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ABSTRACT. We introduce a characteristic function for laws of random surfaces X : [0,s] x [0, ] — RY,
in the spirit of expected path developments for one-dimensional stochastic processes into matrix
groups. A key property is that path development is structure preserving: path concatenation be-
comes matrix multiplication. The main challenge is to account for two distinct concatenation oper-
ations for surfaces: horizontal and vertical. To address this, we use the notion of surface holonomy
from higher geometry to define surface developments, and study this in a stochastic context. We
generalize surface developments to the Young setting of p-Holder surfaces, where p > 1, show that
such developments characterize parametrized surfaces. Our main result shows that the resulting
expected surface development provides a computable and structured description of laws of random
surfaces and leads to a natural metric on the space of probability measures on surfaces.
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The main contribution of this article is to develop a structured description of probability
measures on the function space

U c(o,s] x [0,4,R?).

$>0,t>0

(1.1)

In fact, we first study this question on the space of probability measures on the quotient space
X = C([0,1]?>,R%)/ ~; here, ~ denotes an equivalence relation that roughly identifies surfaces
up to reparametrization and folding [9]. The above case of probability measures on the space of
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functions (1.1) follows as a corollary. Moreover, understanding the case of equivalence classes is
tirstly, natural from our geometric approach and secondly also potentially important for applica-
tions; e.g. an image stretched or shrunk contains the same information. Further, this is analogous
to how one proceeds with the expected path development.

A Geometric Approach. Our approach to construct an expected surface development pro-
ceeds in two steps. The first step is the construction of a parametrized family of maps

F“" = (F*,H""): X - D

into an object D called a double group. Here, we primarily work with H*7 which encodes in-
formation about the entire surface, while F* encodes information about boundary of the surface,
which is necessary to define the compositional structure. Double groups generalize groups to
encode two independent compositions. Surfaces compose horizontally and vertically, and any
representation must preserve both operations. Because we care about computability, we use a
special double group that can be realized by matrices. To do all this, we revisit results from
higher geometry and higher algebra. The second step is to combine the map F*?7 with proba-
bilistic estimates. The main result will be that the map

i (lEXNP, [’H""””f(X)])aM where H*(X) = exp(i(¢, H*"(X))) (1.2)

characterizes a rich class of probability measures on X. Here we take H*?/(X) since tensor
products of higher representations are not well-behaved (see Section D.2); therefore we must
pass to scalar-valued observables via exponentiation. Furthermore, this leads to a natural metric
on the space of probability measures on surfaces. Below we give a few details and emphasize the
analogy with the well-studied case of the expected path development.

Characteristic Functions. Our aim is to construct a characteristic function (or Fourier trans-
form) for surface-valued random variables. Let us recall, some well-known examples of charac-
teristic functions, going from linear spaces to various non-linear spaces.

Euclidean: Suppose y is a probability measure on X = RY. In this case, the Fourier
transform is given by

= (Baou[FH(0)aere,  F*(x) = exp(ifa, x)). (1.3)

Here, the F* is an irreducible unitary representation of R? into U(1), where & € R?
parametrizes all such representations.

Group: In the generalized setting where X = G is a compact Hausdorff topological group,
classical results from noncommutative harmonic analysis tells us that the analogous con-
struction holds. In particular, the Fourier transform of a G-valued probability measure
u is given by

o= (Exp [F*(%)])aem, (1.4)

where M denotes the set of isomorphisms classes of irreducible unitary representations
F*: G — U*, where U" is the unitary group of a finite dimensional Hilbert space V*.
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Paths: Now we let X’ be a subset of C([0,1],IRY) that is sufficiently regular such that the
following differential equation
dFf(x) dx;
= PD( . —_— FIX = I 1

is well-posed when & € L(IR?,u(n)). This is parallel transport on a trivial principal U(n)
bundle with a translation-invariant connection a. We then consider

= (BIR (X)) aenm (1.6)
as a characteristic function for probability measures on pathspace where

M = {a € L(R%,u") : n € N}. (1.7)

This construction was rediscovered by different communities at different times in differ-
ent contexts and aspects of it run under various names such "non-commutative Fourier
transform" [36] or "expected path signature" [8].

The unifying theme of all the above, is that the domain is a group and if we have a representation
of the group given by F* then we expect the map

o= (Exp [F*(%)])aem, (1.8)

to be injective when M parametrizes a large enough set of such representations. The goal of this
article is to carry out a similar construction for probability measures on surfaces. There are two
crucial properties which underlies the characteristic function.

(i) Algebraic Structure. The key point which underlies many of the desirable properties of a
characteristic function is the fact that F* is a representation: it respects the algebraic struc-
ture of the underlying space. When X = IR?, G, these are simply group homomorphisms.
For paths, we consider the algebraic structure of concatenation, and note that any path
gives rise to another path by running it backwards, that is a time-reversal. This becomes a
group after considering thin homotopy equivalence ~y, (in stochastic analysis, this is called
tree-like equivalence); informally, thin-homotopy ignores time-changes and retracings. One
can verify that (1.5), F* respects these operations: path concatenation and time reversal turn
into group multiplication and inverses in the codomain under F*.

(ii) Point Separation. To make the map (1.8) injective, the collection of representations (F*)yem
must separate points: for x # y there exists an « € M such that F*(x) # F*(y). Otherwise
we would not even be able to distinguish Dirac measures on x and y. This point separation
property holds in the case of Euclidean space and groups, but it is not directly true for the
path case. In particular, the construction (1.5) is invariant under reparametrizations; thus
one cannot distinguish paths that differ by a time change, x and y; = Xp(t)- Thus, F* can
separate thin homotopy classes of paths [16]. By appending the time-coordinate to paths',
we can separate points on the entire path space.

Contribution. The notion of surface holonomy from higher geometry [3] provides us with a
candidate F* for the representation of surfaces, which respects their higher-dimensional compo-
sitional structure. As our focus is on computable representations, we restrict our attention to a
class of surface holonomy valued in a higher analogue of the classical matrix groups, such that

IThat is, if x # y then t — (t,x(x)) and t — (t,y(t)) are not thin-homotopy equivalent.
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they can be determined by standard matrix operations. Our main contributions establish ana-
lytic and probabilistic properties of surface holonomy to develop a concrete, computable tool for
studying random surfaces in stochastic analysis and applications. In particular, we consider the
following properties, and emphasize that these were only established for paths in recent years.

(1) Characteristic Functions. We show that surface holonomy can be used to build a charac-
teristic function for random surfaces. However, due to the algebraic structure of higher
tensor products, we must modify the heuristic in (1.8) and consider exponentials of repre-
sentations. We emphasize that unlike the case of paths, there are already many examples
of smooth random surfaces which are widely studied [1].

(2) Metrics. In the case of paths, these characteristic functions have been used to define
computable metrics for laws of stochastic processes [41]. We show that we can define
analogous metrics for the laws of random surfaces.

(3) Separation of Surfaces. Recent work has shown that surface development can also
separate surfaces up to thin homotopy in the piecewise linear setting [9]. Here, we show
that appending the parametrization allows us to separate surfaces.

(4) Nonsmooth Surfaces and Continuity. Prior work on surface holonomy has focused ex-
clusively in the smooth setting. Here, we consider a generalization to p-Holder surfaces
in the Young regime (p > 1) in order to handle irregular random surfaces such as frac-
tional Brownian sheets (with Hurst parameter 1 > %). We show that the above properties
also hold in this Young regime.

Our main contributions can be summarized in the following informal theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let p >  and let PP denote the space of probability measures valued in the p-Holder
surfaces C([0,1]?,R%). The surface development characteristic function (SDCF)
e
(1= Bxey [H(X)] >m,e (1.9)
separates probability measures in PP. Furthermore, there exists a metric d : PP x PP — R defined by the
SDCF which metrizes the weak topology on compact subsets K C PF.

Outline. Section 2 presents the well-known case of stochastic processes that are indexed by a
one-dimensional set. That is, we discuss the above mentioned path-development (1.5) and char-
acteristic function (1.6). Here, the domain and co-domain are a group so the representation ®*
is a group morphism. Section 3 introduces the algebraic structure of surfaces as that of a double
group. Motivated by the path-case, our aim is to construct a double group morphism to repre-
sent surfaces. Section 4 constructs the co-domain of the sought double group morphism from the
previous section as a crossed modules of matrices; ultimately this allows for computations that
are easier to manipulate symbolically. Section 5 explicitly constructs a double group morphism
from surfaces into a crossed module of matrices as a surface development along a 2-connection;
this is the generalization of the path development (1.5) to surfaces and provides us with a repre-
sentation to construct a characteristic function for random surfaces. Section 6 generalizes surface
development of the previous section to non-smooth surfaces in the Young regime. Section 7
shows how to go from a representation of (thin-homotopy) equivalences classes of surfaces to a
representation of parametrized surfaces. Section 8 then combines the surface development of the
previous sections with probabilistic estimates to define the characteristic function for surfaces
and a natural metric for laws of random surfaces.
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Related Work. Functorial representations of paths via (1.5) have been deeply studied in many
communities, often under a distinct focus and name. For instance, this has been studied in
analysis as product integrals [53, 47, 49], in physics as path-ordered exponentials, in control theory as
Chen-Fliess expansions [26], in geometry as parallel transport or holonomy, and in rough paths as the
path signature or path development. The main perspectives used in this article are the latter two.

The theory of rough paths [42, 43, 29, 28] initiated the use of signatures in stochastic analysis
to understand stochastic processes. More recently, there has been interest in extending signatures
to higher dimensional data. In [18, 19], controlled rough paths are extended to the case of surfaces
and [2, 54] develops an integration theory of rough differential forms. In [33], the authors develop
a topological approach to higher dimensional signatures in a continuous setting, and in the
discrete setting [23] follows an algebraic approach. In contrast to the generalization we present,
these generalizations of the path signature do not respect the compositional structure of surfaces,
that is, they are not functorial.

To develop a functorial representation of surfaces, we turn to the geometric perspective. The
formalization of path holonomy in terms of a group homomorphism or functor is developed in [6,

, 50]. Perhaps the earliest study of a surface analogue of parallel transport leads back to the
work of Schlesinger [49] More recently, the mathematical physics community constructed higher
parallel transport, which generalized the previous surface integrals of curvature to nontrivial
2-groups, to develop higher gauge theory [3, 5, 7, 32, 12, 46, 51], and this is the approach we take.

After the first version of this paper was posted, several related papers have also appeared.
Based on [37], a universal version of the surface signature was developed in [39, 15], which also
holds for rough surfaces. Furthermore [9] show that the surface signature characterizes surfaces
up to thin homotopy for piecewise linear surfaces.

Terminology. We use the terms path development and surface development to refer to path/sur-
face holonomy with respect to translation-invariant connections, in order to reflect the common
terminology in stochastic analysis.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank the organizers, Kurusch Ebrahimi-Fard and
Fabian Harang, of the Structural Aspects of Signatures and Rough Paths workshop, where this work was
first presented and many helpful discussions took place. We would like to thank Chad Giusti, Vidit
Nanda, Francis Bischoff, Camilo Arias Abad, Jodao Faria Martins for several helpful discussions. We would
also like to thank Luca Bonengel for proofreading the first version of this article. HO and DL were
supported by the Hong Kong Innovation and Technology Commission (InnoHK Project CIMDA). HO was
supported by the EPSRC, [grant number EP/S026347/1] and the "Erlangen Programme" for Al [grant
number EP/Y028872/1].

2. Path Development

We recall the classic path development in a way that makes the surface development clearer.
We let C®([0,1],IR%) denote the space of smooth paths with sitting instants®: there exist some
€ > 0 such that xp = x; and x1 = x1_, for all s € [0, €]. We consider based paths up to translation,

G5 ([0, 1), RY) = C([0,1], R) / ~trans (2.1)

Note that a smooth path can always be smoothly reparametrized to have sitting instants. However, this is required
so that the concatenation of two paths is still smooth.
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where two maps f,g : D — R? are translation equivalent, f ~ians g, if f = g+ v for some fixed
v € R?. For brevity, we refer to elements of CP([0,1],IR?) as paths.

