map associated to the refiner@nf £(°.
Proof. By Lemma3.3D of Subsectidn 8.5, it is sufficient to work atldwe! of represen-
tatives; then, the claim follows clearly by the constructi®f the maps. Notice that by

Lemmal33M, the vertical maps in the above commutative sqdamot depend on the
choice off. O
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So, the “cosimplicial” structure of the nonabelian cohoogyl groups* (4°, Sg, %),
given by the mapg;. ,,, is preserved by the refinement procedure. The main conseque
is one can define the nonabelian cohomology sequEn¢8,, Sg, +) as a direct limit of
the cohomology sequeni® (4I°, Sg. 1) W.r.t. the refinement relation for open coverings
40 of Go; moreover, the “cosimplicial structure” encoded in the miap,, descends to
H'(G., Sg. %) Thus, equivalence classes of local generalized morphism&e charac-
terized in nonabelia@ech cohomology also by the following

Theorem 4.40. Given two Lie groupoid¢ and #, equivalence classes of generalized
morphisms fron@ to # give rise to a sequence of cohomology classés'ifGe, S, # ),
which is compatible with all maps; .

Remark4.41 A natural question arises at this point, which | think shodéserve some
attention: equivalence classes of generalized morphigrasige to a compatible sequence
of cohomology classes; do then all such compatible seqsesiceohomology classes
correspond to generalized morphisms? Or are there othectsbpnd which properties do
they have? Do they somehow “generalize” the properties oégdized morphisms?

5. THE COMPOSITION LAW FOR GENERALIZED MORPHISMS

The aim of this Section is to construct a suitable compasiaw for local generalized
morphisms in the sense of Definitibn4.16 of Subsediioh 42 © their (tautological!)
local nature of , it is not possible to compose cocycles inabeious way; this will be
particularly clear when analyzing the local structure of tomposition of generalized
morphisms in the sense of Definitibn.4.

Thus, the task can be divided into two pieces: in the nextestlm, | discuss the
composition law for generalized morphisms in the sense dhidien B4, following [16]
and [1%], and | will in particular discuss the division maptleé composition of two gen-
eralized morphisms. Many details, like the general corsibn of associated bundles, are
skipped, deserving to them special attention later. Udig targuments from Subsec-
tion[3 and Subsectidn 3.1, | will display a formula for treerposition of local general-
ized morphisms arising naturally from generalized monpisis

In the subsequent Subsection, | will generalize the notfaomposition of local gen-
eralized morphisms, pointing out in particular to the “refiment trick”, where | will intro-
duce what may be called a “birefinement”. Once this is knowis, then relatively easy
to define the composition law of local generalized morphjsntsich corresponds to the
composition law for generalized morphisms.

5.1. From generalized morphisms to local generalized morphismsthe division map

of the composition of generalized morphismsFrom now on, to simplify notations, |

will write G B 9 for a generalized morphisifP, , e, X¢g) with a left G-action, as in
P

Definition[£3. Likewise, | will denote usually bg % X, or simply by©”, the equiv-

alent local generalized morphism, discussed in SubsddffhnGiven a local generalized

morphism®©, denote byg % H the equivalent generalized morphism. Itis already known
that there is an equivalence

(QQH)H(QE‘?H).

Given three groupoid&, G and#, and two generalized morphisni¥s £gg¢ < H,
is there a natural notion of composition? And how is this otf composition related
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to the corresponding local generalized morphigisand©%? The composition law for
generalized morphisms has already been studied by mangrauthwill follow here the
approach and conventions of elg.l[15] and [16]. | will onlg&k some details; | will but
discuss in great detail the division map of the compositdefgeneralized morphisni3
andQ.

Given now two generalized morphisn#s and Q as above, i.e. a right princip@-
bundle(P, m,e1, X) endowed with a compatible leff-action with momenturr; and
a right principal#-bundle(Q, w2, 2, Xg) endowed with a left;-action with momentum
79, define their compositio® o @ as the “associated bundl€” xg Q). Let me point out
that there is a natural notion of bundle associated to a ipahbundle(P, r, e, X) with
structure groupoidj, for some (left) “representation” @; here, by a left representation
of G is meant a3-tuple (€, Jg, Xg), wherei) £ is a fiber bundle oveXg in the usual
sense, the manifold of objects @f with natural projection/s andii) £ is a leftG-space
with momentumJe. | will discuss in detail the construction of associateddienfrom the
global and local point of view in subsequent work.

In the present situation, given tidebundle(P, 71,1, X =), let me consider tha-tuple
(Q, 7=, Xg) as a leftG-representation; all requirements are satisfied, beoc@usea gen-
eralized morphism frong to . It thus makes sense to consider the associated bundle
P xg @, which is a bundle oveX r with typical fibre@: an element thereof consists of
an equivalence class of pairs of shape

(p7 Q) € P x Q7 El(p) = WQ(Q)a
and the equivalence relation is given by

(1, @1) ~ (p2,42) < 39 € G: (19,9~ 'q1) = (p2,42),  ta(g) = ex(pr).
Sincer; ande, are bothG-invariant, they descend to well-defined maps frBnxg Q to
X and Xy, which | denote byr ande respectively:

(5.1) 7(lp.q)) : =m), &(p,d]): =e2(q).

There is a leftF-action onP xg @ with momentunit

(5.2) G x7(Pxg Q)3 (f[p.d) — lgp,dl,
and a right{-action with momentura

(5.3) (P xg Q) xzH > ([p,q],h) = [p, qh].

It is not difficult to verify that both actiond{3.2) and{b.8)e well-defined and that they
are truly actions; moreover, it is clear thats -invariant, whilez is F-invariant.

There is a division map w.r.t. the right-action, which implies immediately by Defi-
nition[Z of Sectiof? that thé-tuple (P x¢g Q, 7, g, X ) is a right principatH-bundle
over X r: namely, the mapg.p defined by

e1(p1) = me(q1),
(5.4) ([p1, a1], [p2; @2]) = Pq (a1, op(p1,p2)q2) € H, e1(p2) = m2(q2),
m1(p1) = m1(p2),

is the division map of the bunde x ¢ Q. First of all, let me show that the map of Equation
(&.3) is well-defined. | show first that the operations ineslvnake sense:

i) ¢op(p1,p2) makes sense, sineg(p1) = m1(p2);
ii) the productpp(p1, p2)ge also makes sense, since

m2(q2) = €1(p2) = sg(dp(P1,p2));
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iii) the elements;; and¢p(p1,p2)ge lie in the same fiber of,, since

m2(q1) = €1(p1) = tg(Pp(p1,p2)) = m2(PpP(P1,P2)G2) -

Let me show now independence on the chosen representatithes dasses; for this pur-
pose, | need the following general

Lemma 5.1. Given a generalized morphis@g ‘H, the division map is G-invariant,
where we consider the diagonal actiontbdn the fibred produad®®Q w.r.t. the momentum
given by the natural projection fro@ © @ to Xg.

For the proof, see e.d. [lL5] dr i8]

Remark5.2 Lemma&l will play a fundamental réle later in the localdheof Morita
equivalences, in particular in the “factorization forniufiar the division map.

Itis now possible to show that the mdp{5.4) does not depettieochoice of represen-
tatives of the two classes involved, namely, | take différepresentatives as follows:

(P, 1) ~ (prg1, 97 @), (P2, 42) ~ (D292, 95 ' q2),
e1(p1) =tg(g1), e1(p2) = tg(g2)-
Then, the mad{5l4) behaves as follows:
60 (91 a1, 6P (Pr91,p292)95 " a2) =
=0q (97 "a1, 97 " op(P1,p2)9295 "a2) =
= dq(91 a1, 91 'op(p1,p2)g2) =
= ¢q(q1,or(p1,p2)q2) =
= ¢qor([P1, q1]; P2, ¢2])

where the last identity is a consequence of Lefamia 5.1, angelieed of th&-equivariance
of the division mappp of P.

It remains to show that the map(b.4) satisfies Equafion (Bich shows definitely
that it is the division map fo€ o P. Namely, consider any two equivalence claggesq; |
and[p2, ¢2] in P xg Q lying in the same fiber of, i.e.

bqor ([P191, 97 ' a1], [P292. 95 ' @2]) =

m1(p1) = m1(p2).
Then, one gets

[p1, (J1]¢Q0P([p1, q1]; [p2; g2]) = [p1, Q1]¢Q(CI17 ép(p1,p2)q2) =
= [p1, q10q(q1, 9p(p1,p2)q2)] =
= [p1,6p(p1,p2)qe] =
= [p1op(P1,p2), 2] =
= [p2, 2,
where | have used Equatidn{R.2) fop and¢, as well as of thg-invariance of any class
in P Xg Q.

