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CHAPTER
ONE

Lectures on Symplectic Geometry

The primary objective of this section is to review the fundamental concepts in symplectic
geometry and to investigate their applications.
We shall focus on two basic applications: (i) the formulation of classical mechanics with
the aid of symplectic structure on the cotangent bundle (phase space) over a certain base
manifold (configuration space), and (ii) some applications of the symplectic reduction
theorem in gauge theory.

References and our road map. We essentially follow [dS08] Ana Cannas da Silva, Lectures
on Symplectic Geometry. [Honnd] Ko HONDA, Lecture notes for MATH 635: Topological
Quantum Field Theory.
Topics to be covered and references for further reading are as follows.

1. Symplectic forms, symplectic manifolds and symplectic structure on the cotangent
bundle ([dS08] chapter 1 - 2).

2. Hamiltonian function, Hamiltonian vector fields and reformulation of Classical Me-
chanics ([dS08] chapter 18).

3. Lie Theory: Lie group, Lie algebras and the Poisson algebra. ([Honnd] Chapter 1,2,
9.2 and 10.1)

4. Moment maps. ([dS08] Chapter 21, 22)

5. Symplectic reduction theorem, Noether Principle ([dS08] Chapter 22.3,22.4, 23.1,
24.1)

6. Principal G-bundles, associated fiber bundle, connection, connection one-form and
curvature on a principal G-bundle, and an application: The moduli space of flat
connections. ([dS08] Chapter 25.1, 25.2, 25.3, 25.4 or F.Schuller online Lectures
[Sch15a, Sch15b]: Part 19-21.)
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Geometric Quantization I. Symplectic Vector Spaces

1.1 - Symplectic Vector Spaces

Let V be an m-dimensional vector space over R, and Ω : V × V → R a bilinear map.

Definition 1 Ω is called skew-symmetric if

Ω(u, v) = −Ω(v, u) ∀u, v ∈ V. (1.1.1)

Theorem 1 Given a skew-symmetric bilinear map Ω on V , with dim V < ∞, there exists a basis
{u1, . . . , uk, e1, . . . , en, f1, . . . , fn} of V such that

Ω(ui, v) = 0 ∀v ∈ V, Ω(ei, ej) = Ω(fi, fj) = 0, Ω(ei, fj) = δij ∀i, j. (1.1.2)

Observe that V can be decomposed into

V = U ⊕W1 ⊕W2 · · · ⊕Wn, (1.1.3)

where

U = {u ∈ V | Ω(u, v) = 0 ∀v ∈ V } , (1.1.4)
W = ⟨ei, fi⟩ with Ω(ei, fi) = 1. (1.1.5)

Also, we have: dimU = k and dimV = k + 2n.

Proof Let U := {u ∈ V | Ω(u, v) = 0 ∀v ∈ V }. Pick a basis {u1, . . . , uk} for U . Let W :=
V − U which is the complementary subspace of U in V . Then, we have

V = U ⊕W, (1.1.6)

from which we can say: for each v ∈ V , ∃! u ∈ U and w ∈W such that v = u+w. Also,
U ∩ V = {0}.

Now, take any nonzero e1 ∈ W . Then, ∃f1 ∈ W such that Ω(e1, f1) ̸= 0. We may assume
that Ω(e1, f1) = 1. How can we decompose W?

Let W1 := ⟨e1, f1⟩, a subspace of W spanned by e1 and f1, and let

WΩ
1 = {w ∈ W | Ω(w, v) = 0 ∀v ∈W1}. (1.1.7)

Claim It follows that
WΩ

1 ∩W1 = {0}. (1.1.8)

QTFMS 6



Geometric Quantization I. Symplectic Vector Spaces

Proof Assume the contrary. Say there exists a nonzero z ∈ WΩ
1 ∩W1. Then, we have

(i) z ∈ W1 =⇒ z = αe1 + βf1 for some nonzero α, β ∈ R, (1.1.9)
(ii) z ∈ WΩ

1 =⇒ Ω(z, v0) = 0 ∀v0 ∈ W1. (1.1.10)

However, taking v0 = e1, we get

0 = Ω(z, e1) = Ω(αe1 + βf1, e1) = αΩ(e1, e1) + βΩ(f1, e1) = −β, (1.1.11)

and taking v0 = f1 yields

0 = Ω(z, f1) = Ω(αe1 + βf1, f1) = αΩ(e1, f1) + βΩ(f1, f1) = α. (1.1.12)

Thus, α = β = 0 which contradicts our assumption that z is nonzero.
Claim

W = W1 ⊕WΩ
1 . (1.1.13)

Proof Let v ∈ W , then we have Ω(v, e1) = α ̸= 0, and Ω(v, f1) = β ̸= 0. Then, we can write

v = (βe1 − αf1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈W1

+ (v − βe1 + αf1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈WΩ

1

. (1.1.14)

We can go on and let e2 ∈ WΩ
1 , e2 ̸= 0. There exists an f2 ∈ WΩ

1 such that Ω(e2, f2) ̸= 0.
Assume that Ω(e2, f2) = 1. Then, let W2 = span of e2, f2. etc... Since V is finite-
dimensional, this process must terminate. Hence, we obtain

V = U ⊕W1 ⊕W2 ⊕ . . .⊕Wn. (1.1.15)

Thus, we conclude that a skew-symmetric bilinear map Ω provides a decomposition of
V into "orthonormal" summands with respect to Ω.

Definition 2 Let V be an m-dimensional vector space over R, and Ω : V × V → R a bilinear map.
Define

Ω̃ : V −→ V ∗

u 7−→ Ω̃(·) = Ω(u, ·),
(1.1.16)

where Ω̃(v) := Ω(u, v). Then, we define the kernel as

ker Ω̃ = {u ∈ V | Ω(u, v) = U ∀v ∈ V }. (1.1.17)

Definition 3 A skew-symmetric bilinear map Ω is called symplectic or a non-degenerate if Ω̃ is bijec-
tive. i.e ker Ω̃ = U = {0}.
Equivalently: Ω(u, v) = 0 ∀v ∈ V =⇒ u = 0 (non-degeneracy). Then such an Ω is
called a symplectic structure on V and (V,Ω) is called a symplectic vector space.
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Geometric Quantization I. Symplectic Vector Spaces

Observation Say Ω is a symplectic structure on V . Then, we have ker Ω̃ = 0, hence dim(ker Ω̃) =
dim(U) = 0. Thus, dim(V ) = 2n+ dim(U) = 2n. Also,

V
∼=−−→ V ∗ (1.1.18)

u 7−→ Ω(u, ·), (1.1.19)

is a bijection. Lastly, (V,Ω) has a basis {e1, en, . . . , f1, fn} such that Ω(ei, fj) = δij,
Ω(ei, ej) = Ω(fi, fj) = 0. This is called a symplectic basis.

Example 1 Write (R2n,Ω) with sympectic basis.
Solution:

e1 = (1, 0, · · · , 0) en = (0, 0, · · · 1, · · · , 0), (1.1.20)
f1 = (0, 1, · · · , 0) fn = (0, 0, · · · , 1). (1.1.21)

Definition 4 Let (V,Ω), (V ′,Ω′) be two symplectic vector spaces. A linear map φ : V → V ′ is called
a symplectomorphism if φ∗Ω′ = Ω (pullback).

V × V V ′ × V ′

R

(φ,φ)

φ∗Ω′
Ω′ (1.1.22)

So, a symplectomorphism is a map relating two symplectic manifolds with symplectic
structures Ω and Ω′:

ϕ∗Ω′ := Ω′ ◦ (φ, φ) =⇒ ϕ∗Ω′(a, b) = Ω′(φ(a), φ(b)). (1.1.23)

This then introduces an equivalence relation ∼:

(V,Ω) ∼ (V ′,Ω′) iff ∃ symplectomorphism φ : V → V ′. (1.1.24)

Corollary 1 Every 2n dimensional symplectic vector space (V,Ω) is symplectomorphic to (R2n,Ω0).

Observe that the "modular space" of (V,Ω) up to a symplectomorphism is just n ∈ Z≥0.

QTFMS 8



Geometric Quantization II. Symplectic Manifolds

1.2 - Symplectic Manifolds

Let M be an n-manifold, and Ω a closed 2-form on M . Say:

ω ∈ Γ(Λ2T ∗M) =: Ω2(M), (1.2.1)

i.e., for each p ∈ M , ωp : TpM × TpM → R is a skew-symmetric bilinear map on TpM .
Note that ωp smoothly depends on p.

Definition 5 ω ∈ Ωk(M) is a closed form if dw = 0, where d is the exterior derivative.

Example 2 Let M = R2 − {0, 0} with usual coordinates (x, y, z). Let

ω = x

x2 + y2dy −
y

x2 + y2dx. (1.2.2)

Show that ω is a closed form.
Solution: Let x

x2 + y2 = f , y

x2 + y2 = g. Then,

dω = df ∧ dy − dg ∧ dx

=
(
x2 + y2 − x · 2x

(x2 + y2)2 dx(. . . )dy
)
∧ dy −

(
x2 + y2 − y · 2y

(x2 + y2)2 dy + (. . . )dx
)
∧ dx

= y2 − x2

(x2 + y2)2dx ∧ dy −
x2 − y2

(x2 + y2)2dy ∧ dx

= 0.

Thus, ω is closed.

Definition 6 The 2-form ω ∈ Ω2(M) is symplectic if ω is closed and ωp : TpM×TpM → R is symplectic
(i.e it is non-degenerate: ωp(X, Y ) = 0 ∀yp ∈ TpM =⇒ xp = 0 ) for all p ∈M .

Remark dimTpM = dimM . Hence, if ω is a sym-
plectic 2-form on M , then dimTpM must
be even, so is dimM .

p

Xp

M

TpM

Figure 1. A tangent space TpM at a
point p ∈M .
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Geometric Quantization II. Symplectic Manifolds

Definition 7 A symplectic manifold is a pair (M,w) where

• M is an even-dimensional manifold.

• w ∈ Ω2(M) is a symplectic form.

As an example, consider the following: (M,w) = (R2n, w0) with usual coordinate charts
(x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn), and w0 = ∑n

i=1 dxi∧dyi is symplectic. The basis vectors for TpM are{
∂
∂x1
|p, . . . ∂

∂xn
|p, ∂

∂y1
|p, . . . ∂

∂yn
|p
}
. Later, we will see that the identification of the cotangent

bundle T ∗M = ⋃
p T

∗
pM , which is R2n, and the relation between T ∗M and the formulation

of classical mechanics.
Remark The “non-degeneracy" condition is purely algebraic. That is, it corresponds to the exis-

tence of an isomorphism

TpM
∼=−→ T ∗

pM ∀p (1.2.3)
Xp 7→ ωp(Xp, .). (1.2.4)

Remark “Closedness" is geometric.

• ω represents a cohomology class:

a := [ω] ∈ H2(M ;R). (1.2.5)

• If M is closed (i.e. compact with/without boundary), then the cohomology class
αn ∈ H2n(M ;R) is replaced by the volume form ωn ∈ Ω2n(M), with

∫
M ωn ̸= 0.

So ω cannot be exact. This can easily be seen by letting ω = dη. Then,
∫
M ω =∫

M dη =
∫
∂M=ϕ η = 0 by using Stokes’ theorem.

• There exist orientable even-dimensional manifolds which do not admit a symplectic
structure. A simple example is S2n with n ≥ 2.

Is it true that for any compact even-dimensional manifold, with a non-degenerate 2-form
τ ∈ Ω2(M) and a suitable cohomology class a ∈ H2(M ;R), there exists a symplectic
structure that represents the class a and is isotropic to the given form τ?
A question to consider is whether, given the data (M, τ, a), where τ ∈ Ω2(M) and a ∈
H2(M ;R), there exists a symplectic form ω that satisfies the following conditions:

• (M,ω) is a symplectic manifold,

• There is an isotopy ω ∼ωτ τ ,

• [ω] = a.

The answer to this question is provided by the works of Donaldson (1996) and Jacobs
(1994), which present the method for constructing a manifold M with suitable (τ, a) so
that M does not have any symplectic structure.

QTFMS 10



Geometric Quantization II. Symplectic Manifolds

Example 3 Let M = Cn with complex coordinates z1, . . . , zn. Define

w := i

2

n∑
k=1

dzk ∧ dz̄k. (1.2.6)

Observe that Cn ≃ R2n together with zk = xk + iyk, and the following holds:

∂

∂zk
:= 1

2

(
∂

∂xk
− i ∂

∂yk

)
and ∂

∂z̄k
:= 1

2

(
∂

∂xk
+ i

∂

∂yk

)
, (1.2.7)

along with
dzk = dxk + idyk and dz̄k = dxk − idyk. (1.2.8)

So, we have

dzk ∧ dz̄k = (dxk + idyk) ∧ (dxk − idyk)
= −idxk ∧ dyk + idyk ∧ dxk

= −2idxk ∧ dyk.

Hence, in the real coordinates, we get

w := i

2

n∑
k=1

dzk ∧ dz̄k =
n∑
k=1

dxk ∧ dyk = w0, (1.2.9)

which we already know is symplectic.

Example 4 Let M = S2 = {(x, y, z) ∈ R3 | x2 + y2 + z2 = 1}. Consider the usual inner product ⟨·, ·⟩
on R3 and restrict to an inner product on S2

vp ∈ TpS2 =⇒ p ⊥ vp i.e. ⟨p, vp⟩ = 0, (1.2.10)

TpS
2 ≃ {p}⊥ := {v ∈ R3| ⟨p, v⟩ = 0}. (1.2.11)

Define ωp : TpS2 × TpS2 → R by

ωp(u, v) := ⟨p, u× v⟩ . (1.2.12)

Is ωp a symplectomorphism?
Solution:

• Since u× v = −v × u, we have, ωp(u, v) = −ωp(v, u). So skew-symmetricity holds.

• Bilinear

• dω = 0, since dω is a 3-form but dimS2 = 2.

QTFMS 11



Geometric Quantization II. Symplectic Manifolds

• If ⟨p, u× v⟩ = 0 ∀v ∈ TpS2 then by definition of ×, u = 0

TpS
2p

vp

Definition 8 Let (M1, ω1) and (M2, ω2) be 2n-dimensional symplectic manifolds. Let φ : M1 →M2 be
a diffeomorphism. Then, φ is called a symplectomorphism if φ∗ω2 = ω1. Here φ∗ is the
pull-back map

TpM1 × TpM1 TqM2 × TqM2

R,

φ∗ω2q

(φ∗,φ∗)

ω2q (1.2.13)

which sends
(xp, yp) (φ∗(xp), φ∗(yp))

ω2q(φ∗(xp), φ∗(yp))

ω2q◦(φ∗,φ∗)

(φ∗,φ∗)

ω2q (1.2.14)

Schematically, one can show a symplectomorphism via

p

Xp

(M1, ω1)

TpM1 φ∗(Xp)

(M2, ω2)

Tφ(p)M2

φ(p)

φ

φ∗

U

V

Figure 2. Diagram of symplectomorphism between two symplectic manifolds, (M1, ω1)
and (M2, ω2).

Remark 1. As in the case of "the moduli" space of symplectic vector spaces, we would like to
classify symplectic manifolds up to symplectomorphism. This can be done locally as
Darboux theorem suggets. I.e., the dimension (as before) is the only local invariant
of symplectic manifolds up to symplectomorphism.

QTFMS 12



Geometric Quantization III. Symplectic Form on the Cotangent Bundle

2. Any symplectic manifold (M,ω) locally looks like (R2n, ω0). I.e., Any symplectic
manifold (M,ω) is locally symplectomorphic to (R2n, ω0). There exists a symplec-
tomorphism φ : U ∼−→ V where U ⊆open M , V ⊆open R2n such that

φ∗ω2|V = ω1|U ,

where ω1 ∈ Ω2(U), ω1 : TpU ×TpU → R and ω2 ∈ Ω2(V ), ω1 : Tq=φ(p)V ×TqV → R.

Theorem 2 Darboux: Let (M,ω), dimM = 2n be a symplectic manifold, p ∈M . Then there exists
a local coordinate chart (U, x1, ..., xn, y1, ..., yn) at p s.t.

ω =
n∑
i=1

dxi ∧ dyi on U. (1.2.15)

The local coordinate chart is also called Darboux’s Chart. Locally ω looks like a symplectic
form ω0 on R2n. A fact is that there exists no local invariant in symplectic geometry, in
contrast to Riemannian geometry, where the curvature provides such invariants.

1.3 - Symplectic Form on the Cotangent Bundle

Let us start with some preliminary definitions and properties regarding general vector
bundles.

Definition 9 An n-dimensional vector bundle over a base space X is a tuple (E, π,X) such that:

1. E and X are both topological manifolds.

2. π : E → X is a continuous map, called the projection map, such that for each
p ∈ X, π−1(p) is an n-dimensional vector space over R (or C). One can also denote
π−1(p) by Ep; formally called a fiber over p.

3. Local Trivialization: E locally looks like U × Rn.

p

U

q

π−1(p) ≡ Ep
Er

E

X

π

r

Eq
π−1 (U)

Figure 3. A vector bundle over X.
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Geometric Quantization III. Symplectic Form on the Cotangent Bundle

Locally, this schematic looks like:

p
Up

E ≃ Rn

U × Rn

Figure 4. Local picture of the fibers and the base space.

One can also see that for each p ∈ X, there exists a neighborhood Up of p such that

1. There exists a homeomorphism hp : π−1(Up) ≃−→ U × Rn,

2. For each point q ∈ Up; hp induces an isomorphism of vector spaces:

π−1(q) ≃−→ {q} × Rn ∼= Rn, (1.3.1)

i.e. each fiber is isomorphic to Rn.

Observation 1. E = ∐
p∈X Ep, and for each p ∈ X, vp ∈ Ep. That is, each vector vp ∈ π−1(p)

projects onto a unique point p at which the corresponding fiber π−1(p) lives.

π(vp) = p. (1.3.2)

π−1(p)
π−1(q)

π

Xp q

vp

vp′

Figure 5. Projections of vectors onto points in the base space.

2. Same definition will work if we consider “smooth" structure on given manifolds:

(a) Replace “continuous map" by “smooth".

(b) Replace “homeomorphisms" by “diffeomorphisms", and so on...

3. Local trivialization implies thatX admits a cover {UX} for which local trivialization
conditions hold and (Uα, h) is called “local coordinate chart" for each α.

QTFMS 14



Geometric Quantization III. Symplectic Form on the Cotangent Bundle

Definition 10 A vector bundle (E, π,X) is called trivial if E ∼= X ×Rn. In fact, the following diagram
commutes:

E X × Rn

X

φ

π
π′

⟳ (1.3.3)

Remark Local trivialization implies that there exists a cover {Uα}α∈Λ of X such that E|Uα is
trivial (E|Uα

∼= Uα × Rn).

Definition 11 Let (E, π,X) be a vector bundle. A continuous function s : X → R with π · s = idX is
called a section.

A section s may not be defined globally in general. Hence, we always consider s defined
on an open subset U ⊆ X:

s :U ⊆open X → E,

π · s = idU .
(1.3.4)

π−1(p)

X
dimX = 2

π−1(r)π−1(q)

s(r)
s(p)s(q)

U

p
q

r

s
s′ π

π−1(U)

Figure 6. Sections on the bundle over a two-dimensional base space.

One can use Γ to denote the smooth sections as in Γ(TM) of the tangent bundle as well
as Γ(T ∗M) of the cotangent bundle.

Definition 12 Smooth sections Γ(TM) of the tangent bundle are called smooth vector fields:

V : X −→ TM

p 7−→ Vp,
(1.3.5)

where Vp ∈ TpM .
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Theorem 3 An n-dimensional vector bundle (E, π,X) is trivial if and only if there exist n global
sections s1, ..., sn such that for each p ∈ X, the vectors s1(p), ..., sn(p) are linearly inde-
pendent, and hence form a basis for π−1(p).

π−1(p)

E ≃ X × Rn

X

s1(p)

s2(p)

sn(p)

s1

s2

sn
...

p

π

Figure 7. Sections on a trivial vector bundle

Proof Suppose that (E, π,X) is trivial. Then we have a homeomorphism φ : E → X × Rn

commuting the diagram
E X × Rn

X

φ

π
π′

⟳

Then, for each i = 1, . . . , n, we define si : X → E to be the map sending p 7→ φ−1(p, ei),
where ei denotes the standard basis element for Rn. It is then straightforward to compute

π ◦ si(p) = π(φ−1(p, ei)) = (π′ ◦ φ)(φ−1(p, ei) = π′(p, ei) = p.

Conversely, given such sections s1, ..., sn, it suffices to define a map φ : E → X × Rn

by si(p) 7→ (p, ei). Also, letting ψ : X × Rn → E, (p, v = ∑
viei) 7→

∑
visi(p), it is

then straightforward to verify that both φ and ψ satisfy the desired properties such that
ψ = φ−1.

Note that the local triviality condition implies that there exists a cover {Uα}α∈Λ of X such
that E|Uα is trivial. it follows from the theorem above that there exist n sections s1, ..., sn

defined on Uα locally for all α, with

si : Uα ⊆M → E, π · si = idU , (1.3.6)

such that for each q ∈ Uα, s1, ..., sn forms a basis for π−1(q) (Figure 8.). That is, each
vector bundle admits nowhere dependent n “local" sections due to local triviality condition
on (E, π,X).
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π−1(q) E

X

Si(q)

q

π

π−1(Uα)

π−1(r)
Si(r)

π−1(Uβ)

r

Uα

Uβ

Figure 8. Local sections over different open sets Uα.

Definition 13 Let X be an n-manifold with a coordinate chart (U, x1, ..., xn). Then the space

TX =
∐
p∈X

TpX (1.3.7)

is the tangent bundle over X, with the map

π : TX → X. (1.3.8)

Then the preimage
π−1(p) := TpX (1.3.9)

is said to be a fiber on the bundle. Similarly, one can define the cotangent bundle

T ∗X =
∐
p

T ∗
pX, (1.3.10)

and another appropriate map
π : T ∗X → X. (1.3.11)

p

U

q

TpX
TqX

TX

X

π

Figure 9. A tangent bundle TX over the base manifold, X.
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Now consider the cotangent bundle π : T ∗X → X. Any covector over p is locally repre-
sented by:

ξ = ξi(p) dxi , ξi ∈ C∞(U ;R). (1.3.12)

It induces a map:
T ∗U −→ R2n,

(p, ξ) 7−→ (x1(p), ..., xn(p), ξ1(p), ..., ξn(p)).

Here, the map is a homeomorphism onto its image, and the last line is a coordinate chart
for T ∗X.

T ∗M

Mp

π−1(Uα)

U

ξ

T ∗
pU

π

x = (xi)ni=1

x(U)

x(p) = {x1(p), ..., xn(p)}

Rn

Figure 10. Mapping from a cotangent bundle to Rn.

Definition 14 (x1(p), ..., xn(p), ξ1(p), ..., ξn(p)) are the cotangent coordinates associated to the coordi-
nates x1, ..., xn on U .

Given another chart (V, y1, ..., yn) about p, on the overlap p ∈ U ∩ V , if ξ ∈ T ∗
pX we have:

(x)ξi = ∂yτ
∂xi

ξτ , (y)ξj = ∂xi
∂yj

ξi,

which are smooth. This shows that:

M = T ∗X is a 2n-dimensional manifold.
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Now, let us construct symplectic structure on M :
1) Given T ∗X =: M π−−→ X, with m = (p, ξ), where ξ ∈ T ∗

pX, p ∈ X , π(m) = p and
ξ : TpX → R, define a canonical (tautological) 1-form α ∈ Ω1(M) as follows: For each
m ∈M , let

αM : TmM −→ R

v 7−→ αm(v),

where αm(v) = ξ(π∗,m(v)). Note that one can naturally define such an object once the
coordinate chart is fixed. Locally on T ∗U , observe α = ξidxi at m ∈ M ; hence αm =
ξi(π(m))dxi, where ξ = ξidx

i and ξi ∈ C∞(U,R).
2) Define a 2-form ω on M by ω := −dα, and locally (on T ∗U), one has

ω = −d(ξidxi) = dxi ∧ dξi, i = 1, 2, ..., n,

where ω = ∑n
i=1 dx

i ∧ dξi.

Example 5 M = T ∗Rn ∼= R2n with the coordinate chart (U, q1, ..., qn, p1, ..., pn), where q is position
and p is momentum. A canonical 1-form is α := ∑n

i=1 pidqi, and hence ω = ∑
i dqi ∧ dpi

(ω = −dα).

Observation In that case M = T ∗Rn, ω is an exact form (globally).

1.4 - Hamiltonian Functions and Vector Fields

Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold. Then we can define the space of smooth vector fields
on M as X ∈ Γ(TM) =: X(M), where X is any smooth vector on the thangent bundle.

Definition 15 We define the interior derivative or the contraction as ιxω (Y ) := ω(X, Y ), ∀Y ∈ X(M).
In general, ιx : Ωk(M)→ Ωk−1(M), and α→ ιxα = α(X, ·, ·, ...).

Definition 16 Given f ∈ C∞(M) (called “observables"), a vector field Xf is called Hamiltonian vector
field if ιXf

= df . Such a function is then called Hamiltonian function.

Example 6 Consider (R2, ω), where ω = dq ∧ dp with coordinates (q, p). We claim that there exists
a Hamiltonian vector field

Xf := −∂f
∂q

∂

∂p
+ ∂f

∂p

∂

∂q
.

Let Y = ∂
∂p

, then we have:

ιXf
ω

(
∂

∂p

)
= ω

(
Xf ,

∂

∂p

)
= ω

(
−∂f
∂q

∂

∂p
,
∂

∂p

)
+ ω

(
∂f

∂p

∂

∂q
,
∂

∂p

)

= ∂f

∂p
ω

(
∂

∂q
,
∂

∂p

)
= df

(
∂

∂p

)
.
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For Y = ∂
∂q

, similarly,

ιXf
ω

(
∂

∂q

)
= ∂f

∂q
= df

(
∂

∂q

)
.

In general, for (R2n, ω) with coordinates (q1, ..., qn, p1, ..., pn) and symplectic structure ω =∑n
i=1 dqi ∧ dpi; given a Hamiltonian function f ∈ C∞(R2n), the associated Hamiltonian

vector field Xf is given by,

Xf =
n∑
i=1

∂f

∂pi

∂

∂qi
− ∂f

∂qi

∂

∂pi
.

Here, Xf ∈ X(M), where M = R2n.

In fact, Xf ∈ Ham(M) ⊂ X(M), where Ham(M) is the space of Hamiltonian vector fields.
{
Xg ∈ Γ(TM) | ιXgω = dg for some g ∈ C∞(M)

}
.

p = γ(0)
q = γ(t)

γ̇(0) γ̇(t)

t
−ε ε

γ

M

Figure 11. A flow, γ, mapping an interval to the manifold M .

Let X ∈ Ham(M). Say X = XH for some smooth function H. Then there exists a local
flow γ of X defined as, γ : (−ε, ε)→M such that

γ(0) = p and d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
γ(t) = Xp,

d

dt
γ(t) = Xγ(t).

(1.4.1)

Say γ(t) = (q1(t), ..., qn(t), p1(t), ..., pn(t)), γ̇(t) = Xγ(t) ⇐⇒ q̇i = ∂H
∂pi
, ṗi = −∂H

∂qi
, where γ

is a local flow (integral curve) for XH . In other words, we obtain the standard Hamiltonian
equations of motion:

q̇i = ∂H

∂pi
, ṗi = −∂H

∂qi
.
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Example 7 (X,ω) = (R3, ω) with coordinates (q1, q2, q3) = q. Consider a particle of a mass m moving
in configuration space R3 with coordinates q = (q1, q2, q3).