Operations with Paths. Paths carry two natural operations: concatenation and time-reversal.
Formally, we define the concatenation operator

X2t te [0/ %] ) d
X % = for x,y € C3°(]0,1],R 2.2

( y)t { x1 +y2t—1 ‘e (%,1] y 0 ([ ] ) ( )
and time reversal as the inverse,

x;li=x—x 4 for xecCJ([0,1],RY). (2.3)

Paths as a Group. It is tempting to think of concatenation as a (non-commutative) group
multiplication and time-reversal as an inverse. However, concatenation is not associative, and
time reversal does not lead to an inverse on C3°([0, 1], R?) itself. But if we identify paths under
reparametrizations and retracings, then we get the desired group structure.

Definition 2.1. Let x,y € CP([0,1],IR?) such that x; = y;. We say that x and y are thin homotopy
equivalent, denoted x ~y, y if there exists a smooth endpoint-preserving thin homotopy # :
[0,1]2 — R¥ between x and y, where

e (endpoint preserving) ,, = 0 and 7, ; = x3;
e (homotopy condition) 7, , = x; and %, ;, = y;; and
e (thinness condition) rank(dy) < 1, where dy is the differential of #.

Note that thin homotopy equivalence is the same as tree-like equivalence for smooth paths [56,
]. The space of thin homotopy (and translation) equivalence classes of paths

T1(RY) == CF°([0,1], RY)/ ~n (2.4)
is a group under concatenation (2.2) and time reversal for the inverse (2.3).

Path Development. Next, we define path development as parallel transport with respect to
a translation-invariant connection.

Definition 2.2. Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g. A (translation-invariant) connection is a
linear map a € L(R?,g). For a path x € CP([0,1],R?), we define the path development of x with
respect to « as the solution at t = 1 of the differential equation for F*(x) : [0,1] — G, defined by
dFf(x) dx;
= FD‘ . —_— FD‘ = 2
where e € G is the identity. We define F*(x) = Ff'(x).

In fact, path development is invariant under thin homotopy [14, Theorem 2], and preserves
composition; thus for any connection x, we obtain a group homomorphism

F*: T1(RY) — G. (2.6)
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For analytic applications, we often take G C GL" to be a matrix Lie group. In fact, such path
developments into unitary groups is point-separating.

Theorem 2.3. [16, Theorem 4.8] Let x,y € T (le) such that x # y. Then, there exists some n > 1
and a connection & € L(IRY, gI") such that F*(x) # F*(y).

This result immediately implies an analogous result for parametrized paths, where X; = (t, x;).

Corollary 2.4. Let x,y € CJ([0,1], R?) such that x # y. Then, there exists some n > 1 and a connection
a € L(RY*Y, gI") such that F*(x) # F*(y).

Probabilistic Statements. Following the introduction, we define a characteristic function for
measures y of unparametrized (thin homotopy classes of) paths, and v of parametrized paths by

p—= (Exy [F“(x)])nzo,aeL(Rd,g[") and v (]Exw[px<§)])n20,aeL(Rd“,gf”)' (2.7)

The fact that this separates measures was shown in [16, 20] for measures satisfying certain mo-
ment decay conditions®. Another approach was studied in [17] which holds without decay condi-
tions, but instead applying a normalization procedure. However, [20, Remark 5.5(iv)] notes that
one can obtain characteristic functions on the entire path space without either moment conditions
or normalization by instead considering

Ex | xp(i{0,F*(x)))] 28

where we view ¢ € Mat, , as linear functionals. Analytic expressions for such characteristic
functions can be obtained for solutions to certain SDEs [21]. We aim to generalize this notion of
a characteristic function for surfaces.

Furthermore, the characteristic functions of the form in (2.7) have been used to define metrics
for stochastic processes [41]; used for generative time series modeling in machine learning. This
metric is obtained by randomizing the selection of the connection. We can reformulate this in
terms of (2.8) for the parametrized setting as follows.

Theorem 2.5. [41, 21] Let E" be the Gaussian measure on L(]Rd“, gl"), ©" be the uniform measure on
the unit ball in Mat, , and P be Borel probability measures on C3([0,1],R?). Then d : P* — R defined

by
A(pv) = Y BacarErcon |[Bavy | exp(i(t, F*(8))] — By [exp(iL F*@))] ||  29)
n=1
is a metric which metrizes the weak topology when restricted to a compact subset K C P.

One of our main contributions, Theorem 1.1, is to generalize the characteristic function (2.8)
and the metric in Theorem 2.5 from probability measures on paths to probability measures on
surfaces.

3. Algebraic Structure of Surfaces
In this section we recall the classic surface development; we follow the structure of the pre-

vious section on path development to emphasize the motivation and similarities. We denote

3While these references state their results for the path signature, we give the formulation in terms of path develop-
ments by using the universal property of the path signature, see [16].
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C*([0,1]2,R%) to be smooth surfaces with sitting instants: there exists some € > 0 such that
Xu,t = XO,t/ leu,t = Xl,t/ Xs,u = Ag,0/ Xs,lfu = Agl forall ue [0/ 6]1 s, t e [0/ 1] (31)

Furthermore, we let C3°([0, 1]?, R?) denote translation equivalence classes of surfaces, represented
by surfaces X based at the origin Xgo = 0.

Operations with Surfaces. We equip C3°([0, 12, R?) with partially defined horizontal and verti-
cal concatenation operators,

Xos ¢ 1S € [O,l] { X ot te [O,l]
X Y)sp = / 20, (X Y)sp = ; 2
( h )s,t { X0+ YZsfl,t 1S5 € (%, 1] ( v )s,t Xo1+ Ys,Zt—l it e (%, 1].

These operations are only well defined if X1 = X310+ Yo, for all t € [0,1] (X and Y are hori-
zontally composable), and if X1 = X1 + Ys0 for all s € [0,1] (X and Y are vertically composable),
respectively. Given X € CP([0,1]?,R?), the left, right, bottom and upper boundary maps are

(01X)e = Xor, (0, X)r=X1p, (0pX)r:=Xp0, (0uX):=Xp1. (3.3)

(3.2)

For any path x € C([0,1],V), we define the horizontal and vertical identities of x, denoted
12,12 € C2([0,1]%, R?) respectively, by

(1M)sr =2 and (1%)ss = xs. (3.4)

For any smooth surface X € C°([0, 1]2, ]Rd), we define the horizontal and vertical inverses of
X, denoted X", X7 : [0,1]> — R by

Xs_,th = Xl—s,t and X;tv = Xs,l—t— (3.5)

Remark 3.1. One can define a general concatenation of two surfaces X : Dx — RYand Y : Dy —
R?, where Dx, Dy C R? are two general domains, into a surface X x Y : D — RY, by specifying
an inclusion ¢ : Dx U Dy — D such that the overlap occurs on the boundary of Dx and Dy.
However, such surfaces are thin homotopy equivalent (Definition 3.3) to the horizontal /vertical
concatenations of surfaces on rectangular domains under mild conditions on the boundaries.
Thus, there is no loss of generality by considering horizontal /vertical concatenations.

Double Groups. We now formalize the notion of a double group: an algebraic object with
two multiplication and inverse operations. This is a special case of a double groupoid, which has
been widely studied in category theory.

Definition 3.2. A double group D = (D1,D2) consists of a group D; of edges, and a set D, of
squares equipped with left, right, bottom, and upper boundary maps 9;,9;,94,9, : D — Dj. In
particular, an element X € D; can be visualized as follows, where w, x,y,z € Dy denote the four
corresponding boundaries.

The squares in D; are equipped with two partial compositions. Let X, X' € D».

e (Horizontal Composition.) If 9,X = 9, X/, there exists a composite X x, X'.



X

e (Vertical Composition.) If 9, X = 9, X/, there exists a composite X x, X'.

For any X,Y,Z, W € Dy, which are appropriately composable, the interchange law holds,
(X5 Y) %o (W3, Z) = (X 0 W) 53 (Y %0 Z), (3.6)
Finally, there exist units and inverses for both compositions.

e (Identity Squares.) For any x € Dy, there exists a horizontal identity 1! € D, and a vertical
identity 15 € Dy which acts as a unit under composition for horizontal and vertical
composition respectively. In particular, for X,Y € D; such that 9;X = 9,Y = x, we have
15, X = X and Y %, 1 = Y, and same for vertical composition.

e (Isomorphism.) For any X € D,, there exist horizontal and vertical inverses, denoted
X", X7 € D, respectively. In particular, we have X x, X" = 1151)( and X5, X = 115,,)(/
and similarly for X™°.

o——O0
(o] o O O (o -0 X ?—»—?y
O——9° | |
X x, 1 X b=« 1 x *p = 0 Iy
? ? | |
o o © R — ) S\
X y
O——oO0

Thin Homotopy and Unparametrized Surfaces as a Double Group. As in the path case, one
can view both horizontal and vertical composition as a partially defined group multiplication and
the horizontal and vertical reversals as inverses. A minimal requirement is associativity for both
horizontal and vertical composition. However, these fail to hold due to reparametrization issues,
as in the 1D setting. Further, the horizontal composition of a surface X with its horizontal inverse
X" results in a “fold” (and not the identity square).

In the 1D case, both these issues (non-associativity and reversal yielding not the identity)
were resolved by identifying paths up to thin-homotopy. Hence, we arrive at the following direct
generalization of thin homotopy.

Definition 3.3. [46] Suppose X,Y € C5°([0, 1]?,R?) are surfaces with equal corners, where Xij=
Y, for alli,j € {0,1}. We say that X and Y are thin homotopy equivalent, denoted X ~y, Y if there
exists a smooth corner-preserving thin homotopy Z : [0,1]*> — R between X and Y, where
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aa<a<

—
.

e (homotopy condition) Eg,; = X and &1, = Ys 5

e (thin homotopy boundaries) the four sides of the homotopy E,, 50, Eus,1, Zu,0,t, Zu,1,¢ are
thin homotopies between the four boundary paths of X and ¥; and

e (thinness condition) rank(dZ) < 2, where dE is the differential of E.

We denote the set of thin homotopy (and translation) classes of surfaces by
Ta(RY) = C§([0, 1% RY) /-~y (3.7)
and refer to the elements of T»(V) as unparametrized surfaces.

Thinness for surfaces intuitively means the homotopy sweeps no volume. Thin homotopy
classes of surfaces, indeed gives our first example of a double group.

Theorem 3.4 ([25, Theorem 2.13]). The set T(RY) = (T1(IR%), T2(RY)) of thin homotopy classes of
paths (2.4) and of surfaces (3.7) is a double group. We call T(IR?) the thin double group on R%.

Suppose [X],[Y] € T2(IR%) are two thin homotopy equivalence classes of surfaces, and let
X,Y € C([0,1]%, R?) be arbitrary representatives. Suppose 9,X ~, 9;Y, and let 17 : [0,1]> — R¥
be a thin homotopy between 9, X and 9;Y. We define

[X] e [Y] = [ X H 1y %0 Y], (3.8)

where these surfaces are composable by the definition of the thin homotopy. Vertical compo-

sitions are defined analogously. The fact that these compositions are well-defined is proved in
Lemma 2.12 of [46]. Furthermore, this satisfies the interchange law. Further details of the double
group structure is found in Section B.

Morphism of Double Groups. Now that we have identified the compositional structure that
our surface representation has to respect as that of a double group, it is clear that our desired
representation needs to be a morphism between double groups.

Definition 3.5. Let D, E be double groups. A morphism of double groups F = (F,F,) : D — Eis a
group homomorphism F, : D; — E;, and a function F, : D, — E; which preserves

e boundaries: do F, = F; 00 for all d € {9;,9;,9p,9, };

e compositions: K(X *,Y) = B(X) x, B(Y) and B(X %, Y) = B(X) *, B(Y);

e identities: for x € Dy, we have F(1") = 1’;1(36) and K(1Y) = 1%1()().