Hence, thel-tuple (P x¢g Q, 7,2, X ), endowed with the leff-action [2P) and right
‘H-action [&.B), is a generalized morphism in the sense of Diefir.4, which | denote by
FO

The shape of the division map{(b.4) is very important: in falce local generalized
morphism associated to a generalized morphism is explicithstructed via the division
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map of the generalized morphism, viewed as a principdlundle. This is the aim of what
will follow: i.e. | want to relate the local generalized mbipm © ¢, p associated to the

compositionF L 91 to the respective local generalized morphiggns and©¢. This
will give the answer to the natural question: since localegatized morphisms (viewed
as generalized morphisms) can be composed, what is the eh#per composition as a
local generalized morphism?

5.2. From generalized morphisms to local generalized morphismsthe composition
law in terms of the division map. Following the construction in Subsectibnl4.1, what |
need in order to construct the local generalized morpltigsnp is an open cover ok r,

as well as local sections w.r.t. to the chosen cover of thgeption7. This is a subtle
point of the construction: in fact, one cannot simply takg aaver of X », because of
the definition of the associated bundkexg @Q. In fact, any representative of a general
equivalence clag®1, ¢1] in P x¢ @ obeys the equation

e1(p1) = ma(q1),

which puts some constraints on the possible sectioms @b deal with this compatibility
relation, | work as follows:

i) choose first any open covélir of X » and local sections), of 7; the associated
local momenta are, as usual, simply=¢; oo}, : U, — Xg.

ii) consider then an open cov&fg of Xy and associated local section$ of m;
notice that, for the covelig, Latin indices are used, instead of Greek indices as
for the coverilr of X . Sinceg is an open cover ok g, it follows that any
setel (U,) (which is not necessarily open; in fact, this may happen wthen
local momenta are open maps, i.e. when the global momentusran open map)
is covered by open setg; the intersectiorxl (U,) N V; is open in the relative
topology ofsl (U,,), and will be denoted by, ., . Sinces! is smooth, it follows

that the preimagé/,,,: = (e)~!(Va, ., ) is relatively open inJ,, (hence, it is
open inX ). Moreover, since
U= |J  ealUa)ny,

i el (Ua)NVikd
it follows

Ua = U Uoc,i.,slv
i: el (Ua)NV; 70

i.e. the open sets,,, coverlU,, with the index such that’ (U, )NV; is nontrivial.
iii) 1 define a refinement(z of the coverilr of X as follows: any open séf,, of
the coverilr is covered by the open set§,,, which | have constructed in Part
ii). The local sections},, are simply set to be the restrictions of the sectigrto
U.,, which are clearly again sectionsof; but now, the local momendxi map
U,, to V;, hence it makes sense to consider the composdt?o:ns}“ Uy, — Q.

With the previous notations in mind, | consider the follogiiocal sections off w.r.t. the
open covetlr of X x:

(5.5) ;

Tt {Uai - P xg Q’
i x — [Uai (I)v 012 (atlli (I))} ’
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Itis easy to verify that the majgs,, are well-defined sections @f moreover, animmediate

computation shows, recalling Equatiobs]5.1), that the@ated local momenta are simply
Bos =i 0y, 1 Ua, = Xy

Now that a convenient set of local sections for the compms{fic P has been found, | need
for later purposes to compute the associated transitiorsm@pcalling the constructions
in Subsectiong=3 1, let me perform the following computatio

D5 () = 0Qop (Ta, (1), Tp, (x)) =
= 6o ([oh, (@), 52 (=h, (2))] [m ) 03eh, (0)]) =
— 60 (el (@), 6m (o1, (@) )a§<s}3j<x>>)

= ta(o (1 ( ) o o (829) -

= @g ((I)Ofiﬁj (I)) y T € Uai N Uﬁj,

where | have made use of the first set of identities in Defin[B&. | have also used the
following notation:

P
(bawﬂ] q)aB’UaiﬂUgj ’

where®!’; denotes the transition map &f associated to the local sections ando.
Hence, one can summarize the result of the previous conuitz follows: the general-
ized morphisn®) o P has transition maps of the following form

(5.6) OE eQ(cpa e ))

where© is the local generalized morphism subordinate to the lacahlizing data for
@ with coverUg. With the same choice of local sectionsmfone gets the following
expression for the associated generalized morp&ishT’, where | recall Identity[{Z18):

OF°7 (f): = dqor (Fs, (tr([)), [Tai(s7())) =
= 6o ([oh, (£ (1) 03 (eh, (L= (1))
flob (7 (), 02 (eh (s (F))]) =
= dqor ([oh, (t(1), 03 (e, (L= (1))
[foh, (s(£)), o7 (ea, (s (1)) =
= 6q (71(ch, (L5 (f >>> (og (t(f)):
foa,s7(f) oi(ea, (s7()))) =
(o-é
)

(
)
(

—«:Q( s@(tf(f)) (t(f),
o, (s7()) 2 (eh (s7(1)))) =

= 6 (02(eh, (t7(1))), 8 o, (PP (E4, (55 (F))) =

= 6 (0% (5 (©F . ( )) 08 . (02 (50(0F a (1)) =

=0%.(05 0. (D), tr(f)€Us, s5(f) € Ua.
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In the above computations, | have used the commutativitheftiagramd{4.12) of Defi-
nition[T®. Finally, with all the above notations, | have fbllowing formula:

67 3L () =0%(08 b (D), tr()EUs, s5(f)€Ua,

Hence, to the composition of two generalized morphi§Fnsli> G andg < ‘H, whose
associated local generalized morphisms@feand©® respectively, can be associated a
local generalized morphisg@®?°?. Taking some care towards the local natur@df and
©%, ©%@°F can be viewed as the composition of the local generalizeghismso® and
er.

5.3. The composition law for local generalized morphisms: the rBnement trick and
the general arguments. Motivated by the resul{{&7) at the end of the preceding scibs
tion, | now generalize the previous construction to the a#sgeneral local generalized
morphisms in the sense of Definitibn4.16. Hence, let me denshree Lie groupoid¥,

G and#, and two local generalized morphisrﬁsg G andG 5 H. Let© be subor-
dinate to the local trivializing datélr, e}, ®.5) over X+ with values ing, resp.H be
subordinate to the local trivializing daf&g, ¢, ¥;;) over Xg with values in#.

First of all, before entering into the details of the constian of the composition o
with ©, | need a discussion on thefinement tricksketched in the previous subsection. |
proceed along the following steps:

i) | consider all subsets ofXg of the shape
el (Uy) € Xg, U, € Ur.
i) SinceYg is a cover of Xg, it is possible to write
el (U,) = U (Vinel(Ua)).
i: Vinel, (Ua)#0

Since the subsetd/; are all open, the nontrivial subsetsV; N el (U,) are rela-
tively open ine’ (U,,) (even the trivial ones, but they are of no interest).
iii) Since the local momentas., are smooth, the preimages

Ug,: = (Ei)_l (Vz N Ei(Ua))
are relatively open inU,, and hence they are open inX =; moreover,

LU, = U (Vinel(Ua)) = U = U Uy, .
i: Vinel (Ua)#0 i: Vinel (Ua)#0

€

Since theU,,, coverU,, it follows that
ﬁ}-: = {Uﬂfi - Xf}a,i

is also a cover and, by its very definition, it is moreover a refiement of the
cover i, where the refinement map is simplyx; +— .

iv) The refinement (> has the following important property: considering the
new local momentaz/,, as the restrictions of the local momenta, to U, C
U.,,1, it follows by the very construction:

(58) 5}11- : Uou' - Ua,l — sz N 5a,1(Uo¢) - ‘/;a

which is the main property that | need to construct the compogion of H with
O.
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Given now the generalized morphigdfrom 7 to G subordinate to the local trivializing
data(il;, el, d)aﬁ), define itsrefinemen® w.r.t. the covellr as follows:

i) the corresponding local trivializing data are n¢@r, ., , ®.,s,), where

(5.9) a}”: = EHU%,
(5.10) Do,p,0 = @aﬁyUamUBj, Ua, NUg, # 0.

By standard arguments in ordinary nonabelizth cohomology, it is not difficult
to verify that the3-tuple (i, ¢}, , ®a,5;) defines local trivializing data in the
sense of Definitiol314.

i) The local morphisn® is defined as follows:

(5.11) p,0:(f): =Opalf), [ € Faup,
Then, one gets the following

Proposition 5.3. Thed-tuple ((x, €, , Pa,5,, O5,0,) is @ local generalized morphism in
the sense of Definitidn 21 6.

Proof. Itis already known that tha-tuple (t(z, e}, @, 4, ) defines local trivializing data;
hence, it remains to check that the three diagranisinl(4di@yaute, thaf{Z13) anG{4114)
hold.