R3
I

t→ q(t)

q(t)

• Newton’s 2nd law in R3 =⇒ it moves along a curve q(t) s.t. (consider a vector
potential),

m
d2q

dt2
= −∇V (q).

• Introduce momenta,
pi = m

dqi
dt
, i = 1, 2, 3.

• H(p, q) := 1
2m |p|

2 + V (q) = 1
2m
∑3
i=1 p

2
i + V (q).

Consider T ∗R3 ∼= R6 (the corresponding phase space) together with ω = ∑3
i=1 dqi ∧ dpi.

Then, Newton’s 2nd law in R3 (configuration space) reads as the Hamiltonian equation
for phase space in R6,

dqi
dt

= 1
m
pi = ∂H

∂pi
,

dpi
dt

= m
d2qi
dt2

= ∂V (q)
∂qi

= −∂H
∂qi

,

where we obtain last equality using V (q) = H(p, q)− 1
2m |p|

2.

1.5 - Some Lie Theory

1.5.1 - Lie Groups

Definition 17 A Lie group (G, ·) is a group together with a smooth complex manifold structure such
that the maps

i) µ : G×G −→ G with (g, h) 7−→ g · h,

ii) i : G −→ G with g 7−→ g−1,

are both smooth.
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Example 8 Some examples are:

• G = Rn with usual group structure (pointwise addition +Rn) and with the usual
smooth manifold structure is a Lie group.

• Likewise, Cn is a Lie group under addition.

• R∗ = R−{ 0 } is a 1-dimensional Lie group under multiplication (view as GL(1,R)).

• Given Lie groups G1, ..., Gn, the product space G1 × ... × Gn is a Lie group with
component-wise multiplication.

Example 9 Let us verify that the circle group S1 := {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}, with the group operation

eiθ1 ·C eiθ2 = ei(θ1+θ2), (1.5.1)

indeed admits a Lie group structure. Note that

•
(
eiθ
)−1

= e−iθ,

• eiθ · eiψ = ei(θ+ψ) (corresponds to rotations), and

• there is an identity element 1, along with other standard conditions satisfied.

Therefore, (S1, ·C) is a group.

Moreover, S1 ⊆ R2 and it inherits the topology from R2 as a subspace topology. To see
this:

V

U

Figure 12. An open set U
containing portion of S1.

V ⊆ S1 is open if and only if there exists U ⊂
open

R2

such that V = S1∩U . Next, we have to show that S1

has the structure of a 1-manifold. Informally, we can
say that S1 looks like an open subset in R1. More
formally, however, we say that it is locally homeo-
morphic to R1 for all p ∈ S1. Consider the chart
(U,φ):

φ : U = S1 − { (0, 1) } −→ φ(U) ⊆ R1

(u, v) 7−→ u

1− v .

Defining ξ := u/(1− v),

ξ2 = u2

(1− v)2 = 1− v2

(1− v)2 = 1 + v

1− v , (1.5.2)
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where we used the fact that u and v are related by the Pythagorean relation, we get

v = ξ2 − 1
ξ2 + 1 . (1.5.3)

By definition,
u = ξ(1− v) = ξ

2ξ
ξ2 + 1 . (1.5.4)

Hence, the inverse map is

φ−1 : φ(U) −→ U

ξ 7−→
(

2ξ
ξ2 + 1 ,

ξ2 − 1
ξ2 + 1

)
.

Since both φ and φ−1 are continuous, φ is a homeomorphism. Now consider another chart
(V, ψ) such that

ψ : V = S1 − (0,−1) −→ ψ(V ) ⊆ R1

(u, v) 7−→ u

1 + v
.

Similar to before, we have

η := u

1 + v
=⇒ η2 = u2

(1 + v)2 = 1− v2

(1 + v)2 = 1− v
1 + v

, (1.5.5)

and
u = η(1 + v) = 2η

η + 1 , v = 1− η2

η2 + 1 , (1.5.6)

which gives the inverse map as

ψ−1 : ψ(V ) −→ V

η 7−→
(

2η
η2 + 1 ,

1− η2

η2 + 1

)
.

Again, since both are continuous, ψ is a homeomorphism. Then, { (U, φ), (V, ψ) } form a
(maximal) atlas A, which is the main guideline to decipher the geometry of S1.

Now we need to verify that S1 admits a smooth structure. To see this, we check whether
the transition functions of the atlas A are smooth. Looking at φ ◦ ψ−1 on the overlap
U ∩ V . Let η ∈ U ∩ V . Then we get

φ ◦ ψ−1(η) = φ

(
2η

η2 + 1 ,
1− η2

η2 + 1

)
=

2η
η2+1

1− 1−η2

η2+1

= 2η
2η2 = 1

η
. (1.5.7)

We also have, for ξ ∈ U ∩ V ,
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ψ ◦ φ−1(ξ) = ψ

(
2ξ

ξ2 + 1 ,
ξ2 − 1
ξ2 + 1

)
=

2ξ
ξ2+1

1 + ξ2−1
ξ2+1

= 1
ξ
.∗ (1.5.8)

Since both of these are smooth, we have confirmed that S1 is a smooth manifold. Another
way to see this is the proposition: S1 ∼= U(1) ∼= R/Z ∼= SO(2). The first isomorphism is
the canonical one by the definition of U(1); others follow from the exponential mapping,
and Euler’s identity correspondence of eiθ with the rotation matrix of SO(2), respectively.
Now, the only thing left to do is to show µ and i are smooth maps. Starting with i : S1 −→
S1:

eiθ ⊆ U eiθ ⊆ V

R R

i

φ ψ

ĩ

(1.5.9)

Here, we can see that ĩ = ψ ◦ i ◦ φ−1. Then,

ĩ(ξ) = ψ ◦ i ◦ φ−1(ξ) = ψ ◦ i
(

2ξ
ξ2 + 1 ,

ξ2 − 1
ξ2 + 1

)

= ψ

(
2ξ

ξ2 + 1 ,
1− ξ2

ξ2 + 1

)
=

2ξ
ξ2+1

1 + 1−ξ2

ξ2+1

= 2ξ (hence differentiable). (1.5.10)

Likewise, we can also write ĩ = φ ◦ i ◦ ψ−1, where

ĩ(η) = φ ◦ iψ−1(η) = φ ◦ i
(

2η
η2 + 1 ,

1− η2

η2 + 1

)

= φ

(
2η

η2 + 1 ,
η2 − 1
η2 + 1

)
=

2η
η2+1

1− η2−1
η2+1

= η. (1.5.11)

The matrix Lie groups. We begin by defining the general linear group,

GL(n,R) = {A ∈ Rn×n : detA ̸= 0 } , (1.5.12)

equipped with the matrix multiplication operation. This group has the dimension dimR =
n2. Note that

[AB]ij =
n∑
k

aikbkj (1.5.13)

is a polynomial, and thus µ is a smooth map. Similarly,

(A−1)ij = (−1)i+j
detA [(j, i)−minor of A] , (1.5.14)

which means that i is also a smooth map. The determinant map det : Rn×n −→ R which
is a continuous map.

∗Note that η ̸= 0 and ξ ̸= 0 since ψ−1(0) = (0, 1) ̸∈ U and φ−1(0) = (0, 1) ̸∈ V.
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One can also consider GL(n,C) which is an open submanifold of Cn×n, and hence has
dimR = 2n2. Similarly, GL(n,R) is an open submanifold of Rn×n, and thus a manifold
of dimR = n2. This follows from the fact that since R − { 0 } is open, det−1(R − { 0 }) =
GL(n,R) must also be open.

The next group is the special linear group.

SL(n,R) = {A ∈ Rn×n : detA = 1 } . (1.5.15)

SL(n,R) is a codimension-1 subgroup of GL(n,R), and thus has dimR SL(n,R) = n2 − 1.
This follows from the regular value theorem for the determinant map: SL(n,R) =
det−1(A). Similar to before, SL(n,C) is a codimension-1 (with respect to C)subgroup
of GL(n,C) with dimR SL(n,C) = 2n2 − 2.

The orthogonal group is a subgroup of the general linear group defined as

O(n) = {A ∈ GL(n,R) : ATA = id } = f−1(id), (1.5.16)

where f(A) = ATA. The dimension of the orthogonal group is

dimRO(n) = n2 − n
2 . (1.5.17)

One can note that for A ∈ O(n),

det id = det
(
ATA

)
= (detA)2 = 1 =⇒ detA = ±1. (1.5.18)

Thus, all elements of the orthogonal group have determinant ±1. Those with detA = 1
form the Special orthogonal group,

SO(n) = O(n) ∪ SL(n,R) = {A ∈ Rn×n : ATA = id, detA = 1 } . (1.5.19)

The dimension of the special orthogonal group is equal to the dimension of the orthogonal
group.
Similar to orthogonal matrices, unitary matrices also define a group called the unitary
group,

U(n) = {A ∈ Cn×n : A∗A = id } ⊆ GL(n,C), (1.5.20)

with dimension dimR = n2. Using the same argument as before, we define the special
unitary group,

SU(n) = U(n) ∩ SL(n,C) = {A ∈ Cn×n : detA = 1, A∗A = id } (1.5.21)

with dimension dimR SU(n) = n2 − 1.
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Now, let us consider some particular cases. Looking at SU(2), by definition, we have

SU(2) =

β̄ −ᾱ
α β

 ∈ C2×2 : |β|2 + |α|2 = 1
 . (1.5.22)

Writing α = x1 + iy1 and β = x2 + iy2, we get that

SU(2) ∼=
{
(x1, y1, x2, y2) ∈ R4 : x2

1 + y2
1 + x2

2 + y2
2 = 1

}
= S3. (1.5.23)

Furthermore, SU(2) is diffeomorphic to S3 . What about S2?
Sn is simply connected for n ≥ 2, implying that Sn serves as the universal cover of RPn.
For n = 1, π1(S1) = Z.

π1(RPn) ∼= Z2, for n > 1 =⇒ RPn = Sn/Z2 (by Antipodal action). (1.5.24)

This implies that S2 ∼= SU(2)/U(1) and

SU(2)/Z2 ∼= RP3 ∼= SO(3). (1.5.25)

Then, SU(2) is the double cover of SO(3). Note that SO(3) is the classical rotation group
while SU(2) is the quantum rotation group.

Next, consider SL(2,C):

SL(2,C) =

a b

c d

 ∈ C2×2 : ad− bc = 1
 . (1.5.26)

To show that SL(2,C) is in fact a Lie group, we can apply the same processes as we did for
S1. It should be noted that SL(2,C) is the quantum Lorentz group, which is the double
cover of the Lorentz group SO(1, 3), the symmetry group of special relativity, where

SO(1, 3) ∼= SL(2,C)/Z2. (1.5.27)

Furthermore, one has the identification

SO(1, 3) ∼= R3 × (S3/Z2). (1.5.28)

Now, let us define two charts. Start with (U, φ), where

U =

a b

c d

 ∈ SL(2,C) : a ̸= 0
 . (1.5.29)
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Note that U is an open subset:

f : SL(2,C) −→ C4 (1.5.30)a b

c d

 7−→ (a, b, c, d), (1.5.31)

where we inherit the usual topology of C4. Considering the hypersurface {(a, b, c, d) : a ̸= 0},
which is open in C4, we get

U = f−1︸︷︷︸
cont.

({(a, b, c, d) : a ̸= 0})

︸ ︷︷ ︸
open

. (1.5.32)

The map, φ, is then defined by

φ : U −→ φ(U) (1.5.33)a b

c d

 7−→ (a, b, c), (1.5.34)

via the determinant ad− bc = 1 =⇒ d = 1+bc
a

. Then, the inverse map is

φ−1 : (a, b, c) 7−→
a b

c 1+bc
a

 . (1.5.35)

The second chart we define is (V, ψ), where

V =

a b

c d

 ∈ SL(2,C) : b ̸= 0
 , (1.5.36)

and

ψ : V −→ ψ(V ) (1.5.37)a b

c d

 7−→ (a, b, d), (1.5.38)

with

ψ−1 : (a, b, d) 7−→
 a b
ad−1
b

d

 . (1.5.39)

Now, one can check the other conditions for the maximal atlas {(U,φ), (V, ψ)}.

At last, let us now put forward some key theorems.

Theorem 4 Sn admits a Lie group structure if n = 0, 1 and 3.
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Theorem 5 Hairy Ball Theorem: There exists no nowhere-vanishing vector field on S2.

Lemma 1 Let G be a Lie group. Then there exists a nowhere-vanishing vector field on G.

Theorem 6 Let G be a compact connected Lie group. Then the Euler characteristic vanishes, i.e.
χ(G) = 0.

1.5.2 - Lie Algebras

Definition 18 A Lie algebra, g, is a vector space over a field K equipped with a bilinear map, [·, ·] :
g× g −→ g, called the Lie bracket such that

1. [x, y] = −[y, x] ∀x, y ∈ g (skew-symmetry),

2. [x, [y, z]] + [y, [z, x]] + [z, [x, y]] = 0 ∀x, y, z ∈ g (Jacobi’s identity).

Example 10 As an example, consider the space Γ(TG) of smooth vector fields on G.

• Γ(TG) is an infinite dimensional C∞(G)-module (or R-vector space).

• The Lie bracket is defined as the usual commutator in differential geometry,

[x, y] := xy − yx = [x, y]o. (1.5.40)

With these two conditions, (Γ(TG), [·, ·]o) forms a Lie algebra.

Definition 19 Let (G, ·) be a Lie group. Then for any g ∈ G, one can define a map

lg = G −→ G (1.5.41)
h 7−→ lg(h) := g · h, (1.5.42)

which is called a left-translation. One can similarly define a right-translation.

Observation 1. Since the product operation is smooth, lg is also smooth.

2. lg is invertible: It’s inverse is defined as (lg)−1 = lg−1 ∀g ∈ G. Taking the inverse
is a smooth operation and thus, lg−1 is also smooth. This means that lg is a
diffeomorphism. (lg : G

∼=−−→ G).

3. Since (lg)−1 exists, lg is an isomorphism considering G as a set. However, it is not
a group isomorphism as lg(h · h′) = g · h · h′ does not necessarily equal gh · gh′.

Since lg is a diffeomorphism, we can define the push-forward lg∗ .
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Xh

ThG

G

hgh

lg∗,h(Xh)

Figure 13. Pushforward map of left-translation.

lg∗,h : ThG −→ Tlg(h)G = TghG. (1.5.43)

Definition 20 A vector field X ∈ Γ(TG) is called left-invariant if

lg∗X = X, (1.5.44)

that is; for any h ∈ G,
lg∗,h(Xh) = Xgh. (1.5.45)

We denote the space of left-invariant vector fields by LΓ(TG). This is indeed a C∞(G)-
submodule of Γ(TG).

Observation Let f ∈ C∞(G) and X ∈ LΓ(TG). Then for h, g ∈ G, we have

(lg∗Xh)f = Xghf . (1.5.46)

Looking at the left-hand side,

(lg∗Xh)f = Xh(f ◦ lg) = (X(f ◦ lg))(h). (1.5.47)

Now the right-hand side reads as

Xghf = (Xf )(gh) = (Xf ◦ lg)(h). (1.5.48)

Xh

ThG

G

h

gh lg

Then, we reach an important characterization (to decide whether a vector field is left-
invariant or not):

X ∈ LΓ(TG) ⇐⇒ X(f ◦ lg) = Xf ◦ lg. (1.5.49)
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Claim (LΓ(TG), [·, ·]o) ⊆ (Γ(TG), [·, ·]) is a Lie subalgebra.

Proof We need to show that for x, y ∈ LΓ(TG), [x, y]o ∈ LΓ(TG). Here, we will make use of
(1.5.49). As we stated before, LΓ(TG) is a C∞(G)-submodule of Γ(TG) or a R-subvector
space of Γ(TG). Then, let X, Y be left-invariant vector fields. For g ∈ G and f ∈ C∞(G),
we have

[X, Y ]o(f ◦ lg) = (XY − Y X)(f ◦ lg)
= X(Y (f ◦ lg))− Y (X(f ◦ lg))
= X(Y f ◦ lg)− Y (Xf ◦ lg)
= X(Y f) ◦ lg − Y (Xf) ◦ lg
= (XY − Y X)(f) ◦ (lg). (1.5.50)

This means that
[X, Y ]o(f ◦ lg) = [X,Y ]of ◦ lg, (1.5.51)

which, by (1.5.49), implies that [X, Y ]o ∈ LΓ(TG).

Claim TeG ∼= LΓ(TG). An immediate corrollary from this proposition is: dimLΓ(TG) =
dimTeG = dimG <∞a even if Γ(TG) is an infinite dimensional Lie algebra.

aWhen dimG <∞.

Proof We define a map

φ : TeG −→ LΓ(TG)
A 7−→ φ(A),

where for each g ∈ G, φ(A)g := lg∗A defines a vector field. We need to show that
φ(A) ∈ Γ(TG) is indeed a left-invariant vector field, i.e. to show that lh∗φ(A)g = φ(A)hg.

A

ThG

G

e

g

g′

TgG

Tg′G

lg∗A

lg′∗A

To see this, let us look at how it behaves when it acts on a function f ∈ C∞(G):

lh∗(lg∗A)f = (lg∗A)(f ◦ lh) = A(f ◦ lh ◦ lg) = A(f ◦ lhg) = (l(hg)∗A)f, (1.5.52)

∴ lh∗φ(A)g = φ(A)hg. (1.5.53)
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Hence, φ(A) is a left-invariant vector field. Furthermore, its inverse is given by

ψ : LΓ(TG) −→ TeG

X 7−→ Xe.

Then, we need to check that

(i) (ψ ◦ φ)A = ψ(φ(A)) = φ(A)e = le∗A = A,

(ii) (φ ◦ ψ)(X) = φ(Xe) = X.

The second point arises from the fact that for each g ∈ G;

φ(Xe)g = lg∗Xe = Xge = Xg. (1.5.54)

Hence, TeG ∼= LΓ(TG) as a vector space.

Our main result is then that there exists a Lie algebra homomorphism†

(TeG, [·, ·]) ∼= (LΓ(TG), [·, ·]o), (1.5.57)

where
[A,B] = [φ(A), φ(B)]o

∣∣∣∣∣
e

. (1.5.58)

Lie group Lie algebra
GL(n,R) gl(n,R)
SO(n) so(n) skew symmetric matrices
U(n) u(n) skew Hermition matrices

SL(n,C) sl(n,C) traceless matrices

The matrix Lie algebras. Calculating such Lie algebras from definitions is lengthy and
quite messy. Instead, we use a practical method via the notion of the exponential map.

Let us try computing the Lie algebra of SU(2) using the exponential map.

SU(2) = {A ∈ GL(2,C) : AA∗ = id, detA = 1 } . (1.5.59)

Let M be a smooth manifold. The idea of exponential maps is that any "sufficiently close"
two points in M can be joined through a geodesic given by the exponential map.

†Recall that β is called a Lie algebra homomorphism if

β : g 7−→ h (1.5.55)

such that ∀X,Y ∈ g,
β([X,Y ]g) = [β(X), β(Y )]h. (1.5.56)
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p = exp(0)

V⃗p

U

W⃗p
0

exp
(
W⃗p

)
exp

(
V⃗p
) V

TpM

M

exp
(
tV⃗p

)

exp
(
tW⃗p

)

Figure 14. Exponential map from a tangent space to the manifold.

Here one can define a local diffeomorphism: U −→ v := exp(U) such that

γ(t) := exp(tvp),
γ(0) = p,

γ(1) = exp(vp).

(1.5.60)

Then any point q ∈ V can be "hit" by a geodesic γ starting from the point p. For this, the
data we need are the initial point p and the initial velocity vp.

Similarly, since (g, [·, ·]0) ≃ (TeG, [·, ·]), we have a surjection

exp : g −→ G. (1.5.61)

For su(2), the Lie algebra of SU(2), we let X ∈ su(2). Then, by the surjective map defined
above, we get exp(tX) ∈ SU(2). So, we have,

1. exp(tX) exp(tX)∗ = id and,

2. det exp(tX).

Now, observe that we have

exp(tX) = etX = id + tX + (tX)2

2! + · · · . = id + tX +O(t2). (1.5.62)

Then we have

(id + tX) ¯(id + tX)T = (id + tX)(id + tX∗) = id + tX∗ + tX +O(t2) = id. (1.5.63)
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Thus, if id + t(X∗ +X) = id for all t, then we must have

X∗ = −X. (1.5.64)

Now, recall that for any X ∈ Rn×n, det
(
eX
)

= etrX . To prove this, we make the following
observations.

i) Any complex (real) square matrix X can be triangularised, i.e., there exists a non-
singular complex square matrix A such that AXA−1 is upper triangular.

ii) X and AXA−1 share the same eigenvalues:

det
(
λid− AXA−1

)
= det

(
λAA−1 − AXA−1

)
= det

(
A(λid−X)A−1

)
= det(λid−X).

(1.5.65)

iii) Then, the eigenvalues λ1, . . . , λn of AXA−1 (also those of X), must lie along its
diagonal. Due to this observation, it is enough to assume X is an upper triangular
matrix with eigenvalues λ1, ·, λn.

X =


λ1 ⋆

. . .
0 λn

 . (1.5.66)

Then, we have

eX =
∑
k

1
k!X

k =
∑
k

1
k!


λk1 ⋆

. . .
0 λkn



=


∑
k

1
k!λ

k
1 ⋆

. . .
0 ∑

k
1
k!λ

k
n

 =


eλ1 ⋆

. . .
0 eλn

 . (1.5.67)

Therefore,
det

(
eX
)

=
n∏
i=1

eλi = e
∑

i
λi = etrX . (1.5.68)

With this, the second statement then reads as

1 = det etX = etr(tX) =⇒ tr(tX) = t tr{X} = 0 ∀t. (1.5.69)

∴ trX = 0. (1.5.70)
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Then the Lie algebra su(2) is

su(2) = {X ∈ C2×2 : X∗ = −X, trX = 0 } . (1.5.71)

The bases of this algebra are given by the Pauli matrices with some scale factors.

iσ1 = u1 =
0 i

i 0

 , iσ2 = u2 =
0 −1

1 0

 , iσ3 = u3 =
i 0

0 −i

 . (1.5.72)

The structure relations are :

[u3, u1] = 2u2, [u1, u2] = 2u3, [u2, u3] = 2u1. (1.5.73)

Remark There is a Lie algebra isomorphism su(2) ≃ so(3). However, their corresponding Lie
groups, SU(2) and SO(3), are not isomorphic. In fact, SU(2) is the double cover of
SO(3). In some sense, SO(3) corresponds to 3D rotations in the macroworld while
SU(2) corresponds to infinitesimal rotations in the microworld.

Example 11 Compute the Lie algebra sl(2,C) of SL(2,C) = {A ∈ C2×2 : detA = 1 }.
Consider the determinant function det : GL(n,R) −→ R (or C instead of R). Then, we
have

det∗,A : TnGL(n,R) −→ TdetAR. (1.5.74)

In particular, consider A = id. Then,

det∗,id : TidGL(n,R) −→ T1R ≃ R. (1.5.75)

We then claim, det∗,id(X) = TrX. To prove this, let X ∈ TidGL(n,R). Then there
exists a curve γ : (−ε, ε) −→ GL(n,R) such that γ(0) = id and dγ/dt|t=0 = X with
γ(t) = exp(tX). Then, by the definition of the pushforward, we have

f∗,p(Xp) = d
dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
f ◦ γ. (1.5.76)

This gives

det∗,id(X) = d
dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

det ◦γ = d
dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

det
(
etX

)
= d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
et tr(X) = tr(X)et tr(X)

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

= tr(X).

(1.5.77)
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1.6 - Poisson Algebra

Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold, and let f ∈ C∞(M). We then define the Hamiltonian
vector field Xf of f by

ιXf
ω = df. (1.6.1)

Then we have
C∞(M) −→ Ham(M) ⊂ Γ(TM),

f 7−→ Xf .
(1.6.2)

Here, Ham(M) is the space of Hamiltonian vector fields as we defined before. Now, define
a bilinear map {·, ·} : C∞(M)× C∞(M) −→ C∞(M) by

{f, g} := −ω(Xf , Xg). (1.6.3)

This bilinear map is called the Poisson bracket and satisfies the following properties.

Lemma 2 1. {f, g} = −{g, f},

2. {f, {g, h}}+ cyclic permutations = 0,

3. {fg, h} = f{g, h}+ {f, h}g.

With the Poisson bracket, one has a Lie algebra structure. Namely,
(
C∞(M), {·, ·}

)
is a

Lie algebra where the Lie algebra bracket is identified with the Poisson bracket

[·, ·] ≡ {·, ·}. (1.6.4)

Claim
(
Ham(M), [·, ·]0

)
is a Lie algebra, where [·, ·]0 is the bracket that descends from the

commutator of vector fields in
(
Γ(TM), [·, ·]0

)
.

Proof To prove this claim, it suffices to show that the commutator of two Hamiltonian vector
fields Xf and Xg gives rise to a Hamiltonian vector field for any two f, g ∈ C∞(M).
Namely, we need to show that, for any Xf , Xg ∈ Ham(M),

[Xf , Xg]0 ∈ Ham(M). (1.6.5)

For a moment, suppose that [Xf , Xg]0 ≡ Xh for some h ∈ C∞(M). How does h relate to
f and g? A very natural guess would be h ≡ {f, g} so that

[Xf , Xg]0 = X{f,g}. (1.6.6)

In other words, the Hamiltonian vector field corresponding to {f, g} is given by the
commutator [Xf , Xg]. While this appears quite intuitive and appealing, how can we
show it to be true? The proof uses two things:

QTFMS 35



Geometric Quantization VI. Poisson Algebra

1. By Cartan’s identity,
LXα = d ιXα + ιX dα. (1.6.7)

If we choose X = Xf ∈ Ham(M), and α = ω with ω being the symplectic form on
M , we get

LXf
ω = d(ιXf

ω︸ ︷︷ ︸
df

) + ιXf
dω︸︷︷︸

0

, (1.6.8)

and since d2 = 0 holds on any object, we have

LXf
ω = 0, (1.6.9)

meaning that Hamiltonian vector field Xf preserves the symplectic structure ω

in the sense that ω is invariant under the Hamiltonian flow generated by Xf .
Remember also that LXf

f = 0. That is, Hamiltonian vector field preserves its
Hamiltonian function. To see this, one can imagine f physically as the Hamiltonian,
which commutes with itself and is preserved under time translations, the latter
being the physical interpretation of Hamiltonian flows. Mathematically, one proves
LXf

f = 0 as

LXf
f = Xf (f) = df(Xf ) = ιXf

ω(Xf ) = ω(Xf , Xf ) = 0. (1.6.10)

2. For any X,Y ∈ Γ(TM), one has

ι[X,Y ] = [LX , ιY ]. (1.6.11)

Then,
ι[Xf ,Xg ]ω = [LXf

, ιXg ]ω
= LXf

(ιXgω︸ ︷︷ ︸
η

)− ιXg( LXf
ω︸ ︷︷ ︸

0 (by item 1)

)

= d(ιXf
ιXgω)− ιXf

d(ιXgω︸ ︷︷ ︸
dg

)

= d
[
ιXf

(ω(Xg, ·))
]

= d
(
ω(Xg, Xf )

)
= d({f, g})
= ιX{f,g}ω.

(1.6.12)

Thus, we have established the following result. Ham(M), [·, ·] is a Lie algebra with

[·, ·] : Ham(M)× Ham(M) −→ Ham(M)
(X, Y ) −→ [X, Y ] = X{f,g}.