To sum up, we are looking for a double group morphism,

F“:T(RY) — D, (3.9)
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from the domain T (IR?) consisting of tuples of thin-homotopy classes surfaces and corresponding
boundaries, into a double group D.

In the 1D case, such a morphism was given by parallel transport along a translation invariant
connection. Thus, it is not surprising that the above double group morphism can be defined
via surface holonomy, a generalization of parallel transport, initially developed in mathematical
physics [3, 5, 51, 45]; we will use the formulation from [46]. In the next section we describe a
specific choice for D that acts as a generalization of the general linear group that is used in the
1D case. Computations in this group amount to simple matrix operations. After that, we revisit
the existence and uniqueness of the double group functor (3.9) defined via surface holonomy.

4. Matrix Crossed Modules

We will construct a double group made up of matrices. These matrices represent automor-
phisms of Baez-Crans 2-vector spaces [4]. In order to do so, it becomes much more convenient to
consider crossed modules [13], an algebraic structure which is equivalent to double groups, but is
simpler to manipulate symbolically. To motivate this construction, we begin with an example of
performing computations in simple double group.

4.1. From Groups to Double Groups. Here, we construct a double group D(G) from an
ordinary group G, where we define the edges and squares by

D1(G):=G and Dy(G):= {(x,v,z,w,E) € G° : E = xyz w1} (4.1)

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

S=(x,y,z,wE), S =,y 2,4, E)eDyG).

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

Xy () Tz = (Y (2) W) ) 2 (eyz ) = (x> E)E,

E’ E

where x > y := xyx~! denotes the conjugation action. Therefore, the horizontal composition of
S and S’ is defined to be
SORS = (xx,y,zZ,w, (x > E')E).
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Similarly, if S and S’ are vertically composable, meaning z = x/, then once again we compute the
boundary of the vertically composed square as
xyy' ()W) ot = (xyz o ) w (XY () W) ) wt = E(w > EY).

E E’

Thus, the vertical composition of S and S’ is defined to be
S®y S = (x,yy,z,ww’, E(w > E')).

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

1" = (e,x,e,x,e) and 1% = (x,e,x,¢¢),
where e € G is the identity. For S = (x,y,z, w, E), the horizontal and vertical inverses are
Sh.— (x’l,w,z’l,y;E’h) and S7Y:= (z,y’l,x,w’l,E’v),
where
E'"=x'wzy'=x1>FE?! and E?=zy 'x 'w=w'!>E"L

One can easily check that these indeed satisfy the horizontal and vertical inverse conditions.

4.2. Crossed Modules of Groups. In the above example, the interior elements of squares
in the double group D(G) are completely determined by the boundary elements. However, to
faithfully represent surfaces this is not sufficient, and we require a double group in which the
interior element E contains additional information. One can achieve this more general setting,
by a pair of groups (Go, G1) which satisfy some additional structure.

Definition 4.1. A crossed module of groups,
G=(0:G1 =Gy, D>:Gy— Aut(Gy))

is given by two groups (Gy, -), (G1, *), a group morphism ¢ : G; — Gg and a left action of Gy on
G; (denoted element-wise by ¢ >: G; — G for ¢ € Gg) which is a group morphism, such that

(CM1) (First Peiffer relation) 6(¢ > h) = g-8(h)-g~! for g € Goand h € G,

(CM2) (Second Peiffer relation) 6(h1) > (hy) = hy x hy * hl_1 for hy,hy € Gy.
A crossed module of Lie groups is the same as above, except Gg and Gy are Lie groups, and all
morphisms are smooth.

Example 4.2. Let G be a group. As a trivial example of a crossed module of groups, we consider
Go = G; = G, the morphism § = id : G — G to be the identity, action to be conjugation.

From Crossed Modules to Double Groups. Given a crossed module G = (4 : G; — Gy, >),
we construct a double group D(G) which generalizes the construction from Section 4.1. We
define the edges and squares by

D1(G) =Go and D(G):={(x,y,zw,E) € Gt x Gy : 6(E) = xyz ‘w '} (4.2)

The compatibility condition for D,(G) states that the interior element of squares must coincide
with the boundary of the square under the map J; thus we call § the crossed module boundary. We
define the composition of squares S = (x,y,z,w,E) and S’ = (¥, y/,2/,w', E') by,

SoORS = (xx,y,zZ,w,(x > E')*xE) and S©,S = (x,yy,z,ww’,Ex(w>E")), (4.3)
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where we assume that y = w’ for horizontal composition and z = x’ for vertical composition,
analogous to Section 4.1. For these compositions to be well-defined, we must ensure that

(x> EN*E)=x-%"-y-(Z)'z'w and 6(Ex(w>E))=x-y-y -z ' -w'lwl
both of which can be checked by direct computation by using the first Peiffer relation. Further-
more, we must also ensure that the interchange law holds, which is once again verified by direct
computation using the second Peiffer relation (see [13, Section 6.6]).

For x € G, we define the horizontal and vertical identities to be
10 = (e, x,e1,x,02) and 1% = (x,e1,%,¢€1,€), (4.4)

where e; € Gg and e; € G are the respective identities. Finally, given S = (x,y,z,w, E), the
horizontal and vertical inverses are given by

Sh.= (x’l,w,z’l,y,x’1 >E1) and $77:= (z,y’l,x,w’l,af1 > E1), 4.5)

where the inverses are understood to be the group inverses in Gg and G;.
Proposition 4.3. [13, Section 6.6] Given a crossed module G, the structure D(G) is a double group.

4.3. Crossed Modules of Matrix Lie Groups. We now carry out the above construction of a
double group by defining a crossed module

GL""P = (9: GL]""" — GLy""",1>) (4.6)

of Lie groups. This can be seen as the higher analogue of the classical matrix groups. The ideas is
to use automorphisms of Baez-Crans 2-vector spaces, first defined in [4]. These notions of higher
general linear groups have previously been studied in [27, 35, 44, 22].

Definition 4.4. A 2-vector space V consists of two vector spaces Vp, V1, along with a linear map ¢,
v=v & w.
Equation (4.6) is the general linear crossed module of the 2-vector space
ViR L Ry,
where we choose bases for R"*™" and R"*? such that the linear map ¢ has the block form

¢ = (é 8) ,  where I € Mat,,, is the identity matrix. 4.7)

The Group GL,"". The group GL;""" consists of invertible chain maps of V. In particular,
it consists of (F,G), where F € GL""" and G € GL"*? such that ¢F = G¢. Representing F and

G in block matrix form,
(A B (] K
F_<C D)’ G_(L M)’

the chain map condition implies that A = J, B =0 and L = 0. Therefore, we define GLg’m’p to be

GL,"" = {F,G = (‘2 g) , <6‘ 1}‘3) : A e GL",B € Maty,,,C € GL",D € Mat,,, E € GLP} .

The group multiplication of GL,""" is matrix multiplication in each coordinate.
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The Group GL|"". The group GL;""" consists of chain homotopies in V from the identity
to an element of GL,""". In particular, it consists of linear maps H : R""? — R"*" such that

Hp=F—-1 and ¢H=G -1 (4.8)

for some (F,G) € GLg’m’p . Expressing these conditions in block matrix form, we define
oL = {n= (A7 PY . acaL Bem DeM HeM 49
1 = = B )" IS , B € Maty,,, D € Mat,, ,, H € Maty, , ;. 4.9)

Group Structure of GL]""". Group multiplication in GL;""” corresponds to horizontal com-
position of chain homotopies. Concretely, the group multiplication is

H«H' =H+H'+ H¢pH'. (4.10)
The unit is the zero map, which we simply denote by 0, and the inverse of H with respect to * is
H*=—-(I+H¢) 'H=-H(I+¢H) L (4.11)

Crossed Module Boundary. The crossed module boundary map 6 : GL"""" — GLy""" sends
a homotopy to its target. This is defined as

§(H) = (Hp+I,pH + ). (4.12)

Crossed Module Action. The last part of the crossed module structure to define is the action
> of GLg’m’p on GLT’m’p. Given H € GL’;’m’p and (F,G) € GLg’m”[J , the action is defined by

(F,G) > H:= FHG L. (4.13)
Theorem 4.5. [44] The structure
GL""" = (9: GL;"" — GLy"",>)
defined in this section is a crossed module of Lie groups.

4.4. Crossed Modules of Matrix Lie Algebras. Crossed modules of Lie algebras (also called
differential crossed modules), are the infinitesimal version of crossed modules of Lie groups.

Definition 4.6. A crossed module of Lie algebras,

g=(0:91 80 >:go— Der(g1)),
is given by Lie algebras (g, [-,-]1) and (gq, [, ]2), a Lie algebra morphism § : g; — gy and an
action of gy on g; (denoted element-wise by X >: g; — g, for X € g), which is a morphism of
Lie algebras, such that
(DCM1) (First Peiffer relation) (X > v) = [X,6(v)]y; for X € gg and v € g;.
(DCM2) (Second Peiffer relation) 6(u) > (v) = [u, v]y; for u,v € g;.
For a crossed module of Lie groups, G = (6 : G1 — Gp), one can construct its associated

crossed module of Lie algebras by considering the Lie algebras of the two Lie groups, along with
the induced boundary map and action [24]. We apply this to GL"" to get

gl = (4 gl — gl ).

Because GL;,""” just contains pairs of matrices with matrix multiplication as the group multipli-
. . nmp . . .
cation, the Lie algebra gl,”"" is simply the space of all chain maps,

g[gf’”f?’ — {X,y — (‘2 g) , <‘g g) : A cgl",BcMaty,,Ccgl",DcMat,,, E € g[”}.
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The Lie bracket is the usual commutator of matrices, denoted [-,-]. Next, the Lie algebra of
GL’lq’m’][J consists of linear transformations Z : R**7 — R"*™"™",

gl = {Z = <§ Z) : R € Maty,,, S € Maty,,, T € Mat,,,, U € Matm,p} ,
where the Lie bracket is the commutator with respect to the *-product,
2,2, = 2¢Z' — Z'¢pZ. (4.14)
The boundary map, & : gI;”"? — gl;™"" and the action of gly""" on gl;""" are given by
NZ)=(Z¢,¢Z) and (X,Y)>Z=XZ-ZY.
Finally, note the following relationship between the Lie group and Lie algebra actions: recall
that for any action of Lie groups >: G — Aut(H), there is a corresponding action of the Lie

group G on the Lie algebra h. In the case of the general linear crossed modules, the action
>: GL,""" — Aut(gl;"") is defined by

(F,G) > X = FXG L. (4.15)

5. Matrix Surface Development

We are now in a position to explicitly define surface development. The surface development
is realized as a translation-invariant surface holonomy, a generalization of parallel transport
initially developed in mathematical physics [3, 5, 51, 45]; we will use the formulation from [46].

Definition 5.1. A (fake-flat, translation-invariant) 2-connection w = (a,v) over R? valued in the
differential crossed module g = (6 : g; — @) consists of a linear differential 1-form & € L(IR?, g,)
and a linear differential 2-form v € L(A’R?, g;) of the form

d iy
w:=) a'dy; and y:=) "dx; Adx;, (5.1)
i=1

i<j
where &' € gy and 7%/ € g;, which satisfies 5y = %[oc, «] (the fake-flatness condition).

Given such a 2-connection w = (&, y), we are ready to define our desired representation as a
morphism of double groups (Definition 3.5),

F“: T(RY) — D(G), (5.2)

Here, D(G) is the double group associated to a crossed module of Lie groups G, given in (4.2).
The morphism F is itself a tuple (F{*, F;"). This consists of a path component F{, which is a group
homomorphism defined by path development, F{* = F* : T1(RY) — D{(G) = Go. However, it
also contains the surface component, F¥ : To(R%) — D3(G), defined on a surface X € To(R?) with
boundary paths x,y, z, w by

EY(X) = (F(x), F*(y), F*(2), F*(w), H*(X)) € Dy(G). 53

The map HY : To(R?) — G is called the surface development?, and is also defined as the solution
to a differential equation.