Let me check the commutativity of the first diagramlin_(4.18% proof of the commu-
tativity if the remaining two is immediate. Namely,

56 (0p;a,(f)) = 56 (Opal(f)) =
=el(sz(f) =
=eb (s7(f), [ € Farp, = s7(f) € Ua,,
by &.9).
The proof of Identity [41I3) is straightforward by Equati@@Il), since® is a local
generalized morphism.

The proof of Identity [4.14) is also immediate, Hy {3.10) 4Bdl1) and since® is
subordinate tqsl, e}, o). O

I have now all the elements needed to define the compositibmafocal generalized
morphisms, provided they are composable.

Definition 5.4. Given two local generalized morphisrﬁi‘sg G andG 5 A in the sense
of Definition[ZI®, subordinate respectively to the lociiatizing data(u;, el, tI)aB) and
(Vg,e?,¥,5), the compositiorH o© is defined as follows: consider the open couer
of X, constructed at the beginning of the subsection, the reBnéf £~ “matched”
with the local momenta!, and<?; consequently, consider the corresponding refinement
©, which, by the previous Lemma, defines also a local geneglizorphism.

Then, consider also thetuple (U, Z,,, Pa, 5, ), Where

(5.12) ot =E0EL,

i

(513) (I)aiﬁj .= H’Lj O(I)Ociﬁj .
Moreover, define
(5.14) (Ho@)ﬁjm(f): = Hji(@ﬁjm(f)) s f € Fais;-
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The3-tuple (U5, 2q,, Pa, s, ), together with the mapd 0O, defined in[2IK), is said to be
the composition of the local generalized morphidinand©.

First of all, notice that the maps defined [n{3.12), (5.13) §aT3) all make sense,
because of the construction of the refinenépatand because of{3.8).
Moreover, the following Theorem holds

Theorem 5.5. Given two local generalized morphisrﬁsg G andG 2 H in the sense of
Definition[Z:EB, subordinate respectively to the localitriizing data(u;,si, <I>a5) and
(‘l]g, €5 \IJ”) the mapH 00, defined in[[5114) is a local generalized morphism, subordi-
nate to the local trivializing datdi(r,z,,, ®a.g, ).

Proof. Propositiofl5B implies immediately theif =, z,,,, @, 5,) defines local trivializing
data onX r with values in#, sinceH is a local generalized morphism subordinate to the
local trivializing data(Yg, 2, ¥;; ).

It remains therefore to check that the three diagram§1@j4a@mmute, and that both
identities [£1B) and{Z414) hold. Let me check the comniitatof the first diagram in

@12):

H((HO@)gjai(f)) SH( JZ(G,@Jm( )))

E; (Sg (6[51'041 ))
2(eh (57 (1)) =
= Za(s7(f)s € Farg,

and similarly for the remaining two diagrams.
To check Identity[[Z13), let me compute

(Ho®),, . (f1f2) = Hri (O5p0,(f12)) =
= Hii (04,5, (f1)O8;a: (f2)) =
= Hyj (O, (£1)) Hji (Op;0:(f2)) =
= (HoO),, 5. (f1) (Ho®)g . (f2), f1 € Fpmus  f2 € Faip,

since botHH and® are both local generalized morphisms.

Identity {120, expressing the compatibility conditioetlween the local generalized
morphism and and the transition maps of the correspondicay koivializing data, is a
consequence of Propositibnb.3 and of the fact thi a local generalized morphism:

(Ho®) g, (f) = Hji (O, (f)) =
= H;i(®p;6/(t7(f)Os31 () Prpai(57(f))) =
= Hji(®p,5(t7 (/) Hik (Os,5, () Hii(Prai(s7(f))) =
=p.5(t7(f)) (HoO )51% wailtF(f), € Faip; N Fyp60

3

O

Thus, it is possible to define in a meaningful way the compmsibf two composable

local generalized morphisn¥s 2 andg B ‘H; moreover, the computations performed
in Subsectiofi®]1, combined with the preceding computatand with Lemm&Z4.19 of
subsectiol 412, shows that the local generalized morphssmcéated to the composition
of two generalized morphism is exactly the composition efdksociated local generalized
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morphisms and viceversa. Moreover, the computations donleei previous subsection
show immediately that the composition of local generalixentphisms corresponds to the
composition of the associated generalized morphisms, @estlersa.

Remark5.6. The final result(» of the “refinement trick” | sketched above | calbére-
finemenbof U w.r.t. Bg. Why such a choice of words? Because of its very nature, i.e.
there are two maps defining the refinement: the first ape;» «, is a refinement map in
the ordinary sense, whereas the second ane; i, takes the image of the “birefinement”
w.r.t. the local momenta,, ; to the open covelig.

6. MORITA EQUIVALENCE: A LOCAL CHARACTERIZATION

In this section, | discuss the local nature of Morita equewnales, a special kind of gener-
alized morphisms between groupoids. | will therefore finstdduce the notion of Morita
equivalence, following closely [15] and 16]. | will studyacefully how Morita equiva-
lences give rise, in a canonical way, to two distinct divisinaps, whose properties | will
display in detail. Afterwards, | will define the “inverse” afMorita equivalence, in which
sense | will explain later. The existence of an inverse of aitfd@quivalence, combined
with the results of Subsecti@n®.1, gives rise toftheorization property of division maps

Coming subsequently to the local nature of Morita equivedsn | will combine the
factorization property of division maps with local datafte same spirit of SubsectibnB.1
with the results of Sectidd 4: this will give rise of a locaksion of Morita equivalences.

6.1. Left and right division maps for a Morita equivalence. Before entering into the
details, | need the following

Definition 6.1. Given two Lie groupoidg; and?, they are said to b®lorita equivalenif

there is a generalized morphiﬁnﬂ ‘H in the sense of Definitidn4.4, such that thauple
(P,e,m, X) is a left principalG-bundle with canonical projectionand momentunt.

Given a Lie groupoidj, the definition and main properties of left princigabundle are
completely analogous to those of rightbundle: namely, a left princip&@-bundle overX
is a4-tuple (P, e, X), such that) P andX are smooth manifolds;) = is a surjective
submersion fronP to X ande is a smooth map fron® to X¢ (called theleft momentum
of the bundlg Moreover, the following requirements must be satisfied:

a) the triple( P, G, ) defines a smooth leff-action onP; moreovers is G-invariant.
b) The map
G x:P>(g,p) = (pg:p) € P xx P
is a diffeomorphism.
In complete analogy to what was done in Subsediioh 2.2, onalefine the left fibred
product bundle of a left princip@-bundle( P, 7, ¢, X') with itself, denoted by? ®, P, by
setting
PopP: ={(p,q) € P x P:w(p) =m(q)}.

It can then be proved that thetuple (P ©,, P, T, e x ¢, X4), where

7(p,q): =7(p) =7(q), exe(p1,p2): = (e(p),e(q),

is a left principalg2-bundle overX.

Recall now the construction of thgeeneralized conjugation of a Lie groupofdfrom
Subsectiofi2]2: | consider, in this case, the tr@é, Je, \IJC), which defines, by Proposi-
tion[Z13, a leftG2-action ong itself.
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Definition 6.2. Given a left principalG-bundle(P, 7, e, X), theleft division map ofP is
defined by the following equation:

(6.1) p=0pp, 9, w(p) =7(q).

It follows immediately from Definitiod 612 that the left disibn mapgh is a smooth
map from the fibred produd® © P to G; in fact, it is the first component of the smooth
inverse of the map

GxP>(g,p)— (9p,p) € POLP.
Let me state without proof the following

Proposition 6.3. The left division map from P @y, P to G has the following properties:
i) for any point(p,q) of P ®1 P, one has

05(0:9) € Ge(@).c(r)-
ii) On the diagonal submanifold of the total spacdof; P, one has

o5 (p:p) = 1g(c(p)), Vp € P.
i) for any pair(p, q) € P ®, P, the following equation holds

o5 (p,q) = ¢5(q,p) ™

notice that the previous equation makes sense, $ineg € P ©, P implies that
(¢,p) € P ®y, P also.

iv) The triple(¢1%, idge, idxé) is an equivariant map from the rigi-spaceP®, P
to the rightG2-spaceg endowed with the left generalized conjugation defined by
(Je, Ue).
Consider now a Moarita equivalence between Lie group@idad#, sayg it ‘H, hence,
there are two principal bundles: the left princigabundle (P, e, m, X+ ) and the right
principal H-bundle(P, e, Xg). Thus, to a Morita equivalenag £ % are associated

two canonical maps, which | denote By and¢ respectively, namely the left division
map of the bundI€P, ¢, w, X+ ) and the right division map of the bundl®, 7, ¢, X¢):
p=0p0)a, (p) =<(q),
q=pop(p,q), 7(p) =7(q).
For later purposes, | need the following