(1.6.13)

QTFMS 36



Geometric Quantization VI. Poisson Algebra

Note that there exists a natural map φ from the two Lie algebras

φ :
(
C∞(M), {·, ·}

)
−→

(
Ham(M), [·, ·]0

)
f 7−→ Xf

{g, h} 7−→ X{g,h} = [Xg, Xh].

(1.6.14)

• φ is a Lie algebra homomorphism as the algebra structure is preserved under φ:

φ({f, g}) = X{f,g} = [Xf , Xg] = [φ(f), φ(g)]. (1.6.15)

• φ assigns to f a differential operator Xf .

• The condition “X{f,g} = [Xf , Xg]” resembles Dirac’s quantization condition, where
one takes the Poisson bracket {f, g} and makes it an operator {̂f, g} such that

{̂f, g} = 1
iℏ

[f̂ , ĝ], (1.6.16)

where the quantities with hats are operators acting on the Hilbert space H of the
quantum theory, and ℏ is the quantization parameter (Planck’s constant), governing
the transition from classical phase space to the quantum Hilbert space.

One may suppose that this is the end of Geometric Quantization, and that the "deforma-
tion" above does the job, but there are some loose ends.

1. What exactly is the suitable Hilbert space on which f̂ acts?

2. Is the assignment f 7→ Xf suitable for our purposes?

One problem with the assignment f 7→ Xf is that it is not injective. This is because if
f = c for some constant c, then 0 = df = ιXf

ω(·) = ω(Xf , ·). However, ω is a non-
degenerate bilinear form, so Xf must be 0 identically! Hence, the map has a kernel, where
any constant maps to the "0-operator".

To remedy the situation above and provide better construction, we will need some addi-
tional structures. To this end, we will first introduce some useful concepts in the following
sections.
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1.7 - Group Actions on Manifolds

1.7.1 - Lie Group Actions

Definition 21 Let (G, ·) be a Lie group, and M be a smooth manifold. We define the action of G on
M as a smooth map:

G×M ▷−−→M

(g, p) 7−→ g ▷ p
(1.7.1)

The operation ▷ is a smooth left-action, and the following two properties hold: ∀p ∈
M, ∀g1, g2 ∈ G

1) e ▷ p = p, 2) g1 ▷ (g2 ▷ p) = (g1 · g2) ▷ p, (1.7.2)

where · denotes the multiplication on the group G, and e is the identity element.

Similarly, one can define a smooth right-action by (g, p) 7−→ p ◁ g.

Definition 22 Let (G, ·G) and (H, ·H) be two Lie groups, and ρ : G −→ H be a group homomorphism.
Also let M,N be two smooth manifolds, acted upon by G,H as G × M

▶−−→ M and
H ×N ▷−−→ N . A function f : M −→ N is ρ-equivariant if the diagram

G×M H ×N

M N

(ρ,f)

▶ ▷

f

⟳ (1.7.3)

commutes. One then calls such f a ρ-equivariant map. The above diagram commuting
means

(g, p) (ρ(g), f(p))

g ▶ p f(g ▶ p) = ρ(g) ▷ f(ρ)

(1.7.4)

The equality at the bottom right is the condition of equivariance.

Definition 23 Let G −→ Diff(M) be a left action g 7−→ g ▷ ·.

1. For any point p, the orbit of the G-action on p is defined as the set

Op = {q | q = g ▷ p ∀g ∈ G}. (1.7.5)
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Example: Consider the SO(2) action on the R2 plane (or equivalently, the S1 action
on the C plane)

A ▷ p := A ·

p1

p2

 , (1.7.6)

where · denotes matrix multiplication. Recall that S1 ≃ SO(2) from the homomor-

phism eiθ 7→

 cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

, so on the complex plane, this action corresponds to

multiplication by a phase.

2. The stabilizer subgroup of the orbit group is the set

stab(p) = {g ∈ G | g ▷ p = p}. (1.7.7)

The action ▷ on the manifold M is called free if the stabilizer subgroup is trivial,
namely stab(p) = {e} , ∀p ∈M , with e being the identity element of G.

Example: Let C∗ = R2 − {0, 0}. The S1 action on C∗ is free

stab
0

0

 = G =⇒ eiθz = rei(θ+ψ), (1.7.8)

so that eiθz = z only when θ = 2πk ∈ ker(exp).

3. Define an equivalence relation using the G action. Let p, q ∈M :

p ∼ q ⇐⇒ ∃ g ∈ G s.t. q = g ▷ p (i.e. q ∈ Op). (1.7.9)

For example, in U(1) gauge theory, two gauge potentials A and A′ are declared the
same if there exists a g ∈ U(1) such that A′ = g▷A. Having defined the equivalence
relation, one can also consider the quotient
M/ ∼ := M/G, which is called the orbit space.

Smooth R-action on a smooth manifold: Given a smooth manifold M , let X be a complete
vector field. For each p ∈M , there is a unique flow

p = ρ0(p)

M
Xp = dρt

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

Xρt(p) = dρt

dt
ρt(p)

R

Figure 15. A one-parameter flow ρt on M .
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where ρt : M −→M is a map p 7−→ ρt(p) such that

• ρt is smooth,

• ρ−1
t = ρt−1 is also smooth (hence ρt ∈ Diff(M), ∀t),

• by uniqueness of ρt, we have ρt+s = ρt ◦ ρs.

q
ρt(p) = (ρt ◦ ρs)(q)

p = ρ0(q)

ρt+s(q)

Then, we can equip the family {ρt | t ∈ R} with the structure of a group using ◦. Such
a family is called the one-parameter group of diffeomorphisms. We also have the group
homomorphism ρ : R −→ Diff(M) acting as t 7−→ exp(tX), which gives a smooth R action
on M .

p

Xp

exp(Xp)

TpM

M

exp(tXp)

ρt

exp(tXp)

Figure 16. A smooth R-action on M through the one-parameter flow acting as an
exponential map.

Furthermore, we have the bijection

{complete vector fields} ←→ {smooth R actions on M}

X 7−→ exp(tX)

Xp = d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0
ψt(p) ←−[ ψt

(1.7.10)

for each p.
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1.7.2 - Symplectic Actions

Let us now discuss symplectic actions.

Definition 24 On a symplectic manifold (M,ω), the action G↷M is defined by a map:

ψ : G −→ Diff(M)
g 7−→ ψg.

(1.7.11)

ψ is a symplectic action if ψ : G −→ Symp(M) ⊂ Diff(M), namely, ψg is a diffeomor-
phism such that ψ∗

gω = ω, so it respects the symplectic form of M .

Definition 25 A symplectic action ψ of R (or S1) on (M,ω) is Hamiltonian if the vector field generated
by ψ is Hamiltonian.

Example 12 Consider (M,ω) = (R2, dx ∧ dy) with the standard x, y coordinates. Let

X = − ∂

∂y
∈ Γ(TR2), (1.7.12)

and
ψX : R −→ Diff(R2)

t 7−→ ρXt = exp(tX)
(1.7.13)

be the smooth action generated by X. Define ρXt (p) =
αt(p)
βt(p)

. Recall that ρX0 (p) = p

and d
dt
ρXt (p) = XρX

t (p), so α0(p) = p1, and β0(p) = p2 while

α̇t(p) = 0 ; β̇t(p) = −1, (1.7.14)

since X = 0∂x − 1∂y = (0,−1). Integrating this, we obtain

ρXt (p) =
 p1

p2 − t

 , (1.7.15)

hence, the orbit Op is all the vertical lines Op = {ρt(p) | t ∈ R}:

p ∼ q =

 p1

p2 − t

 ∣∣∣∣∣∣ t ∈ R

 (1.7.16)

which is the line at x = p1. If we look at ∪p∈R2Op, we get all the lines parallel to the
y-axis.
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Now, let us show that X is a Hamiltonian vector field, that is to say, it obeys

ιXω = df for some f. (1.7.17)

Looking at
ιXω(Y ) = ω

(
− ∂

∂y
, Y
)

= dx(Y ) for any Y ∈ Γ(TR2), (1.7.18)

we see that f(x, y) = x does the job, namely ιXω = dx. Hence, we conclude that the
above action is Hamiltonian.

It is instructive to repeat the process for (M,ω) = (S2, ω = dθ∧ dh). Here θ and h are the
components of cylindrical coordinate system. By following similar steps, one can see that
each orbit is a horizontal cycle and the action is Hamiltonian.
We have understood how to define a Hamiltonian action for R (or S1) on a symplectic man-
ifold (M,ω) using the 1-parameter group of diffeomorphisms. How about the Hamiltonian
action of a more generic group G? Which notion is the right analogy to "Hamiltonian
functions"? To build this, we need further tools.

1.7.3 - Adjoint and Coadjoint Actions

Let G be a Lie group, and g its Lie algebra. We have seen before that the Lie algebra g is
isomorphic to the space of left-invariant vector fields g = LΓ(TG), which follows from the
fact that the Lie algebra isomorphism

(
LΓ(TG), [·, ·]0

) ∼= (
TeG, [·, ·]

)
. (1.7.19)

Observe that any Lie group G acts on itself by conjugation:

ψ : G −→ Diff(G)
g 7−→ (ψg : G→ G),

(1.7.20)

where ψg : h 7−→ ghg−1. Let us look at the pushforward of ψg, namely (ψg)∗,e, acting as

(ψg)∗,e : TeG︸︷︷︸
g

(dψg)e−−−→ Tgeg−1G︸ ︷︷ ︸
g

, (1.7.21)

so we have induced a natural isomorphism from g to g. We denote (ψg)∗,e ∈ GL(g) by

Adg : g
∼=−−→ g.
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We then get the action of G on the Lie algebra by this adjoint map

Ad : G −→ GL(g)
g 7−→ Adg,

(1.7.22)

where Adg : g
∼=−→ g. This is the adjoint representation of G on the Lie algebra g.

We calculate its pushforward Ad∗,e, which we call ad

ad : TeG =⇒ TAdeGL(g), (1.7.23)

or, equivalently
ad : g −→ gl(g)

X 7−→ adX ,
(1.7.24)

where adX : g→ g.

e

X

G

TeG
(ψg)∗,e(X)

ψg

(ψg)∗,e = Adg

γ(t) = exp(tX)

TeG

G

e

ψg ◦ exp(tX)

Figure 17. The action of a group endomorphism, ψg, and its adjoint action, (ψg)∗,e.

Now, let Y ∈ g and look at

adX(Y ) = Ad∗,e(X)(Y )

= d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

Ad
(

exp(tX)
)
(Y )

= d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

Adexp(tX)(Y )

= d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

exp(tX)Y exp(−tX)

= [X,Y ]0.

(1.7.25)

To get the last sign, one can either take the derivative straightforwardly, or use the Baker-
Campbell-Hausdorff expansion to leading order in t, which are essentially equivalent.
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Example 13 For G a matrix Lie group, let g ∈ G

(ψg)∗,e(X) = d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
ψg ◦ γ(t)

= d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
ψg
(

exp(tX)
)

= d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
g exp(tX) g−1

= gXg−1,

(1.7.26)

so Adg : G −→ GL(g) acts as g 7−→ Adg, where Adg(X) = gXg−1, and thus

ad : g −→ End(g)
X 7−→ adX ,

(1.7.27)

where adX : g −→ g, Y 7−→ adX(Y ) = [X, Y ]0. This is the adjoint representation of the
Lie algebra g on itself.

Definition 26 Consider a natural pairing between g∗ and g (where g∗ = Hom(g,R)):

⟨ , ⟩ : g∗ × g −→ R

(ξ,X) 7−→ ⟨ξ,X⟩ = ξ(X).
(1.7.28)

For some ξ ∈ g∗, we define Ad∗
gξ by

Ad∗
g : g∗ −→ g∗

ξ 7−→ Ad∗
gξ ∈ Hom(g,R).

(1.7.29)

For X ∈ g, one has
(Ad∗

gξ)(X) := ξ
(
Adg−1(X)

)
. (1.7.30)

We define the coadjoint representation of G on g∗ to be the map

Ad∗ : G −→ GL(g∗)
g 7−→ (Ad∗

g : g∗ ∼=−−→ g∗).
(1.7.31)

1.8 - Moment Map

We are now ready to define the so-called moment map. Recall that for a symplectic
manifold (M,ω), a symplectic action ψ : M 7−→ Symp(M) ⊂ Diff(M), with ψ∗

gω = ω for
all g ∈ G, has been given for the cases G = R, or S1 only. Now we would like to do the
same for a generic group.
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Definition 27 The action ψ above is called a Hamiltonian action if there exists a map

µ : M −→ g∗, (1.8.1)

called the moment map (or more appropriately the momentum map), such that

(1) dµX = ιX♯ω, for all X ∈ g where for each X,

µX : M −→ R

p 7−→ µX(p),
(1.8.2)

such that µX(p) := ⟨µ(p), X⟩. The µX are called the components of µ along X.
That is to say, each component of µ is an ordinary Hamiltonian function.(
µX ⇝ XµX =: X♯, s.t. f 7→ Xf , df = ιXf

ω
)

X♯ is a vector field on M generated by one parameter family {exp(tX) | t ∈ R},
i.e., g −→ Γ(TM), X 7−→ X♯. We have

X♯
pf = d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
f
( ∈G︷ ︸︸ ︷

exp(tX)
left-action G↷M︷︸︸︷

▶ p︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈M

)
. (1.8.3)

(2) µ is G-equivariant with respect to the G action on M and with respect to the
coadjoint action Ad∗ of G on g∗:

G×M H ×N

g∗ g∗

ψg( or ▶)

µ µ

Ad∗

⟳ (1.8.4)

where Ad∗
g ◦ µ = µ ◦ ψg (µ must be compatible with both actions).

Such tuple will be called (M,ω,G, µ) a Hamiltonian G-space.

Remark Hamiltonian action for connected Lie groups can be recast by means of a co-moment
map:

µ∗ : g −→ C∞(M). (1.8.5)

Observation When G = R or S1, g ∼= R ∼= g∗, so µ reduces to µ : M −→ R satisfying

1.
µX : M −→ R

p 7−→ µX(p) = µ(p) · 1 = µ(p).
(1.8.6)

So, µX = µ, ∀X ∈ g ∈ R.
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2. X♯ turns out to be the standard vector field generated by the R(or S1)-action:
ιX♯ω = dµ.

3. µ-equivariance ≡ invariance of µ, in the sense of

LX♯µ = X♯µ = dµ(X♯) = ιX♯ω(X♯) = 0. (1.8.7)

As a result, we recovered µ as a usual Hamiltonian function, and the previous R-action on
M .

Example 14 Consider (C, ω) where ω = i
2dz ∧ dz = dx ∧ dy = rdr ∧ dθ, or if we write z = x + iy,

ω = dx ∧ dy = rdr ∧ dθ, where (r, θ) is the polar coordinates of the plane parameterized
by (x, y). Let S1 ψ−−→ Diff(C) be the standard S1-action on C given as

ψt : C
∼=−−→ C (∀t ∈ S1)

z 7−→ t · z,
(1.8.8)

where ψt(z) := t ·z = tz, and in the last term, the multiplication is the ordinary complex
multiplication. Observe that TeS1 ∼= g ∼= R is the Lie algebra of the circle group. The
dual algebra g∗ is clearly again R as a vector space g∗ ∼= R.

Claim ψ is a Hamiltonian action with a moment map

µ : C −→ g∗ ∼= R

z 7−→ −1
2 |z|

2 + c, c ∈ R.
(1.8.9)

Using the (r, θ) coordinate chart, we have µ(z = reiθ) = −1
2r

2 + c. As discussed before,
µX = µ for all X ∈ g ∼= R. Hence, µ reduces to the usual Hamiltonian function.

Claim µ is the Hamiltonian function for X♯ := ∂
∂θ

, i.e. ιX♯ω = dµ. Note that in the setup
above, X♯ reduces to the standard vector field generated by R- or S1-action.

Proof Note that dµ = −rdr. Then, observe that

ιX♯ω = ω(X♯, ·) = ω

(
∂

∂θ
, ·
)

= rdr ⊗ dθ
(
∂

∂θ
, ·
)
− rdr ⊗ dθ

(
·, ∂
∂θ

)
= −rdr(·) = dµ.

(1.8.10)

(Since LX♯µ = 0, µ is equivariant.) Thus, we have shown the desired equality.
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Observation 1. The same result holds for (Cn, ω) with ω = i
2
∑n
i dzi ∧ dzi or writing zi = xi + iyi,

ω = ∑n
i dxi ∧ dyi = ∑n

i ridri ∧ dθi. The moment map in this case is

µ : Cn −→ R

(z1, · · · zn) 7−→ −1
2

n∑
i

|zi|2 + c.
(1.8.11)

Take ψ to be the S1-action on Cn, it is again a Hamiltonian action. In that case,
we have

dµ = −1
2d
(

n∑
i

r2
i

)
= −

n∑
i

ridri,

X♯ = ∂

∂θ1
+ · · ·+ ∂

∂θn
,

iX♯ω = −
n∑
i

ridri = dµ.

(1.8.12)

2. When c = 1
2 , we have

µ−1(0) =
{
z ∈ Cn

∣∣∣∣∣ |z| = 1
}
∼= S2n−1. (1.8.13)

Quotiening out by the S1-action, we obtain

µ−1(0) / S1 = S2n−1 / S1 = CPn−1. (1.8.14)

Special case: For the case of n = 2, we have the Hopf fibration:

S1 ↪→ S3 = µ−1(0)
↓

S2 = S3 / S1︸ ︷︷ ︸
µ−1(0) / S1

= CP1.
(1.8.15)

Considering S3 ∼= SU(2) and S1 ∼= U(1) as groups, we have the coset
S2 ∼= SU(2)/U(1). In fact, the spheres in general can be defined as Sn−1 ∼=
SO(n)/SO(n− 1).

Equation (1.8.14) is related to the symplectic reduction theorem, which will be
discussed later. We will see that, via the moment map, one can form a principal
G-bundle.

Recall also that SU(2) is the double cover of SO(3), meaning that SU(2)/Z2 ∼= SO(3).
Moreover, RP 3(∼= S3/Z2) is diffeomorphic to SO(3), hence admits a group structure.
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Example 15 Consider R6 with coordinates (x1, x2, x3, y1, y2, y3) and with the usual symplectic form
ω = ∑3

i=1 dxi ∧ dyi. Consider the R3-action on R6 given by translations

R3 ψ−−→ Symp(R6)
a⃗ 7−→ ψa⃗,

(1.8.16)

where
ψa⃗(x⃗, y⃗) := (x⃗+ a⃗, y⃗). (1.8.17)

Then we have

(1) X♯ = a1
∂

∂x1
+ a2

∂

∂x2
+ a3

∂

∂x3
for X = a⃗,

(2) µ : R6 −→ R3 ∼= g∗ is defined by µ(x⃗, y⃗) := y⃗ with components
µa⃗ : R6 −→ R

(x⃗, y⃗) 7−→ µ(x⃗, y⃗) · a⃗ = y⃗ · a⃗,

(1.8.18)

where · denotes the usual inner product: y⃗ · a⃗ = y1a1 +y2a2 +y3a3. In this setup, y⃗ is the
momentum vector corresponding to position vector x⃗, and µ is the linear momentum map.

Example 16 Consider SO(3)-action on R3 by rotation

SO(3) ψ−−→ Diff(R3). (1.8.19)

This lifts to a symplectic action ψ on the cotangent bundle T ∗R3 ≡ R6. The infinitesimal
version of this action is

R3 −→ Γsymp(T ∗R3)
a⃗ 7−→ dψ(⃗a),

(1.8.20)

where for any pair (x⃗, y⃗) ∈ R6, we have

dψ(⃗a)(x⃗, y⃗) = (⃗a× x⃗, a⃗× y⃗), (1.8.21)

with × the cross product a⃗× x⃗ = ∑
ijk εijkaixj êk with ai the ith component of a⃗, εijk is

the Levi-Civita symbol, and êk is a basis of R3. We thus define the moment map

µ : R6 −→ R3 ∼= g∗

(x⃗, y⃗) 7−→ µ(x⃗, y⃗) = x⃗× y⃗,
(1.8.22)

with components
µa⃗(x⃗, y⃗) = µ(x⃗, y⃗) · a⃗ = (x⃗× y⃗) · a⃗. (1.8.23)

In this context, µ is called the angular momentum.
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Remark The name "moment map" comes from its role as the generalization of linear and angular
momenta in classical mechanics.

1.9 - Symplectic Reduction Theorem and Noether Principle

Recalling our setup. We defined the notion of moment map and Hamiltonian G-space as
follows:
Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold, and G a Lie group. Let ψ : G −→ Symp(M) be
a symplectic action of G on M , that is to say, for each g ∈ G, ψg : M

∼=−−→ M is a
diffeomorphism such that ψ∗ω = ω namely, we want for each Xp, Yp ∈ TpM the following
to hold

ψ∗
ω(Xp, Yp) := ω(ψg∗,p(Xp), ψg∗,p(Yp)) = ω(Xp, Yp). (1.9.1)

Diagrammatically, we have

TpM × TpM TqM × TqM

R

ψg,∗,ψg,∗

ψ∗
ω

ω

(1.9.2)

where q = ψg(p). Then, ψ is called a Hamiltonian action if there exists a moment map

µ : M −→ g∗

p 7−→ µ(p),
(1.9.3)

satisfying:

1. For each X ∈ g, iX♯ω = dµX with X♯, a vector field on M , generated by {exp(tX) :
t ∈ R} and a G-action on M . That is to say, each "component" µX gives a Hamil-
tonian function for X♯. Recall that µX , the component of µ along X, is defined
as

µX : M −→ R

p 7−→ ⟨µ∗(p), X⟩,
(1.9.4)

where we use the natural pairing between g∗ and g.

To see that each component gives a Hamiltonian function, observe that there indeed
exists a natural map

g −→ Γ(TM), X 7→ X♯, (1.9.5)

where for each p ∈M and f ∈ C∞(M), we define

X♯
pf = d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0
f ◦ γ := d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0
f
(

exp(tX) • p
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=γ(t)

. (1.9.6)
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p = γ(0)

M

γ(t) := exp(tX) · p

X♯
p ∈ TpM

Figure 18. The point, p, is taken by the path through multiplication with
exponentiation of tangent vector.

The first equality is the usual definition of a vector field acting on a C∞(M) function,
and the second is where the setup comes into play. In the right-hand side, • is the
left action of exp(tX) ∈ G on the point p.

2. µ− equivariance with respect to the G-action and co-adjoint action Ad∗. Namely,
for each g ∈ G, the following diagram commutes

M M

g g

ψg

µ µ

Ad∗
g

⟳ (1.9.7)

This means that µ ◦ ψg = Ad∗
g ◦ µ, where

Ad∗ : G −−→ GL(g∗)

g 7−→ Ad∗
g,

(1.9.8)

and Ad∗
g : g∗ ∼=−−→ g∗ is an isomorphism of the dual Lie algebra g∗.

The space (M,ω) equipped with a Hamiltonian action (symplectic action + the existence
of moment map above) G on M and corresponding moment map µ is called a Hamiltonian
G-space, denoted by (M,ω,G, µ).

Theorem 7 (Marsden-Weinstein-Meyer) Symplectic Reduction Theorem:
Let (M,ω,G, µ) be a Hamiltonian G-space for a compact Lie group G. Let i : µ−1(0) ↪→
M be the natural inclusion map. Assume that the G-action is free on µ−1(0) ⊂M . Then

1. The orbit space µ−1(0)/G is a manifold,

2. π : µ−1(0) −→ µ−1(0)/G is a principal G-bundle,

3. ω on M induces a symplectic form ω̃ on µ−1(0)/G such that i∗ω = π∗ω̃.
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Diagrammatically,

i∗ω = π∗ω̃ ω

µ−1(0) M

ω̃ µ−1(0)/G

pull-back via i

i

π

pull-back via π (1.9.9)

The data (µ−1(0)/G, ω̃) is called the reduced space, or the symplectic quotient with
respect to the G-action and the moment map µ.

There will be an extensive discussion on principal G-bundles later, but roughly speaking a
G-bundle is

• Fiber bundle π : P −→M such that each fiber is a “copy" of G, i.e., for each p ∈M ,
π−1(π(p)) = G.

• Furthermore, the orbit Op of point p under G is isomorphic to G, Op ∼= G, since the
action is free. Namely, if p, q ∈ π−1(p), then there exists a unique g ∈ G such that
q = g • p.

π(p)
U

G

P ∼= U ×G
Local Picture

p

qg

M

Figure 19. Local picture of a principal G-bundle.

Example 17 We discussed (Cn, ω) with S1-action before, where ω = i
2
∑n
j=1 dzj ∧dzj and zi = xi+ iyi,

zi = xi−iyi are the coordinates of Cn. The free action of S1 is given by ordinary complex
multiplication

g • z = g • (z1, · · · zn) := (gz1, · · · gzn), ∀z ∈ Cn. (1.9.10)

QTFMS 51



Geometric Quantization IX. Symplectic Reduction Theorem and Noether
Principle

Define a moment map µ : Cn −→ g∗ ∼= R by

µ(z) := −|z|
2

2 + 1
2 . (1.9.11)

We observe that (Cn, ω, U(1) ∼= S1, µ) forms a Hamiltonian G-space with G = U(1). The
inverse of the moment map reads

µ−1(0) =
{
z ∈ Cn

∣∣∣ |z| = 1
} ∼= S2n−1 ↪→ Cn, (1.9.12)

and
µ−1(0)/G = S2n−1/S1 ∼= CPn−1. (1.9.13)

By the symplectic reduction theorem, we have a principal G-bundle:

S1 ↷ µ−1(0) = S2n−1 ↪→ Cn

π

y
µ−1(0)/S1 ∼= CPn−1.

(1.9.14)

For the case n = 2, we get the Hopf fibration

S1 ↷ S3

π

y
S3/S1 ∼= S2.

(1.9.15)

Theorem 8 (Noether):
Let (M,ω,G, µ) be a Hamiltonian G-space. A function f : M −→ R is G-invariant (in
the sense of LX♯f = 0, with X♯ a vector field generated by the G-action on M) or a
conserved quantity if and only if µ is constant on the trajectories of the Hamiltonian
vector field Xf of f (in the sense of LXf

µX = 0 ∀X ∈ g).

Proof Let Xf be the Hamiltonian vector field of f (i.e., iXf
ω = df). Let X ∈ g, and

µX : M −→ R

p 7−→ ⟨µX(p), X⟩,
(1.9.16)

be the component of µ along X so that µX(p) ∈ g∗.
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Then we have

LXf
µX = Xfµ

X = dµX(Xf ) = iXf
dµX

= iXf
iX♯ω

(
= ω(X♯, Xf ) = −ω(Xf , X

♯)
)

= −iX♯iXf
ω

= −iX♯df

= df(X♯)
(

= −X♯f
)

= −LX♯f.

(1.9.17)

In the first line, we use the pairing of dµX , a one-form, with Xf , a vector field, to
produce a scalar; in the second, we use the definition of the interior product; in the
third, we use dµX = iX♯ω for all X ∈ g; in the fourth, we use the anti-symmetry of
the ω, the symplectic form; in the fifth, we use the definition of a Hamiltonian vector
field iXf

ω = df ; in the sixth, we again use the definition of interior product; and in the
seventh line, we use the construction of df via iX♯ . Therefore, we have

LXf
µX = 0⇐⇒ LX♯f = 0, (1.9.18)

which proves the theorem.

Definition 28 A G-invariant function f : M −→ R is called an integral of motion of (M,ω,G, µ).
If µ is constant along the trajectories of a Hamiltonian vector field Xf for f , then the
corresponding one-parameter group of diffeomorphisms {exp(tXf ) | t ∈ R} is called a
symmetry of (M,ω,G, µ).