“The term surface development will refer to H, while we will refer to F* as the surface development functor. While we
primarily work with H*, we note that the compositions for H“ require information about the paths in F%.
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Definition 5.2. [46, Equation 2.13] Let G = (6 : G; — Gq,>) be a crossed module, and let
w = (a,7) be a 2-connection valued in g. Let X € C*([0,1]%, R?). The surface development of X
with respect to w is the solution of the differential equation for H%,(X) : [0,1]> — Gy, defined by

aHg,t’y(X) 'S s S/t aXS/t GXS/t
o —dLH?,'?(X)/O Fi(x )>7< 3s " ot

where > is the induced action of Gg on g;, and x* : [0,1] — R? is is the tail path defined by

xs,t — { XO,Zut U € [0,1/2]
X(zufl)s,t NS (1/2/ 1]

> ds', Hyy(X) = eq,, (5.4)

(5.5)

u

We define
HY(X) = H}7(X).

This yields our desired morphism. In fact, [51] shows that all smooth morphisms arise from
surface holonomy with respect to a (not necessarily translation-invariant) 2-connection.
Theorem 5.3. [46, Theorem 2.32] Let w be a 2-connection valued in g. The maps F¥ = (F’,Fy’) :
To(RY) — D(G) defined in (5.2) is a morphism of double groups.

This result has three important components. First, it is invariant under thin homotopy of
surfaces [46, Corollary 2.31]. Second, it is well-defined as an element of the double group; in
particular, it satisfies the nonabelian Stokes” theorem:

OH“(X) = F*(9X), (5.6)
where 6 : G; — Gy is the crossed module boundary, and 0X : [0,1] — R? is the boundary path.
Remark 5.4. In the case of the trivial crossed module G from Example 4.2, the associdated double
group is the trivial double group D(G) defined in (4.1). Choose a 1-connection & € L(IR?, g), and
define the 2-connection as the curvature v = [a,a] € L(A%RY,g) of a. In this setting, surface

development simply recovers the path development of the boundary. This has previously been
studied as a nonabelian Stokes’ theorem (see [38]), going back to the work of Schlesinger [49].

Third, the maps preserve compositions and identities on thin homotopy classes; in particular,
H(Xx,Y)=[F(x)> H(Y)|*H(X) and H(X*,Y)=H(X)*[F(w) > H(Y)], (5.7)

and H¥(1") = H¥ (1Y) = e1, where X, Y € T,(IR%) are appropriately composable (thin homotopy
classes of) surfaces, x € T1(IR%), and ¢; € Gy is the identity.

5.1. Matrix Surface Development. So far, we have considered surface development for 2-
connections valued in arbitrary differential crossed modules. Here, we will specialize to the case
of matrix surface development, when the 2-connections are valued in gi"""?.

1-Connections and Path Development. We denote a 1-connection valued in gly""” by (a, B) €
L(RY, gly™") 2 L(RY, gI"™™) op L(RY, gI"*7), where
p , S
P . P A0 At D
(a,B) = Z(zx’,ﬁ’)dxi with o', p' = (Bi C’) , <0 Ei> € glg’m’p.
i=1
We view each component of («, 8) separately as & € L(R?, gI"™™) and B € L(R?, gl"*?). Then,
given a smooth path x : [0,1] — R?, we denote the path development of x by
F%P(x) = (F*(x), Ff(x)) € GL;"™". (5.8)
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In particular, F*(x) € GL"™™ is the path development with respect to a and FF(x) € GL"*" is the
path development with respect to B.

2-Connections. We denote the 2-form in the 2-connection by v & L(Az]Rd, gl , where

_Z i/fd A dx ith Lj — Ri/j Si/j [n,m,p
v =) 7dx; Ndx; wi Y=\ i i cgly” "

i<j

)

However, there are some restrictions on the af, [3i and 9"/ due to the fake-flatness condition
(Definition 5.1). In particular, for each i,j, we must have §(7") = ([a/,a/], [, B/]), leading to the
following definition.

Definition 5.5. A matrix 2-connection valued in gI"”" is a triple w = (a, B,y) such that (a, ) €
L(RY, gly™") and v € L(A’RY, gl]"™"), where the components in block matrix form are

i Ai 0 i Ai Di ij _ Ri’j Si’j
“—Bici/ﬁ— o i) V= \rij yii)’

such that for all i < j, we have [C!,C/] = [E},E/] =0, R = [Al, Al],
S = A'D/ — AID' + D'El — DIE' and TY = B'A/ — BIA' + C'B/ — CJB'.

We let M™"™?(RR?) denote the set of matrix 2-connections on R? valued in gI"”™”. When the
domain is clear, we simplify the notation and simply write M := M""P(R?).

This implies that the choice of 1-connection fully determines the matrices R, St and T/, and
the choice of 2-connection reduces to choosing a set of matrices U/ € R™*?. Furthermore, we
note that M™"™? is not a linear space due to the nonlinear conditions [C/, C/] = 0 and [E’, E/] = 0.

Metrics on 2-Connections. While M"™"? is not a linear space, it is a subset of the linear
space L(R?, gly™"") op L(A2RY, gI"""), which we equip with the Frobenius norm. Given w =
(0, B,7) € L(RY, gly"™") op L(AZRY, gI"™"), we define

d . d ) .
leoll =Yl lE+ Y 1B 1E+ 3 "IE (5.9)
i=1 i=1

1<i<j<d
where || - ||r on the right side of the equation is the usual Frobenius norm for matrices A € Maty, .
Then, we define a metric between 2-connections d ¢ : M x M™"P — R by
dpm(wr, w2) = |lwy — wap. (5.10)

Surface Development. Now, we will consider the surface development equation in (5.4) for
matrix 2-connections. We make this equation explicit by noting that left multiplication is given
by dLy(X) = (I + H¢)X, and using the action > of GLy""” on gl;""" from (4.15). The matrix
surface development equation with respect to the matrix 2-connection w = (a, B, y) € M™"P is

astt <X) w S o S/ t aXs/ t aXS/ t / -1
= Y. G , . B (xSt /
o = HE09) [Py (S5O0 (P e, Gan
with boundary conditions H¢,(X) = H,(X) = 0. Note that we can evaluate 7 to get
oxi, ox!
8X/ BX . .. st st
( a;’t, 8t51t> =9 (Jss[X]) where J[X]:[0,1]> = A’R? with JAIX] = a?ét 33{2}
% ot

denotes the Jacobian of X.
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6. Young Surface Development

We will now move beyond the smooth setting, and consider surface development in the
Young regime. In particular, we will consider the generalized p-Holder spaces, as defined in [34],
in the case of p > 3. This is the usual definition for paths, but we must consider the regularity of
2D increments for surfaces.

Remark 6.1. For readers primarily interested in characteristic functions for smooth random sur-
faces, we emphasize that the results in Section 7 and Section 8 hold for smooth surfaces as a
special case, and can be read independently from this section by replacing p-Holder with smooth.

Definition 6.2. Let p € (0,1]. We say that a path x € C([0,1], V) is p-Holder, x € C°(]0,1], RY), if

Hpr = [x], + ||x]]cc < 00 where [x], = supM < o0. (6.1)

s<t ‘t_s|p

For a rectangle R = [s1, s3] X [t1,t2] C [0,1]?, we denote the 2D increment of X by

Or([X] = Xoi = Koty = Xty + Koy - (6.2)
Definition 6.3. Let p € (0,1]. We define the following quantities for a surface X € C([0,1]?, V).
X, 1 — Xop s Xop, — Xo s Or[X
Xy = sup Xt =Xl iy gup Bon = Xonl g ORXIL
ey 151 =92 sefoy] 1B~ si<s 151 — $2[P |t — o]
51<82 <ty <t
We define [X], == [X|, 1) + [X],,2) + [X]y,(1,2), and say that X is p-Hélder, X € CA([0, 1%, R%), if
1Xlp = [XTp + [[X[leo < co. (6.3)

6.1. Existence and Continuity. Consider a matrix 2-connection w = (&, ,y) € M™"P. Our
main task is to reformulate the matrix surface development equation in (5.11) using multidimen-
sional Young integration [34]. We start by considering a smooth surface X € C%([0,1]%,R%),
where we note that we can express (5.11) as a 1D CDE in the form of

OrHGH(X) = (I + Hgy (X))o ZH(X), Hso = 0. (6.4)
Here, the surface Z} : [0,1]> — g[?’m’p is defined by the integral
z8X) = [ [P B A (), 65)
where A(X) : [0,1]2 — A%RY is the area process of X,
Ase(X) = /O t /0 e p(X) ds'dt. (6.6)

We claim that this formulation of the surface development equation is well-defined for surfaces
in the Young regime. Let’s suppose that X € C*([0,1]2,R?) with p > % The area process is simply
the signed area of X restricted to [0,s] x [0, ], and can be computed by 1D Young integration
of the boundary. Similarly, the path developments F* and FF of the tail paths are well-defined
Young CDEs; thus (6.5) can be computed as a 2D Young integral. Finally, by restricting Z&,(X)
to s = 1, we obtain a p-Holder driving signal, and thus (6.4) is also a Young CDE.

The main theorem of this section shows that surface development is well-defined and con-
tinuous in the Young regime. The proof primarily consists of verifying the generalized Holder
regularity of the various components, and can be found in Section C.
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Theorem 6.4. The surface development map H : C°([0,1]%, R?) x M"™™P — GLI"™" is well-defined
and locally Lipschitz with respect to C*([0,1]2,R?) and M™™P,

6.2. Young Double Groups. We will now consider a generalization of the thin double group
which contains lower regularity surfaces in the Young regime. In order to take advantage of
the p-Holder continuity of surface development, we will use the closure (under the generalized
Holder norms) of smooth paths (k = 1) and surfaces (k = 2),

c0([0,1]F, RY) := {X e CP([0,1]%, RY) : 3X" € C°([0,1]*, RY) such that X" & X} 6.7)

However, as the definition of both 1D and 2D thin homotopy require differentiability, we will
define this through limits of smooth paths and surfaces.

Definition 6.5. We say that X,Y € Cg’p( [0,1]%,RY) are thin homotopy equivalent, X ~y, Y, if for any
sequence X" € CP([0,1]%, R) such that X" £ X, there exists a sequence Y" € C([0,1]F,R¥)
such that Y" £ Y and X" ~w Y", and similarly if we start with a sequence for Y. We denote the
set of thin homotopy classes of paths and surfaces by

T (RY) == o ([0,1]5, RY) / ~ - 6.8)

Remark 6.6. We note that this notion of thin homotopy of paths is still equivalent to tree-like
equivalence for p-Holder paths [10]

We can similarly define composition of thin homotopy classes.

Definition 6.7. We say that [X],[Y] € Tg’p (R?) are horizontally (resp. vertically) composable if
for every sequence X" € C*([0,1]2,R%) such that X" £ x e [X], there exists a sequence

Y" € C(]0,1]2,R%) such that Y" £ ¥ € [¥] and X" and Y" are horizontally (resp. vertically)
composable. We define their compositions respectively as

X] %, [Y] = [ lim X" yn} and  [X] %, [Y] = { lim X", yn] . (6.9)
Identities and inverses are defined in the same way as the smooth setting (see Section B).

Proposition 6.8. Let p > 1. The pair T%?(R?) = (T(l)’p (le),Tg’p(]Rd)) equipped with compositions
in Definition 6.7, along with identities and inverses defined in Section B, is a double group.

Proor. We begin by proving that the four boundary maps 9; : Tg’p (RY) — T(l)’p (RY) are
well defined. Suppose X,Y € C%([0,1]?,R?) such that X ~, Y, so that there exists X", Y" €
C*([0,1]2, R%) such that X" ~y, Y" and X", Y" LN X, Y. Therefore, for each boundary path, we
have 0;X" ~y, 9;Y" and 0;X",0;Y" LN 0;X,0;Y, so that 0;X ~y, 0;Y. The remaining properties
(associativity and inverses) can be directly verified by considering smooth approximations and
using the analogous properties in the smooth setting. ]

Then, an immediate corollary of Theorem 6.4 shows that surface development is a morphism
of double groups in the Young regime.