Lemma 6.4. Given a Morita equivalencg K H, the left, resp. right, division mapk,
resp.¢&, satisfies the followingt-, resp.G-invariance:

(6.2)  ¢E(pih,pah) = ¢B(p1,p2), £(p1) =eP2), tu(h) =e(p1) =c(p2),
(6.3) ¢g(9P1,QP2) = ¢§(P1,p2)a 7(p1) = W(p2), Sg(g) = W(pl) = W(P2)-

Proof. The G-invariance of the right division map d@® was already proven in Lemniab.1
of Subsectiofi5l1; Identity(d.2) can be proved in the same wa O

Now, since, in particular, a Morita equivalence is a geneedl morphism in the sense
of Definition[Z3, there is a local generalized morphidh from G to #, constructed as in
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Subsectiof4]1, subordinate to the local trivializing détt@, €as @fﬁ) w.r.t. a choice of
an open covetlg of Xg and corresponding local sectiomg of =

Eaq: = EOO0,,
(I)Ot,@(‘r): = ¢I€(0a(x)’ Uﬂ(x)) y X E UOZB’
0%, (9): = 07 (05(t6(9)), 99a(56(9))) s 9 € Gap-

One could wonder if there is a compatibility between thedefd right division map asso-
ciated to the Morita equivalen@bg ‘H; this is the content of the following

Proposition 6.5. The local generalized morphis@’ associated to the Morita equiva-
lenceG & enjoys the following “twisted injectivity”:
@ga(gl) = ®§a(92)7 91,92 € Ga,g <>
= dp(0s(tg(92)),08(ta(91))) 91 = 9205 (0a(56(92)), 0a(s9(91))) -
Proof. Consider any two elemenis andg: in G, s, such that
616301(91) = @IBDQ(QQ)'

By applying on both sides of the previous equation the targep. the source map, of the
groupoid, one gets, by the commutativity of the diagrafns{¥.12),

(6.4)

t3(05.(91)) = eslta(9r)) =
=ty (Ofalg2)) =
= Eﬁ(tg(QQ)) )
and similarly
€a(sg(91)) = €alsg(g1)) -

Sincee, = € o0 0, it follows immediately:

os(tg(g92)) = dp(0p(te(92)), 05(tg(g1))) os(tg(g1)) and

03(5g(92)) = ¢B(0a(56(92)), 0a(56(91))) 0alsg(g1)),

by Equation[[61). Set now

(05(tg(92)): 05(tg(91))) 5
(0a(sg(92)), 9a(56(91))) -

(bé,t(gQagl): =
ok J(g2.01): =

The elementsbéyt(gg,gl) and ¢§,S(gg,gl) of G enjoy the following properties, which
follow immediately fromi) of Propositiol.&3 and sincee, ando s are local sections of:

tg(0F (92, 91)) =ta(92),  s6(05.(92,91)) = ta(gn),
lg (¢§,s(92191)) =56(92), sg (¢§,s(92191)) = 56(g1)-

Thus, it makes sense to consider the elemegt of

95 05 .1(92,91)91.
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By iv) of Propositioif613, the above element may be written as

95 05 :(92,91)91 = 0B (95 '08(tg(92)), 91 'os(tg(91))) =
:¢P(‘7a sg(92)) aﬁ(QQ_) 0a(56(91))Oa ( ))

= é(aa 89(92) 9,8&(92) ! Uoz(Sg ) Ba gl 1) =
= ¢p (Ua 56(92))Opa(92) ™", 0a(56(91))Opa(g2) 1)
(o

= ¢p(0a(s56(92)), 0a(s0(91))) =
= ¢a,s(927 91)7
where | have used compatibility between Igft and right#-action, as well as Identity

@32) of LemmdGH.
On the other hand, assume to have two elemenédg, of G, s, related as in Equa-
tion[6.4. In particular, it must hold:

es(tg(g1)) = eslta(92)), €alsg(gr)) = calsg(g2)).
Using the same notations as above, the elemﬁéﬁg(Sgg, g1)91 andgg¢CY s(g2, g1) lie both

again inG, g, Whereasbm(gg,gl) resp gf)aﬂs(gg,gl) liesinGg, resp.G,. Applying @ga
to both sides of the second equality 0f{6.4) and uding14dr8 gets:

Oha (95192, 91)91) = OF (05 4(92, 91)) Ofa91) =
B Gga(g2)®§( 5,5(92191)) .

Let me compute separately bagH; (gf)é_’t(gg, gl)) andOf (¢4 (g2, 91)), beginning with
the former one:

@g(ﬂéé,t(gz,gl)) ¢§(Uﬁ(tg(¢ét(92,gl)))a¢é7t(92,91)06(89(@%,15(92,91)))):
B(05.0(92,91) ' o5(tg(g2)), 05 (g2, 91)o5(tg(g1))) =

Blop(ts(gr)), op(ta(91))) =

g(tg(g2)),

where | have used) of Propositio 613, Identity({6l3) and Equatidn{6.1). Sariy, it
follows

¢
¢
L

95( 5,5(92,91)) =1g(5g(g2))-
Hence, it must hold:

65{1(91) = 65{1(92)'
O
6.2. The inverse of a Morita equivalence and the factorization poperty for division

maps. Let G, H two Lie groupoids, and E H a Morita equivalence between them, in
the sense of Definition 8.1. | define on the spateviewed here as the total space of the

Morita equivalenc& L 74, the following left#-action and rightj-action:
(6.5) (h,p) = hp: =ph™t,  su(h) = (p),
(6.6) (p,g) = pg: =g ', ta(g) =7(p).

It is immediate to verify that Equatiof.(8.5), redp.{6.6fides a leftH{-action onP with
momenturre, resp.r. This motivates the following
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Definition 6.6. Given a Morita equivalenceP, r, ¢, Xg), labelled byg B A, its inverse
H 7 G is defined by thel-tuple (P, e, 7, X4 ), with left 7{-action defined by[{6]5) and
right G-action defined by[{616).

First of all, | need the following technical

—1
Lemma 6.7. The inversei " G of a Morita equivalencej 5 1is again a Morita
equivalence.

Proof. It is immediate to verify all requirements by the definitiditlee left 7{-action and
the rightG-action in [&5) and{&16).

For later purposes, | compute explicitly the canonicalsiosi maps associated !,
which are, not surprisingly, related to the division mapsoagated to the Morita equiva-
lenceP. In fact, by the very definition of left division map, respghi division map, it
must hold:

¢1L371(P1,p2)p2 =p1, 7(p1) =7(p2) <:>p2¢)§71(p1,p2)_1 =p1 <=
& ¢pa(p1,p2) " = OB (p2, 1) & OB 1(p1,p2) = OB (p1,p2);
P195-1(p1,p2) = P2, €(p1) = e(p2) & Sp-a(p1.p2) 'pr=p2 &

& R _(p1,p2) Tt = ¢B(p2,p1) © R _i(p1,p2) = OB (p1,D2).

O

-1
In particular, Lemm&®&]7 implies that there is a canonicakgalized morphisrfy{ Py

G, for any Morita equivalencg L 24 It thus makes sense to compute the composite
generalized morphismB o P~! andP~! o P; let me compute e.g? o P~!; additionally,
both generalized morphisms are Morita equivalences. Regdhe construction of Sub-
sectiof &1L, the generalized morphigte P~ has the following properties, viewed as a
right principal#-bundle overXy,:

i) its total space is the quotieft ®, P/G w.r.t. the rightG-action defined via
((p1,p2): 9) = (P19,97 'p2) = (97 P19 'p2) s tg(9) = w(p1) = m(pa);
the base space is obvioust.
i) The bundle projectiorr is
7([p1,p2]) © = e(p1),
whereas the momentum mayis
g([p1,p2]) + = e(p2).
iii) The left H-action, resp. the right/-action, is defined via
h([p1,p2]) = [p1h™ " p2] . su(h) =e(p1), resp.
([p1,p2]) h = [p1,p2h],  tu(h) = e(p2).
iv) The right division mapp ., of Po P~1is
¢gop—1 ([p17p2]7 [ﬁlva]) = ¢I}§(p27 (bljs(plaﬁl)pQ) 9
m(p1) = 7(p2), w(P1) =7(Pa), e(pr) = (@)
The generalized morphis® o P~ is in fact a Morita equivalence, as follows from
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Lemma 6.8. The generalized morphisi o P~! possesses a left division map, namely
(blf—‘?opfl ([plap2]7 [ﬁlapQ]) = (bg(pla qsé(vapQ)pl) )
m(p1) = m(p2), 7(P1) =7(P2), &(p2) = e(Da)-

Proof. A slight modification of the arguments used in Subsediiohiragdly immediately
the claim. O

(6.7)

Proposition 6.9. The4-tuple(P &, P/G,T,&, X3;) is isomorphic to the unit bundidy,,
viewed as a Morita equivalence #f.