Observation Noether’s theorem says that there exists a one-to-one correspondence between symmetries
of the system and integrals of motion.

Example 18 1. Translation invariance ⇐⇒ conservation of linear momentum. The moment map
is given as µ : R6 −→ R3, (x⃗, y⃗) 7−→ y⃗, with components

µa⃗ : R6 −−→ R

(x⃗, y⃗) 7−→ µ(x⃗, y⃗) · a⃗ = y⃗ · a⃗.
(1.9.19)

2. Rotational invariance ⇐⇒ conservation of angular momentum. The moment map
is given by µ : R6 −→ R3, (x⃗, y⃗) 7−→ x⃗× y⃗, with components

µa⃗ : R6 −−→ R

(x⃗, y⃗) 7−→ µ(x⃗, y⃗) · a⃗ = (x⃗× y⃗) · a⃗.
(1.9.20)

3. Time translation invariance ⇐⇒ conservation of energy.
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1.10 - Theory of Principal G-bundles

1.10.1 - Some Terminology and Background

Definition 29 Let G be a Lie group, a bundle (P, π,M) is called a principal G-bundle if:

1. P is a right G-space (i.e., there exists a right smooth G-action on P ):

P ×G −→ P

(p, g) 7−→ p · g.
(1.10.1)

2. G-action on P is free (i.e., stab(p) = {e} ∀p ∈ P ).

3. One can write a diagram of the bundle map

P P

M P/G

π π′∼= (1.10.2)

where P/G is the orbit space and

π′ : P −→ P/G quotient map
x −→ [x].

(1.10.3)

Definition 30 A bundle map between two bundles (E π−−→ M) −→ (E ′ π′
−−→ M ′) is a pair of smooth

maps:
f : E −→ E ′ and g : M −→M ′ (1.10.4)

such that the diagram
E E ′

M M ′

π

f

π′

g

⟳ (1.10.5)

commutes: π′ ◦ f = g ◦ π.

QTFMS 54



Geometric Quantization X. Theory of Principal G-bundles

The third item in the previous definition gives

P P

M P/G

π

idp

π′

∼=

⟳ (1.10.6)

which can also be written as

P

M P/G

π π′

∼=

⟳
(1.10.7)

Observation Here, we make some immediate observations. Given a principle G-bundle, (P, π,M),
(P π−−→M):

1. Since G-action is free we have: θp ∼= G ∀p ∈ P . Indeed, we define:

θp
φ−−→ G

q −→ gq

p −→ e.

(1.10.8)

As a side note, if q ∈ θp then there exists a unique gq ∈ G such that p · gq = q.
Furthermore, since the action is free p · g = p ⇐⇒ g = e. Otherwise the map
would be ill-defined.
Conversely, we define:

ψ : G −→ θp

g −→ p · g.
(1.10.9)

Notice that:
ψ ◦ φ (q) = ψ(gq) = p · gq = g

φ ◦ ψ (g) = φ(p · g = q) = g
(1.10.10)

implies θp ∼=φ G.

2. Since
P P

M P/G

π π′∼= , (1.10.11)

each fiber (π′)−1([x]) ∼= θp∈(π′)−1([x])
∼= G ∀p .
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Each fiber is a copy of G. Figure 19 shows the local picture of a principal G-bundle.

Here, both p and q lie on the same fiber π(p) whenever there exists a unique g ∈ G
such that q = p ◦ g. This construction will be much clearer later.

Definition 31 Let
P P

M

·G

π and

P ′ P ′

M ′

·′G′

π′

be two principal bundles. Also let ρ : G −→ G′ be a Lie Group homomorphism. Then a
principle bundle map is a pair of smooth maps (u, f),

u : P −→ P ′ , f : M −→M ′ (1.10.12)

such that the diagram

p p′

p p′

M M ′

u

·G

u

π

·′G′

π′

f

⟳

⟳

(1.10.13)

commutes.

The upper square in Eq. 1.10.13 comes from the "principal" nature of a bundle, i.e., com-
patibility condition with group action:

u(p · g) = u(p) ·′ ρ(g) ∀g ∈ G, (1.10.14)

where · is the G-action, and ·′ is the G′-action. The bottom diagram in the definition
comes from the "bundle" structure, and being in fact a bundle map.

π′ ◦ u = f ◦ π. (1.10.15)

Therefore, one can say that a principal bundle map is a bundle map compatible with "group
actions".
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Definition 32 A principal G-bundle
P P

M

·G

π

is called trivial, if there exists a principal bundle map

φ : P −→M ×G. (1.10.16)

Here, we take M idM−−→M . In the above notation: u −→ φ and f −→ idM .

p M ×G

p M ×G

M

φ

π

·G

∼=
φ

◦G

π′

⟳

⟳

(1.10.17)

Note that:

1. G-action on P induces right G-action on M ×G:

(M ×G)×G −→M ×G

((x, g), g̃) −→ (x, gg̃).
(1.10.18)

i.e. (x, g) ◦ g̃ := (x, gg̃) ∀g̃ ∈ G.

2. P ◦̃−−→
φ

is a diffeomorphism.

3. π′(x, g) = x ∀(x, g) ∈M ×G.

Theorem 9 A principal G-bundle
P P

M

·G

π (1.10.19)

is trivial if and only if there exists a smooth (global) section σ : M −→ P (π◦σ = idM).

Note that there was a similar theorem we saw before when discussing the theory of vector
bundles.

Proof For the =⇒ part of the theorem, assume that the bundle is trivial. Then, there exists
a principal bundle map, P φ−−−−−→

∼=(diffeo.)
M ×G, with the commuting diagram
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p M ×G

p M ×G

M

φ

π

·G
∼=
φ

◦G

π′

σ

(1.10.20)

where

a) φ is a diffeomorphism.

b) π′ ◦ φ = π.

c) φ(p · g) = φ(p) ◦ g.

Then, we define σ : M −→ P by:

σ(x) := φ−1(x, e) where (x, e) ∈ (π′)−1(x), (1.10.21)

with φ−1 being smooth. Notice that:

(π ◦ σ)(x) = π(φ−1(x, e)) = (π′ ◦ φ ◦ φ−1)(x, e) = x,

π ◦ σ = idM .

where the middle equality in the first line comes from (b).
For the ⇐= part, we assume that there exists a section σ : M −→ P , where σ is smooth,
and π ◦ σ = idM . We then need to construct a principle bundle map (which is equipped
with compatibility conditions and diffeomorphism) such that P ∼=︸︷︷︸

diffeo.

M ×G.

Now, let p ∈ P . Then σ(π(p)) and p lie in the same fiber over π(p). Then, there exists a
unique gσ(p) ∈ G such that:

σ(π(p)) · gσ(p) = p, (1.10.22)

where gσ(p) depends both on σ and p. More explicitly,

gσ : P −→ G

p −→ gσ(p).
(1.10.23)

π(p)
U

P ≃ U ×GLocally:

p

σ(π(p))

σ

M

σ

∃g ∈ G

Figure 20. Local picture of a trivial principal G-bundle with a local section, σ.
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Then, we define
p M ×G

p M ×G

M

φσ

·G

φσ

π

◦G

π′

II

I

(1.10.24)

φσ : P −→M ×G

P −→ (π(p), gσ(p)).
(1.10.25)

Clearly, φσ is smooth (since both π and gσ are smooth). We need to show the commutativity
of the diagrams I, II. Before, let us put forward a lemma and prove it.

Lemma 3 gσ(p · g) = gσ(p) · g ∀g ∈ G, where the right hand side has the multiplication in G.

Proof To prove this lemma, consider the setup in Figure 20. For all g ∈ G; p · g lies in the
fiber over π(p). Then, there exists a unique (uniqueness comes from the freeness of the
action) gσ(p · g) ∈ G such that:

σ(π(p)) · gσ(p · g) = p · g. (1.10.26)

On the other hand we have:
σ(π(p)) · gσ(p) = p. (1.10.27)

Act on 1.10.27 by g
(σ(π(p)) · gσ(p)) · g = p · g

= σ(π(p)) · gσ(p)g︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈C

, (1.10.28)

where we have used the definition of action. Then, by using 1.10.26 we have:

σ(π(p)) · gσ(p) · g =︸︷︷︸
by 1.10.28

p · g =︸︷︷︸
by 1.10.26

σ(π(p)) · gσ(p · g) (1.10.29)

Since the action is free, we get:

gσ(p)g = gσ(p · g). (1.10.30)

∀g ∈ G and ∀p ∈ P .
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Now, we can see that the sub-diagram I in Eq. 1.10.24 commutes since

(π′ ◦ φσ)(p · g) = π′ (π(p · g), gσ(p · g))
= π(p · g)
=⇒ π′ ◦ φσ = π.

Sub-diagram II also commutes:

φσ(p · g) = (π(p · g), gσ(p · g))
=︸︷︷︸

Lemma

(π(p)), gσ(p)g)

= (π(p), gσ(p)) ◦ g
= φσ(p) ◦ g.

Here p · g and p lie in the same fiber over π(p). Also, on the third line ◦ comes from the
definition of induced action. So, φσ is a principal bundle map.

Claim φσ is a diffeomorphism.
Proof Firstly, φσ is smooth. To prove the claim, we need to define the smooth inverse of φσ.

To do so, we define
ψσ : M ×G −→ P,

by
ψσ(x, g) := σ(π(x, g)) · g = σ(x) · g,

where σ(x) ∈ P , and both σ and · are smooth.

x = π(σ(x))

σ(π(σ(x)))

σ(x) · g
σ

M

∃! gσ(σ(x))

σ(x)

q

G

Figure 21. Action of a section, σ, on a fiber.

First, observe that σ(x) and σ (π(σ(x))) lie in the same fiber over x. So, there exists a
unique gσ(σ(x)) ∈ G such that:

σ(π(σ(x)))︸ ︷︷ ︸
σ(x) since π◦σ=idM

· gσ(σ(x)) = σ(x).
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Freeness implies that gσ(σ(x)) = e. Then, for (x, g) ∈M ×G we have:

(φσ ◦ ψσ)(x, g) = φσ(σ(x) · g)
= (π(σ(x) · g), gσ(σ(x))︸ ︷︷ ︸

lemma

·g)

= (π(σ(x))︸ ︷︷ ︸
idM

, gσ(σ(x))︸ ︷︷ ︸
e

·g)

= (x, g),

and
(ψσ ◦ φσ)(p) = ψσ(π(p)), gσ(p))

= σ(π(p)) · gσ(p)
= p,

by definition of gσ : unique element gσ(p) ∈ G such that σ(π(p)) · gσ(p) = p.

∴ P
∼=−−→
φσ

M ×G

is a diffeomorphism.

Example 19 Frame bundle over a smooth n-manifold: LM π−−→M . For each x ∈M ,

1.
LxM := {(ex1 , ex2 , · · · , exn) | ex1 , ex2 , · · · , exn is a basis for TxM} ∼= GL(n;R),

and LM := ⨿x∈MLxM . Note that dim(LM) = dimM + dimM2. LM inherits
smooth atlas from M . Here the map π is given as

π : LM −→M

(e1, ..., en) −→ x (unique x ∈M such that e1, ..., en form a basis for TxM).

So, LM π−−→M is a smooth bundle.

2. Construct a right GL(n;R)-action on LM ;
Let

g ∈ GL(n;R) = {A ∈ Rn×n | detA ̸= 0}.

Denote g by g = [gij] where i, j = 1 · · · , n. For (e1, · · · , en) ∈ TxM define:

(e1, · · · , en) · g := (e1, · · · , en)[gij] = (gi1ei , gi2ei , · · · , ginei),

which follows from matrix multiplication. i.e.:

((e1, · · · , en) · g)K = glkel l, k = 1, · · · , n.

Note that the action is free.
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3.
LM LM

M LM/GL(n;R)

π π′∼= (1.10.31)

(e1, ..., en) ∼ (ẽ1, ..., ẽn) if and only if there exists a g ∈ GL(n;R) such that:

ẽK = g l
k el. (1.10.32)

We define:
M −→ LM/GL(n;R)
x −→ [e1, · · · , en] ∈ TxM,

assigning local basis whose transformation rule in the overlaps is determined by
equation 1.10.32.
Clearly smooth, inverse map [e1, ..., en] −→ x︸︷︷︸

∃!x∈M

smooth implying that:

M ∼=︸︷︷︸
diffeo

LM/GL(n;R).

Therefore, L π−−→ M frame bundle is a principal GL(n;R)- bundle over a smooth
n-manifold M . (Later we shall see its associated vector bundle is isomorphic to
the "tangent bundle" over M .) Note that the construction is a suitable setup for
the theory of General Relativity. Moreover, the formalism serves as a "background
geometry" for general relativity.

Remark Let
P P

M

·G

π (1.10.33)

be a principal G-bundle. Then, let σ : U ⊆open M −→ P be a local section. Then σ

defines a local trivialization, i.e.: P ∼= U ×G locally.

U
P ∼= U ×GLocally:

M

σ

U ×G −→ P
∼=

(x, g) −→ σ(x) · g

Figure 22. Local trivialization of a principal G-bundle.
This is just as we did in global case.

QTFMS 62



Geometric Quantization X. Theory of Principal G-bundles

1.10.2 - Associated Bundles

Definition 33 Let (P, π,M) be a principal G-bundle.

G P P

M LM/GL(n;R)

π π′∼= (1.10.34)

Let F be a smooth manifold which is a left G-space. i.e.: There exists a left G-action on
F .

· : G× F −→ F

(g, f) −→ g · f.

Then, we define the associated bundle as follows:

1. Define an equivalence relation on P × F :

(p, f) ∼ (p′, f ′) ⇐⇒ ∃g ∈ G,

such that:
p′ = p · g (there exists a right G-action on P ),
f ′ = g−1 · f (there exists a left G-action on F ).

2. Consider the quotient space with respect to the relation above:

PF := P × F
∼

.

An observation is that a fiber P over m ∈M is just G. But, after quotioning out,
roughly speaking, we attach F as a fiber of PF over m.

3. Define the projection map: PF
πF−−→ M where πF ([p, f ]) := π(p). Note that πF

is well-defined: (Since the "inputs" of πF are equivalence classes, we need to show
that πF depends only on the equivalence class, not a representative chosen in a
class.) Take [p, f ] ∈ PF . Consider another representative [p′, f ′] = [p, f ] (i.e.
(p′, f ′) ∈ [p, f ]), and have p′ = p · g, f = g−1 · f , for some g ∈ G. Then we have:

πF ([p′, f ′]) = πF ([p · g, g−1 · f ]) = π(p · g) = π(p) = πF ([p, f ]),

where in the last equality we have used the fact that p · g and p lie in the same
fiber over π(p).
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Then,
PF := P × F/ ∼ πF−−→M, (1.10.35)

is called the associated bundle for

G ↪→ F
π−−→M. (1.10.36)

Example 20 Consider the following principal G-bundle: Frame bundle:

LM LM

M

·GL(n;R)

π (1.10.37)

where n = dimM , and ∀x ∈M :

(a) LxM = {(e1, ..., en) | e1, ..., en forms a basis for TxM} (LM = ⨿x∈MLxM).

(b) π(e1, ..., en) = x.

(c) the right GL(n,R)- action on LM is given by: For each (e1, ..., en) ∈ TxM , g =
gij ∈ GL(n;R),

(e1, ..., en) · [g]ij = (gi1ei, gi2ei, ..., gikei, ..., ginei).

(i.e.
(
(e1, ..., en) · gij

)
k︸ ︷︷ ︸

e′
k

= g ik ei), i = 1, ..., n.

Take F = Rn. Define the left GL(n;R)-action on F ; For each f = [f 1, ..., fn]T ∈ Rn,
gij ∈ GL(n,R) we define:

gij ·


f 1

...
fn

 :=



(g−1)1
kf

k

...
(g−1)akfk

...
(g−1)nkfk


.

i.e.:
(gij · f)a :=︸︷︷︸

ath comp.

(g−1)akfk. (1.10.38)

Then the associated bundle is:
LMRn

πRn−−→M, (1.10.39)

where
LMRn = LM × Rn

∼
.
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Observation
LMRn TM

M M

πRn π′∼= (1.10.40)

which also means that the following diagram commutes.

LMRn TM

M

πRn

φ

π′

⟳ (1.10.41)

This requires the existence of a diffeomorphism, φ : LMRn

∼=−−→ TM that is compatible
with the bundle structure. Indeed, we may naturally define:

LMRn
φ−−→ TM

[e, f ] 7−→ fµeµ︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Xx∈TxM

,

where the left hand side is given by:

e = (e1, ..., en) ∈ TxM

f =
[
...
]
∈ Rn.

The right-hand side is the component version of vector Xx ∈ TXM , where on the overlaps
the transformation law for components is:

f ′a = (g−1)akfk, (1.10.42)

and for basis is:
e

′k = gikei.

Conversely, given X = fµeµ ∈ TM , we assign:

X
ψ−−→ [e, f ],

where

• ψ is also smooth.

• ψ = φ−1.

Here, the assignment is independent of coordinates as we identify all (e, f) which are
transformed as in 1.10.42.
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Observation 1. The action of "the structure group" GL(n;R) is not seen when we directly consider
the tangent bundle. TM −→M . But, if we consider the corresponding associated
bundle LMRn −→ M , we manifestly uncover the underlying symmetry given by a
certain structure group-action (in that case GL(n;R)). Note that the framework
serves as an underlying geometry for general relativity.

2. We may consider some other structure groups! Take SO(n), for instance, the same
setup above yields "rotational invariance".

3. For example, in special relativity, the underlying symmetry group above is the
"Lorentz group", i.e., if we take G = O(n; 1), then one recovers special relativity.

4. Taking GL(n,R),
F := (Rn)×p × (Rn∗)×q

Rn × · · · × Rn︸ ︷︷ ︸
p

×R∗n × · · · × Rn∗︸ ︷︷ ︸
q

,

The first line denotes a (p, q)-tensor bundle, and the corresponding associated bun-
dle is isomorphic to the (p, q)-tensor bundle. One can check Schuller’s Lecture
Notes for more details.

5. Taking F = R gives rise to the scalar density bundle.

Claim A principal bundle map (φ, ψ) induces a bundle map between corresponding associated
bundles with the same fiber F :

Let
P P

M

·G

π and
P P ′

M

·′G′

π′ (1.10.43)

be two principal bundles, and let ρ : G −→ G′ be a Lie group homomorphism. We assume
that (φ, ψ) is a principal bundle map, i.e.

P P ′

P P ′

M M

φ

·G

φ

π

·′G′

π′

ψ

⟳

⟳

(1.10.44)

such that

(a) φ : P −→ P ′, ψ : M −→M smooth map,

(b) π′ ◦ φ = ψ ◦ π,

(c) φ(p · g) = φ(p) ·′ ρ(g) ∀g ∈ G.
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Then, letting F be a manifold, and PF
πF−−→ M , P ′

F

π′
F−−→ M the associated bundles,

πF ([p, f ]) = π(p) ∀p ∈ P, f ∈ F . We define an associated bundle map (induced from
principal bundle map) as a smooth pair (φ̃, ψ̃).

φ̃ : PF −→ P ′
F ,

ψ̃ : M −→M,

such that:

1. φ̃ := [φ(p), f ] ∀[p, f ] ∈ PF

2. ψ̃(p) := ψ(x) ∀x ∈M
Observation These items, by definition, imply that the diagram

PF P ′
F

M M

φ̃

πF π′
F

ψ̃

⟳ (1.10.45)

commutes:
π′
F ◦ φ̃ = ψ̃ ◦ πF . (1.10.46)

Indeed; let [p, f ] ∈ PF then we have:

(π′
F ◦ φ̃)([p, f ]) = π′

F ( ˜φ([p, f ])) = π′
F ([φ(p), f ]) by definition of φ̃

= π′(φ(p)) by definition of π′
F

= (ψ ◦ π)(p) by b.
= ψ(π(p))
= ψ̃(π(p)) by definition of ψ̃
= (ψ̃ ◦ πF )([p, f ]) by definition of πF

(1.10.47)

hence
π′
F ◦ φ̃ = ψ̃ ◦ πF .

Now, let us present some results and definitions for associated bundles:

Definition 34 An associated bundle is called trivial if the underlying principal bundle map is trivial.

Theorem 10 A trivial associated bundle is a trivial fiber bundle.

Theorem 11 Let
G P

M

π (1.10.48)
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be a principal G-bundle. Let PF
πF−−→M be its associated bundle for a manifold F . Then,

the spaces The sections σ : M → PF

of an associated bundle

 and
 F -valued, smooth maps on P

ϕ : P → F


are in one-to-one correspondence.

i.e. given σ, one can construct ϕσ : P −→ F and conversely, given ϕ : P −→ F , one can
construct σϕ : M −→ PF , (πF ◦ σϕ = id) in a suitable way.

Remark That theorem is crucial when discussing the notion of a "covariant derivative" on a
principal G-bundle or an associated bundle.

∇Y σ ∈ Γ(PF ) where Y ∈ TM, σ ∈ Γ(PF ) (1.10.49)

This can be done by following the steps below:

• Using Theorem 11, pass to P π−−→M .

• Construct on P (via corresponding 1-form on P and Y ∈ TP ).

• Pull it down to M .

1.10.3 - Connection, Covariant Derivative, and Curvature on a Principal
Bundle

Our setup: Let
G P

M

·G

π (1.10.50)

be a principal G-bundle. Then

(a) P is a right G-space.

(b) the action is free.

(c)
P P

M P/G

π π′∼= (1.10.51)

where M ∼= P/G together with the diagram
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P

M P/G

π′

∼=
⟳

(1.10.52)

Observation Let us recall an observation we made when discussing the moment map. In accordance
with the setup above, there exists a natural map

i : TeG ∼= g −→ Γ(TP )
X 7−→ X♯,

which is defined as follows: For each p ∈ P , and ∀f ∈ C∞(p), we set

X♯
pf := d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
f(γ(t)),

where γ(t) := p · exp(tX), · is G-action on P , and

exp : g −→ G

X 7−→ exp(tX)

p γ(t) = p · exp(tX)

X♯
p ∈ TpP

P ≃ U ×G

=

locally

U

M

Figure 23.exp map and local picture.

In fact, i induces an isomorphism onto some subspace.

(a) TeG ∼= Γ(V P ), V P ⊆ TP (will be clear later),
where

i−1 : Γ(V P ) −→ g a natural map
X# 7−→ X (will be clear later)
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(b) i is a Lie algebra homomorphism:

i([X, Y ]g)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=[X,Y ]#

= [i(X), i(Y )]0 X, Y, [X, Y ] ∈ TeG

= [X#, Y #]0

(1.10.53)

Definition 35 Let P π−−→M be a principal G-bundle.

P P TP

M TM

·G

π π∗ (1.10.54)

We define the vertical bundle V P ⊆ TP as follows: For each p ∈ P , we let

VpP := ker(π∗)
= {Xp ∈ TpM | π∗,p(Xp) = 0 ∈ Tπ(p)M},

where VpP is the vertical subspace at p. And, we have

π∗,p : TpP −→ Tπ(p)M

XP 7−→ π∗,p(Xp)

Remark 1. Try to realize on which "layer" of the structure we study. That is on P , not on M !
=⇒ Xp ∈ TpP

TP

G ↪→ P

M

π

Figure 24. Principal G-bundle from a tangent bundle of P .
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2. In the local picture:

π(p)

U

G

p

M

Xp ∈ TpM

HpP

VpP

Ver(Xp)

Hor(Xp)P ≃ U ×G

Figure 25. Decomposition of a vector in terms of its vertical and horizontal
components which lie on their respective spaces, Ver(Xp) and Hor(Xp)

Note that Xp will have two components: "Hor(Xp)" and "Ver(Xp)". Formal defini-
tions will be given later; we can simply write

Xp ∈ VpP ⇐⇒ Hor(Xp) = 0 (no horizontal component)

3. The choice of so-called "horizontal space HpP " at p ∈ P , (as in (2)) determines how
to "connect" points in the neighboring fibers! This leads to the following definition.

Definition 36 A connection on P is a distribution of subspaces HpP of TpP such that

1. TpP = HpP ⊕ VpP ∀p ∈ P ,

2. (·g)∗ (HpP ) = Hp·gP ∀p ∈ O, ∀g ∈ G.

π(p)

U

p

M

P ≃ U ×G

p · g

VpP

HpP

Vp·gP

Hp·gP

Figure 25. Connection between horizontal subspaces at two different points on
the fiber.
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Note that:

P
·g−−−→

diffeo.
P , TpP

(·g)∗−−−−→∼=,isom.
TpP

(TpP = HpP ⊕ VpP )⇝ p −→ p · g ⇝ (TpP = HpP ⊕ VpP )

P

p

p · g

XpP

(·g)∗(XpP )

VpP

HpP

Hp·gP

Vp·gP

What we impose here is that (·g)∗ maps HpP to Hp·gP isomorphically (a compati-
bility condition with G-action at "push forward" level).

3. ∀Xp ∈ TpP , there exists a unique decomposition.

Xp = Ver(Xp)︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈VpP

+ Hor(Xp)︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈HpP

,

where Ver(Xp) is vertical subspace at p and Hor(Xp) is the horizontal subspace at
p.

Lemma 4 For all p ∈ P and X ∈ TeG the above X#
p is an element of VpP .

P

M R (or C)

π

f

(1.10.55)

Proof We need to show that X#
p ∈ kerπ∗. Let f ∈ C∞. Then we consider π∗,p(X♯

p) ∈ Tπ(p)M

and try to show that π∗,p(X♯
p)f = 0 ∀f.

TpP ∋ X♯
p

Tπ(p)M π∗,p(X♯
p)

π∗,p (1.10.56)
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We have:
π∗,p(X#

p )f = X#
p (f ◦ π) where f ◦ π ∈ C∞(p)

= d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
f(π(p · exp(tX)))

= d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

(f ◦ π)(p)

= 0 ∀f

Here, in the first line, we have used the definition of π∗, and in the second line, we have
used the definition of X♯

p. Note that on the third line, f(π(p)) is independent of t since
p and p · exp(tX) lie on the same fiber.

Corollary 2 i : g
∼=−−→ VpP ⊂ TpP ∀p ∈ P . Given a basis e1, ..., en for g, ∀p ∈ P e#

1 , ..., e
#
n forms a

basis for VpP .

Given a connection, one can define a Lie-algebra valued one-form on P , say ω ∈ Ω1(p)⊗ g

that captures the behavior of the distribution of HpP .

Definition 37 Formally, given a connection, i.e. a distribution TpP = HpP ⊕ VpP ∀p ∈ P, we define
for each p ∈ P ,

ωp : TpP −→ g

Xp 7−→ i−1(Ver(Xp)) ∀Xp ∈ TpP.

Note that ω ∈ Ω1(p)⊗ g, where Ω1(p)⊗ g denotes the space of g-valued one-forms on P .
In other words, ω ∈ Γ(T ∗P )⊗ g. Then, for each p ∈ P we have

ωp(Xp) := i−1(Ver(Xp))

where
i : g

∼=−−→ Γ(VpP ) ⊂ Γ(TP ).

(i maps g isomorphically onto Γ(V P )). Call such form ω the connection one-form.