Theorem 6.9. Let w € M™"P be a matrix 2-connection. The maps F¥ = (F,B) : T'?(R%) —
D(GL""), where F* = F%F : T(l)’p (R?) — GLy"™" is path development in the Young regime, and

F(X) = (F'(x), F*(y), F* (), F*(w), H*(X)) € D2(G), (6.10)
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where HY : Tg’p (RY) — GL{"™" is the Young surface development defined in Theorem 6.4, is well-defined
and is a morphism of double groups.

7. Parametrized Surface Development

In this section, we show that matrix surface development separates surfaces (up to transla-
tion) for parametrized surfaces in the Young regime. The results in this section do not require
considering the closure of smooth surfaces. For X € Cf([0,1]?,IRY), we define

X = (5,1, Xsy) : [0,1]2 = R+2 (7.1)

to be the parametrized surface of X. We denote 2-connections for parametrized surfaces in R*2 by

w=o’ds +aldt + ) aldx;, oy =MdsAdt+ ) (v7ds Adxi+ AVt Adx;) + )y dx; Adxj,
i=1 i=1 i<j
where we use the s and t superscripts as indices for the s and t coordinates in X. We prove the
separation property by considering the boundary (Proposition 7.3) and interior (Proposition 7.6)

of a surface X individually. We obtain the following result by putting these two together.
Theorem 7.1. Let X, Y € CH([0,1]%, R?) with X # Y. There exists w € M™™P(R**2) such that
H“(X) # H“(Y).

7.1. Characterizing the Boundary. To capture information about the boundary, we consider
g!"%? such that in the block matrix notation of Definition 5.5, we only have a nontrivial upper left
block. Given the fake-flatness conditions on w = (a, ,7) € M"00(R%+2), we must have 8 = «
and ¢y = «* = %[a, «]. This reduces surface development to the case discussed in Remark 5.4,
where H (X) = F*(9X). We begin with a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Let X, Y € C)([0,1]%, R?). Then, 90X ~y 9Y if and only if 9X = Y.

PrOOF. If X = 9Y, then X = 9Y, and thus dX ~y 9Y. Now, suppose 0X ~y 9Y. Let
uX, 7%, wx,zX . [0,1] — R¥?2 denote the bottom, right, upper, and left boundary paths of X, and

similarly for Y. By definition, X ~y dY, means that
0X  (0Y) L = X % 0% % (X)L x (ZX) 2V wwY & () (X))
is tree-like equivalent to the constant path. This implies that

=X =Y =X X

aX g1y, X~ Y, WX ~gw) and ZX ~y 2V, (7.2)

which is due to the s and t parameters in X and Y. Because each of the boundary paths has a
monotone coordinate, (7.2) implies that

X =uY, 7X=7Y, wX=w' and zZX¥ =%

Proposition 7.3. Let X, Y € Cf([0,1]2, R?). If 0X # 9Y, there exists w € M"OO(R¥*2) such that
HY(X) # H“(Y).
ProoF. We consider a matrix 2-connection w = (&, a,x%) € M"00(R¥+2) where H*(X) =
F*(X). Thus, it suffices to show there exists a 1-connection a such that F*(9X) # F*(9Y). Because

path holonomies separate paths up to tree-like equivalence by [16, Theorem 4.8] and [10], Lemma 7.2
shows that such a 1-connection must exist. O
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7.2. Characterizing the Interior. We consider gI®"? to capture information purely about the
interior of a surface. From the fake-flatness conditions for w = (a, 8,7) € M%™?(R%+2), we must
have [, a] = 0 and [B, B] = 0, and no conditions on 7. Because a and f are flat connections on
the contractible space IR%*2, the holonomy over loops is trivial; thus 6H“(X) = I. Furthermore,
the map ¢ of the 2-vector space is trivial, so the matrix surface development (6.4) reduces to

Thus H¥(X) = Z“(X), so it suffices to consider the computation of Z%(X).

We begin with the parametrized area process A(X) of a surface X € Cf([0,1]%,R). Let
A% (X) and A% (X) denote the components of the area process A(X) which correspond to the
areas of (s, X') and (t, X') respectively. These area components can be computed as

. S X . . t , .
AY(X) = /0 (X, — X, )ds' and AY(X) = — /0 (X, — X}t

We will only need to consider one of the two area processes, so we focus on Azﬁ (X) If XY €
Ch([0,1]%, R?) are distinct surfaces which have the same boundary, X = 9Y, then there must
exist some i such that A% (X) — A% (Y) # 0. Note that these components of the area process are
linear with respect to the surface,

AL(X) = AU(Y) = AL(X-Y).
and thus it suffices to consider the difference X — Y which has trivial boundary. Let Cé ([0,1]?, ]Rd)
denote the space of surfaces with trivial boundary.

Lemma 7.4. Let X € C([0,1]2,R?). If X # O, then there exist some i € [d], 0 < u,u’ < 1 and
0 < 9,7 <1 such that

Duu vv’[ASl( )] 7é 0.

PRrOOE. Because X is nontrivial, there exists some u/,v' € [0,1] and i € [d] such that

_ u
Aii’l v ) = /O X;,v’ds/ 7& 0.

In particular, this implies [y, [A%(X)] = Ai{/i,v' (X) # 0. Finally, since [J, /., [A%(X)] is
continuous in u# and v, the result holds. O
This lemma implies that the linear map
X — (A%Y(X),..., A% (X))

is injective. Now, suppose that X,Y € Cg([O,l]z, ]Rd) such that 0X = 9dY, but X # Y, and let
i € [d] be the coordinate such that A% (X) # A% (Y). We will consider a matrix 2-connection
w = (a,B,7) € MY such that the only nontrivial component of <y is %, so that Z¢“(X) is

ot s 7y . VA —
= [ [ B ) aa, (). 73)
In Proposition E.1, we show that if As’i +(X) # 0 there exist some a,b € N such that

/ /stbdA“ ) # 0.

Thus, it remains to show that for any a4,b € IN, there exists a choice of 2-connection such that the
integrand of (7.3) such that the integrand is s".
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Proposition 7.5. For any a,b € N and i € [d], there exists w = (a,B,7) € MO (RI*2) with
v = y%ids A dx; such that for any X € C([0,1]?,IR), there exists an entry of
TY(X) = F*(®") - o - FP(') ! € gl 0!

which is a polynomial with leading term s*°.

Proor. We choose « and B such that the only nonzero components are a® and f' respectively.
Note that this satisfies the fake-flatness condition. Then, by definition of the tail path ¥t we
have

F*(x*') = exp(a’s) and FF(x*') = exp(B't).
The entries of F*(x*') will be polynomials in s if a® is chosen to be a strictly upper triangular
matrix. Define the matrices U,y € Maty,,, which is 1 above the k! upper diagonal, by
1 :j>i+k
[Unilis = { 0 :Z)therwise.

For example,

Note that we have LI’,; 1 = Uy and U, = 0 for k > m. Now, we set a® = U,;1,1, and we obtain

a
FH(x) = exp(Un118) = ), — 11—
k=0

We express this entry-wise as
Ei_i(s) :j>i k o/
R — ]t — = —
[exp<ull+1,]s)]l/] T { 0 - otherwise where Ek(S) T = ]|
is the truncated Taylor series of the exponential. Thus, the (1,4 + 1) entry of F*(x*') is E,(s)
which has leading term Z—a, Similarly, we will choose B/ = —U,, 11 so that the (1,b+ 1) entry
of FB(x*)~! is E,(t), which has leading term Z—h, Finally, we choose 7 € Mat, 1,1 to be the
matrix with a ca!b! in the (a +1,1) entry, and 0 elsewhere. By direct computation, we find that
the (1,b + 1) entry has the desired polynomial,
[F* (%) - 9% - FP(®) 711 i1 = calb!Eq(s)Ey(t) = cs”t” + lower degree terms.

O

Proposition 7.6. Let X,Y € C5([0,1]%,R?) such that 0X = Y and X # Y. There exists a matrix
2-connection w = (a, B,y) € MO"P(R*2) such that

He(X) # He(Y).

ProOF. By Lemma 7.4, there exists some i € [d] such that A%(X — Y) : [0,1]?> — R is nontriv-
ial. Then by Proposition E.1, there exists some a,b € IN such that

1 rl .
/ / s"PdAY (X —Y) £ 0. (7.4)
0 Jo !
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We choose the lowest degree s*t’ such that this is true. Next, by Proposition 7.5, there exists a
matrix 2-connection w € M +10+1(R4+2) guch that
[F(®) - 9% - FF (") "Y1 41 = cs"t’ 4+ lower degree terms.

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

(79(X) — 7 1b+1_/ / S dAY (X =) £0,

where the lower degree terms integrate to 0 by the assumption that a,b € IN are chosen where
s"t? is the lowest degree term such that (7.4) holds. Then, since H*(X) = Z“(X) for w € M%"?,
we obtain the desired result. l

8. Characteristicness and Random Surfaces

In this section, we construct the desired characteristic functions for surface-valued probability
measures. We will show that expectations of surface development can be used to characterize
the law of such measures using the duality between universality and characteristicness.

Definition 8.1. Suppose X is a topological space, and let F C F* be a topological vector space
where F = R or C, such that the topological dual F' is a space of measures. Let 7y C F be
another topological vector space.

(1) The set Fy is universal with respect to F if Fy is dense in F.

(2) The set Fy is characteristic with respect to P C F' if the map £ : P — F|, defined by

= [ fxau(x)

The duality of these two properties have been studied from the language of feature maps [17,
Theorem 7] and kernels [52, Theorem 6] in the machine learning literature. The proof of the
following theorem follows exactly from [52, Theorem 6].

is injective.

Theorem 8.2. [52, Theorem 6] Suppose F is a locally convex topological vector space. Then Fy is
universal to F if and only if Fy is characteristic to F'.

As discussed for the case of paths in [17, 20], one of the difficulties in proving universality is
the fact that ([0, 1]%,IR) is not locally compact, and thus standard Stone-Weierstrass arguments
do not apply. Following [17], we will rectify this issue by considering strict topologies.

For a metric space X, let C,(X,C) denote the space of continuous bounded functions on X
valued in C. Further, let Bo(X') denote the space of functions 0 : X — R which vanish at infinity;
ie. for all € > 0, there exists a compact Ke C A’ such that sup,. 3\ 10(x)] < e.

Definition 8.3. The strict topology on C,(X,C) is the topology generated by the seminorms
pe(f) = sup |f(x)6(x)]
xeX

for all 6 € By(X).

Theorem 8.4. Let X be a metric space.

(1) Let Fy be a subalgebra of Cy(X,C) such that for all x #y € X, there exists f € Fo such that
f(x) # f(y), and for all x € X there exists f € Fy such that f(x) # 0, then Fy is dense in
Cy(X, C) under the strict topology.
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(2) The topological dual of Cy(X,C) equipped with the strict topology is the space of complex Radon
measures on X.