Proof. By a slight modification of the arguments used to prove Pritipos4.9 of [117], it
suffices to show the existence of a fibre-preservideggquivariant map fronP o P~! to
Uy, which additionally has to be lefi-equivariant. The map is defined as follows (recall
that the total space @1 is simply#):

(6.8) PGr P 3[pi,po) 78 ¢%(p1,p2) € H.

Notice first that the maf{8.8) makes sense, since any reqegse of[p;, p2] belongs to
P®, P. By Lemmd&lH, it follows that the malp(®.8)is well-defined, it does not depend
on the choice of the representative of the clagsp-]; it is clearly smooth, because the
right division mapgZ is smooth.

It remains to check that the mdp.(6.8) is fibre-preservindeiftdnd right*{-equivariant.
Points) of Propositio 218 of Subsectign .2 implies immediatélgttthe map[{€18) is
fibre-preserving and momentum-preserving (the latteripgpa part of the equivariance);
let me only recall that the bundle projectionidf; is the target map of{, while the mo-
mentum is the source map &f. The left and right-equivariance follows immediately
from Pointiv) of Propositiod 218 of SubsectibnP.2, recalling FormQI&E)6 O

Remarks.10 Notice that the unit bundi#;; may be interpreted as a generalized morphism
from # to itself: in fact, applying LemmB&™.2 of Secti@h 4 to the idgnmorphism of

‘H, the resulting generalized morphism can be straightfaiiyadentified with the unit
bundlelfz,. Moreover, it follows easily that the lef{-action onl{, is free and transitive
on each fiber of the source map, which implies fiatis a Morita equivalence, which, in
spite of Propositiof6l9 and the next Proposifions.12, mayibwed as the unit w.r.t. the
composition of generalized morphisms, since, moreovisrnibt difficult to verify that left
and right composition of generalized morphisms with theesgonding unit bundles are
isomorphic to the initial generalized morphisms.

Similarly, consider the composite generalized morphBm' o P, from G to itself;
without going into the details, let me only write its main pesties, which can be deduced
with the correct substitution from Subsectlanl5.1:

i) the total space o~! o P is the quotient spac® ©. P/H, whereH acts from
the right onP . P via the rule
((p1,p2), h) = (prh,h ™ 'p2) = (prh,poh), ty(h) = e(p1) = e(p2)
(diagonal action); the base space is cledfly.
ii) The bundle projectiorr is
7([p1, p2]) = 7(p1),
and the momentursis

e([p1,p2]) = m(p2).
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iii) The left G-action onP o P~ is
(9, [p1,p2]) = lgp1.p2],  sg(g) = m(p1),
while the rightG-action onP o P~ is
(p1,p2), 9) = [p1, g7 'p2] . tglg) = m(p2).
iv) The right division mapp% _, ., of the bundleP~! o Pis

¢]I§*10P([plap2]a [517]32]) = ¢é(p2¢1}§(p17]51)7]32) )

epr) =e(p2), e@1) =e@), 7(p1) = =(Dy)-
Moreover, the leftj-action is free and transitive on every fiberzofs stated in the follow-
ing

Lemma 6.11. The generalized morphis®R—! o P possesses a left division map, given
explicitly by the formula

¢P*10P([517Z_72] ) [P17P2]) = ¢1L3(p111_?1¢g(1_?21p2)) ;
e(p1) =e(p2), (@) =e(@2), 7(p2) = 7(Py)
Analogously to Propositid 8.9, the following Propositiooids

Proposition 6.12. The4-tuple(P ©. P/H, 7, &, Xg) is isomorphic to the unit bundldg,
viewed as a Morita equivalence 6f(again, the unit bundle is the canonical generalized
morphism fron¥{ to itself associated to the identity morphisnmg)f

(6.9)

Proof. The proof follows along the same lines of the proof of Proposi&.12, once a
fibre-preserving, left and righit-equivariant map fron®~! o P to G is defined; this turns
out to be simply

(6.10) [plapz] SOP';;OP ¢1L3(p1,p2)-
O

The following important formulae are the corollary of Pregmn[6.9 and 612 and
Theorem 4.10 of Section 4 af [118]:

Theorem 6.13(Factorization formula for Morita equivalenced)et G and# be two Lie

groupoids, andj £ % a Morita equivalence between them; then the following fdamu
hold

(6.11) ¢11§(p2,¢1€(p1,ﬁ1)ﬁ2) = ¢F(p2, 1)L (P, Do),

(6.12) o (p2¢11§(p1,§1)@2) = ¢ (p2.p1)Pp (P, Do)

In Identity [6T1), resp[{612), the elemepisps, p, andp, are chosen as follows:
m(p1) = 7(p2), 7(01) =7(Ds), e(pr) =e(py), resp.
e(pr) =e(@1), e(p2) =e(@a), w(p1) =7(P1)-

Proof. Let me prove Identityl{631); Identitf {611 2) follows by thiery same arguments.
Observe first that the left-hand side of Identliy (6.12) mdly the right division map
of the generalized morphisi o P!, evaluated at a representative of the pair

([P, p2], [P1:75]) € (P ©x P) X7 (P Ox P).

On the other hand, Propositibn.9 implies that the rhap {6 8¥ibre-preserving, left and
right H#-equivariant fromP o P~! to U4, i.e. an isomorphism of right principa -bundles.
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Theorem 4.10 of Subsection 4.3 bf[17] implies thereforeftilewing identity:

¢Z§H o(Bpop-1 X Ppop-1) = Prop-1,
whence Identity[[6.11) follows immediately, evaluatingtbsides of the previous identity
on a pair in(P @, P) x= (P ®, P) and recalling the shape of the right division map of
the unit bundlé/y . O

6.3. A criterion for a generalized morphism to be a Morita equivalence. | discuss in
this subsection a (global) criterion for guaranteeing thaeneralized morphism in the
sense of Definitiof 414 is a Morita equivalence in the send@edihition[6.1; this criterion
will play a central role in Subsectidn®.5. Let me warn thader that there is in principal
nothing new in this subsection, as e.g. the same result mépulpe in [13]; still, | thought
it was worth writing down all the details of the proof step-$tgp. Moreover, | need this
result for different purposes than the ones Mcerdijk anduviidad in minds (and, to be
really sincere, after | came to the result from my local pointiew, | realized that surely a
more clever mathematician than me should have proved irdgfdich, by the way, was
exactly the case!).

Lettherefored 5 H bea generalized morphism; | denotery resp 4, the projection
from P to Xg, resp. the momentum from to X4.

Theorem 6.14. The generalized morphisg 5 % is a Morita equivalence betwedh

and# if and only if there exists a generalized morph'ri'im% P, such that the composite
generalized morphism@ o P, resp.P o @, is isomorphic to the unit bundle ¢f, resp.#,
as a generalized morphism.

The Factorization formula for Morita equivalences of Thenl6.IB is a direct conse-

guence of the fact that a Morita equivale@ei ‘H satisfies the “only if”-part of The-
oremG.I4: namely, one can choa3e = P!, the inverse generalized morphismBf
of Definition[&6, and the arguments of the preceding suliseshow thatP~! o P, resp.
P o P~ is isomorphic to the unit bundle ¢f, resp.A. It remains therefore to prove the
“if"-part of Theorem[&.TH; the proof follows from a seriestethnical Lemmata. Let me
first introduce and remind some notations: the projectiespr momentum, of the gener-
alized morphisn@) is denoted byr,, resp.c2, the projection, resp. momentum, @fo P

is denoted byr,, respz; (see Subsectidnd.1 for more details).

Lemma 6.15. Under the hypotheses of the “if"-part of Theor€m d.14, thexposite gen-
eralized morphisnd) o P is a Morita equivalence.

Proof. The proof consists in two stepé): one has to show that the momentuntps P is
a surjective submersion and) there is a right division maﬁ)éop onQ o P. | postpone
the proof ofi), which is a consequence of following technical Lemmatayshg first that
there is a right division map fap o P.