Observation Conversely, given a connection one-form ω ∈ Ω1(P ) ⊗ g, we can introduce a connection
as follows:

∀p ∈ P, set Hp := ker(ωp), (1.10.57)

where
ωp : TpP −→ g

Xp 7−→ ι−1(Ver(Xp)).
(1.10.58)

So Xp ∈ ker(ωp) ⇐⇒ Ver(Xp) = 0, thus gives the required distribution.
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Theorem 12 Let P π−→M be a principal G-bundle, and let ω be a connection one-form on P . Then:

1. For all p ∈ P and X ∈ g,
ωp(X♯

p) = X,

where
g

∼=−→
ι

Γ(V P ), ωp : TpP → g,

X 7→ X♯ Y 7→ ι−1(Ver(Y ))
X♯
p ∈ VpP ; ι−1(Ver(X♯

p)) = ι−1(X♯
p)⇒ ωp(X♯

p) = X.

2. For all g ∈ G and Xp ∈ TpP ,

(·g)∗ω(Xp) = (Adg−1)∗ ωp(Xp), (1.10.59)

where
Adg : G→ G

h 7→ ghg−1,

(Adg−1)∗ : g→ g.
(1.10.60)

P P TpP Tp·gP

M g

·g

π

·g∗

·g∗ω
ωq

(1.10.61)

Let us look at the role of local sections in that setup:
Let

P P

M

·G

π (1.10.62)

be a principle G-bundle. Also let ω be a connection one-form, where ω is geometric object
on the principal bundle ω ∈ Ω1(P ) ⊗ g, g-valued one-form on P . Our aim is to obtain
familiar geometric objects by pulling ω down to M . Given a local section σ = U ⊂ M →
P, π ◦ σ = idu. Then we have,

1.
P ω

M

πσ (1.10.63)
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ω ∈ Ω1(P )⊗ g. Consider its pull back via σ:

σ∗ω ∈ Ω1(u)⊗ g (1.10.64)

Denote it by ωu := σ∗ω called the Yang-Mills field. Via the local section, one can
pull the geometric structure upstairs to downstairs to obtain a geometric object on
the base manifold.

2. Define "local" trivialization of P by: (as we did before)

φ : U ×G
⊆−→ P

(x, g)→ σ(x) · g
(1.10.65)

x

σ(x)

σ(x) · gσ

M

U

Figure 26. Trivialization of P .

3. Let σ1 : U1 → P and σ2 : U2 → P be two local sections. Then both give a local
trivial case where on the overlap U1 ∩ U2, we get:

x

σ2(x)

σ1(x)

M
U1

U2

P

MU1 U2⊆ ⊇

σ1 σ2

Figure 27. Trivialization of P on an overlap U1 ∩ U2.

Note that both σ1(x) and σ2(x) lie on the same fiber over x ∈ U ⊆M, (U := U1∩U2).
Then for all x in U there exists gx ∈ G such that σ2(x) = σ1(x) · gx for fixed σ1 and
σ2.
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Define a map,
U1 ∩ U2

g−→ G

x→ gx
(1.10.66)

called the gauge map.

Example 21 When G is a matrix Lie group, under the gauge transformations above, we have

ω 7→ g · ω · g−1 + dgġ−1 (1.10.67)

where · denotes matrix multiplication.

Example 22 Consider the fiber bundle, LM π−→ M , M is a manifold where ∀x ∈ M , LxM =
{(c1, .., cn)|e1, .., en forms a basis for TxM}. Take G = GL(n,R) and

LM

M

π σ (1.10.68)

Any choice of local coordinate chart x = (xi)i=1,..,n for M yields a local section σ:

σ : U −→ LM

m 7−→
(
∂

∂xi
|m, ..,

∂

∂xn
|m
)
.

(1.10.69)

Then the Yang-Mills field ω := σ∗ω is a one form on U with the g-valued components

Γijk := (ωu)ijk, i, k = 1, .., n. (1.10.70)

on the base manifold, we recover the Γ-coefficients.

Definition 38 Let
P P ω

M

·G

π (1.10.71)

be a principal G-bundle, and ω a connection one-form on P . Let ϕ be a A- valued k-form
on P . i.e.

ϕ ∈ Γ(ΛkT ∗P )⊗ g = Ωk(P )⊗ A
ϕ : TP × ...× TP︸ ︷︷ ︸

k-times

→ A (1.10.72)
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Then we define the covariant exterior derivative Dϕ ∈ Ωk+1(P ) ⊗ A as follows:
∀x1, .., xk+1 ∈ TP ,

Dϕ(x1, .., xk+1) := dϕ(Hor(x1), ..,Hor(xk+1)), (1.10.73)

where dϕ is the usual exterior derivative, and ω provides Hor(−), and hence the splitting
TP = HP ⊕ V P .

Definition 39 Let
P P ω

M

·G

π (1.10.74)

be a principal G-bundle with a connection one-form ω. The curvature, Ω, of the con-
nection is the g-valued 2-form on P given by Ω ∈ Ω2(P ) ⊗ g such that Ω := Dω,
i.e.

∀p ∈ P, Ωp : TpP × TpP −→ g (Ω ∈ Γ(Λ2T ∗P )⊗ g)
(Xp, Yp) 7−→ Ωp(Xp, Yp),

(1.10.75)

where Ω(X, Y ) = Dω(X, Y ) = dω(Hor(X),Hor(Y )). ∀X,Y ∈ TpP .

Claim We can write the curvature two-form as Ω = dω + ω ∧ ω , where

ω ∧ ω(X, Y ) := [ω(X), ω(Y )] (1.10.76)

with ω(X), ω(Y ) ∈ g and [., .] is the Lie bracket on g ∼= TeG.
Now recall that (TeG, [., .]) ∼= (LΓ(TG), [., .]0), where ∼= is a Lie algebra isomorphism,
[., .]0 is the usual commutator bracket on Γ(TG), and LΓ(TG) space of left-invariant
vector fields on G. Also, LΓ(TG) ⊆ Γ(TG), which inverts a Lie bracket from Γ(TG).

Proof We then prove Eq. 1.10.76 via the following:

(i)
TeG

φ−−→∼= LΓ(TG)

A 7−→ φ(A),
(1.10.77)

where ∀g ∈ G, φ(A)g := ℓg∗(A) (Moreover, for all g ∈ G, ℓg : G diffeo−−−→ G is a left
translation.)

(ii)
[A,B] := [φ(A), φ(B)]0|e ∀A,B ∈ TeG. (1.10.78)

Here [η, ξ]0 = ηξ − ξη ∀ξ, η ∈ Γ(TG).
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Remark When G is a matrix Lie group, the curvature components are: Ωi
j = dωij +ωik ∧ωkj where

each ω is 1-form on P .
Proof Note that

(1) It is clear that Ω is a C∞(P )-module.

(2) ω yields a splitting /distribution: TP = V P ⊕ HP where HP := ker(ω) and
∀p ∈ P ,

ωp : TpP −→ g

Xp 7−→ ι−1(Ver(Xp)),
(1.10.79)

where
ι : g

∼=−−→ Γ(V P )
X 7−→ X♯ (Lie algebra homomorphism).

(1.10.80)

Consider now, case by case:

(a) Let X,Y ∈ Γ(TP ) be vertical. Then there exists A,B ∈ g such that X = A♯,
Y = B♯. Observe that the left-hand side is

Ωi
j = Ω(X, Y ) = Ω(A♯, B♯)

= Dω(A♯, B♯) = dω(Hor(A♯),Hor(B♯)) = 0
(1.10.81)

Since both Hor(A♯) = Hor(B♯) = 0. Similarly, the right-hand side is

dωij + ωjk ∧ ωkj = ω ∧ ω(X, Y ) + dω(X, Y ) = dω(A♯, B♯) + [ω(A♯), ω(B♯)]
= XA♯(ω(B♯))−B♯(ω(A♯))− ω([A♯, B♯]◦) + [A,B]︸ ︷︷ ︸

(⋆)

.

(1.10.82)
Here ω(A♯) = A and ω(B♯) = B, and [·, ·] is Bracket on g. Then we further get

(⋆) = A♯(B)−B♯(A)− ω([A♯, B♯]0) + [A,B]
= A♯B −B♯A− ω([A,B]♯) + [A,B]
= −[A,B] + [A,B] = 0,

(1.10.83)

where A,B ∈ g, and [A,B]♯ = [A♯, B♯]0 since ι is a Lie algebra homomorphism.

(b) Assume both X,Y ∈ Γ(TP ) are horizontal. Then, the left-hand side is

Ω(X, Y ) = Dω(X, Y ) = dω(Hor(A♯),Hor(B♯)) = dω(X,Y ), (1.10.84)

and the right-hand side is

dω(X, Y ) = +ω ∧ ω(X, Y ) = dω(X, Y ) + [ω(X), ω(Y )]g = dω(X,Y ), (1.10.85)

where X, Y ∈ ker (ω); hence, [ω(X), ω(Y )] = 0.
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(c) W.l.o.g let X = HP, Y ∈ V P . Then the left-hand side is

Ω(X, Y ) = dω(Hor(A♯),Hor(B♯)) = 0 (1.10.86)

since hor(X) = X and hor(Y = 0). Similarly, the right-hand side is

dω(X, Y ) + ω ∧ ω(X, Y ) = dω(X, Y ) + [ω(X), ω(Y )]q︸ ︷︷ ︸
(⋆′)

(1.10.87)

where ω(X) = 0 since X ∈ ker (ω) = HP . So we get

(⋆′) = Xω(Y )− Y ω(X)− ω([X, Y ]0). (1.10.88)

Here ω(A♯) = A, and ω(Y ) = A(∈ g) = 0, ω(X) = 0 and [X,Y ]0 = XY − Y X. So
we have

(⋆′) = −ω([X,A♯]0)
= 0

(1.10.89)

∴ Ω = dω + ω ∧ ω

Observation Let
P P ω

M

·G

π (1.10.90)

be a principal G-bundle equipped with a connection one-form ω. Let σ : U → P be a
local section. We saw before,

(1) Γ := σ∗ω ∈ Ω1(M)⊗ g is a g-valued one-form on M , which we called the "Yang-
Mills field" (with the gauge fields A).

(2) R := σ∗ω ∈ Ω2(M)⊗ g (or just F )

(a) When G = U(1); F is the electromagnetic field tensor.

(b) When G = GL(dim (M),R); F is the usual Riemann tensor, say R.

On P , we have Ω = dω + ω ∧ ω. But on M (recovering the Riemann geometry
when G = GL), one computes

σ∗Ω = σ∗(dω + ω ∧ ω) = σ∗(dω) + σ∗(ω ∧ ω)
= σ∗(dω) + σ∗(ω) ∧ σ∗(ω) (Let Γ := σ∗ω)

(1.10.91)

We get the familiar expression: R = dΓ + Γ ∧ Γ = ∂Γ··
·· − Γ··

·· + Γ··
··Γ··

·· − Γ··
··Γ··

··, where
Γ··

·· are the Christoffel symbols in the components Ri
ijk of the Riemann curvature

tensor.
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1.10.4 - Covariant Derivative on Associated Vector Bundles

Recall the setup: Let
P P

M

·G

π (1.10.92)

be a principal G-bundle. We defined the following geometric objects on P :

ω

P P Ω

M

·G

π

(1.10.93)

1. Given a connection on P , i.e., the splitting/distribution on TP : TP = HP ⊕ V P ,
where HP is the horizontal bundle and V P is the vertical bundle defined as VpP :=
{Xp ∈ TP : Π∗,p(Xp) = 0} = ker (Π∗) ∀p ∈ P.

2. There exists a natural map

ι : g .= TeG
∼=−−→ Γ(V P ) ⊂ Γ(TP ), X 7−→ X#, (1.10.94)

where, ∀p ∈ P, ∀f ∈ C∞(P ), we define

X♯
pf = d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0
f(p · exp(tX)). (1.10.95)

Here · is the right G-action, and {exp(tX)} is the one-parameter group of diffeomor-
phisms generated by X ∈ g.

3. Then we define: ∀p ∈ P ,

ωp : TpP −→ g

X 7−→ ι−1(Ver(X)).
(1.10.96)

I.e., ω ∈ Ω1(P )⊗ g.

4. Conversely, given a connection one-form ω ∈ Ω1(P ) ⊗ g, we define a connection by
letting HPP := ker (ω) ∀p ∈ P .
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5. Curvature two form on P Ω ∈ Ω2(P )⊗ g is defined by

Ω = Dω = dω ◦ Hor (1.10.97)

I.e., ∀p ∈ P, ∀X,Y ∈ TP (P ), Ω(X, Y ) = Dω(X, Y ) = dω(Hor(X),Hor(Y ))

6. We showed that Ω = dω + ω ∧ ω, where ω ∧ ω := [ω(X), ω(Y )]g.

Consider the data
ω

P P Ω

M D

·G

π

(1.10.98)

such that ω ∈ Ω1(P )⊗g, Ω ∈ Ω2(P )⊗g, and Dϕ ∈ Ωk+1(P )⊗A defined by Dϕ = dϕ◦Hor,
where ϕ ∈ Ωk(P )⊗ A and

Hor : Γ(TP ) −→ Γ(HP )
X −→ Hor(X).

(1.10.99)

Let F be a "vector" space equipped with a left G-action. Then consider an associated
"vector" bundle PF

πF−−→M which consists of the following data:

• PF = P × F/ ∼ where (p, f) ∼ (p′, f ′) if and only if there exists a g ∈ G such that
p′ = p · g (as P is a right G-space) and f ′ = g−1 · f via the right G-action on F .

• πF ([p, f ]) = π(p) ∀[p, f ] ∈ PF .

Since each fibre is a vector space, i.e., a linear space,

p

σ(p)

M

q

σ(q)

Figure 28. Change in the section given a direction.

it makes sense to discuss how a section σ changes in the direction of some X ∈ TP .
Our aim is then to construct the so-called "covariant derivative" notion:

∇Xσ ∈ Γ(PF ), (1.10.100)

where X ∈ TM , σ ∈ Γ(PF ) such that
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• ∇(fX+Y )σ = f∇Xσ +∇Y σ ∀f ∈ C∞(M)

• ∇X(σ + ψ) = ∇Xσ +∇Xψ

• ∇Xfσ = f∇Xσ + (Xf )σ

The question is how to construct such an object.
We want to realize σ ∈ Γ(PF ) as a F -valued function S on M , i.e.,

S : U ⊆M −→ F

with πF ◦ S = idu
(1.10.101)

STEP 1: Using the "correspondence" between P and PF , pass from P to PF , i.e., given σ ∈
Γ(PF ), we consider the map ϕσ : P → F . To this end, recall the following theorem:

Theorem 13 The space of sections σ : M → PF of an associated bundle is in one-to-one correspondence
with that of F -valued G-equivariant maps on P : Namely, those maps

ϕ : P → F (1.10.102)

with the commuting diagram
P F

P F

ϕ

·G ·G

ϕ

⟳ (1.10.103)

I.e., ∀g ∈ G, ∀p ∈ P , we have
ϕ(p · g) = g−1 · ϕ(p) (1.10.104)

STEP 2: Define it for ϕσ and define everything on P (i.e., ∀X ∈ TpP ).

STEP 3: Pull everything down to M . Define it on M (i.e., ∀Y ∈ TPM).

Proof ("⇐") Given a G-invariant map ϕ : P → F , we construct the corresponding section
σP : U ⊆M → PF as follows:

PF

M ∋ U

πF

σϕ (1.10.105)

σϕ : U ⊆M → PF = P × F/ ∼

x 7→ [p, ϕ(p)] where p ∈ π−1(X)
(1.10.106)

i.e., ∀X ∈ U ⊆M , σϕ := [p, ϕ(p)], for any p ∈ π−1(X)
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x = π(p)

p

q

M

P

i) σϕ is well defined: Take another q ∈ π−1(x). Since p and q lie in the same fiber
over X, there exists a unique g ∈ G such that q = p · g Then we have,

[q, ϕ(q)] = [p · g, ϕ(p · g)] = [p · g, g−1 · ϕ(p)] = [p, ϕ(p)], (1.10.107)

where the second equality holds due to G-invariance and the third equation holds
by the definition of "∼".

ii) πF ◦ σϕ = idu: let X ∈ U ⊆M . Then we have,

(πF ◦ σϕ)(x) = πF ([p, ϕ(p)]) for p ∈ π−1(x)
= π(p) by definition of πF
= x.

(1.10.108)

Therefore, for a given ϕ above, we construct the corresponding section σϕ : U ⊆M → PF .

("⇒") Given a section σ : U ⊆M → PF . (πF ◦ σϕ = idu)
We construct a G-invariant map ϕσ : P → F as follows.

(1) Define ϕσ : P → F as
PF P

M M

πF πσ (1.10.109)

∀p ∈ P ; ϕσ := ι−1(σ(π(p))) = fp, where σ(π(p)) = [p, fp]. (1.10.110)

(2) ϕσ is G-invariant: For this, we need to show that

P F

P F

ϕσ

·G ·G

ϕσ

⟳ (1.10.111)

commutes.
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Observe that

ϕσ(p · g) = ι−1
p◦g(σ(π(p · g)))

= ι−1
p◦g(σ(π(p))) (since p and g are in the same fiber on Π(p).)

= ι−1
p◦g([p, fp])

= ι−1
p◦g([p · g, g−1 · fp]) (by definition of ∼)

= g−1 · fp (by definition of ϕσ)
= g−1 · ϕσ(p).

(1.10.112)

Therefore, ϕσ(p · g) = g−1 · ϕσ(p).
Finally, we need to check that no information is lost:

(a) Given σ, check σϕσ = σ
σ

ϕσ

σϕσ

? (1.10.113)

(b) Given ϕ, check ϕσϕ
= ϕ

ϕ

σϕ

ϕσϕ

? (1.10.114)

Indeed,

(a) Let x ∈M ;

σϕσ = [p, ϕσ(p)] for any p ∈ π−1(x)
= [p, fp] fp ∈ F

= σ(π(p)) by definition and π(p) = x

= σ(x).

(1.10.115)

(b) Let p ∈ P . Then we have,

ϕσϕ
(p) = ι−1

p (σϕ(Π(p)))
= ι−1

p ([p, ϕ(p)])
= ϕ(p).

(1.10.116)
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Here, given σ : U ⊆M → PF , with πF ◦ σ = idU , we have constructed

(i)
ϕσ : P → F (1.10.117)

where ϕσ(p) = ι−1
p (σ(π(p))), which is G-equivariant.

(Later, we shall see the "pull-back" of ϕσ makes much more sense! At this stage,
it is a sort of an "abstract" field on P that will be used to "produce" more familiar
notions/fields on M .)

Notice also that if x ∈ U , σ(x) = [p, f ] for some representatives p ∈ P and f ∈ F .
Then ϕσ above can be viewed as a tool providing a communication between P and the
fibre space F. Using that tool, σ will indeed be realized as a F -valued map s : U → F

on M satifying πF ◦ σ = idU . For example, when F is a vector space, say F := TxM ,
s is the map that assigns to each x ∈ U a unique vector s(x) ∈ F .

(ii) Given a G-equivariant ϕ : P → F , we construct a section

σϕ : M → PF , (1.10.118)

where σϕ(X) = [p, ϕ(p)] for some p ∈ π−1(X).

Here we can make an important observation:
Observation Let

P P ω

M

·G

π (1.10.119)

be a principle G-bundle and ω a connection one-form on P .
Let ϕ : P → F be a G-equivariant map, where F is a vector space with a left G-action.
I.e., ϕ : P → F is a map such that the diagram

P F

P F

ϕ

·G ·G

ϕ

⟳ (1.10.120)

commutes: ϕ(p · g) = g−1 · ϕ(p) ∀p ∈ P, ∀g ∈ G

Consider the one-parameter group of diffeomorphisms {exp(tX) | X ∈ g}. Then the G-
equivarience of ϕ implies ϕ(p · exp(tX)) = exp(−tX) · ϕ(p)︸ ︷︷ ︸

(⋆)
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It follows from the equation (⋆) above that we obtain

d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

ϕ
(
p · exp(tX)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(we saw before)

=:X♯
pϕ

ι : g→ Γ(V P )

X 7→ X♯

= d

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

exp(−tX) · ϕ(p)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=−X·ϕ(p)
X∈g, ϕ(p)∈F,

and ϕ is an F -valued function,
· is the left action of g on F

induced by the left G-action on F

Then we have
X♯
pϕ = −X · ϕ(p). (1.10.121)

Or equivalently,

∀p ∈ P, dϕ(X♯
p) = −ω(X♯

p)ϕ(p) where X♯
p ∈ VpP (1.10.122)

In sum, we simply showed:

dϕ(X) + ω(X)ϕ = 0 ∀X ∈ Γ(V P ) (1.10.123)

Before we proceed, it should be noted here that

1)
ωp : TpP → g

Xp 7→ ι−1(Ver(Xp))
(1.10.124)

2) ω(X♯) = X ∈ g (note that ι(X) = X♯)

If we insert a "vertical" vector field into ω, then by using ι, one can recover the element in
g from which the vertical field is obtained. I.e., let Y ∈ VpP ⊂ TpP be a vertical vector at
p ∈ P . Then we have:

(a) By ι : g
∼=−−→ Γ(V P ), ∃A ∈ g such that ι(A) = A♯ = Y .

(b) By definition of ω, ω(Y ) = ω(A♯) = A (as ω = ι−1).

Now, we give a proposition generalizing the situation in Eqn. 1.10.123 to any vector fields
on P — not just vertical ones—:

Proposition For all Xp ∈ TpP , we have

Dϕ(Xp) = dϕ(Xp) + ω(Xp)ϕ(p), (1.10.125)

where ϕ : P → F as above and DXϕ := Dϕ(X).
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Proof To prove this, consider case by case,

(a) if X ∈ VpP (i.e. horX=0), then, the right-hand side is zero by Eq. 1.10.123. The
left-hand side has LHS = Dϕ(X) = dϕ(Hor(X)) = 0 , where the first equality holds
by definition of exterior covariant derivative, and hor(X) = 0

(b) If X ∈ HpP , then,

· RHS = dϕ(X) + ω(X)ϕ = dϕ(X), where ω(X) = 0 since X ∈ HpP = ker(ω).

· LHS = Dϕ(X) = dϕ(Hor(X)) = dϕ(X), because X is already horizontal.

What we have done so far is that we completed step 1 and step 2:

•

PF

M

πF σ
by theorem−−−−−−→

ω

P P Ω

M D

·G

π

(1.10.126)

That is, given a section σ ∈ Γ(PF ), we consider the corresponding map ϕσ : P → F ,
which is G-equivariant.

• Let X ∈ Γ(TP ). Then, by Proposition, we defined the covariant derivative of ϕσ
on P in the direction of X:

DXϕσ := Dϕσ(X) = dϕσ(X) + ω(X)ϕσ (1.10.127)

• Still, it remains to define the covariant derivative on M . To this end, we need to pull
everything we constructed down onto M :

ϕσ : P → F ω

PF Dx

M

πFσ

(1.10.128)
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Let ϕ : U ⊆M → P be a local section. Then we have:

i) φ∗ϕσ = ϕσ ◦ φ : U → F (F -valued map on M) denoted also by s := φ∗ϕσ.

U P

F

φ

pull-back
ϕσ

⟳ (1.10.129)

ii) φ∗ω ∈ Ω1(M)⊗ g denoted also by ωu := φ∗ω, which is Yang-Mills field.

iii) φ∗(Dϕσ) ∈ Ω1(M)⊗ F , where Dϕσ ∈ Ω1(M)⊗ F .

Then observe that for any Y ∈ Γ(TM), we have

φ∗(Dϕσ)(Y )︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:∇Y s

= φ∗(dϕσ + ω · ϕσ)(Y )

= φ∗dϕσ(Y ) + φ∗(ω · ϕσ)(Y )
= d (φ∗ϕσ)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:s

(Y ) + (φ∗ω)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ωu∈Ω1(M)⊗g

(Y )φ∗ϕσ︸ ︷︷ ︸
s

,

(1.10.130)

where s : U ⊆M → F is as above. Finally, we have

∇Y s = ds(Y ) + ωu(Y )s. (1.10.131)

M

s

PF

F

Figure 29. Local picture of a mapping s : U → F

But we still need to check that such an object, in fact, satisfies the conditions of being a
covariant derivative that we imposed at the beginning, which is actually straightforward
to verify!
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Mp

s(r)

π

s(p)
s(q)

s

rq

F

s : U −→ F

Figure 30. Schematic for the map s : U → F

Let us make a side remark before the next topic.

Remark Given a "local" section σ ∈ Γ(P ) :,

σ : U ⊆M → P with π ◦ σ = idu. (1.10.132)

When we pull-back ω by σ, we in fact obtain

σ∗ω ∈ Ω1(U)⊗ g, (1.10.133)

where Ω1(U) is a local g-valued one form on U ⊆ M . Such local data can indeed give
rise to a global g-valued one form σ∗ω on M by gluing patches over the overlap.

x

σ(x)

M

U
V

ψ(x)

σ

ψ

∃! gx

Figure 31. Gauge transformation.

Consider another local section ψ : V → P . Let x ∈ U ∩V ; since σ(x) and ψ(x) lie in the
same fiber, there exists a unique gx ∈ G such that ψ(x) = σ(x) · gx.
In fact, there exists a natural map, called a gauge transformation,

U ∩ V → G

x 7→ gx (given above)
(1.10.134)
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Recall, when pulling everything down to M under a gauge transformation, we have

σ∗ω 7→ g−1 · σ∗ω · g + dg · g−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
ψ∗ω

on the overlap. (1.10.135)

Define an equivalence relation:

σ∗ω ∼ ψ∗ω ⇐⇒ ∃g ∈ G such that ψ∗ω = g−1 · σ∗ω · g + dg · g−1 (1.10.136)

Using such a relation, glue U and V over the overlap(s) and obtain a global g-valued
one-form on M .

1.10.5 - Parallel Transport and Holonomy on a Principal G-Bundle

Construction of the parallel transport map. Consider the following geometric setup:

P P ω

M

·G

π (1.10.137)

Here ω is a connection one-form on P , defining a distribution of TP

TP = HP ⊕ V P, where HP := ker(ω). (1.10.138)

π−1(γ0) ∋ p

γ

γ(1)
γ(0) = π(p)

γ̃p

∈ π−1(γ(1))

π−1(γ0) π−1(γ1)
Tγ

Figure 32. Parallel transport from π−1(γ0) to π−1(γ1).

Given a curve γ : [0, 1]→M , we want to define:

• An unique horizontal curve γ̃p for an initial point p ∈ π−1(γ(0)),

• The parallel transport map

Tγ : π−1(γ(0)) −→ π−1(γ(1))
p 7−→ γ̃p(1).

(1.10.139)
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Definition 40 Let
P P

M

·G

π (1.10.140)

be a principal G-bundle, γ : [0, 1]→M a curve in M .
The horizontal lift γ̃p of γ with initial point p ∈ π−1(γ(0)) (where for each choice of p,
there exists a unique horizontal lift γ̃p) is an unique curve in P such that

p′

γ γ(1)γ(0)

γ̃p′

M

p

γ̃p

Xγ(t)

Xγ̃(t)

Figure 33. Parallel transport of vectors.

• γ = π ◦ γ̃p.

• For Xγ̃p(t) ∈ Hγ̃p(t)P , ver(Xγ̃p(t)) = 0 ∀Xγ̃p(t) ∈ TXγ̃p(t)P , each vector along γ̃p(t) is
horizontal.

Tγ̃p(t)P

Tγ(t)M

π∗,γ̃p(t) (1.10.141)

• For Xγ̃p(t) ∈ TXγ̃p(t)P , π∗,γ̃p(t)(Xγ̃p(t)) = Xγ(t) ∈ Tγ(t)M .

So we have a couple of questions concerning this situation:

• How to construct/characterize such a lift?

• What is the governing ODE for defining such a lift γ̃p(t)?