ProoOE. The real version of this theorem is proved in [31]. Item 1 is obtained from [55, The-
orem 4.3]. For Item 2, the topological dual of C;(X,C) is shown to be the space of tight linear
functionals in [57], which are equivalent to Radon measures for completely regular spaces (see
the proof of [11, Theorem 7.10.6]). O

8.1. Universality and Characteristicness for Unparametrized Surfaces. We begin by consid-
ering characteristic functions for unparametrized (thin homotopy classes of) surfaces in Tg’p (RY).
Recall from Definition 5.5 that M""(IR?) denotes the space of matrix 2-connections on R? val-
ued in gI""*. In order to reduce the number of parameters, we will only consider connections in
M (R4H2) == M (IR4H2), since gI™™ P embeds in gIN = gINNN for all n,m, p < N (see Sec-
tion D.1). We define the space of surface development functions by

A= { Z crexp (i{le, H*(7))) : cx € C, wy € M™ (le), U € Matyy, o, } (8.1)
k=1

where .
X = Y crexp (illy, H*(X))) : TY?(RY) — C.
k=1

Note in particular that A C Cb(Tg’p (R%),C).
Remark 8.5. In the 1D setting of path development, one can directly consider products of linear
functionals by using tensor products of the path holonomies,

(01, F¥1(x)) - (0, F2(x)) = (£1 @ by, F1®THI®02(x))

However, due to the structure of tensor products of 2-vector spaces, we cannot generalize this
property (see Section D.2 for further details) which is why we use the more complex function
class A.

In order to deal with the separation property, we will define a new equivalence class,
'T'g’p(]Rd) = Tg’p(IRd)/ ~he Where X~ Y if f(X)=f(Y)forall f € A (8.2)

Theorem 8.6. The function space A defined above has the following properties.

(1) (Universality) The space A is dense in Cb(fg’p(]Rd ), C) with the strict topology.
(2) (Characteristicness) Given two probability measures u,v € P('T'g’p(]Rd)) such that u # v,
there exists some w € M"(]Rd) and { € Matyy, o, such that

Ex [ exp (i{f, H(X))) | # By [exp (0L, H(Y))) | 83

Proor. First, we note that A is a subalgebra of Ch('T'g’P(]Rd),C). Indeed, let w; € M™(R?),
wy € M™(R?),and ¢, € Matyy, 2n,, £2 € Matoy, 2n,. Then using Lemma D.1, we have

exp (i1, 14 (X)) -exp (62 2 (0) =exp (1 (g ) o) )),

where wq @ w> is defined in Section D.1. Furthermore, A contains the constant functions and
separates points by definition of Tg’p(]Rd). Thus, by the strict Stone-Weierstrass theorem (Theo-
rem 8.4), the first statement holds. Then, by duality between universality and characteristicness
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from Theorem 8.2, we know that A is characteristic with respect to the dual of Cb( ?(RY),C),
which is the space of complex Radon measures (Theorem 8.4). Because this contains the space of
probability measures, there exists some f € A such that Ex.,[f(X)] # Ey~,[f(Y)]. O

While the fact that path development separates thin homotopy classes is well-known in the
case of paths [16, 10], it has only recently been proven in the setting of piecewise linear sur-
faces [9]. Let TSE(IRY) denote the thin homotopy classes of piecewise linear surfaces. Then,
the characterization of thin homotopy classes in [9, Theorem 6.26] together with the universal
property of the surface signature in [39, Theorem 4.29], we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 8.7. Given two probability measures y,v € P(TEL(RY)) such that u # v, there exists some
w € M"(R?) and ¢ € Maty, 5, which separates the measures (8.3).

8.2. Universality and Characteristicness for Parametrized Surfaces. Next, we will discuss
characteristic functions for parametrized surfaces, where we now consider connections on R%*2.
Note that the space of 2-connections M" (R%+2) is not a linear space, due to the quadratic fake-
flatness conditions from Definition 5.5,

[C\,C]=0 and [E,E]=0 (8.4)

for the C and E blocks of the 2-connection. In order to further reduce the number of connections
we must consider, we define a restricted linear space of 2-connections. Using the block notation
of Definition 5.5, we define

M (RIF2) = {(oc B,7) € M'(R¥2) : C' =0, E/ =0 forie [dU{t},je[dU {s}}. (8.5)

In particular, these are 2-connections where the only nonzero C block of a is C°, and the only
nonzero E block of B is Ef; thus the quadratic conditions of (8.4) are satisfied. Furthermore,
M (R%2) is a linear space, which can be written as

da+2
M (RIF2) = Matfll;2 ® Matﬁfqz @ Mat, , ® Mat”l+2 & Mat, , ® Matgz 2 2, (8.6)
N N — \,—/ H/—/ \?—/ h\/_./
Al Bi Di E uii

Note that the 2-connections required for Theorem 7.1 are contained in M (R%+2). We define
the restricted space of surface development functions by

res = { Z Ck exp gk/ H‘Uk( )>) LGk € C, wy € Mﬁifs(IRd“) gk S Mathklznk } (87)

where .
X — Y crexp ({6, H(X))) : CH([0,1]%,R?) — C.
k=1
Theorem 8.8. The function space Ayes defined above has the following properties.
(1) (Universality) The space Ay is dense in C,(C([0,1]?,IRY), C) with the strict topology.
(2) (Characteristicness) Given two probability measures u,v € P(CH([0,1]?,RY)) such that y #
v, there exists some w € ML (R¥2) and ¢ € Maty,, o, such that

Exy [ exp (i(t, H (X)) | # Ex- [exp (it H(V))) .

Prook. This proof is largely the same as Theorem 8.6. First, we note that Ay is a subalge-
bra of Cb(Cg([O, 1%, R%),C) by Lemma D.1. Furthermore, A contains the constant functions
and this separates points by Theorem 7.1; in particular the 2-connections from Proposition 7.3
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and Proposition 7.6 are contained in M. The first statement holds by Theorem 8.4 and the
second statement holds by Theorem 8.2. O]

Remark 8.9. Another possible approach to obtain an algebra structure for surface development is
to consider the polynomial functions generated (¢, H* (X)) for all w € ML (R¥*2) and ¢ € gl/,
with n € IN. Then, one can consider weighted topologies on function spaces, and follow the
methodology in [20] to obtain characteristic functions, though this approach will restrict to laws
of random surfaces which satisfy certain moment conditions.

As an immediate application, we can characterize the law of fractional Brownian sheets.

Definition 8.10. The fractional Brownian sheet B : [0,1]*> — R parametrized by Hurst parameter
h € (0,1) is a Gaussian field on [0,1]? with Bsg = By; = 0 and with covariance function

Qh(SlltLSz, ty) =E [le,tl 'Bsz,t2:| = (S%h + t%h —|s1 — t1|2h> . (S%h + t%h — |sp — tz\Zh) .

Corollary 8.11. Let B : [0,1)2 — R? be a fractional Brownian sheet with Hurst parameter h € (3,1)
with independent components. Then, the quantity

Ex-s | exp (i((, H(X))) |

for all w € MPL(R¥2), £ € Maty,o, and n € N characterize the law of B within all probability
measures valued in C§([0,1]%,RY) for p € (3,h).

Proor. By [34, Example 2], B € CP([0,1]?, R?) almost surely for any p € (%,h). Then, the
result follows from Theorem 8.8. O

8.3. Metrics for Random Surfaces. We will now use the characteristic property to obtain a
metric for random surface, which requires us to summarize the information from the surface
development over all restricted matrix 2-connections. Using a method similar to [41] in the
case of paths, we will achieve this by considering the expected distance between the surface
development functions with respect to a probability measure over the space of connections and
the space of linear functionals. We denote the space of probability measures on p-Holder surfaces
by P := P(C([0,1]?,RY)) to simplify notation

Definition 8.12. For n € IN, define d,, : C5([0,1]2,R%) x C§([0,1]2, RY) x ML (R4+2) x Maty, 2, —
R by

dn(X,Y;w,0) = |exp (i(¢, H*(X))) — exp (i(¢, H*(Y)))]| -
Let Z" be the standard Gaussian measure on M., and ©" be the uniform measure on the unit
ball of Mat,, ,,. The level n surface development pseudometric, d,, : PP x PP — IR, is defined by

dy(1t,v) = Eepnzr By orExyEyy [d}(x, Y; w,e)} . (8.8)
Finally, the surface development metric, denoted d : P° x PP — R is defined by
2 d,(u,v
d(p,v) =Y (ny') (8.9)
n=1 :

Proposition 8.13. The functions d,, for n > 1 in Definition 8.12 are pseudometrics and d is a metric.

PROOE. Symmetry is straightforward. The function d, satisfies the triangle inequality because
dy(-,-; w,l) satisfies it and the expectation is linear. Thus, d, is a pseudo-metric.
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Next, d is a pseudometric since each d, is a pseudometric. Suppose that d(y,v) = 0. This
implies that d,,(y,v) = 0 for all n € IN. Then, since each Z" has full support, this implies that

Ex~y {exp (i(¢, HY(X))) } = Eyy [exp (i(¢, HY(Y))) }
for all w € ML (R9*2), £ € Maty, 2, and n € N. By Theorem 8.8, i = v, so d is a metric. O

Theorem 8.14. Weak convergence in PP implies convergence in d. Furthermore, given K& C PP which is
compact in the weak topology, convergence in d implies weak convergence.

Proor. Suppose u € PF, and p; € PP is a measure which weakly converges to u. We note
that by Theorem 6.4, the function d,, from Definition 8.12 is continuous, where M (IR%*2) and
Maty,, 2, are equipped with the usual Euclidean topology. Then, for each n € IN, we have

lim d, (1, ) = lim Bz Ern o Exy By, |do (X, Y; @, 0)]

T [ Jim Ex By, [d] (X, Y; w,f)H
=0,

where the second line is given by the dominated convergence theorem, and the last equality is
by the weak convergence of p to . Thus, limy_, d(p, pi) = 0. Because the weak topology and
the topology induced by d are comparable on a compact K C P?, they must coincide on £. [
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Appendix A. Notation

Symbol Description Page
Function Spaces
Cp(X,K) continuous bounded functions 23
Cc=([0,1]%, R%) space of smooth paths (k = 1)/surfaces (k = 2) with sitting instants 5,8
CP(]0,1]FR%) space of p-Holder paths/surfaces 18
Cor([0,1]%, R%) space of p-Holder paths/surfaces in smooth closure 19
Tr(R) thin homotopy classes of smooth paths/surfaces 6,10
Tg’p (V) thin homotopy classes of p-Holder paths/surfaces in smooth closure 19
c&([0,1]%, R) space of smooth paths/surfaces in CR([0,1]%,R?) based at origin 6
CR([0,1]%,RY) space of smooth paths/surfaces in CR([0,1]¥,R?) with trivial boundary 21
Double Groups and Crossed Modules
T(RY) thin double group of smooth surfaces 10
T (RY) thin double group of p-Holder surfaces in smooth closure 19
D(G) double group associated to crossed module G 13
GL""™P general linear crossed module for R"*" — R"*7 13
glmp general linear crossed module of Lie algebras for R"*" — R"*P 14
6, > crossed module boundary map and action (for groups and Lie algebras) 12, 14
*11, %0 horizontal and vertical concatenation of surfaces 8
Op, Oo horizontal and vertical composition in other double groups 13
Path and Surface Development
w w = (a,y) fake flat translation-invariant 2-connection 15
Mmmp space of 2-connections valued in gl"/"? 17
M restricted linear space of 2-connections valued in gl’"*" 25
F* path development map 6
F“,H% surface development functor and map 15
A, Ares (restricted) space of surface development functions 24, 25
Norms and Seminorms
x|, [x]p p-Holder norm and seminorm for paths 18
X, 1 XT,, X1, (: -Holder norm and seminorms for surfaces 18
P p p,(i) %
lw|lr Frobenius norm 17
| VHLip Lipschitz norm of vector fields 30

Appendix B. Further Details on Thin Double Group

Example B.1. Here, we provide some examples of thin homotopy invariance of X : [0,1]> — R".

(1) Reparametrizations of the domain. Suppose ¥ : [0,1]> — [0,1]? is a smooth bijection
which preserves the corners and boundary, 1(39[0,1]?>) = 9[0,1]2. Then X o ¢ is thin
homotopy equivalent to X. Indeed, we can first define a homotopy ¥ : [0,1]*> — [0,1]?
between 1 and the identity id : [0,1]> — [0,1]? by

Ts,t,u = ul/]slt + (1 — u)ids,t-

Then, & : [0,1]® — R? defined by Zsu = X 0 ¥y is a thin homotopy from X to X o ¢.
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(2) Folding. This is a type of invariance which arises when considering horizontal and
vertical inverses as described above. In particular, for any smooth surface X, we have
X x, X oy 131 x- and similarly for vertical composition.