Let ®; be the isomorphism betwee&p o P andlg, the unit bundle off. Recall the
construction of o P from SubsectiofiBl1; consider two equivalence clagseg; ] and
[p2, g2] IN Q o P, such that

Zi(lpr, @) = e2(q1) = e2(q2) =E1([p2, 42));  e1(p1) = m2(qr), e1(p2) = m2(qo).
| claim that the map

¢6op([p1,q1), [p2, 42]) + = ®1([p1, @1) (@1([p2, g2]) ™

is well-defined and that it is the left division map fQro P.
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First of all, gbéop is well-defined: namely, recalling the propertiesiaf, one gets

sg(®1([p1, 1)) = &1 ([p1, ¢1]) =

= ( ) =

=e2(q2) =

= 5g(®P1([p2; g2]) =
=tg((P1([p2, q2]))~ 1),

for any two pairgp1, ¢1] and[pz, ¢2] in Q o P as above. It remains to show the following
equation:

¢éop([ﬁ717 Q1]7 [an Q2]) [P27 (J2] = [pla Q1]-
This follows by applying®; to the left-hand side of the previous equation; recall that
is (left) G-equivariant and is injective. O

The second lemma | need follows from the previous one

Lemma 6.16. There exists a smooth madp from P to @, satisfying the following prop-
erties:

mpoWy =¢1, &0 =m,;
Ui(ph) = h™'Wi(p), e1(p) = tw(h);
Ui(gp) = Vi(p)g~", m(p) = sg(g)-
Proof. Recall that the total space of the unit bunthgis G. Takep € P; then there is a
canonical element ig associated tp, namely
tg(m1(p))-

Since@ o P is isomorphic via®; to Ug, it follows that there is a unique equivalence class
[p1, 1] in Q o P, such that

®1([p1, ¢1]) = tg(mi(p)).
A direct computation shows

tg(tg(m(p))) = m(p) =
g(®1([p1, 1)) =
Ti([p1, 1)) =
m1(p1),
i.e.pp lies in the same fiber ag whence it follows that

p1 = ph,

for a unique element € H. By the construction of) o P, it follows

1 ]
N

[p1, 1] = [p, dl,

for a uniqueg in @, since the action of{ on P is free.
SetWU(p): = g, whereg is uniquely determined by

P1([p, ql) = 1g(mi(p))-
It follows immediately, by local arguments, thiéif is a smooth map, as

(6.13) [, ¥1(p)] = @1 ' (tg(m1(p))) -
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It remains to check the propertieswf. Since¥, (p) is uniquely determined by {611 3), it
follows that

e1(p) = m2(¥1(p)), VpeP.

On the other hand, the computation above for showing theaesds of a unique € Q,
such that Equatioi{6.113) holds implies immediately that

m1(p) = e2(¥1(p)), VpeP.

Let me show now the two “twisted” equivariance propertiebggin with theH-twisted
equivariance. Lep be an element oP andh € #, such that,(p) = t(h); then it
follows

®1([ph, ¥1(ph)]) = tg(m(ph)) =
=1g(m(p)) =
= (I)l([p1 \Ijl(p)]) )
by H-invariance ofr;. The injectivity of®; implies
[ph, ¥1(ph)] = [p, h¥1(ph)] = [p, ¥1(p)],

whence the claim follows.
Theg-twisted equivariance is a bit more complicated. First gffat p € P andg € G
such thatg(g) = m1(p), one gets

@1 ([gp, Y1(gp)]) = tg(m(gp)) =
=1g(tg(9)) =
= ®1(g[p, Va(9p)]) =
= 9®1([p, Y1(9p)]),

whence
Oy ([p, Ui(gp))) =g~ ' =

=1g(sg(9))g™! =

=& ([p, 1)) g =

= &1 ([p, Wi(p)g7']) -
Again, the injectivity of®; implies

[p, ¥1(9p)] = [p, V1 (p)g '],

and the claim follows immediately. O

Since the generalized morphighv @ from # to itself is isomorphic to the unit bundle
Uy, it follows that there exists a smooth mép from @ to P, such that
mpoWy =¢e9, €10Wy =19;
Uo(hg) = Wa(g)h ™", m2(q) = su(h);
Ua(q9) = 97" Wa(q), ea(q) =tg(g).

Lemma 6.17. The composite may, o ¥y, resp.¥; o U, is a gauge transformation of
the generalized morphisi, resp.qQ.
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Proof. Consider e.g. the map, o ¥, from P to P. It follows
m0(Ug0Wy) =¢g90Uy =y,
g10(Uy0Wy) =my0W; =¢.
Moreover,
(W20 W) (ph) = o (b1 W1 (p)) = (P20 W1) (p)h, e1(p) = tu(h),
(W20 W1)(gp) = W2(Vi(p)g ') = g (Y20 W1) (p), mi(p) = sg(9)-

An important consequence of the existenc&@ef resp.¥,, is encoded in the following
Corollary 6.18. The leftG-, resp. left}-, action onP, resp.Q, is free.

Proof. Let me show that the left{-action onqQ is free. Letq be an element of) and
h € H, such thaky (h) = m2(q) and
hq = q.
Then, applying¥, to both sides of the previous identity, one gets
Ua(hg) = W2(g)h ™" = ¥a(g).
The rightH-action onP is free, whence

ht = 13(21(P2(q))) = tu(m2(q)),
and the claim follows. O

Let me now return to the proof of Theorémd.14.

Proof of Theoreri8.14Also in this case, | show) thate; is a surjective submersion and
ii) that there is a left division mapk for the leftG-action.

Thate is surjective, it follows from the identity; = w5 o ¥;: sinceV, is bijective
by Lemmd&.1l7 and is surjective. Moreover, sincé; o ¥, resp.¥; o ¥, is a gauge
transformation of the generalized morphigimresp.Q, by Lemmd&.1l7, it follows from
the chain rule that the tangent mapslof and ¥, are linear isomorphisms on the corre-
sponding tangent spaces; using again the chain rule one¢hétige; = 7 o ¥4, together
with the fact thatr, is a submersion, it follows immediately thatis a submersion.

Let me now construct the left division ma for the leftG-action onP. Consider thus
two element, p» in P, such that,(p1) = 1(p2), and choose an elemept Q, such
that

m2(q) = e1(p1) = e1(p2)-
Set

(6.14) ¢p(p1,p2): = &Gop([p1, 4], [p2,d)),
Where¢éop is the left division map forQ o P, constructed in LemmaGl5. First of all,
| show that¢’ is well-defined, i.e. that it does not depend on the choice dflamely,
choosinggs, such that
m2(q1) = e1(p1) = e1(p2) = m2(q),
whence it follows
q1 = 49,
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for a uniquey € G. Then, one computes
o1 (1, 1)) (@1([p2, 1)) =
= ®1([p1, a9)) (@1 ([p2,09)) "
= 21([p1, )9 (®1([p2, al9)) !
= @1([p1, ) (@1([p2,a))) " =

= 50p([p1,q), P2, 4)) ,

and this shows that’ is well-defined. It remains to show thaf satisfies the following
identity:

¢égop([p1,(J1]a P2, q1]) =

op(p1,p2)p2 = p1, e1(p1) = e1(p2);
Notice thatp’ (p1, p2)p2 makes sense, as

56 (05 (p1,p2)) = 56 (@1(Ipr, a)) (@1(Ip2,a])) ") =

= tg(®1([p2,4))) =
=T1([p2,q]) =
= m1(p2).

Now choosey € @, such thatry(q) = €1(p1) = 1(p2), then
(65 (p1,12)p2, 4] = [660p([P1,d], [P2,9)) P2, ] =
= 0Gop([p1.al. [p2, d]) [p2, 4] =

= [plv ]

Thus, there exist a uniquee H, such that

op(p1,p2)p2 = P1h, K 'g=q.
But Corollaryf6.IB implies that the le}-action onQ is free, and this shows

¢1L3(P1,P2)p2 =P1.
O

Remark6.19 Analogous arguments imply that the momentuymof @ is also a surjective
submersion; this implies, by the very construction of theegalized morphisny o P, that
its momentum is a surjective submersion, completing thefisbLemmdB6.Tb.

6.4. Consequences of the Factorization Formula: from global todcal Morita equiv-
alences. In this subsection, | want to deal explicitly with the locatin of Morita equiva-

lences: namely, | consider a Morita equivaleﬁ’.céi ‘H in the sense of Definitiond.1 and

the corresponding inverse Morita equivaleﬁ¥(:<§—>1 G in the sense of Definitidn8.6; these
two generalized morphisms give rise respectively to loealegalized morphismd p and
©p-1, which are composable in the way explained in Subse£fldnI5aant to compute
explicitly the composite local generalized morphiséhs-1 o ©p and©®p o O p—1, in or-
der to find a local criterion for the characterization of Marequivalences in local terms.
Theorenf &3 plays the main role in these computations.