KEY: A connection indeed defines such a lift with initial point γ̃p(0). Here are the essential
steps:
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γ(t) γ(1)γ(0)

δ

M

p

γ̃
γ̃(t) γ̃(1)γ̃(0)

∃!g0 ∃!g(t)

Figure 34. Lift of a curve.

STEP 1: Take an arbitrary curve δ : [0, 1]→ P starting from p ∈ π−1(γ(0)) such that π◦δ = γ

STEP 2: Find a suitable curve g : [0, 1] → G such that γ̃(t) := δ(t) · g(t) where · is a right
G-action on P .

So, the problem of defining γ̃ reduces to finding a suitable ODE that defines the curve g(t).

Theorem 14 For a matrix Lie group G, the ODE defining g(t) above is,

g−1(t) · ωδ(t)(Xδ(t)) · g(t) + g−1(t) · ġ(t) = 0 (1.10.142)

or equivalently,
ġ(t) = −ωδ(t)(Xδ(t)) · g(t) (1.10.143)

where "·" is the matrix multiplication.

Observation Pick a local chart (U, x) on M together with a local section σ : U → P .

γ(t) γ(1)γ(0)

δ

M

σ(γ(0)) σ(γ(t)) σ(γ(1))

U

Figure 35. Schematic for δ = σ ◦ γ.

Then we have

• δ := σ ◦γ, and hence σ∗(Xγ(t)) = Xδ(t) ∀t, where Xγ(t) ∈ Tγ(t)M and Xδ(t) ∈ Tγ(t)P .
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• The ODE above becomes: (let’s focus on the term with the connection one-form)

ωδ(t)(Xδ(t)) = ωδ(t)(σ∗,γ(t)(Xγ(t))) for Xγ(t) ∈ Tγ(t)M

= (σ∗ω)γ(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Yang-Mills field

(Xγ(t))

= ωu,σγ(t)(Xγ(t))

= Γµ(γ(t))Xµ
γ(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸

γ̇µ(t)

,

(1.10.144)

where the first equation holds due to the condition above, the second equation holds by
the definition of pull-back, and we use the component form of the equation in the last
line with the map

Γµ : M → R

x 7→ Γµ(x).
(1.10.145)

Hence, Eq. 1.10.143 becomes

ġ(t) = −Γµ(γ(t))γ̇µ(t)g(t), (1.10.146)

with the initial condition g(0) = g0.

Now, the question is how to solve Eq. 1.10.146. We can try the following.

(1) Integrate Eq. 1.10.146, and get

g(t) = g0 −
∫ t

0
Γµ(γ(λ))γ̇µ(λ)g(λ)dλ. (1.10.147)

(2) Substitute recursively; i.e., substitute (1) to the right-hand side of (1),

g(t) = g0 −
∫ t

0
dλ1Γµ(γ(λ1))γ̇µ(λ1)

[
g0 −

∫ t

0
Γµ(γ(λ2))γ̇µ(λ2)g(λ2)dλ2

]
= g0 − g0

∫ t

0
dλ1Γ(λ1) +

∫ t

0
dλ1

∫ λ1

0
dλ2Γ(λ1)Γ(λ2)g(λ2).

(1.10.148)

(3) Repeat the same argument. Then we have

g(t) =g0

[
1g −

∫ t

0
dλ1Γ(λ1) +

∫ t

0
dλ1

∫ λ1

0
dλ2Γ(λ1)Γ(λ2)︸ ︷︷ ︸

1
2

∫ t

0 dλ1
∫ t

0 dλ2Γ(λ1)Γ(λ2)

−
∫ t

0
dλ1

∫ λ1

0
dλ2

∫ λ3

0
dλ3Γ(λ1)Γ(λ2)Γ(λ3)︸ ︷︷ ︸

1
6

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∫ t

0 ···

+ . . .
]

= P exp
{
−
∫ t

0
dλΓ(λ)

}
g0,

(1.10.149)

where P is the path ordering that controls the order of the iterated integral.
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We may also denote the integral term above simply by
∫ t

0 ωdλ, with ω a connection
one-form. Additionally, Γ(λ) was

Γ(λ) := Γµ(γ(λ))γ̇µ(λ)
= (σ∗ω)µ(γ(λ))γ̇µ(λ)
= (σ∗ω)γ(λ)(Xγ(λ)),

(1.10.150)

called the Yang-Mills field connection one-form on M .

Then we define any horizontal lift γ̃ as follows:

γ̃ := δ(t) · g(t) = (σ ◦ γ)(t) · P exp
{
−
∫ t

0
dλΓ(λ)

}
g0, (1.10.151)

with g(0) = g0.

Hence, the parallel transport map is (as claimed) given as

γ
γ(1)γ(0)

γ̃p

γ̃p(0) = p γ̃p(1)

π−1(γ(0)) π−1(γ(1))

Tγ(p)

Figure 36. Schematic for the parallel transport, Tγ(p), over a curve γ.

Here
Tγ : π−1(γ(0))

∼=−−→ π−1(γ(t))
p 7−→ γ̃p(1),

(1.10.152)

where there exists a unique lift γ̃ starting from p ∈ π−1(γ(0)). For each p ∈ π−1(γ(0)), γ̃
is defined uniquely as above.

Remark Since (·g)∗ HpP = Hp·gP ∀p ∈ P and ∀g ∈ G, Tγ is a bijection.

The case of loops and the Holonomy groups. Using the above setup, let us consider now
the parallel transport map acting on loops: Given a loop γ in M ,
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x0 = γ(0) = γ(1)

p ∈ π−1(γ(0))

M

q ∈ π−1(γ(0))

∃!gp

γ

Figure 37. Parallel transport along loops.

1) The lift γ̃ of a loop γ is not necessarily a loop at p.

2) However, it still returns to the same fibre over the base point x0 of the loop γ, i.e.,

p = γ̃(0) ∈ π−1(x0),
q = γ̃(1) ∈ π−1(x0),

(1.10.153)

where x0 := γ(0) = γ(1). But it may land some other point q ̸= p in Π−1(x0).

3) So, there exists a unique gp,γ(or just gp) ∈ G such that q = p · gp, there exists a map,

π−1(x0) −→ G

p 7−→ gp,γ.
(1.10.154)

Therefore, the parallel transport map Tγ reduces to,

Tγ : π−1(γ(0) = x0) −→ π−1(γ(1) = x0)
p 7−→ γ̃p(1),

(1.10.155)

where γ̃p(1) = p · gp for some gp ∈ G.

4) We define

Holp(ω) := {gp,γ : γ̃p(1) = p · gp} = {gp,γ : p ∼ p · gp,γ} (1.10.156)

This is the holonomy group of ω at p ∈ π−1(x0). Or we can just introduce an
equivalence relation p ∼ q in π−1(x0) if and only if there exists a unique gp ∈ G such
that g = p · gp as we denoted in the second equality. It is subgroup of G such that

p ∼ q =⇒ Holp(ω) = Holq(ω)
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Some properties of Holp(ω):

(1) The restricted holonomy group at p is the subgroup Hol0p(ω) coming from horizontal
lifts of contractible loops γ.

(2) If M and P are connected, then Holp(ω) depends on p up to conjugacy, i.e., for any
q = p · g.

Holp(ω) = g−1Holp(ω)g. (1.10.157)

(3) Hol0p(ω) ⊆ G is connected Lie subgroup.

(4) There exists a surjective map π1(M)→ Hol0p(ω)/Holp(ω)

(5) If M is simply connected (i.e. π1(M) = 0), then Holp(ω) = Hol0p(ω).

(6) ω is flat if and only if Hol0p(ω) is trivial.

1.11 - A Glimpse at Witten’s Setup

We essentially consider the (2+1) dimensional SU(2) Yang-Mills theory with purely Chern-
Simons functional: Let us consider a principal SU(2)-bundle over a 3-manifold M (in
particular, we will take M = S3) equipped with a connection one-form ω on P . That is,
we have the diagram

P P ω

M

·SU(2)

π (1.11.1)

Here, ω ⊂ Ω1(P ) ⊗ g and A is the space of all connections on P Note that since SU(2)
is connected, any principal bundle over M is trivial. Now, consider the Chern-Simons
functional

CS : A −−→ R/Z ∼= S1, (1.11.2)

where
CS(A) := k

4π

∫
M

Tr
{
ω ∧ dω + 2

3ω ∧ ω ∧ ω
}

k ∈ Z. (1.11.3)

The above integrand is independent of the metric. Hence, it produces a "generally covari-
ant" theory.

Observation Critical points of the CS functional form the set

{ω ∈ A
∣∣∣ dω + ω ∧ ω︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ω∈Ω2(p)⊗g

= 0}. (1.11.4)

That is, the critical points are the flat connections. We will work on the moduli space of
flat connections in more detail!
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Here are some more essential observations. From now on, we will denote the connection
1-form by A.

Theorem 15 (Atiyah-Bott I)

A above is infinite-dimensional symplectic manifold together with a symplectic form
ω0 : TAA× TAA −→ R given by

ω0(a, b) =
∫

Σ
Σi,j ai ∧ bj⟨Xi, Xj⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈Ω2(Σ)

, (1.11.5)

where the inner product is G-invariant, and

a =
∑
i

ai ⊗Xi , b =
∑

ai ⊗Xi ∈ (Ω1
Hor(p)⊗ g)G, (1.11.6)

such that X1, · · · , Xn is a basis for g.

MΣ

Figure 38. A Riemannian surface.

On Fig. 38, Σ is a 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold, indeed a Riemann surface. Here,
we have cut out M by Σ.

Observation Consider,
P P

M

SU(2)

π , (1.11.7)

and a diffeomorphism f : P
∼=−−→ P commuting with the G-action which gives rise to a

diffeomorphism f0 : M
∼=−−→M . This is something we did before.

P P

P P

M M

f

·g

f

π

·g

π

f0

⟳
(1.11.8)
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Definition 41 A diffeomorphism f : P
∼=−→ P commuting with G-action is called a gauge transformation

if the induced map f0 = idM . We denote by G, the group of all gauge transformations.

Note that a connection 1-form A on P defines a connection via HP = ker(A). i.e.

TP = V P ⊕HP (1.11.9)

If f ∈ G, then f∗,p : TpP
∼=−−→ Tf(p)P induces an action of G on A.

P P f∗ = TP → TP

M M

f

f0=id

(1.11.10)

where TP = V P ⊕HP and f∗ takes V P ⊕HP to V P ⊕HPf . That is, G acts on A by f∗.

Theorem 16 (Atiyah-Bott II)

(A, ω0,G, µ) is indeed a Hamiltonian G-space with the moment map

µ : A −−→ g∗
G

A 7−→ ΩA curvature ofA. (1.11.11)

By the symplectic reduction theorem, we get

M := µ−1(0)/G (1.11.12)

is a symplectic manifold. This is the moduli space of flat connections mod gauge transfor-
mations.

Theorem 17 (Atiyah-Bott III)

M above is a finite-dimensional symplectic manifold.

This is where geometric quantization comes into play, since we now have a suitable sym-
plectic manifold to quantize. Later, we shall elaborate on the following arguments.

• Z(M) =
∫

M
DA′ exp(iCS) is the partition function. The integral is over the moduli

space of all flat connections. Z(M) yields a 3-manifold invariant!

• More generally, by introducing a functional θ(A) associated to a connection one-form
A on P , one can construct an invariant for the data definig θ(A) as follows:

Z(M, θ) =
∫
DA′ exp(iCS)θ(A). (1.11.13)
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To derive a knot invariant, we let M = S3, and C a knot in S3, with G = SU(2),
such that

θ(A) := TrR(HolC(A))
(

recall our shorthand notation θ(A) := TrR P exp
∮
C
A
)
,

(1.11.14)

where R is a certain representation of SU(2).

C

Figure 39. A trefoil knot.

In accordance with Sigma model (or TQFT in the sense of Atiyah). Let

M = (M1 ⨿M2)/Σ (1.11.15)

where M1 and M2 are glued together along their boundaries. I.e., take a homeomor-
phism Σ φ−→ Σ and define

M = M1 ⨿M2/x ∼ φ(x) ∀x ∈ Z. (1.11.16)

•

Σ

Σ

M1

M2∂M1 = Σ
∂M2 = −Σ

Figure 40. A manifold M cut by a Riemannian surface S, yielding two manifolds
M1,M2.

Then we have

Z(M) = ⟨Z(M1, Z(M2)⟩, (1.11.17)

where ZΣ is a vector space associated to Σ, the quantum Hilbert space, and Z(M1) ∈
ZΣ is a vector in that quantum Hilbert space; Z(M2) ∈ ZΣ̄ = Z∗

Σ is a covector in the
dual space of ZΣ, with Z∗

Σ = Hom(ZΣ;C). Note that the identification ZΣ̄ = Z∗
Σ is

by the axioms of TQFT.

In fact, a TQFT Z is a functor in the sense of category theory, as we will see later!
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M1

∂M1 = Σ

M Z(M1) ∈ ZΣ

Figure 41. The manifold M1 with a vector space ZΣ assigned to its boundary,
∂M1 = Σ.

The moduli space M of flat connections serves as the desired symplectic manifold
assigned to Σ so that one can construct the quantum Hilbert space ZΣ by means of
the geometric quantization procedure designed for special symplectic manifolds.

Let’s give a quick preview of what is coming next.

• We shall see ZΣ will be the space of holomorphic section of a "certain" complex line
bundle over M .

• By using dimensionality of ZΣ, we will derive some relation in terms of a partition
function Z depending on some possible line configuration.

• That derived relation turns out to be the Skein-like defining relations for the Jones
polynomials.

• That framework can be extended to any 3-manifold, not just S3!
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CHAPTER
TWO

Lectures on Geometric
Quantization

The main goal of this section is to understand how to appropriately assign a suitable
Hilbert space to a given symplectic manifold M based on a specific set of axioms and the
formalism called geometric quantization.
More formally, we aim to construct a Lie algebra representation of a Poisson algebra—the
algebra of observables— defined as the space of smooth functions on a given symplectic
manifold M -often called the phase space, equipped with a Poisson bracket.
Additionally, we will examine the Sigma model of quantum field theory (QFT) and the
formulation of topological quantum field theory (TQFT) in the sense of Atiyah.

Main references:
Ko HONDA, Lecture notes for MATH 635: Topological Quantum Field Theory [Honnd].
Matthias BLAU, Symplectic Geometry and Geometric Quantization [Bland].

We will primarily reference Honda’s lecture notes [Honnd], specifically chapters 9.2 to 12.
The topics we will cover include:

1. Towards the quantization: Poisson Structure, vector bundles, connection and covari-
ant derivative on a vector bundle.

2. Axioms of Geometric Quantization, construction of a (pre)quantum line bundle and
a suitable Lie algebra representation on (pre)quantum Hilbert space which is a space
of certain sections of the (pre)quantum line bundle.

3. Path integrals, Sigma model and formulation of TQFT.
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Geometric Quantization I. Main Ingredients and Towards the Quantization

2.1 - Main Ingredients and Towards the Quantization

Recall the Poisson algebra: Given a symplectic manifold (M,ω), let f ∈ C∞(M). We
defined the Hamiltonian vector field Xf for f by the equation

ιXf
ω(·) = df(·) (the one-form ιXf

ω is exact). (2.1.1)

By studying the corresponding local flow γf of Hamiltonian vector field Xf , we rederived
Hamilton equations as outlined in the example below.

Example 23 Consider (R2n, ω) with ω = ∑n
i dqi ∧ dpi, and the coordinates (q1, . . . , qn, p1, . . . , pn).

Given H ∈ C∞(R2n), its Hamiltonian vector field XH is given by

XH =
∑
i

∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
− ∂H

∂qi

∂

∂pi
. (2.1.2)

Consider its local flow γH(t) = (q1(t), . . . , qn(t), p1(t), . . . , pn(t)) which gives (by dynamics
of flow)

γ̇H = XH ⇐⇒ q̇i = ∂H

∂pi
, ṗi = −∂H

∂qi
. (2.1.3)

We have a natural map between vector spaces

C∞(M) −−→ Hom(M) ⊆ Γ(TM)
f 7−→ Xf . (2.1.4)

Define a bilinear map {·, ·} : C∞(M)× C∞(M) −→ C∞(M) by

∀f, g ∈ C∞(M), {f, g} := −ω(Xf , Xg).

Observation 1) {·, ·} is skew symmetric and satisfies the Jacobi identity. Hence, {·, ·} gives a Lie
algebra structure on C∞(M). That is,

(C∞(M), {·, ·} is a Lie algebra (which is called Poisson algebra). The vector space
is infinite-dimensional. It is an algebra with point-wise multiplication (f · g)(x) =
f(x)g(x), ∀x ∈M

2) Hom(M) ⊆ Γ(TM) is a C∞(M)-submodule. It inherits a Lie bracket [., .]0 from
(Γ(TM), [·, ·]0) where [·, ·]0 is the usual commutator:

[X, Y ]0 = XY − Y X. (2.1.5)
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3) Lemma: ∀Xf , Xg ∈ Hom(M),

[Xf , Xg] = X{f,g} ∈ Hom(M),

hence, [·, ·]0 defines a Lie algebra structure on Hom(M), i.e., (Hom(M), [·, ·]0) is
also a Lie algebra.

4) The map in (2.1.4) is a Lie algebra homomorphism:

(C∞(M), {·, ·}) φ−−→ (Hom(M), [·, ·]0)
f 7−→ Xf

{f, y} 7−→ X{f,g} = [Xf , Xg] = [φ(f), φ(g)].

(2.1.6)

Observe that

• φ assigns to f a "differential operator".

• The condition [φ(f), φ(g)] = φ({f, g}) looks like Dirac’s quantization condition!
That is,

[f̂ , ĝ] = −iℏ{̂f, g}. (2.1.7)

This is the first ’primitive step’ towards geometric quantization! However, we have several
loose ends:

• What is the suitable quantum Hilbert space H on which f̂ above acts? (In this case,
it is Xf )

• Is the argument f −→ Xf suitable? If it is, in what sense? We later see that we
need compatibility with axioms of quantization.. We’ll see that one indeed needs to
modify it. To determine the H above, we need to study a particular vector bundle E
over (M,ω) (in fact, a complex line bundle over M). The modification of φ is then
related to a choice of a suitable connection on E.

2.2 - Connection on a Vector Bundle

Let E π−→M be a vector bundle of rank k, where rank k means each fibre is a vector space
of dimension k. Let s : U ⊆M → E be a local section, s ∈ Γ(E,U), with π ◦ s = idU .
Recall that every vector bundle is locally trivial. That is, there exists a cover {Uα} of M
such that E|Uα is trivial (i.e. E|Uα ≃ Uα × Ck). Equivalently, there exists k local section
sα1 , · · · , sαk on Uα with

sαi : Uα −→ E, π ◦ sαi = idUα , (2.2.1)

such that ∀p ∈ Uα, sα1 (p), · · · , sαk (p) forms a basis for π−1(p).
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π−1(p) E

M

s1(p)

p

π

π−1(Uα)

Uα

s3(p)

s2(p)

Figure 42. Local sections on a bundle.

Let X ∈ Γ(TM). We want to differentiate s at p in the direction of Xp ∈ Γ(E,U).

Definition 42 A connection or covariant derivative ∇ assigns to every vector field X ∈ Γ(TM) a
differential operator

∇X : Γ(E) −→ Γ(E), (2.2.2)

satisfying the following conditions:

• ∇X is C-linear: ∇X(c1s1 + c2s2) = c1∇Xs1 + c2∇2.

• ∇X is C∞(M)-linear: ∀f, g ∈ C∞(M), f∇Xs+ g∇ys.

• Leibniz rule: ∇Xfs = f∇Xs+ (Xf)s ∀f ∈ C∞(M), ∀s ∈ Γ(E).

Remark ∇X depends on X tensorially; ∇{·}{·} is such that the subscript slot behave like a tensor
and the other slot behaves like a derivation.

Definition 43 Let E −→ M be a vector bundle of rank k, E|U a local trivialization with sections
s1, · · · , sk defined on U , and X ∈ Γ(TM). Let s ∈ Γ(E,U) be an arbitrary section on
U . Then we have

s =
k∑
i=1

fisi, fi ∈ C∞(U). (2.2.3)

This is because ∀p ∈ U, s1(p), · · · , sk(p) forms a basis for π−1(p).
Since s(p) is a vector in π−1(p), it must be spanned by s1(p), . . . , sk(p). So, s(p) =
f1(p)s1(p) + · · ·+ fk(p)sk(p). A better notation is

s = fis
i, (2.2.4)

which is called the Einstein summation convention. With this notation, we define a flat
connection as

∇Xs :=
∑
i

(Xfi)si = (Xfi)si. (2.2.5)
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Therefore, when we differentiate, we differentiate component-wise.

Observation 1)

∇Xs = (Xfi)si = dfi(X)si, where s =


f1
...
fX

 = fi, (2.2.6)

and hence, for a trivial connection, we write

∇·· = d. (2.2.7)

Or in matrix form, we can write

∇Xs =


df1(X)

...
dfk(X)

 , (2.2.8)

where d is the usual exterior derivative.

2) In general, flat connections do not exist globally on M , but they always exist locally.
When E →M is a trivial bundle, it exists!

3) By patching flat connections, one can construct a globally defined connection on
M .

Patching, by definition, is a suitable equivalence relation in accordance with the
base change and the behaviour of the connection under this base change. We saw
a similar discussion before. We shall also see how a connection behaves under a
so-called gauge change!

Observation Let E M−→ be a rank k vector bundle, ∇ and ∇′ connections on M .
Let X ∈ Γ(TM) and s ∈ Γ(E), then (∀f ∈ C∞(M)) we have

(∇X −∇
′

X)(fs) = ∇X(fs)−∇′

X(fs)
= f∇Xs+ (Xf)s− f∇′

Xs− (Xf)s
= f(∇Xs−∇

′

Xs)
= f(∇X −∇

′

X)s.

(2.2.9)

That means, ∇X−∇
′
X is tensorial in s. Therefore, if we take local trivialization sections

(U, s1, · · · , sk) for E|U , we get

(∇X −∇
′

X)si = aijs
j. (2.2.10)
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Here aij : U → C is a k × k matrix of functions. In particular, we let

aij := Aij(X), Aij ∈ Ω1(M). (2.2.11)

What does it all tell us?

1) Any two connections on M (locally) differ by a k × k matrix of 1-form A = (Aij),
where Aij ∈ Ω1(M), ∀i, j.

2) In particular, if we take a trivial connection ∇′
X = d, for an arbitrary connection ∇,

we write
∇ = d+ A, (2.2.12)

where A = (Aij), Aij ∈ Ω1(M), ∀i, j. That is, ∀X ∈ Γ(TM), s ∈ Γ(E) we have

∇Xs = ds(X) + A(X)s. (2.2.13)

For basis field si, we have
∇Xs

i = Aij(X)sj. (2.2.14)

2.3 - Gauge Change

Let E → M be a rank k vector bundle, E|U and E|V be local trivialization with
sections {s1, . . . , sk} and {s̄1, . . . , s̄k} respectively.

π−1(p) E

M
p

π

π−1(U)

U

π−1(V )

V

Figure 43. Local trivializations on a bundle.

Then, on U ∩ V , we have
s̄i = gijs

j, (2.3.1)

where gij : U ∩ V −→ C. In the matrix form
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s̄ =


s̄1

...
s̄k

 =


g1

1 g1
2 . . .

... gij
...

gk1 . . . gkk



s1

...
sk

 . (2.3.2)

Here, the matrix g ∈ GL(k,C).

On U ∩ V , ∀X ∈ Γ(TM) we have

∇X s̄
i = ∇Xg

i
js
j

= gij∇Xs
j + (Xgij)sj

= gijA
j
µs

µ + dgijs
j

= gijA
j
µ(g−1)µν s̄ν + dgij(X)(g−1)jσs̄σ

= (g · A(X) · g−1)iν s̄ν + (dg(X) · g−1)iσs̄σ

= (g · A(X) · g−1 + dg(X) · g−1)iν︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ā(x)i

ν

s̄ν .

(2.3.3)

Therefore, under the gauge transformation

gij : U ∩ V −→ C, (or g : U ∩ V → Ck ≡ GL(k,C) = G), (2.3.4)

we have

A −→ g · A · g−1 + dg · g−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:g∗A

. (2.3.5)

Note that when we "patch" connections on the overlap, we define an equivalence relation
with respect to the above gauge action. Namely, we have:

A ∼ A′ ⇐⇒ A′ = g∗A = g · A · g−1 + dg · g−1,

for some g, where at each point p ∈ U ∩ V , g(p) ∈ GL(k,C).

Definition 44 For all X, Y, and Z ∈ Γ(TM), Z ∈ Γ(E), the curvature of a connection ∇ is given by

R(X, Y )Z = ∇X∇YZ −∇Y∇XZ −∇[X,Y ]Z. (2.3.6)

Claim

R(X, Y ) = (dA+ A ∧ A)(X, Y ) (2.3.7)

in local trivialization. Here

A ∧ A(X,Y ) := [A(X), A(Y )]0 = A(X) · A(Y )− A(Y ) · A(X). (2.3.8)
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Proof Direct computation yields the desired result:
We start by letting X, Y ∈ Γ(TM) and s1, . . . , sk ∈ Γ(E,U) be local trivial sections. It
is enough to examine R(X,Y )si. Observe that

∇X∇Y s
i = ∇X(A(Y )ijsj)

= A(Y )ij∇Xs
j + (XA(Y )ij)sj

= A(Y )ijA(X)jksk + (XA(Y )ij)sj

= (A(Y ) · A(X))iksk + (XA(Y )ij)sj.

(2.3.9)

Similarly,
∇X∇Y s

i = (A(X) · A(Y ))iksk + (Y A(X)ij)sj

∇[X,Y ]s
i = A([X,Y ])ijsj.

(2.3.10)

Then we have

R(X, Y )si =
[
X(A(Y )ij)− Y (A(X))ij − A([X, Y ])ij

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

by definition dAi
j(X,Y ), Ai

j∈Ω1(M)

sj + [A(X) · A(Y )− A(Y ) · A(X)]ij s
j

= [dA(X,Y ) + (A ∧ A)(X, Y )]ij s
j.

(2.3.11)

Consider the gauge transformation g : U ∩ V −→ G as before. We saw that the connections
A1 and A2 are related via g as follows. On U ∩ V , we have

A2 = gAg−1 + dgg−1. (2.3.12)

Then we get

R′ = dA2 + A2 ∧ A2

= d(gAg−1 + dgg−1) + (gAg−1 + dgg−1) ∧ (gAg−1 + dgg−1)
= g(dA+ A ∧ A)g−1

= gRg−1.

(2.3.13)

So, under gauge transformations, R transforms as

R 7−→ R′ = gRg−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
R′

. (2.3.14)
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2.4 - Geometric Quantization Formalism

The critical question we ask ourselves is: "In what sense do we quantize?"
Formulate the notion of the quantization in the following sense: Let (M,ω) be a symplectic
manifold of dimension 2n with (C∞(M), {·, ·} being its Poisson algebra. Then, we want
the following correspondence:

Concepts Classical System Quantum System
Phase space (M,ω) Complex Hilbert space H

States p ∈M The ray [ψ] in H
Algebra of observables f ∈ C∞(M) Q(f) : H −→ H

Structure on the algebra {·, ·} [·, ·]

Table 2.1: The Correspondence

Here, we denote the quantization procedure by Q. It assigns to a function f a linear operator
on H, written Q(f) ∈ End(H).
ψ ∼ η in H if and only if ∃λ ∈ C s.t. ψ = λη. We call ψ a wave-function.
On the quantized structure of algebra, the commutator is encoded in a Lie algebra homo-
morphism

(C∞(M), {·, ·}) −−→ (End(H), [·, ·]), (2.4.1)

which in fact gives rise to a Lie algebra representation of C∞(M) on H.
Geometric quantization (GQ) provides us a suitable mathematical formalism to define such
an assignment Q above (based on Dirac’s ideas). It has the following properties.