Now, we will provide some further details on the double group operations in the thin double
group (Theorem 3.4).

Boundary Maps. By definition, thin homotopy equivalent surfaces have thin homotopy
equivalent boundaries, so the boundaries from (3.3) are well-defined.

Identity Squares. Given a thin homotopy equivalence class of paths [x] € T;(RY) with a
representative x : [0,1] — RR?, the horizontal and vertical identity squares are exactly [1],[19] €
T2(R%). To verify this is well defined, suppose x ~y, y, and let # : [0,1]> — R be a thin
homotopy between x and y. Then, we note that & : [0,1]> — R¥ defined by &, ; = N, 1is a
thin homotopy between 1 and 1; since Z is constant in the s-direction and therefore rank(dZ) =
rank(dy) =1 < 2.

Inverse Squares. Given a thin homotopy equivalence class of surfaces [X] € To(R?) with a
representative X : [0,1]2 — R?, the horizontal and vertical inverses are exactly [X "], [X~°] €
To(RY). If X ~y, Y, then we have X" ~y, Y™" and X =% ~y, Y~° by inverting the thin homotopy
between X and Y in the same way as the horizontal and vertical inverses. One can check that
[X~"] and [X~?] act as inverses with respect to horizontal and vertical concatenation,

(X% (X" =5x),  [X]x [X7]=[15x],

since thin homotopy quotients out 2-dimensional retracings (Example B.1).

Appendix C. Proofs for Young Surface Development

In this appendix, we provide the details for proving Theorem 6.4.

Remark C.1. In this appendix, we use the following notation. For a path x : [0,1] — V, we
denote x5 = x; — x;. For a surface X : [0, 1]2 — V, we use a semicolon to denote evaluation at a
point X,y and denote increments by X, s,.+ = Xs,t — X, and X, 1, = X1, — X1, Furthermore,
we let X, : [0,1] — R? denote the path s — X;; and X : [0,1] — R? denote the path t +— X.

C.1. Preliminaries. We begin with a lemma for generalized Holder functions, whose proof
will be instructive for later arguments. All matrices are equipped with the Frobenius norm.

Lemma C.2. Let n,m,p € N. Let X', X? € C°([0,1]%, Mat,,,) and Y',Y? € C*([0,1]?, Mat,,, ;) such
that | X'||,, ||Y'||, < ¢ for some £ > 0. Then the pointwise matrix product Z' = X' - Y' satisfies

1ZYlo < IXMlplIY o and 2" = Z2]|p Spe [1XH = X2[lo + Y = Y2, €1
PRrROOE. Let R = [s1, 5] X [, t2]. By expanding Ur[Z] (see [34, Lemma 5]), we get
ORr[Z] = X - Or[Y] + (Xt — Xs;t’)<Ys;t’ — Yo ) + (Xsi — Xs/;t)(Ys’,-t - Ys’;t’) +Ur [X]Ys’;t'-
Then, we get
1Z],,12) < X oo 1Y ]p,0,2) + 1Xp2) 1Y ]p,0) + 1 X o,1) * [¥o,2) + X p1,2) - ¥ Moo < (1X [ - Y]]

The bounds for |Z| p,(i) are the same as the classical setting. The second inequality can be obtained
from the first by the triangle inequality. O
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Next, we will require the standard bounds for Young integrals, where we use the version
from [34, Theorem 16].

Proposition C.3. For y € C*([0,1], L(R?,R®)) and x € C*([0,1],RY), with p > 1, we have

t
‘/ yrdxr —Ys (xt - xs)
s

Proposition C.4. For Y € C([0,1)%, L(R%, R%)) and X € C*([0,1]?,R?Y), with p > } and a rectangle
R = [s1,82] X [t1,t2], we have

< Clylp - [lxllp]t = s[". (C2)

X = YOR(X]| < IV, X1 — 2Pl - 2 3

We consider Young differential equations, which are equations of the form
dyt = V(yt)dxt, (C4)
where x € C°([0,1],IRY) is the driving signal and V : R® — L(R% R¢) is a vector field. We con-

sider affine vector fields V(x) = Vy + Vi (x), where V € R® is a constant and V; € L(R¢, L(R?,R¢))
is a linear vector field. We equip affine vector fields with the Lipschitz norm,

V Lip = V Lip + V(0 where V Lip — Su H ( ) (y) || . (CS)
|| H P [[ ﬂ p || ( ) || p p
x,yeR® ’x y|

We denote the solution of (C.4) with initial condition yy by
PY(x,y0) € C([0,1], RY). (C.6)

We require some basic results on such equations and use [30] as the main reference. This studies
nonlinear Young equations, but we will state results in the linear setting (with affine vector fields),
which arises as special cases.

Proposition C.5. [30, Theorem 3.9] Let p > %, V : R® — L(R%R®) be a Lipschitz vector field,

y € C*([0,1],R?), and x € CP([0,1],R?). Let v, £ > 0 such that ||V ||Lip < vand |x|, < {. If y satisfies

t
o=l <[ [ Vi + Dl sl )
S

for some D > 0, then,
[Ylp Spoe IVIILiplxlo(lyoll + D) + D. (C.8)

Proposition C.6. [30, Theorem 3.9, Corollary 3.13] Let x € C*([0,1], RY) with p > 1, and V : R® —
L(RY,R®) is a Lipschitz vector field. There exists a constant C > 0 depending only on p such that for all
initial conditions yo € R, there exists a unique solution PV (x,yo) to (C.4) and it satisfies

1PY (x,y0)llo Sp exp (CIV IR I1%12) ol (C9)

Proposition C.7. [30, Theorem 3.14] Let x,x’ € CP([0,1],IRY), where p > 3, V, V' be Lipschitz vector
fields. Suppose ||x|o, [|¥]lp < € and ||V ||uip, ||V |lLip < ©. Let yo,y) € R? be two initial conditions.
Then, the solutions y,y' satisfy

[P (x,90) = P"" (x", y0)]o Spoe w0 = voll + [1x = 'llo + [V = V' |[uip. (C.10)

C.2. 2D Regularity and Stability of Path Development. Here, we prove some preliminary
results about the 2D regularity and stability of the path development along paths in a surface. In
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particular, given X € C?([0,1)%,RY) and V € L(R¢,L(R%,R?)), we define Q' (X) : [0,1]2 — R¢ by
t S
QUX) = P (,0) = [ V(Ql, ()X, + [ VQL())dX, with QEy(X) =g, (€D
where x*! is the tail path (5.5). Our first task is to show that QV(X) € C°(]0,1]?, R¥).

Proposition C.8. Let X € C*([0,1]2,R%) and V € L(IR°L(IR®,IR®)), then QV(X) € C*([0,1]?,RY).
PrOOF. Let R = [s1,52] X [t1,t2] and z; := P} (Xp,e,q). Then, by Proposition C.7, we have

‘DR[QV(X)]‘ = PsYsz (X';tzrztz) - Ps‘f,sz (X°,'t1lzt1> (C.12)
S (lze, = zo || + 1 X, — Xety (o) - [52 — s1[° (C.13)
S ([zlplta = t1]P + [ Xy (1,2)[F2 — £11F) [52 — s1[°. (C.14)

Then, since [z], can be bound by Proposition C.6, we have |QY(X)|, 12 < co. Next, for the
condition in the (1) direction, we have

Qe — Quitl = [P, Xty 20)| S [PV (Xait, 20)pls2 — 5117, (C.15)
which can also be bound by Proposition C.6. Finally, in the (2) direction, we have
QY — Quny | = [P (X, 2,) — Pog (X, 21,) — (26, — 21,) | (C.16)
5 (Hztz — Zn H + ||X°;tz - X';fl ||P) + ||zt2 —Zy ||/ (C17)
which can be bound in the same way as (C.12). Thus, Q" (X) € C°([0,1]%, R¥). O

Thus, we have defined a map
Q: C([0,1)% RY) x L(R®, L(RY, R®)) — C*([0,1]%,R?), (C.18)
and we will now study the continuity of this map with respect to both variables.
Proposition C.9. Let map Q is locally Lipschitz with respect to C°([0,1]2,R¥).
Proor. Let X, Y € CP([0,1]%,R%) and R = [sq, 5] X [t1, t2]. Denote
Xor = QU(X), Yor = QU(Y), qs=Xet, — Yo, — Xo + Yo, G5 = Xoy — Yo, — Xt + Yerry

By direct computation, we get (Jr[QV(X) — QV(Y)] = §s,5,- Then, by expanding the definition
of Q, using the linearity of V, and expanding as in [34, Lemma 5] (see proof of Lemma C.2), we
obtain the following bound for |gs, — 4, |,

52 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
| Vet g+ V@)Xt +V (Ko, = Yot ) Yoty = Yor) +V (Yo, = Yo )Xty — Yo

S1

<Claa sl + [ " V(@)aXss
where
C=v ([[X';hﬂquHp + [[X-;h - l7°;t1]]p||Y°;t1 - Y.;t2 Hp + [[Y-;h - l70;tz]]pHX0;tz - Y°;tz Hp) . (C-19)
Then, by Proposition C.5, we have

(910 Sp,0e 190l + C. (C.20)

By definition, o = P/, (Xo,e,9) — P/, (Yo, ), so by Proposition C.7, we have

f,t2

1G0ll < [P, (Xowe,9) = Pil 1, (Yose, Dpltr = 2] Spo X = Y|t — 2. (C21)
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Similarly, we have ||q/, < || X — Y|[,|t1 — £2|° and

[Xeits = Yo Do, [ Xeit, = Yo llp SUX =Y, Yo, = Yorollo, [Yort, = Yoiulo S |1 — 12/, (C22)
so that C Sy 00 | X — Y||p|t1 — t2|°. Thus, we have

CRIQY (%) = Q" ()] Spor IX = Ypls1 = salf |ty = kol (C23)

The bounds for the (1) and (2) directions can be performed similarly. O
Proposition C.10. Let map Q is locally Lipschitz with respect to L(R¢, L(IRY,R¢)).

Proor. Let X € C?(]0,1]%,RY), V,W € L(RR¢, L(IR¢, ]Rff)) and R = [s, 5] x [t1, t2]. Denote

Xs;t = QZt(X)/ ?s;t = QZX(X)z qs = st1 Ys,'tl - Xs;tz + l~/s;t‘z
Note that Or[QY(X) — Q"(X)] = §s, 5, Similar to Proposition C.10, we expand |, | to get

.
/ V() dXse, + (V= W) (Xt )Xt 1 + (V= W) (Y 0)dXst, + W (X, — Yy )X, 1,
S

1

< C’SZ - Sl’p + / qs dXs 5t (C.24)

where
C =11V = Wilip ([Xetalo Xtz llp + ot | X ) +01%ot = Yoo Jpl| Kol (C:25)

Then, by Proposition C.5, we have

[[ﬂp Sp,v,f H%H +C. (C-26)
First, by definition of 4 and using Proposition C.7, we obtain
130l < [P, (Xoe, q) = Pif,(Xoze, @) |t — t2l” Sp0 [V = WilLiplts — £ (C27)

Next, we consider C, and note that by applying Proposition C.7 again, we obtain
~ ~ W - - -
[[Xsl So;ty T 51 S2; tz]]P [[ 51,82 (X°'fer0'f2) - P51 2 (X';tzr Yo;fz)]]P Sp vl HV - WHLip + HXO;tz - YO;fz H

By the same reasoning, we have || Xoz, — Yo, || < Soot IV — WlLip, and furthermore that

Koo, 1 Xeit o S1 and (1 Xep o, Yot 1o S |1 — £ (C.28)
Putting these all of these bounds together, we obtain

1QY(X) — QY (Y)5,1,0) Spoe IV — WllLipls1 — 52l |11 — t2]P. (C.29)
The bounds for the (1) and (2) directions can be performed similarly. O

Consider a modified definition of Q where we flip the order of the horizontal and vertical
components of the tail path. Given X € C*([0,1]?,RY) and V € L(R% L(R% R°)), we define
QY(X) :[0,1]2 - R¢ by

B s b ~
QLX) = [ V(QL(X)NdXso+ [ V(QL(X)dXs with Qfp(X)=g.  (C30)
This is defined by applying Q to the reflection of X along s = ¢, thus implying the following.