Let me compute the local generalized morphism associatbeé eneralized morphism
P~!o P, for a Morita equivalencg L 9, firstwrt. to a particular choice of local sec-
tions of P~! o P. This does not correspond to the canonical choices of lecims of the
compositeP ! o P as specified in Subsectibnb.2; nonetheless, the followongpuitations
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are helpful in order to understand completely the resulefdomputation of the composi-
tion © p-1 0 ©p according to the rules of Subsectlonl5.2. Consider an opesricm 4l of
Xg and corresponding local sectioas of P overU,; the associated local momenta are
denoted, as usual, ky,. Recall also that the total space®f! o Pis P ©. P/H, thus it
makes sense to consider the following map:

U, =P loP
(6.15)

P [0a(T), 00 ()] .
It is immediate to verify that the mag, defines a local section ad?~! o P; moreover,
recalling the definition of the momentum &f! o P, it is immediate to see that the local
momenta ofP~! o P associated to the local sections defineddn{6.15) are thmiige
Ealz) = E(0a(z)) =

= &(loa(x), 00 (2)]) =

m(0a(z)) =

Remark6.20. Notice that the total space of the generalized morphismo P is the anal-
ogon in the framework of principal bundles with groupoidisture of thegauge groupoid
G(P), introduced and discusses in Subsubse¢fion]3.3.4; hére®dal sections, may

be viewed as the unit map of the gauge groupoiéof

Recalling now Equatior{{4.8 of Subsectibnl4.1 for local gatized morphisms ob-
tained from generalized morphisms, one gets

0%, P (g) = pp-10p(35(t6(9)) 1 97a(s56(9))) =
= ép-10p([05(t6(9)), 05(tg(9))] [99a(56(9)), 7a(50(9))]) =
= ¢p(0alsg(9), 0(tg(9))dr(0s(ta(9)), goalsg(9)))) =

Factonzanon property (05 tg (g))’ s (tg (g)))fl ‘blﬁ (gaa (Sg (g))’ Ou (Sg (g))) =

(
=1g(tg(9)) 91g(sg(9)) =
=g, Vg S gB,a-

Hence, the local generalized morphi§éiw -1, p is the identity morphism of;, when one
uses the specific sectiofrs of P~! o P defined in Equatior{6.15). Repeating the compu-
tations almost verbatim (with the due changes) leads toahdtrfor the local generalized
morphismO p,p-1.

Let us now compute the local generalized morph@&m 1, p viewed as the composition
of the local generalized morphisr®s and® p-1, using the results of Subsectionls.3, from
which | borrow all notations. Letl, resp.23, be an open covering ofg, resp.Xy; oa,
resp.r;, denote smooth sections &f (i.e. of r) on U,, resp. ofP~! (i.e. ofe) on V;. U
denotes the refined covering &fg, constructed as in Subsectibnls.3, and, accordingly,
Ou;, TE€SP.£y,, denote the restrictions of local sectionsiafresp. local momenta d?, to
U,,. Consider the local sectioas,,, resp.s,,, of P~! o P overU,,, where

a;(2): = [0a;(), Ti(ca: (2))]

anda,, are defined as in Equatidn{8]15), only taking their restiis toU,,,. Both maps
define local sections @' o P, both subordinated to the refined open covetirand they
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are related to each other as follows (using the Factorizgtioperty):

a\ai (I) = &a ( )(bP*]oP(&ocl (I)’aai (I)) =

= O’al( )0p-10P([0a;(T), 00, (%)], [0a, (@), Ti(ea, (2))]) =
G (2)05 (00, (2), 00, () T 05 (0n, (), 7i(Ea, () =
= Uou( )QSP(U%( ), Ti(€ai (7)) 3

notice that the same result could have been found directiy the properties aP~! o P
The family of maps

Ua, 22— ¢JLD(‘7041' (), 7i(eas () €G
will be denoted byb,,, (notice that this is the common notation for transition fiimres); it
is immediate to verify that the magds,, satisfy the properties
tgo®q, =id, sgoPa, =T 0cq,; Pp, () = Do, (a:)fl)i;jop(:c), Vo € Ua,g;,

where byr; one denotes the composite function r; from V; to P, and provided/,,, and
Ug, intersect nontrivially; bybsgjop | denote the transition function d?~! o P. The
second identity follows immediately from the definition®f,, .

Now, | perform the explicit computation & p-: o P as© p-1 0 © p; notice that at some
point | make use of the Factorization formula:

@f%;liop(g) = Qﬁ*l (egjm (g)) =
= dp-10p (0 (tg(g)) 95a:(s6(9))) =
= 6p-10p ([0, (t6(9)), 75(25,(t6(9))] + (90 (56(9)), 7i (€as (56(9)))]) =

= 05 (05, (ta(9)), 75 (25, (t(9)))) 1¢p<gam(w(g))m(em(sdg)») =
= ¢p(0s,(tg(9)), 7i(e8,(tg(9)))) L 905 (0a, (56(9)), Ti(2as (56(9)))) =
= B, (tg(9)) " idg(g) Pa, (56(9))

In other words:

The composition of the local generalized morphism® -1 and ©p in the sense
explained in Subsectioll 513, associated respectively taetigeneralized morphisms
P~! and P, is the identity morphism of G twisted by the transition functions
®,,, in away similar to the “nonabelian Cech cohomological equation”[4.14) of
Definition EE18 in SubsectioZP.
A similar result can be proved, with due changes, also forcthraposition of© p and
Op-1, i.e.Op 0 Op-1 is “cohomologous” to the identity morphism @ (clearly, this
construction depends on the choice of open covering§pénd X4, and associated local
sections and local momenta).

6.5. From local to global Morita equivalences. In this subsection, | give the definition
of local Morita equivalences, motivated by the final resoltshe preceding subsection;
subsequently, | show that there is a one-to-one correspoedeetween (global) Morita
equivalences in the sense of Definitlon] 6.1 and local Morjtavalences, as defined below.

Let first (5.1, @2[5, 5a), resp.(U, ®7%, m;), be local trivializing data oveK g with values
in G, resp. overXy with values inH; for the sake of simplicity, | use Greek indices, resp.
Latin indices, for the labels of open sets of the open cogesliresp. 0. Let 4, resp. T,

be a refinement of the covelr, resp., with open seté/,,,, resp.V;_, such that:
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i) Uy, CUys, ¢a,(Us,) CV;, whereze,, is the restriction of,, to U,,;
iy V., Vi, m, (Vi) CU,,wherer,_ isthe restriction ofr, toV; .

Thus, it is possible to consider on the open covetingesp., the composite local mo-
mentar; o g, fromU,, C Xg to Xg, respe, o o, fromV; C Xy to Xy.

Definition 6.21. A local Morita equivalencé! between the groupoids and? consists
of two pairs(©, ®°) and (H, &), wherei) ©, resp.H, is a local generalized morphism
from G to H, resp. fromH to G, subordinate to the local trivializing da(al tI)fYﬁ, sa)

resp.(, @ﬁ,m) andii) ° = {®9 }, resp.@™ = {®!! }, is a family of maps front/,,
to G, resp.V; toH, such that the following requirements are satisfied:
a)
(6.16) tg o fI)Si =1idx,, sgo fI)Si =T 0 Eqy,
. tHofbi}i:idxw sHofbi =€Eq 0T, .
b)
8O (2) = 8 (1)BH 0(2), Vi € Ua,p,.
(617) H H ©oH
q)ia (y) = (I)] (y)q)ggz (y)v Vy € ‘/iajfiv

providedUs, 5, C Xg, resp.V;,j, C Xy, is nontrivial. By®{°°, resp.®9o1,
| denoted the transition functions 8fo©, resp.© o H, constructed by means of
the “refinement trick” for® andH, see Subsectidn 3.3 for more details.

c)

(00) 3,0, (9) = (95, (ta(9)))  idg(9)2F (s6(9)), V9 € Gy, s

(©cH),,;, () = (@ (k) idu()OI (sp(h)), VR € Hoi,,

i.e. the composite local generalized morphiEm®O, resp.© o H, is “cohomol-
ogous” to the identity morphism af, resp.H, via the “coboundary®®, resp.
o,

(6.18)

Let me discuss the contents of the previous definition. Bfstll, one has two local
generalized morphism® andH, from G to H and from? to G respectively, and sub-

ordinate to the local trivializing datéu, ¢gﬁ,5a), resp. (QI tI)Z;‘, l) respectively: by

LemmdZ.IBO, resp.H, gives rise to a generalized morphi§n3 H, resp.H g in
the sense of Definitiof4.4. On the other hand, the argumé@slusectiol 513 imply that
the composite local generalized morphidis© and© o H give rise to the composite gen-

eralized morphismg "% G and# 722%™ % respectively. Recalling DefinitidiZR3,
it is not difficult to see that the family of mapkO resp.®, defines a local equivalence
betweerH o© and the identity morphism @, resp.© o H and the identity morphism of
‘H. Since the identity morphism of a groupdjd viewed as a local generalized morphism
subordinate to the “trivial” local datél, id, 1), correspond to the unit bundié;, with
obvious left and righg-action, Theorefi4.25 implies that there is an equivaleetaden
the generalized morphistf o Pg and the unit bundlé{/g, resp. between the general-
ized morphismPg o Py and the unit bundléfy,. Putting together these results with the
arguments of Subsecti@n®.3, in particular Thedreml 6. ¥4atowing Theorem holds
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Theorem 6.22. Let (u, @iﬁ, sa), resp. (0, ®}¢, m;), be local trivializing data ovetXg

with values ingG, resp. overXy with values in#, let ©, resp.H, a local generalized
morphism fromG to A subordinate to(u, @iﬁ, sa), resp. from#H to G subordinate to

(%, tI)];l-,m), and letM be a local Morita equivalence betweéhandH in the sense of
Definition[&21..
Then,G is Morita equivalent toH w.r.t. the Morita equivalenc®y, and# is Morita

equivalent tag w.r.t. the Morita equivalencéy.