1) Applicable to any finite-dimensional symplectic manifold (M,ω).

2) Keep track of the symmetries of the classical system with a Hamiltonian G-action,
in the sense that the quantum states form an irreducible representation of G. This
is the so-called "irreducibility condition".

3) 1st step of GQ consists of the Prequantization and introduction of "Hpre". The
construction involves a line bundle L, a connection, and certain sections of this
bundle. However, we lack the irreducibility condition. In fact, we will set Hpre =
Γ(L), where Γ(L) is the space of smooth sections on L.

4) 2nd step of GQ: Polarization of the space of functions on M .

a) Aim is to select a suitable subspace of functions on M to be quantized so that
the irreducibility condition holds.

b) In accordance with the polarization P (a particular choice of a n-dim sub-bundle
P of TM , which is 2n-dim), one restricts Hpre = Γ(L) to H = Γp(L), which
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are the P -polarized sectors of L so that the elements of H form irreducible
representations of G. Here, by P -polarized sections, we mean

ΓP (L) := {s ∈ Γ(L) : ∇Xs = 0, ∀X ∈ Γ(p) ⊆ Γ(TM)}. (2.4.2)

The space of sections of L that are covariantly constant along P ⊆ TM (for
example, when M is a Kähler manifold, Γ(L)P is the space of holomorphic
sections).

c) Independent of the choice of P .

We need to discuss further topics to study these steps, such as almost complex structures,
complex structures, and Kähler structures. You can check DaSilva’s book [] for details of
these topics.
In our current study, we mainly focus on the 1st step and make a brief comment on the 2nd

step.

Definition 45 Let (M,ω) be a classical system and A a sub-algebra of C∞(M). The pair (H, Q) is
called the quantum system associated to (M,ω) if

0) H is a complex separable Hilbert space:

· Its elements ψ are the quantum wave functions.

· The rays {λψ|λ ∈ C} are the quantum states.

· For all f ∈ A, Q(f) ∈ End(H).

1) C-linearity: Q(c, f + g) = cQ(f) +Q(g), ∀c ∈ C.

2) Q(f = 1) = idH.

3) Q∗(f) = Q(f). I.e., Q(f) is a self-adjoint operator on H.

4) Quantum Condition: [Q(f), Q(g)] = −ihQ({f, g}).

5) Irreducibility Condition:

Suppose that {f1, . . . , fn} is a complete set of observables, meaning that a function
commuting with all fi must be constant

{f, fi} = 0, ∀i ⇐⇒ f = constant. (2.4.3)

Then {Q(f1), . . . , Q(fn)} is also complete set of operators.

Equivalently, quantum states must form an irreducible representation of G. That
is, if R is an irreducible representation of G, then R can be realized as a quantum
Hilbert space.
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Example 24 In this prototype example, we basically examine why one needs to impose the above-
mentioned axioms. Take

(M,ω) = (R2n,
∑
i

dqi ∧ dpi), (2.4.4)

with the usual coordinates (q1, · · · , qn, p1, · · · , pn).
Then we have

• Given H ∈ C∞(M), its Hamiltonian vector field XH is given by

XH =
∑
i

∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
− ∂H

∂qi

∂

∂pi
, (2.4.5)

and ∀f, g ∈ C∞(M)

{f, g} = −ω(Xf , Xg), recall ιXf
= df

= −df(Xg)
= dg(Xf )
= Xfg

=
∑
i

∂f

∂pi

∂g

∂qi
− ∂f

∂qi

∂g

∂pi
.

(2.4.6)

where in the first step, we have used ιXf
ω = df ,

• For qj and pi, we have

Xqj
= − ∂

∂pj
and Xpi

= ∂

∂qi
, (2.4.7)

with Hamilton equations

q̇i = ∂H

∂pi
and ṗi = −∂H

∂qi
. (2.4.8)

• Observe that

{qi, pj} = Xqi
pj = − ∂

∂pi
pj = −δij, (2.4.9)

{qi, qj} = Xqi
qj = 0 = {pi, pj}, (2.4.10)

{pi, qj} = Xpi
qj = ∂qi

∂qj
= δij. (2.4.11)
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The set S := {p1, · · · , pn, q1, · · · , qn} forms a complete set. Hence, we must have

[Q(qi), Q(qj)] = [q̂i, q̂j] = −iℏQ(
=0︷ ︸︸ ︷

{qi, qj}) = 0, (2.4.12)
[p̂i, p̂j] = −iℏ{p̂i, pj} = 0, (2.4.13)
[p̂i, q̂j] = −iℏ{p̂i, qj} = −iℏδij. (2.4.14)

These commutation relations define a Lie algebra, which is called Heisenberg al-
gebra.

By Schur’s lemma, for the set S with the above commutation relations, we observe:

Condition 5 ≡ Finding irreducible representations of Heisenberg algebra

That is why we called it the irreducibility condition.

Using the Stone-von Neumann theorem, we note that any irreducible representation
of the Heisenberg algebra is equivalent to L2(Rn) =: H, with qi and pj represented
by

R2n Q−−→ End
(
L2(Rn)

)
pi 7−→ Q(pi) =: p̂i
qj 7−→ Q(qj) =: q̂j,

(2.4.15)

where ∀ψ ∈ L2(Rn)
q̂i(ψ(x)) := xiψ(x),

p̂i(ψ(x)) := −iℏ∂ψ(x)
∂xi

.
(2.4.16)

So we have indeed recovered the Schrödinger picture.

Now, we aim to extend the above construction to an arbitrary symplectic manifold (M,ω)
by using a suitable mathematical analogue of H and the assignment Q. To this end, we
will present the so-called geometric quantization formalism.
Before providing the actual formalism, let’s start with a naive attempt: let (M,ω) be a
symplectic manifold and (C∞(M), {·, ·}) its Poisson algebra. We saw before that there
exists a natural Lie algebra homomorphism

(C∞(M), {·, ·}) φ0−−→ (Hom(M), [·, ·]0)
f 7−→ Xf

{f, g} 7−→ X{f,g} = [Xf , Xg] = [φ(f), φ(g)].

(2.4.17)

Firstly, we can naively update the assignment as

φ1 : f 7−→ −iℏXf . (2.4.18)
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Then it should be clear to see that φ1 above satisfies the quantization axioms (1), (3), and
(4); however, (2) is not satisfied.
On the other hand, we previously saw that φ0 is not injective and observed that any
constant function (not just f = 1) is mapped to Xf = 0. Indeed, if f = c is a constant
function, then we have

df = 0 ⇐⇒ ω(Xf , ·) = df(·) = 0
⇐⇒ Xf = 0 (since ω is non-degenerate).

(2.4.19)

The second attempt is to let
φ2 : f 7−→ −iℏXf − f. (2.4.20)

You can check that Axiom (2) is now satisfied. However, Axiom (4) will no longer hold.
Note that we have not defined any suitable H on which either of φ0, φ1 or φ2 acts. A
suitable assignment and the definition of H can be given by modifying the following case.
(This is where geometric quantization will come into play.)
In our third (more serious) attempt, we proceed as follows:
If M = T ∗N for some n-manifold N , there exists a natural symplectic form ω on M given
by ω = dθ globally, where θ is the canonical one-form. We then define the assignment by

φ3 : f 7−→ φ3(f) := −iℏXf − θ(Xf )− f, (2.4.21)

which in fact satisfies all the axioms except the irreducibility condition (5). To generalize
the above assignment, we construct a suitable line bundle: Let (M,ω) be a symplectic
manifold of dimension 2n. Then Observe the following,

• Since ω is a closed 2-form, it defines a de
Rham cohomology class [ω] ∈ H2

dR(M).

• Since ω is closed, by Poincaré lemma, ω is
locally exact, meaning that there exists an
open cover {Uα} of M such that ω = dAα

on Uα and Aα ∈ Ω1(Uα).

π

p

Ui

L

M

Figure 44. A line bundle L over M .

• If
[
ω

2πℏ

]
∈ H2(M ; 2πZ), i.e. ω

2πℏ represent an integral cohomology class∗, then one
can construct a particular complex line bundle L with a connection ∇ as follows:

Let {Ui} be a local trivializing cover for L so that L|Ui
is trivial and ω is locally exact on

each Ui. That is, we have

ω = dAi on Ui, for some Ai ∈ Ω1(Ui). (2.4.22)
∗It means

∫
Σ

ω

2πℏ ∈ Z, with Σ a closed oriented 2-manifold in M .
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a Define a connection ∇ as follows: on each Uα

∇ := d− i

ℏ
Aα. (2.4.23)

On each Uα, connection one form, − i
ℏAα, is given by Aα above.

b On the overlap Uα ∩ Uβ, one has local trivial sections (Uα, sα), (Uβ, sβ) such that

sα : Uα −→ L and sβ : Uβ −→ L, (2.4.24)

which can be seen on Figure 45.

x

Uα
Uβ

sα(x)

sβ(x)

sα

sβ

Figure 45. Two covers Uα and Uβ with local sections mapping to the same fiber.

Then, a gauge transformation

g : Uα ∩ Uβ −→ S1 ⊂ C, (2.4.25)

can be defined by
g(x) := e− i

ℏfαβ(x), (2.4.26)

for some fαβ ∈ C∞(Uα ∩ Uβ).

In fact, on Uα ∩ Uβ, dAα = ω = dAβ. Hence,

d(Aα − Aβ) = 0 on Uα ∩ Uβ, (2.4.27)

meaning it is closed on Uα ∩ Uβ. Then, by the Poincaré lemma, Aα − Aβ is locally
exact. So, it can be written as

Aα − Aβ = dfαβ, (2.4.28)

for some fαβ ∈ C∞(Uα ∩ Uβ) or C∞(Vαβ),with Vαβ ⊂ (Uα ∩ Uβ).
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As a result, we obtain
Aα = Aβ + dfαβ, (2.4.29)

inducing the gauge transformation. Moreover, this relation defines how Uα and Uβ

patch together.

Recall that under a gauge transformation g, we have

g · − i
ℏ
Aβ = g

(
− i
ℏ

)
g−1 + dgg−1 when g = e−ifαβ

= − i
ℏ
Aβ + i

ℏ
e−ifαβdfαβe

fαβ

= − i
ℏ

(Aβ + dfαβ).

(2.4.30)

So,
g · Aβ︸ ︷︷ ︸
Aα

= Aβ + dfαβ (Aβ −→ Aβ + dfαβ). (2.4.31)

c Now, consider the curvature two-form FA = dA+ A ∧ A. On Uα, we have

FAα = d
(
− i
ℏ
Aα

)
− i

ℏ
Aα ∧ −

i

ℏ
Aα = − i

ℏ
dAα. (2.4.32)

Since 1× 1 matrices commute, this holds. Furthermore, recall that under the gauge
transformation g : Uα ∩ Uβ −→ S1. We have

FAβ
= g · FAα = gFAαg

−1 = FAα on Uα ∩ Uβ. (2.4.33)

Therefore, dAα is invariant under gauge change.

This implies that {dAα} can be patched into a closed 2-form on M . It defines a
cohomology class, called the first Chern class of L, and denoted by c1(L) = i

2π [FA] ∈
H2

dR(M ;R).

Now, calculate FAα above explicitly. By definition we have, let (Uα, sα) be a local trivial-
ization section as above. Let X, Y ∈ Γ(TM). Then on Uα, we have

FAα = ∇X∇Y sα −∇Y∇Xsα∇[X,Y ]sα = ∇X

(
− i
ℏ
Aα(Y )sα

)
−∇Y

(
− i
ℏ
Aα(X)sα

)
−∇[X,Y ]sα

= − i
ℏ
Aα(Y )∇Xsα −

i

ℏ
X(Aα(Y ))sα + i

ℏ
[
Aα(X) ∇Y sα︸ ︷︷ ︸

− i
ℏAα(Y )sα

+Y (Aα(X)sα)
]

+ i

ℏ
Aα([X, Y ])sα

= 1
ℏ2 [−Aα(Y )Aα(X)sα + Aα(X)Aα(Y )sα]︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0 since one-dimensional objects commute.

− i
ℏ

[X(Aα(Y ))− Y (Aα(X))− Aα([X, Y ])] sα

= − i
ℏ
dAα(X, Y )sα = − i

ℏ
ω(X, Y )sα.

(2.4.34)
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Therefore, on Uα, we have

FA = − i
ℏ
ω. (2.4.35)

We have the following theorem:

Theorem 18 Let ω be a close 2-form on M such that
[
ω

2πℏ

]
∈ H2(M ; 2πZ) ⊆ H2

dR(M ;R).
Then there exists a complex line bundle L −→M and a connection ∇ such that,

• Locally, ∇ := d− i
ℏAα where ω = dAα.

• Locally, FA = − i
ℏω.

This line bundle is called the pre-quantization line bundle.

Construction of GQ assignment. Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold with
[
ω

2πℏ

]
∈

H2(M ;Z). Then, by the theorem above, there exists a complex line bundle L
π−→ M

and a connection ∇ such that FA = − i
ℏω. Then we have the following descriptions.

• Define Hpre := Γ(L) as the pre-quantization Hilbert space and the inner product on
Hpre is given by

⟨s1, s2⟩ :=
( 1

2πℏ

)n ∫
M
HX(s1(X), s2(X)) µ. (2.4.36)

Here Hα is a Hermitian metric on each fiber C of L, and µ is the Liouville measure.

• Define the geometric quantization assignment to be the map

(C∞(M), {·, ·}) Q−−→ (End(Γ(L)), [., .])
f 7−→ Q(f),

where
Q(f) := −iℏ∇Xf

− f. (2.4.37)

One can check that this construction satisfies all the quantization conditions from
(0) to (4) except (5). To achieve (5) as well, we still need to modify Hpre and Q(f)!

• The above assignment is a Lie algebra homeomorphism in the sense that

[Q(f), Q(g)] = −iℏQ({f, g}). (2.4.38)

If we take Q(f) = ∇Xf
− i

ℏf , then we would have

[Q(f), Q(g)] := Q({f, g}). (2.4.39)
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Indeed; ∀f, g ∈ C∞(M) and for all s ∈ Γ(L), we have

[Q(f), Q(g)]s = [−iℏ∇Xf
− f,−iℏ∇Xg − g]s

= [−iℏ∇Xf
,−iℏ∇Xg ]s+ [−f,−iℏ∇Xg ]s︸ ︷︷ ︸

(1)

+ [−iℏ∇Xf
,−g]︸ ︷︷ ︸

(2)

+ [f, g]s︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0 as fgs−sgf=0

.

(2.4.40)

Observe that

(1) = [−f,−iℏ∇Xg ]s = iℏ(f∇Xgs−∇Xg(fs))
= iℏ(����f∇Xgs−����f∇Xgs− (Xgf)s)
= −iℏ(Xgf)s. (2.4.41)

Similarly,

2) = [iℏ∇Xf
, g] = iℏ(Xfg)s. (2.4.42)

Then we have
[Q(f), Q(g)] = −ℏ2[∇Xf

,∇Xg ]s+ iℏ(Xfg −Xgf)s. (2.4.43)

Let’s recall the definition of FA for convention

FA(Xf , Xg) = ∇Xf
∇Xg −∇Xg∇Xf

−∇[Xf ,Xy ]. (2.4.44)

Also, recall the following

{f, g} = −ω(Xf , Xg) = ω(Xg, Xf ) = ιXgω(Xf ) = dg(Xf ) = Xfg. (2.4.45)

Using them we have

[Q(f), Q(g)] = −ℏ2[∇Xf
,∇xg ]s+ iℏ(Xfg −Xgf)s

= −ℏ2(FA(Xf , Xg) +∇[Xf ,Xg ])s+ 2iℏ{f, g}

= iℏω(Xf , Xg)︸ ︷︷ ︸
−{f,g}

s− ℏ2∇[Xf ,Xg ]s+ 2iℏ{f, g}, using FA = − i
ℏ
ω.

(2.4.46)

Thus,

[Xf , Xg] = X{f,g} = −ℏ2∇X{f,g} + iℏ{f, g} = −iℏ (−iℏ∇X{f,g} − {f, g})︸ ︷︷ ︸
Q({f,g})

. (2.4.47)
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Example 25 Let’s recover the prototype example using the above framework: (n = 2)
Let (M,ω) = (R2, ω = dq ∧ dp). Then, we have

• We saw before
Xq = − ∂

∂p
and Xp = ∂

∂q
. (2.4.48)

• Note that R2 ∼= T ∗R. Therefore, it admits a natural symplectic form ω = dq ∧ dp
which is globally exact. In fact, ω = dθ, where θ = q ∧ dp is a canonical 1-form.
Therefore, it defines a trivial cohomology class

[ω] = 0 ∈ H2(M ;Z) ⊂ H2
dR(M ;R). (2.4.49)

So, by Theorem 18, there exists a suitable prequantum line bundle L π−→ R2, which
is just the trivial one L = R2 × C, and a connection ∇ is as defined above.

Note that connection 1-form A is given by A = − i
ℏ
qdp.

• We quantize f ∈ C∞(R2) by the GQ assignment

f
Q7−−→ Q(f) := −iℏ∇Xf

− f, (2.4.50)

where
∇Xf

= d− i

ℏ
qdp. (2.4.51)

For f = q, we have:
q̂ := Q(q) = −iℏ∇Xq − q

= −iℏ∇− ∂
∂p
− q

= −iℏ
(
− ∂

∂p
+ i

ℏq

)
− q

= iℏ
∂

∂p
+ �q − �q,

(2.4.52)

where the third line is done by using: by using

∇− ∂
∂p
s = ds

(
− ∂

∂p

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

− ∂
∂p
s

− i
ℏ
q dp

(
− ∂

∂p

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

−1

∀s ∈ Γ(L).

Therefore, we have

q 7−→ q̂ := iℏ
∂

∂p
. (2.4.53)
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For f = p, we have
p̂ := Q(p) = −iℏ∇Xp − p

= −iℏ∇ ∂
∂q
− p

= −iℏ( ∂
∂q

+ 0)− p

= −iℏ ∂
∂q
− p.

(2.4.54)

Therefore, we obtain

p 7−→ p̂ = −iℏ ∂
∂q
− p. (2.4.55)

Remark Even if we recover many familiar objects, the definition of the assignment is not fully
completed.

Remark Recall that to obtain the complete quantization framework, we need to restrict the section
Γ(L) to the so-called P-polarized sections, and modify Q(f) and Hpre accordingly.

2.5 - Sigma Model and Topological Quantum Field Theory

2.5.1 - Energy Functional

Let (M,γ) and (N, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m and n respectively. Here
g is the metric. In local coordinates, we write

γ = (γαβ)α,β=1,··· ,m, g = (gij)i,j=1,··· ,n. (2.5.1)

Let f ∈ Map(M,N) be a smooth map. We define the energy functional as follows.

Map(M,N) −→ R, f 7−→ E(f), (2.5.2)

where
E(f) :=

∫
M
∥df∥2dM. (2.5.3)

Here the measure is dM :=
√

det{γ}dx1∧· · ·∧dxm in local coordinates (xα)α=1,··· ,m on M .
Note that ∥·∥ above involves the metric on T ∗M and f−1T ∗N . That is, let (x1, · · · , xm)
and (f 1, · · · , fn) be local coordinate charts on M and N respectively. Then one can show
that ∀x ∈M ,

∥df∥2(x) = γαβ(x)gij(f(x))∂f
i(x)
∂xα

∂f j

∂xβ
. (2.5.4)

Here g = (gij) is the metric on N , and γαβ := (γαβ)−1 is the inverse metric on M .
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We evaluate RHS by taking orthonormal basis e1, . . . , em for TxM , then

∥df∥2(x) =
m∑
i=1
⟨fx(ei), fx(ei)⟩ , (2.5.5)

where fx(·) is push forward. Hence, we write: ∀f ∈ Map(M,N)

E(f) :=
∫
M
γαβ(x)gij(f(x))∂f

i(x)
∂xα

∂f j(x)
∂xβ

dM. (2.5.6)

Example 26 Take M := [0, 1] and N := N for some n-dimensional Riemannian manifold as above.
Also, take f : [0 : 1]→ N a smooth curve in N .

f(0)
t

f

10

[0, 1] f(t)
f(1)

f(t) =


f 1(t)

...
fn(t)

 , where f i(t) := gi0f(t). (2.5.7)

Then, E(f) reduces to

E(f) =
∫ 1

0
gij(f(t))df i

dt
df j
dt︸ ︷︷ ︸

⟨ḟ ,ḟ⟩N

dt

(
ḟ i = df i

dt

)
. (2.5.8)

This is a familiar version of the energy functional for paths in N .

Using the above setting, the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations for Eqn. (2.5.6)
above can be given as follows:

Lemma 5 Euler-Lagrange equation for ith function f i (component-wise)

1√
det γ

∂

∂xα

(√
det γγαβ ∂

∂xβ
f i
)

+ γαβ(x)Γijk(f(x))∂f
j

∂xα
∂fk

∂xβ
= 0. (2.5.9)

Here Γ’s are given by
Γijk = 1

2g
il(−∂lgjk + ∂jgkl + ∂kgjl). (2.5.10)

The solutions are called Harmonic maps. In other words, the solutions are critical points
of E(f), where

crit(f) = {f : δE(f) = 0}. (2.5.11)
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Observation • Euler-Lagrange equations depend on the metric on the source (γαβ) and the target
via Γijk.

• Consider the previous example: M = [0, 1] and f : [0, 1] −→ N smooth curve.

For E(f) =
∫
M gij ḟ

iḟ jdt: For fk lemma reduces to

f̈k + Γkij(f(x))ḟ iḟ j = 0. (2.5.12)

This is the usual "geodesic equation" obtained by the variation δE(f). It can also
be obtained by the standard Euler-Lagrange equations

∂L
∂qi
− d

dt
∂L
∂q̇i

= 0 where L(f, ḟ) = gij ḟ
iḟ j. (2.5.13)

• Why the name harmonic?

Consider the case with a smooth map f : R2 −→ R. Then the corresponding Euler-
Lagrange equation (by Lemma) is given by

△f :=
2∑
i=1

∂2f

∂x2
i

= 0, (2.5.14)

where △ = div(grad(·)) is usual Laplacian on R2 with (x1, x2). This can be found
by using √

det{γ} = 1, Γijk = 0 ∀i, j, k and γab = δab. (2.5.15)

Then one gets

0 = δab
∂

∂xα

(
∂f

∂xβ

)
= δab

∂2f

∂xα∂xβ
=

2∑
i=1

∂2f

∂(xα)2 . (2.5.16)

2.5.2 - Feynman Path Integral

Now we focus on the case of paths γ : I −→ (M, g), with γ(0) = a, γ(t) = b. Then the
energy functional is given by

E(γ) =
∫ 1

0
gij(γ)γ̇iγ̇jdt. (2.5.17)

In classical mechanics, (by using D’Alambert’s principle), we want to consider a particular
path γ that minimizes the action E (i.e. γ such that δE|γ = 0). Here γ must be a geodesic.
Now, in the "quantum" case, to each path γ, one assigns a "probability function" exp

(
i
ℏE(γ)

)
and integrate over the space A(a, b) of all paths connecting a and b:

∫
A

exp
(
i

ℏ
E
)
dµ(γ). (2.5.18)
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Here dµ(γ) is some measure on A. This integral is called the Feynman path integral.

Remark In general, A is infinite-dimensional, and there exists no rigorously defined measure µ on
A. However, one can still use some asymptotic approaches.

Remark When ℏ −→ 0, one obtains classical minimizing paths.

2.5.3 - Sigma Model

We will define the model using path integrals. Let CX := Map(X,M). Then we have:
(1) If ∂X = ϕ, then the partition function is

∀f ∈ CX , Z(X) :=
∫
CX

exp
(
iE(f)
ℏ

)
∈ C. (2.5.19)

(2) If ∂X = Y ̸= ϕ, define Z(X) on CY := Map(Y,M) as follows:

X

∂X = Y

ZY

Figure 46. A vector space ZY defined on the boundary Y of a manifold X.

∀α ∈ CY = Map(Y,M), (2.5.20)

Z(X)(α) :=
∫
CX(α)

exp
(
i

ℏ
E(f)

)
∈ ZY , (2.5.21)

where
CX(α) := {f ∈ CX : f |∂X=Y = α} . (2.5.22)

Here, ZY is some vector space of functions on CY .
The idea is that even though Z(X) may not be rigorously defined, we can discuss "the
expected" properties of Z(X) and the corresponding vector space ZY associated to the
boundary Y . This is actually where geometric quantization will come in handy.
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2.5.4 - Axioms for Sigma Model

1) Orientation: Z−Y ∼= Z∗
Y . Here, −Y means Y with the opposite orientation.

X1

∂X1 ≃ Y X2

∂X2 ≃ −Y

Figure 47. Boundaries with reversed orientation: ∂X1 = −∂X2.

Y 7−→ ZY & − Y 7−→ Z∗
Y . (dual of ZY )

2) Multiplication: ZY1⨿Y2 = ZY1 ⊗ ZY2 ,

X

Y1

Y2

∂X = Y1 ⨿ Y2

Figure 48. Both Y1 and Y2 constitute a boundary for X through the disjoint union
∂X = Y1 ⨿ Y2,

Y1 ⨿ Y2 7−→ ZY1⨿Y2 = ZY1 ⊗ ZY2 .

3) Gluing: X = X1 ⨿X2

Y
.

Y

−Y

X1 X2

X

Figure 49. The manifolds X1 and X2 are glued along their boundaries.
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That means X can be obtained by gluing X1 and X2 along their boundaries: Pick a
diffeomorphism φ : Y ≃−→ Y and define an equivalence relation "∼" by saying "a ∼ b"
in Y if and only if b = φ(a). And then we obtain the quotient space

X := X1 ⨿X2

∼
. (2.5.23)

By the above axioms, we have

Y 7−→ ZY , −Y 7−→ Z∗
Y (2.5.24)

and
Z(X1) ∈ ZY , Z(X2) ∈ Z∗

Y . (2.5.25)

We have a natural pairing
ZY ⊗ Z∗

Y

⟨·,·⟩−−→ C, (2.5.26)

and we impose
Z(X) = ⟨Z(X1), Z(X2)⟩. (2.5.27)

2.5.5 - Some Background from Category Theory

Now, we aim to reformulate these axioms by means of category-theoretic tools and by
introducing a suitable notion, so-called Topological Quantum Field Theory, that formalizes
the above setup. Let’s begin with some terminology and notation.

Definition 46 A category C consists of the following data:

• Objects, denoted by Obj(C).

• Morphisms, ∀A,B ∈ Obj(C), we have a set of morphisms ("arrows") from A to B
(A −→ B), denoted by Mor(A,B) such that

(a) Composition morphism exists:

Mor(A,B)×Mor(B,C) −→ Mor(A,C)
(f, g) 7−→ f ◦ g.

(2.5.28)

(b) Composition is associative.

(c) ∀A ∈ Obj(C), ∃ idA ∈ Mor(A,A).

Example 27 Top: The category of topological spaces,

• Objects: Topological spaces X.

• Morphisms: continuous maps between topological spaces f : X → Y .
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Example 28 Sets: The category of sets,

• Objects: Sets.

• Morphisms: Maps between sets A φ−→ B.

Example 29 Veck: The category of vector spaces over a field k.

• Objects: Finite dimensional vector spaces .