Corollary C.11. The map Q : C*([0,1]?,RY) x L(R¢, L(R?,RR¢)) — C*([0,1]%, R®) from (C.30) is well
defined and locally Lipschitz.
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C.3. Young Surface Development. Next, we apply the results in the previous section to
study the regularity and stability of the area process. For a surface X € CP([0,1]?,R%), we let
x5t . [0,1] — R? denote the boundary path of X restricted to the rectangle [s,s'] x [t, #]. Then,
the area process is defined as the level 2 path signature

Agt(X) = /A a0 @ dals0 € APRY, (C31)

0,s;0,t

which is anti-symmetric since x is a loop.

Proposition C.12. The area process A : C°([0,1)2,R?) — C°([0,1]2, A>R?) defined in (C.31) is well-
defined and locally Lipschitz.

Proor. First, we can decompose the boundary loop as x%504 = %! x (x*!)~1, where

xS,f o { X0;2ut U e [0,1/2] and i.s,t — { XZus;O U € [0,1/2]
! X(Zufl)s;t HURS (1/21 1] ! Xs,'(Zufl)t RS (1/21 1]

Second, we note the path signature with respect to x> and ¥*' is a Young CDE in the form of
Q(X) and Q(X) respectively. In particular, we can show that

As(X) = és;t(X) — Qs(X). (C.33)
Then, we obtain the result by applying Proposition C.8, Proposition C.9 and Corollary C.11. [

(C.32)

We can put the above results together to define surface development in the Young regime.

Proposition C.13. The map Z : C°([0,1]2, R%) x M™™P — CP([0,1]%, gl;"™") defined by

.t s /gl ! gl
79,(X) = / / Fo(x¥) -y FP (x5 4) L d Ay (X), (C.34)
0 Jo
where w = (&, B,v) € M™™P  is well defined and locally Lipschitz in both variables.

Proor. First, we note that for X € C°([0,1]2,IRY), the path development with respect to the
tail paths correspond to the Q map defined in (C.18); in particular, F*(x*) = Q%,(X) with
IRG - Matn+m’n+m and F’B(xslt) — Qf,t(X) With RE - Matn+p’n+p.

Next, fix v,¢ > 0, and let L > 0 such that det(FF(x*!)) : [0,1]> — R is bounded below by L

for all || X||, < ¢. Note that matrix inversion is Lipschitz on such matrices with Lipschitz constant
2/L2. Thus, from Proposition C.8 and Lemma C.2, we have

T(X) = F*(x*") -y - FA(x™") 7! € CP([0,1]%, L(A’RY, gl "*?)). (C.35)
Then, since A(X) € C°([0,1]?, A2R?) we can perform 2D Young integration (Proposition C.4),
and thus Z¢(X) € C*([0,1]2, gt}"™").
For continuity, we start by considering two surfaces X, Y € C*([0,1]2, R?) with || X||,, || Y], <
£. Then, by Lemma C.2, we have
IT(X) = TY)llp Spe IF () = F (™) lpllvllp + IFP () ™ = FP (™) "Hlp Spe X = Y]l
Next, let wq, w, € M™™P and by applying Lemma C.2 again, we obtain
TN (X) = T(X) lp S 1F (%) = F2(x)[lp + 71 = v2ll + [1GPH (x*) 71 = GP2(x*) ||

Soeost w1 — wal|.
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Putting this together, we get ||[T“(X) — T*(Y)|l, Spo¢ |IX — Y|p + ||w — w2 ||. Finally, for Z,

f (0 - p0)aaco)| + |/ T a(a) - am)

Set |X =Yllp + lwr — wa]]

1Z9(X) = Z€2(Y)lp Spe

P

by using the standard Young bound Proposition C.4, the above bounds, and Proposition C.12. [
Now, we can use this to prove the main result.

PrOOF OF THEOREM 6.4. From (6.4), surface development for X € Cf([0,1]?,R%) is defined
as a 1D CDE with respect to a linear growth vector field, where the driving signal is Z1..(X),
which is p-Hoélder by Proposition C.13. The solution is well-defined by Proposition C.6. Further-
more, the local Lipschitz continuity is given by using the stability of Young differential equations
in Proposition C.7, and the fact that the driving signal Z{, (X) is locally Lipschitz with respect to
both the surface X and the 2-connection X. O

Appendix D. Direct Sums and Tensor Products of 2-Connections

D.1. Direct Sums and Inclusions. First, we consider direct sums of two matrix 2-connections
w1 = (a1, B1,71) € M"M™PLand wy = (wp, B2, 72) € M"™2P2. The direct sum of these two 2-
connections is a 2-connection wjop wy = w = (&, B,7) valued in gl P @ gl""2P2 This is
viewed as the automorphisms of the 2-vector space’

V”lrmllpl @ V”z,sz,PZ — IRHH-ml &) an+m2 g ]RH1+P1 ® Rn2+r72 (P — <¢1 0 >
7 O ¢2 7

where ¢; and ¢, are the linear maps defining the 2-vector spaces V"/"1'P1 and V">"2/P2 respec-
tively. We define the 2-connection w = (&, B,y) by

. a0 . ‘Bi 0 .. ,),i'f 0
i 1 s - 1 i L — 1 1
= (0 e (0 ) (o 7y
Then, given a path x : [0,1] — R, the path development of the direct sum connection is given by

P = (707 ) m Pe= (T )

Lemma D.1. Given a surface X : [0,1]2> — RY, the surface development of the direct sum connection
w = (&, B, ) as defined above is

H“1(X) 0
w —
e = (A0 0 ) o1
Prookr. This can be verified by direct computations, as all matrices are diagonal. O

Next, we consider inclusions gl""""P1 — gl"™™2F2 for (n1,my, p1) < (n2,my, p2), along with
the corresponding crossed module of Lie groups GL™""/P1 «— GL">"2P2_ In particular, given

A 0 A D n1,Mmq,p1 R S ny,my,p1
<B c)’(o E)Egll o 7 ) €9h (D.2)

SNote that the ¢ defined here does not follow the convention from the rest of the paper that it has the form ¢ = ( (I) 8 )-
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/ / / / /
(5 o) (5 2)eaemn (5 o) o 03

> € Maty, »,, and similarly for all other blocks.

we define

A0

where A’ = <0 0

Lemma D.2. Let n,m,p € N, w € M"™™?, and { € Matypu1m be a 2-connection valued in gl""P.
Then, for N > n,m, p, there exists a matrix 2-connection w' € MN and 0/ € Matyn on such that

(6, H () = (¢, H(-)).

Proor. We define w’ € MN and ¢/ € Matyy oy by the embedding g7 — gINNN ag
described in (D.2) and (D.3). Then, the two surface holonomies will have the form

H“’(X)z(l; Z) and H“’/(X):<I;,: Zl,>,

where each block has the form R’ = ( 15 8 ) Because ¢’ has the same form, we obtain the result. [

D.2. Tensor Product of Surface Developments. We begin by recalling the tensor product
for path development. Let V and W be finite dimensional vector spaces and suppose ay &
L(RY, gl(V)) and ay € L(R?, gl(W)) are two 1-connections. The tensor product of these is a
connection & € L(R?, gl(V ® W)) defined by

a=ay QI+ 1Qapy.

Let F* : T{(R%) — GL(V) and F* : T{(R?) — GL(W) be the respective path development
functors, and the path development of « is the tensor product

F¥ = FY @ F*" : T{(R?) — GL(V ®@ W).
Indeed, given some x € C*([0,1],IR?), we have

d(EY EW dF dE™w

BT S BTE) _ 8B 1) g pan(a) 4 mev() 0 P ) = (Bov () @ B9 () - ().
Thus, the tensor product of path development functors is given by the tensor product of the
corresponding linear automorphisms (1-morphisms) of the vector spaces V and W. This leads
to a convenient algebra structure on linear functionals of path development. Indeed, suppose ¢y

and /{yy are linear functionals of GL(V) and GL(W) respectively. Then,
(b, F*7(x)) - (bw, F*™ (x)) = (bv @ bw, F* (x) @ F* (x)) = (by @ Lw, F*(x)),

provides an algebra structure on the collection of linear functionals of path development on
matrix groups. This leads to variants of the characteristic function on path space which does not
require the exponential [16, 20], though it requires additional moment conditions.

Unfortunately, due to the structure of tensor products of 2-vector spaces, such a property
does not extend to surface development. Let }V and W be two 2-vector spaces, and wy and wyy
be two 2-connections valued in gl(V) and gl(WW) respectively. Let H“v : T»(R%) — GL{(V)
and H“» : T2(R?) — GL;(W) denote their respective surface holonomies. First, the tensor
product of 2-vector spaces discussed in [4] does not correspond to the usual tensor product
of chain complexes. It is shown in [40] that there exists a modified tensor product on 2-term
chain complexes such that the equivalence between 2-vector spaces and 2-term chain complexes
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is symmetric monoidal. In particular, the tensor product of two 2-vector spaces is given by the
2-vector space V@ W = (V@ W), LER (V@ W), where
VW) =ViaWodVo@W; and (VW) := Vo W.

Here the linear map is given by ¢ 5 = (¢py ® I I ® ¢w). However, the main issue is that we do
not have a component of the form

HY(X) @ HY(X) : Vo @ Wy — V1 @ Wy

component. Indeed, the lack of this term is due to degree issues: since V; ® W is of total degree
2, the map H*V(X) ® H“"(X) is of degree 2, while chain homotopies are degree 1 by definition.

Appendix E. Characterization of Surfaces using Polynomial Integrals

In this section, we prove the following result. Let C{ ([0,1]%, R?) denote surfaces X such that
X;0 = Xor =0 forall s, t € [0,1].

Proposition E.1. For X € C{ ([0,1]?,R?) with | X[,,(1,2) > 0, there exist a,b € N and i € [d] such that
| /[0,1]2 "X, # 0.
We begin with a preliminary lemma.
Lemma E.2. Polynomials in s*t” with a,b > 1 are dense in C(&l ([0,1)%,R).

Proor. Let F € C(&l([O,l]z,IR), so that F can be expressed as F;; = fot fos fs,pdsdt for some
continuous f : [0,1]> — R (see [29, Proposition 1.40] for the 1D statement). In particular, note
that |F|; (1) = | f|eo. Then, since polynomials are dense in C([0, 1]?, R) with the uniform topology,

there exists a sequence p, of polynomials such that p, — f. Then, define

t s
Pn(s,t):/0 /0 pu(s’, t)ds'dt,

which is a polynomial in s?t’ with a,b > 1, and we have |P, — F l1,1,2) = 0. O

PrOOF OF ProrosITION E.1. Without loss of generality, we consider X € CP([0,1)2,R). Fur-
thermore, by Lemma E.2, it suffices to show that there exists some B € C["'([0,1]%,IR?) such that
| 012 Bst dXs # 0. To build the B, we note that there exists a rectangle R = [s,s'] x [t, '] such

that Og[X] # 0. Then, for any § > 0, let B’ : [0,1]> — R be a smooth bump function which is
equal to 1 on R, and supported on R® = [s — 6,s" + 6] x [t — &,t' + 6]. Then, note that

/[O . B dX,, = /R dX,; + /R . BdXsy = Dp[X] + /R - (E.1)

Because |B‘5\Oo < 1, we note that ’ f R6—R Bf,thS,t — 0 as 6§ — 0. Thus, choosing ¢ sufficiently

> 0. U

small, we obtain ’ J 0,12 Bf’ths,t
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