6.5.1. A local Morita equivalence between the gauge groupg®{d) of a principal G-
bundleP and its structure groug:. In this subsubsection | want to compute an explicit ex-
ample of a local Morita equivalence in the sense of Definfighl. For this purpose, | con-
sider a principalz-bundleP over a manifold}/, and | consider the following groupoids:
the gauge groupoid(P), for whose main properties | refer to Subsubsediion B.d, a
the trivial groupoid associated to the Lie groGp That these two groupoids are Morita-
equivalent is already known, see e[@.1[10], Propositiod 2hbwever, it is nice to prove it
by a different perspective.

First of all, | construct a local generalized morphism frdra gauge groupoid@(P) to
G. As local trivializing datail, €., o) over M (notice that) is the manifold of objects
of the gauge groupoid(P)) with values inG, | choose an open covering 8f with local
sectionso,, of P as aG-bundle (in fact, by the arguments of Subsubsediion3.Big, t
exhausts all possible local trivializing data, up to isopfosm); the local sections, along
with the division map o, specify transition function®, s onU,g nontrivial with values
in G. The local componeni(P), 3, for any two open subsets,, Ug of M, takes the
form:

G(P)as: ={lp1.p2) € G(P): w(p1) € Us, w(p2) € Ua}.
Then, let me define local maps fraf{P).. s to G as follows:
Os0: G(P)as — G
[p1,p2] = dp(os(m(p1)),p1) op (P2, 0a(m(p2))), Va,pB;
as usualgp is the division map of’. As a consequence, one has the following

(6.19)

Lemma 6.23. The local mapd{6.19) are well-defined and thus give rise tcallgener-
alized morphisn® from G(P) to G subordinate to the trivializing datél, eo, ®o3).

Proof. First of all, let me show tha® s, is well-defined, i.e. it does not depend on the
choice of the representative of the cldss, p2]. In fact, choosing another representative
(p1, p2) of [p1, p, it follows that there exists a unique elemgnt G, such thap; = p;g,
fori = 1,2. Then, it follows from the&-invariant ofr and of theG' x G-equivariance of
the division mappp of P:

Opa([p1,P2]) = ¢p(0(m(P1)), 1) ¢ (P2, 0a(m(P2))) =
op(0s(m(p19)): P19) dP (P29, 0a(T(p29))) =
= ¢p(os(n(p1)),p1) 99~ (P2, 0a(m(p2))) =
= @ﬁa([pl,m]) , Vo, .

Let me now show tha® is truly a local generalized morphism frof{ P) to G. | have to
verify the three conditions in Definitidn Z116. Conditioi4.is easily verified, sinc€ is
endowed with a trivial groupoid structure. Let me check QbodLTI3: for this purpose,
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let me consider elemenis;, p2] € G(P)a,3 and[p1,p2] € Gs,, such thair(p:) = w(p2),
and let me compute the following expression:
©5a([p1, P2]p1, p2]) = Ora([P1OpP (D2, P1), p2]) =
= ¢p(oy(m(p19pP(D2,P1))), P10P (P2, 1)) PP (P2, 0a(T(P2))) =
= ¢p(oy(m(p1)),D1) dp (P2, P1)PP (P2, 0a(m(p2))) =
= ¢p(oy(7(p1)), P1) P (P2, 05(7(P2)))
¢p(05(m(p1)), p1)¢r (P2, 0a(m(p2))) =
= O4([p1,P2])Opa(lp1,p2]), Va,B,v;

notice that the equality

¢p(p2,p1) = ¢p (D2, 05(m(p2)))dp(0s(m(p1)), P1)

follows immediately from the definition of the division mapdafrom=(ps) = 7(p1). It
remains to show ConditidniZl4. For this, notice first thentig

08(z) = 0a(x)Pap(z), Vo € Uyg,

provided the intersectiolV,g is nontrivial. Then, the following holds, again using the
G x G-equivariance of the division mafp:

Opa([p1,p2]) = ¢p(os(m(p1)), p1)dp (P2, 00 (T (P2))) =
= ¢p(os(m(p1))Pss(m(p1)), p1) dp (P2, 04 (T(P2)) Lra (7 (p2)))
= ®s(m(p1))op(05(m(p1)): P1)PP (P2, 0+ (T(P2))) Pra(T(p2)) =
= ®p5(tgp)([p1,p2])) Osy([P1,2)) Pra (sg(p) ([P1,12]))

providedUgs andU,., are non empty. O

Remark6.24 Notice that the generalized morphisi?, associated to the local general-
ized morphisn® of (£.19), isP itself; it remains to compute the explicit expression of the
left G(P)-action. SinceP is reconstructed from its local trivializing data, one has

P=]]VUaxG/~,

and for all notations | refer to Subsubsectlon 3.3.2; thka,léft G(P)-action takes the
form

[p1, p2][z, 9] = [7(p1), op (05 (x (1)), P1)dP (P2, 0 (7 (p2)))g]

wherex € U,, m(p2) = x andf is chosen so, that(p:) lies in Ug. Using theG x G-
equivariance ofp and theG-invariance ofr, it follows

[p1, p2][2, 9] = [7(p1), dP(0(m(P1)), P1)OP (P2, 00(2)9)]
and using the (well-defineds-equivariant) isomorphism from® to [ [, U, x G/ ~
[z,9] = 0a(2)g, €U,
it follows immediately that the lef§ ( P)-action takes the explicit form

[p1,p2]p = P1dpP(P2,p), 7(p) = m(p2).
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At this point, | need a local generalized morphism fréhto G(P). First of all, the
manifold of objects of~ is a pointx; therefore, an open covering ferconsists only ok
itself (with the trivial topology), and, as a consequences bas to define only one local
(in truth, global) momentura and one cocycl@:

E(x) = o, B() = t(x0),

wherezx, is a base point oM. A local generalized morphisii from G to G(P) is then
defined by

g+ [po,pog ],

wherepg is a fixed lift of xg in P; it is easy to verify thaH is truly a local generalized

morphism fromG to G(P), by recalling the composition law in the gauge groupoid.
Now, consider any two open subséts, Ug of M in the coverind.l of M/, and compute

the composition oH with © 3, with the help of the arguments used in Subsediich 5.3:

(HoOga)([p1,p2]) = H(¢p(op(m(p1)), p1)¢p(p2, 00 (7(p2)))) =
= [podp(os(m(p1)); p1)or (P2, 0a(m(p2))), Po] =
= [po, o5 (m(p1))] [p1, 2] [0 (7(P2)), Po] »

by the very definition of the composition law in the gauge grid. On the other hand, let
me fix an indexxy, such thateg is in U,,, and consider the corresponding local section
0q, Of P; then, let me compute the composite morph3gy o H:

(Oae 0 H)(9) = Oaq ([P0, Pog ™)) =
= ¢p (000 (1(p0)), 0)dP (Pog ™", O (m(pog ™)) =
= ¢p(0ay (T(P0)): P0)9PP (D0, Tae (T(P0)))-
Therefore, let me define the following maps
®°: U, — G(P)
= [oa(x), po]
and
o (v} = G
* = dp(Po, 0o, (T(P0)))-
it follows from the very definition of the gauge groupoid that
o7 () = OF ()[po, poPap(@)], Vo € Uap # 0,
and it is immediate to verify that the maps
Uag 2 & = [po, po®as(x)] € G(P)

are the composite cocycl@%‘oj’@ in the notations of Subsecti@nb.3; on the other hand, it
is obvious that the trivial cocycle

* = e
is the composite cocycle®°t. The above arguments altogether imply immediately that
the pairs(©, ) and(H, "), constructed starting from a princip@tbundleP over,

define a local Morita equivalence between the trivial gradge and the gauge groupoid
G(P) of P.
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