• Morphisms: V L−−→W , where L is a linear transformation.

Example 30 Ab: The category of Abelian groups.

• Objects: Abelian groups.

• Morphisms: Group homomorphisms between abelian groups.

Example 31 Cob(n+ 1): The category of (n+ 1) dimensional cobordisms.

• Objects: Closed, orientable, smooth n-manifolds.

• Morphisms: Let X,Y ∈ Obj(Cob(n+ 1)).

A morphism from X to Y is defined by a cobordism from X to Y .
Note that a cobordism from X to Y is an compact, orientable, smooth (n+1)-dimensional
manifold W with ∂W = X ⨿−Y .

X

Y

W

∂W = X ⨿ (−Y )

Figure 50. Cobordism from X to Y .

In that case, we denote a cobordism from X to Y simply by W : X ⇒ Y .

As one can realize, category theory is a sort of unifying theme in mathematics.
Now, it is natural to as how can we relate two given categories?

Definition 47 Let C and C ′ be two categories. A covariant functor F from C to C ′ is defined as follows.

• It is a map from Obj(C) to Obj(C ′). That is

∀A ∈ Obj(C), ∃F(A) ∈ Obj(C ′), (2.5.29)
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such that F maps objects to objects.

• For any A1, A2 ∈ Obj(C) and m : A1 −→ A2 ∈ Mor(A1, A2), we have

F(m) : F(A1) −→ F(A2). (2.5.30)

It maps from morphisms to morphisms.

∀m ∈ Mor(A1, A2), F(m) ∈ Mor(F(A1),F(A2)), (2.5.31)

such that

– It maps identity morphism to identity morphism.

F(idA) = idF(A). (2.5.32)

– Given m1 ∈ Mor(A,B) and m2 ∈ Mor(B,C), we have

F(m2 ◦m1) = F(m2) ◦ F(m1), (2.5.33)

which means it respects composition.

F(A) F(B) F(C).F(m1)

F(m2◦m1)

F(m2)

This is why the name "covariant" is used. Otherwise, it would be "contravari-
ant".

Example 32 Forgetful Functor : It basically forgets structures!

Top Fo−−→ Sets. (2.5.34)

It sends a topological space X to its underlying set. Similarly, it forgets the continuity
of maps and considers them as maps between sets.

Example 33 Homology Functor :

Top Hi−−→ Ab (2.5.35)
X 7−→ Hi(X) (ith homology group of X) (2.5.36)

(f : X → Y ) 7−→ (f∗ : Hi(X) −→ Hi(Y )) , (2.5.37)

where f∗ is the induced map on homology.
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2.5.6 - Topological Quantum Field Theory (TQFT) as a functor

Using the terminology of the previous section (in the sense of Atiyah[Ati89]), we now define
a TQFT Z to be a functor from Cob(n+ 1) to Vectk acting on objects as

Cob(n+ 1) Z−−→ Vectk (2.5.38)
X 7−→ Z(X), (2.5.39)

a finite-dimensional vector space over k, and Z maps a cobordism W : X ⇒ Y , as in
Figure 50, to a linear transformation between vector spaces

Z(X) Z(W )−−−→ Z(Y ). (2.5.40)

Observe that the axioms of the sigma model can be recovered from the definition of a
functor.

Example 34 As above, if W : X ⇒ Y a cobordism from X to Y , with ∂W = X ⨿−Y , we have

Z(W ) ∈ Hom(Z(X),Z(Y ))
≃ Z(X)∗ ⊗Z(Y ).

(2.5.41)

This is by recalling that for all finite dimensional vector spaces V1, V2,

Homk(V1, V2) ∼= V ∗
1 ⊗ V2. (2.5.42)

If X = ϕ, i.e. W is a cobordism from ϕ to Y , with ∂W = Y , we have

Z(W ) ∈ Z(ϕ)∗︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

⊗Z(Y ) ≃ Z(Y )︸ ︷︷ ︸
since k⊗V≃V

. (2.5.43)

Similarly, if Y has reversed orientation, i.e. W is a cobordism from Y to ϕ. We get

Z(W ) ∈ Hom(Z(Y ), Z(ϕ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

) = Z(Y )∗, (2.5.44)

where

Y

ϕ

W

W

Y
ϕ

Therefore, the "orientation" axiom is recovered!

Similarly, the other axioms can also be realized directly from the definition of functor.
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THREE

Application: Knot theory and
Witten’s Work

Classically, a knot invariant can be built using algebraic, geometric, and statistical meth-
ods [Wu92]. For example, an invariant of ambient isotopy—such as a number, group, or
polynomial linked to a knot/link that remains unchanged under Reidemeister moves.
Each approach is interesting historically and technically; however, all require a suitable 2D
projection of the knot to evaluate the invariant. The algebraic method uses the braid group
representation for the knot (e.g., Jones’ works [Jon85, Jon89]), the geometric approach
studies skein relations [PS97, Wu92], and the statistical mechanical method constructs a
lattice model where the partition function yields a knot invariant. Some models produce
relations similar to skein relations, giving rise to certain knot polynomials. This chapter
focuses on Witten’s 3D approach [Wit89].
The outline is as follows:

1. A brief introduction to knot theory. (Main ref.: Wu’s paper [Wu92])

2. Witten’s paper: Main setup and results. (Main ref.: [Wit89])
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Geometric Quantization I. A Review of Knot Theory

3.1 - A Review of Knot Theory

3.1.1 - Knots, Links, and Diagrams

Definition 48 1. An oriented knot K is an embedding of a circle S1 into R3 (or into its one point
compactification S3).

2. An oriented link L with m-components is an embedding of a disjoint union of m
copies of S1 into R3 (or S3):

S1 φ−−→ R3, φ(S1) =: K

S1 ⨿ · · · ⨿ S1︸ ︷︷ ︸
m

ψ−−→ R3, ψ(⨿S1) =: L (3.1.1)

S1
K

∞

S3 = R3 ∪ {∞}

R3

Figure 51. A figure-8 knot formed via an embedding of S1 into R3

S1

∞

S1

R3

L

Figure 52. A 2-link (Hopf Link) formed via an embedding of two S1s into R3.

Remark 1. The trivial embedding is called an unknot, i.e. φ(S1) = S1.

2. For all knots K, we have a homeomorphism K ∼= S1. That is to say, each knot
(closed, simple, smooth curve) is homeomorphic (topologically equivalent) to a
circle. Therefore, we need a stronger notion to distinguish two given knots K1, K2.
This is the notion of isotopy (ambient) classes. For example, the unknot and the
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basic trefoil knot are both homeomorphic to the circle, but they are not isotopic.

Unknot Knot
(Trefoil)

Definition 49 Let K1 and K2 be two knots. An ambient isotopy between K1 to K2 is a one parameter
family ht of diffeomorphisms (smoothly depending on t)

ht : [0, 1]× R3 −−→ R3, h(t, x) = ht(x). (3.1.2)

such that
1) h0 = idR3 ,

2) h1(K1) = K2.
(3.1.3)

Here, ht ∈ Diff(R3) and ht : R3 → R3 is a diffeomorphism for all t.

Observation An isotopy ht defines a smooth deformation from K1 to K2.

K1

∞

R3 K2 := h1(K1)

h0

ht

h1

h0(K1) = K1

ht(K1)
Bending and

twisting
the unknot

Figure 53. Isotopies of K1 = S1.
We can define an equivalence relation for knots as follows:

Definition 50 K1 ∼ K2 if and only if there exists an ambient isotopy going from K1 to K2.

If there exists an ambient isotopy from K1 to K2, K1 and K2 are said to be ambient
isotopic.

K1

∞

R3

K2 := h1(K1)

∃ hk =⇒ They are isotopic

Figure 54. The unknot is isotopic to a figure-8 knot.
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The study of knot theory aims to classify equivalence classes of knots defined by ambient
isotopy. To understand which knots are isotopic (and to construct a convenient algorithm
that can be used to detect isotopic behavior), we introduce the notion of "knot diagram-
s/projections". In other words, to study knots, we consider their suitable, perpendicular,
2D projections onto the plane.

Definition 51 Let K be a knot. A knot diagram D(K) (or just use K again) is the perpendicular
projection of K onto the plane such that

1. The projection maps tangent lines to tangent lines at all points p ∈ K.

2. No more than two points of K are projected onto the same point.

3. The set of "crossing points" is finite, and at each crossing, the projections of two
tangents do not coincide.

π

π

1)

2)

3)

Not allowed

Not allowed

Figure 55. (1) The projection preserves the tangent lines. (2) Two points of K
cannot be mapped to the same point on the plane. (3) Projections of tangent

lines onto the same line on the plane is not allowed.
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Example 35 The following figure indicates the three-dimensional nature of the theory and also gives
information about the relative position of two strip segments in space. Terminology:
"overcrossing" and "undercrossing".

KK0

π

D(K0)
D(K)

π

"Crossing"

Figure 56. Knots in R3 are projected onto the xy-plane.

Convention: Our sign convention will be as follows:

+ −

Figure 57. A (+) sign is given whenever an arrow coming from the left passes over the
arrow coming from the right. In the converse, the crossing has a (−) sign.

Example 36 Some examples of knots where the crossings are labeled:

Unknot
Trefoil

− +

Figure Eight

+ +

+
−

−

Hopf-Link

Figure 57. Some possible orientations of given knots.

Observation Given an unoriented link K consisting of n-components, one can "orientize" K in 2n

different ways.a If n = 1, it is just a knot, and there are 21 = 2 ways to orient it as
shown.

aFor example, in Figure 57 there are eight examples.

Why do we care about the planar projection? Because there exist some line moves in the
planar projection that produce isotopic knots in the space. These are called Reidemeister
moves.

Type I Type II Type III
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In a more concrete picture, with orientations involved:

−

+

−+

+−

++

+

Figure 58. Type I (Left), Type II (Middle), and Type III (Right) Reidemeister moves.

Definition 52 A quantitya Z assigned to a knot K is said to be an invariant of ambient isotopy if it is
invariant under all Reidemeister moves. Such a quantity is called an invariant of regular
isotopy if it is invariant under type II and type III moves.

ae.g., a number, group, polynomial assigned to a given knot (link) K.

Our approach to the problem of classifying knots will be to construct invariants for isotopy
classes of knots (links), i.e., if K1 ∼ K2 then Z(K1) = Z(K2).

Possible approaches to construct a knot invariant:

• Algebraic approach: Finding the braid group representation of a given knot.

• Geometric approach: Using knot diagrams and skein relations.

• Statistical mechanics approach: Assign to a given knot diagram a lattice model and
evaluate its partition function.

These are classical approaches. They all need the 2-dimensional projection of a given knot
(i.e., knot projections), even if the theory itself is 3-dimensional. We also have the following
approaches.

• Witten’s Chern-Simons approach: Assigning a Wilson line to a given knot, and
computing its expectation value.

• Reshetikin and Turaev approach: Using quantum groups.

• many other modern approaches...

This part uses 3-dimensional Chern-Simons theory to recover the well-known knot poly-
nomials. Due to the appearance of the partition function Z in the construction, which is
challenging to define, technical issues arise.
Our aim is to study Witten’s approach. Before doing that, we focus on the geometric
approach to warm up.
A question is how we detect the isotopy class of a knot via given knot diagrams?
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Theorem 19 (Reidemeister)
Let K1 and K2 be two knots (links). Let D(K1) and D(K2) be knot diagrams for K1

and K2, respectively. Then

K1 and K2 are
(ambient) isotopic.

⇐⇒
D(K2) can be obtained from D(K1)
through finitely many Reidemeister
moves and the plane isotopy.

Example 37 Let D(K1) be an unknot and D(K2) be a figure-8 knot with a crossing at the point P
as seen in Figure 59. By using the first Reidemeister move at the crossing P , one has

Type
1P

Figure 59. Isotopy between a figure-8 knot and the unknot is shown via Type I
Reidemeister move.

Hence, K1 and K2 are ambient isotopic.

Type 1

hk

Figure 60. Isotopy between the unknot and the figure-8 knot.

A naive construction for knot invariants is that there exists a natural "number" assigned
to a given knot. Let K be an oriented knot. We define the writhe w(K) of K by

w(K) := n+ − n−, (3.1.4)

where n± denotes the number of ± crossings. This quantity is determined uniquely for a
given knot K, and is independent of the orientation.
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Example 38 Let K be a trefoil and K ′ be the figure-8 knot as below.

− + +

+
Then w(K) = 3 and w(K ′) = −1.

Observation w is an invariant of regular isotopy as w fails to be invariant under the Type-I move.
Clearly, we have

+

(similarly for "-" crossing), when we resolve the crossing, the number of crossings has
changed.

3.1.2 - The skein relation (for “oriented" knots) and knot polynomials

The skein relation is a recurrence relation relating the invariant of knots whose diagrams
are identical except for a small neighborhood of a particular crossing.

−
−

+
+

−

−

+

Such configurations cannot be disentangled by usual line moves.

Three (independent) line configuration:

+ −

L+ L− L0 p

Figure 61. The three knots are identical except at a crossing point.
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+ −

+

Figure 62. One cannot switch the lines to get one from the other.

We denote the knots in Figure 61 by L+, L−, L0 respectively and P+, P−, P0 their associated
invariants.
The simplest Skein relation reads

xPL+(x, y, z) + yPL−(x, y, z) = zPL0(x, y, z),
Punknot(x, y, z) = 1,

(3.1.5)

where P is a Laurent polynomial of homogeneous degree 0 in variables (x, y, z).

Example 39 1. Apply the Skein relation for two unlinked knots, written 2l:

x · 1 + y · 1 = zP2l(x, y, z) =⇒ P2l(x, y, z) = x+ y

z
. (3.1.6)

+ −

Isotopic
to

Unknot

Isotopic
to

Unknot

Two
unlinking

knots

2. Now consider the Hopf link, with the three independent configurations at a crossing:

+ − 0

= =

=
Hopf Link

Then, we have:

xPHopf(x, y, z)+y P2l(x, y, z)︸ ︷︷ ︸
x+y

z

= z Punknot(x, y, z)︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

=⇒ PHopf(x, y, z) = z2 − xy − y2

xz
.

(3.1.7)
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3. For the Trefoil knot, we have

+ −
+

=

Trefoil Hopf Link

L+ L− L0

xPtrefoil + y · 1 = z × z2 − xy − y2

xz
=⇒ Ptrefoil = z2 − 2xy − y2

x2 . (3.1.8)

Remark For "unoriented" knots, skein relations can be written in a similar fashion, but with minor
differences. We will skip that part in these notes.

Polynomial invariants. Each of the polynomials below is determined by the skein relation,
and they are all ambient isotopy invariant (under Types I, II, III Reidemeister moves) unless
otherwise stated. For more details, we refer the reader to [PS97].

1. Alexander (1928) - Conway (1970) polynomial, ∆(t): Let

x = 1, y = −1, z = −
√
t+ 1√

t
, (3.1.9)

in P (x, y, z) with Skein relation

∆L+(t)−∆L−(t) =
( 1√

t
−
√
t
)

∆L0(t). (∆unknot(t) = 1) (3.1.10)

2. Jones (1985) polynomial V (t): This is obtained by analyzing the braid group rep-
resentations of knots using von Neumann algebras. Take

x = 1
t
, y = −t, z =

√
t− 1√

t
, (3.1.11)

and the skein relation reads

1
t
VL+(t)− tVL−(t) =

(√
t− 1√

t

)
VL0(t). (Vunknot(t) = 1) (3.1.12)

3. HOMFLY(1985-87) polynomial P (t, z): Jones (1987) rederived this polynomial in-
variant using the Hecke algebra representation of the braid group. Take

x = 1
t
, y = −t, (3.1.13)

QTFMS 137



Geometric Quantization II. Witten’s Work

with the skein relation

1
t
PL+(t, z)− tPL−(t, z) = zPL0(t, z). (Punknot(t, z) = 1) (3.1.14)

4. The Akutsu-Wadati (1987) polynomial: A new knot invariant derived from exactly
solvable models in statistical mechanics.

5. Kauffman (1990) polynomial L(α, z): This polynomial is regular isotopy invariant
(i.e., only under Type II and III Reidemeister moves). The Skein relation reads as

LL+(α, z) + LL−(α, z) = z[LL0(α, z) + LDunoriented(α, z)], (3.1.15)

where the extra part in the parentheses on the right-hand side accounts for unoriented
knots.

Theorem 20 (Kauffman 1988)
Given an invariant of regular isotopy for "unoriented knots", then there exists an invariant
of ambient isotopy for oriented knots.

Recall that given an oriented link L, VL(t) -the Jones polynomial- is determined by the
following relations:

(i) t−1VL+(t)− tVL−(t) = (t1/2 − t−1/2)VL0(t),
(ii) V (L⨿ unknot) = −(t−1/2 + t1/2)VL(t),
(iii) Vunknot(t) = 1.

(3.1.16)

Example 40 One can see that
VHopf(t) = −t−5/2 − t−1/2, (3.1.17)

and that
Vtrefoil(t) = −t−4 + t−3 + t−1. (3.1.18)

3.2 - Witten’s Work

Some notation and the setup. Let us now focus on Edward Witten’s work. For our
setup, we consider a principal SU(2) bundle over a closed, oriented, smooth 3-manifold M ,
together with a 2 + 1 Chern-Simons theory on M , and let

P P

M

SU(2)

π σ (3.2.1)
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On P , we have a Lie algebra-valued connection one form, ω ∈ Ω′(P )⊗g; a covariant exterior
derivative, D, which acts on θ as Dθ = dθ ◦ Hor; and a curvature 2-form Ω ∈ Ω2(P ) ⊗ g

which is defined as
Ω = Dω = dω ◦ Hor = dω + ω ∧ ω. (3.2.2)

This is necessarily a trivial bundle, P ∼= M × SU(2), so let σ be the trivial section σ :
M → P such that π ◦ σ = idM . Then, using σ∗, we can pull everything down to M . With
these, we define the one-form, A, and its curvature two-form, F as

A := σ∗ω ∈ Ω1(M)⊗ g, and F := σ∗Ω ∈ Ω2(M ; g), (3.2.3)

where
F = dA+ A ∧ A. (3.2.4)

Taking a local coordinate chart x = (xi)3
i=1 on M , we get

A = Aµ(x)dxµ, and F = 1
2Fµνdx

µ ∧ dxν , (3.2.5)

where
Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ + [Aµ, Aν ]. (3.2.6)

Now consider the Chern-Simons three-form on M , given by

Q3(A,F ) = tr
(
A ∧ dA+ 2

3A ∧ A ∧ A
)
, (3.2.7)

or equivalently
Q3(A,F ) = tr

(
A ∧ F − 1

3A ∧ A ∧ A
)
. (3.2.8)

Note that the exterior derivative of the Chern-Simons form is

dQ3(A,F ) = d tr
(
A ∧ dA+ 2

3A ∧ A ∧ A
)

= tr (F ∧ F ) ∈ Ω4(N ; g). (3.2.9)

Here, N is a compact, oriented four-manifold whose boundary is M , i.e. ∂N = M . More-
over, the quantity

P2n(F ) := tr(F ∧ F ), (3.2.10)

is called the nth Chern form. With all these, the action of the Chern-Simons theory is
given by

SCS[A] = k

4π

∫
M

tr
(
A ∧ dA+ 2

3A ∧ A ∧ A
)
, (3.2.11)

where k ∈ N+. In accordance with the path integral quantization formalism, the corre-
sponding partition function is

Z(M) =
∫

A
DA′ exp(iSCS[A]). (3.2.12)
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Here A is the space of all connections A ∼= Ω1(M ; g).

Remark 1. The integer k is called the level.

2. The consistency of the QFT does not require the single-valuedness of the Chern-
Simons action but that of exp(iS), where

SCS : A −→ R/Z. (3.2.13)

3. Let G be a group of G-equivariant diffeomorphisms, ϕ, of P . Then, we saw before
that

G = Map(M ;SU(2))
= {g : M → SU(2) | g smooth}, (3.2.14)

hence, G acts on A as follows: For all g ∈ G and A ∈ A, we define

g · A := g−1Ag + g−1dg. (3.2.15)

Locally, we write

Aµ 7−→ g−1Aµg + g−1∂µg = g−1(Aµ + ∂µ)g. (3.2.16)

4. We saw before that under gauge transformations,

F 7−→ g · F = g−1F, (3.2.17)

hence we have
tr
(
g−1Fg

)
= tr(F ), (3.2.18)

by similarity. This is the reason why tr(F∧2) is invariant under gauge transforma-
tion.

5. We need a term k/4π in the dynamics of SCS to make exp(iSCS) invariant under
the gauge transformation, which by a long calculation and recalling ker(eiθ) =
{2πk|k ∈ Z} , gives

SCS[A] 7−→ SCS[g · A] = SCS[A]− 2πkN. (3.2.19)

The question now is how we compute Z(M), which turns out to be a topological invariant.
So, let us cut out M by a Riemann surface Σ and consider the above setup with a restriction
on Σ.
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Σ

−Σ

M1

M2

AΣ

Figure 63. A manifold M cut by a Riemann surface Σ, on which the space, A, of all
connections is defined.

Here, M = (M1
∐
M2)/Σ. Recall that Z(M1) is an element of a certain vector space ZΣ

assigned to Σ by means of geometric quantization. Similarly, Z(M2) ∈ Z−Σ. Also, by the
axioms of TQFT, we had Z−Σ = Z∗

Σ. Hence,

Z(M) = ⟨Z(M1), Z(M2)⟩, (3.2.20)

by gluing action where ⟨·, ·⟩ is the natural pairing on ZΣ. Recall that at the end of Chapter
1, we saw

• AΣ is an infinite-dimensional symplectic manifold.

• Furthermore, (AΣ, G, µ) is a Hamiltonian G-space with a moment map

µ : A −→ g∗
G

A 7−→ FA.
(3.2.21)

This is the curvature map!

• By symplectic reduction theorem and the results of Atiyah, the moduli space M :=
µ−1(0)/G of flat connections on M turns out to be a compact finite-dimensional
symplectic manifold.

Now, geometric quantization is available for M, and one can canonically associate a vec-
tor space ZΣ to M. This is a unique vector space up to isomorphisms (by the Hitchin
construction). Then we have the following picture outlining the situation:

M1
Σ

A M

ZΣ

by GQ

Figure 64. Assignment of a vector space ZΣ to the moduli space, M.
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Here, to each Σ, we assign canonically a Hilbert space ZΣ such that Z(M1) ∈ ZΣ as we
claimed. For a given Σ, one can talk explicitly about ZΣ in more detail in suitable cases.
For A = Aµdx

µ = A0dx
0 + Aidx

i where i = 1, 2, and noting that locally, A0 = 0 on Σ, we
write

SCS[A] = k

2π

∫
M
ϵµνρ tr

(
Aµ∂νAρ − Aµ∂ρAν + 2

3Aµ[Aν , Aρ]
)

SCS[A]Σ = k

2π

∫
dt
∫

Σ
ϵij tr

(
Ai

d

dt
Aj

)
.

on Σ×R . (3.2.22)

Now, what if M includes a knot (link) K?
To obtain further information, first we need to consider the generalised version of Z in the
following sense: By introducing a functional O(A) on A associated to A, one can construct
an invariant for the "data" defining O(A) as follows:

Z(M ;O) =
∫

A
DA′eiSCSO(A). (3.2.23)

Taking a link L, say with n-component, so that L = ⋃n
i=1 Li in M and letting M = S3 in

particular, we can define a function θ associated to L as follows:

• For each Li, assign an irreducible representation Ri of G = SU(2).

• For each loop Li and its assigned representation Ri, define the Wilson line operator
WRi

(Li) by
WRi

(Li) := trRi

(
P exp

(
i
∮
Li

A
))

, (3.2.24)

where P is the path-ordering operator. The term inside the trace is also called the
holonomy of A over Li, HolLi

(A).

• We now define the the operator

O(A) :=
∏
i

WRi
(Li). (3.2.25)

L1

L2

M = S3

R1

R2

WR2(L2)

WR1(L1)

Figure 65. Linked loops Li embedded in S3 and their corresponding Wilson operators.
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Then the partition function is given by

Z(M,O) =
∫

A
DA′eiSCS

∏
i

WRi
(Li). (3.2.26)

When there are no knots or links on M , one reclaims the original Z(M) without introducing
an extra Wilson line term.

3.2.1 - Rederiving the Knot Polynomials

Here the idea is to recover the suitable skein-like relations in terms of the partition function
Z that uniquely determines the associated knot polynomial. Our setup assumes M = S3

with a knot K∗ in M . Considering a 3-ball D3 around a crossing P with ∂D3 = S2, we
can let S2 play the role of Σ above. Then, after cutting out the manifold, we have the
following figure.

K

S3

M1

M2 = D3

∂D3 = S2

∂M1 = S2

S2 with four marked
points : S2

(4)

Figure 66. S3 with an embedded knot is cut by a Riemann surface at the crossing point
of the knot.

Observation 1. Without touching anything, if we glue back each piece, then we obtain S3 = M

with the original knot K.

2. Notice that while M1 includes the complicated part of the knot, M2 consists of
parts of the original knot with some actual braiding. Possible cases are as follows:

+ 0 −

Figure 67. Each possible braiding for the part of the knot inside M2.
∗Here, K will only have one component.

QTFMS 143



Geometric Quantization II. Witten’s Work

3. Each choice of possible braiding corresponds to one of the independent line config-
urations that appeared in our previous discussions on knot theory:

+ −

L+ L− L0

Figure 68. Possible line configurations for the part of the knot inside M2.

4. The choice of braiding of the four points (or say labelling) determines different
vectors in the assigned vector space Z−S2

(4)
= Z∗

S2
(4)

. That is,

Z(M2, L+), Z(M2, L0), Z(M2, L−) ∈ Z∗
S2

(4)
. (3.2.27)

M2

M1

L+, L−,L0

ZS2
(4)

Z−S2
(4)

= Z∗S2
(4)

Z(M1) ∈ ZS2
(4)

Figure 69. Vector spaces assigned to the Riemann surface S2 with four marked
points.

Here, a fact is that dimS2
(4) ≤ 2. This can be seen by working in 2D-conformal field the-

ory on the plane, using some representation-theoretical arguments, which we will not get
into. For details, we refer to Kohno’s book [Koh02], Conformal Field Theory and Topology.

All in all, the above vectors should obey the dependence relation due to dimensionality:

αZ(M2, L+) + βZ(M2, L−) + γZ(M2, L0) = 0. (3.2.28)

When we glue back M1 and M2, we recover M , and depending on the choice of braiding,
we obtain not just the original one, but K with a modified line configuration at the crossing.

By using the pairing Z(Li) = ⟨Z(M1), Z(M2;Li)⟩ for each i, we get

αZ(L0) + βZ(L−) + γZ(L+) = 0, (3.2.29)
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where each term is assigned to one of the configurations in the figure below, respectively.

L+L−L0

Figure 70. Crossings corresponding to each of the terms in the partition function.

This is, in fact, the skein-like relation associated with the line configuration via the parti-
tion function Z.

The determination of α, β, γ can be done explicitly as shown by Moore and Seiberg us-
ing the polynomial equations for rational conformal field theory, but we will not go into this.

At the end of the day, one can recover the Jones polynomial as follows:

q−1V (L+)− qV (L−) + (q1/2 − q−1/2)V (L0) = 0, (3.2.30)

where
q = exp

( 2πi
k + 2

)
and V (q) = Z(M,K). (3.2.31)

The case with G = SU(2) and M = S3 can then be generalized to any closed, oriented,
smooth three-manifold M by Witten’s work, which essentially combines the previous ar-
guments with the surgery machinery for 3-manifolds.
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